The Standard

Vol. II1, No. 6 (Whole No. 58), February
11, 1888

Draft transcription - as of 2026-11-10 - henrygeorgethestandard.org/1888-02-11

Transcribed edition - henrygeorgethestandard.org/1888-02-11



Vol. lll, No. 6 (Whole No. 58), February 11, 1888

Contents

82 notes: 82 misprints. Uncertain readings are in [brackets?]. Original spelling and misprints are kept as printed.

Page 1

% VARIOUS MA[TTERS?] 4

% [Various Matters: the Star as a radical paper] 4

% [Various Matters: O'Connor’s opening article] 4

% [Various Matters: Helen Taylor's visit] 5

% [Various Matters: J. A. Price on the credit system] 6
% [Various Matters: debt, interest and land] 7

% [Various Matters: Jefferson and public debts] 8

% [Various Matters: Powderly and the land question] 8

% [Various Matters: this week's Keyser and Slocum items] 10
Henry George

The New Haven Land and Labor Club. 11 Alfred Smith

% The Harlem Anti-Poverty Society Holds Its First Public
Meeting. 11

Organizing in Larned, Kansas. 11 W. M. Goodner
The Cigar Tax. 11
THE FREE EATING ROOM CLOSED. 11

The Twenty-first Ward Association of Brooklyn. 13 Jas. R.
Cahill

Page 2
% QUERIES AND ANSWERS. A Long Session. 14 M. O. Gilpin

% [Answer to M. O. Gilpin] 16

A Farmer and a Mortgage Clerk. 19 One Who Desires to See
the Cat

Y [Answer to One Who Desires to See the Cat] 20
% Notes. 21 Louis F. Post
A Novel Suggestion. 21 Montague R. Leverson

% Henry George in Washington. 22
The Brooklyn Tax Reform Club. 23
Topeka Single Tax Men. 24 A. E. Davis

Page 3

% ANTI-POVERTY. DR. M'GLYNN ON "THE STRIKES AND
THE LABOR MOVEMENT." 25 Edward McGlynn
UNITY CONGREGATION. 33

Page 4

THE STANDARD. 36
SATURDAY, FEBRUARY 11, 1888. 36
PLATFORM OF THE UNITED LABOR PARTY. 36

% PRISON LABOR. 38

% [Prison Labor, section 2] 39
% [Prison Labor, section 3] 39
% [Prison Labor, section 4] 40

% [Prison Labor, section 5] 40 Louis F. Post

AN INCONSISTENT PREACHER. 40

HOW MR. HEWITT MAY ACHIEVE GREATNESS. 41
FROM JUDGE MAGUIRE. 43 James G. Maguire

Page 5

[From Judge Maguire, concluded] 46 James G. Maguire
THE NEW YORK COUNTY COMMITTEE. 46

Of Interest to Readers in Ontario. 47 R. Cartwright

How Cornell Students Are Instructing Their Professors. 48
MORE OPINIONS. 48

THE CINCINNATI ANTI-POVERTY SOCIETY. 51
Thinks We Should Be as Practical as Our Politics. 52 F. S.
Stewart

A Texas Correspondent on the Situation. 53 O. F. Young
The Landlord Saw the Point. 54 Smith

The Advantage of Indirect Taxation. 55 Leo Tolstoy

H. F. Ring's Opinion. 55 H. F. Ring

Well, What Sort of Attention Should We Engage by Going Into a
Tariff Campaign and Saying Nothing About the Tariff? 55

Theo. Buehler
SLAVERY REVISED AND CORRECTED. 56 Herbert Slocum
Of Interest to Brooklyn Readers. 57

Page 6

THE LENOX FARM. 58 William T. Croasdale

The Anti-Poverty Society of Union Co., N.J. 63 T. L. McCready
THOMAS PAINE ON THE SINGLE TAX. 64 Alfred S.
Houghton

Father Huntington's Lecture at Oyster Bay. 65

A LETTER FROM JOHN H. KEYSER. 66 John H. Keyser

The Secret of the Craze for Immigration. 67 Farmer

Slavery for Tramps. 68

Page 7

TWENTY-FOUR HOURS OF AUTOBIOGRAPHY. 69 J. L.
McCreery

OVER PRODUCTION, OR OVER PROTECTION? 71 Wm.
Jackson

Learning Wisdom by Degrees. 72

THE YEAR'S WORK IN GERMANY. 73 Michael Flurscheim
A Sign of Progress in Canada. 73J. S. H.

Some Illustrations of Unearned Increments. 74

How Infant Coal Mines are Protected. 75

Australian Progress. 76

Why, Certainly—And They'll Find Landlords, Too. 76

Advertisements (10): [The Railway News - MACHINE POLITICS AND MONEY
IN ELECTIONS IN NEW YORKCITY, - $5.00 LABOR LIBRARY. - THE SINGLE



Vol. lll, No. 6 (Whole No. 58), February 11, 1888

TAX. - HENRY GEORGE'S WORKS. - NEW PUBLICATIONS. THE LAND AND
LABOR LIBRARY.— - HEAVEN AND HELL, - ANTI-POVERTY DOCTRINES IN
ANUTSHELL. - THE DEMOCRAT. - [Cabinet photos of Dr. McGlynn, Henry
George, Powderly and Pentecost

Page 8

PUBLISHER'S NOTES. 86

[Publisher's Notes: letter from an Indiana correspondent] 86
[Publisher's Notes: letters from subscribers] 87

[Publisher's Notes: subscription rates] 89

[Publisher's Notes: forming anti-poverty societies] 89

[Publisher's Notes: recruiting fund] 89

Dr. Paley's Foolish Pigeons. 90

THE IOWA STATE CONVENTION. 90 L. G. Booth

Must He Become a Monopolist in Spite of Himself? 91 L. D.
Homes

Anti-Poverty in Toronto. 91

Light Breaking in the Schuylkill Valley. 92 Geo. Butterworth
And It's Well Worth Passing Round. 92 W. J. Boreman

% ANTI-POVERTY IN PHILADELPHIA. 92 J. F. Halbach

About this text (9 notes on this issue)

% Anti-Poverty in Baltimore. 94

Statement of the Treasurer of the New York Anti-Poverty
Society. 94

UNITED LABOR PARTY. 99

ILLINOIS. 99

[All readers of THE STANDARD in the First assembly district, Albany] 99
Jos. H. Roshirt

[23rd Assembly District meetings] 100

[Voters of Maryland] 100 John Salmon

% ANTI-POVERTY SOCIETY. 89
UNITY CONGREGATION. 101
ANTI-POVERTY SOCIETY IN PHILADELPHIA. 101

Advertisements (14): OLLENDORF'S NEURODONTINE. - CHARLES B.
SCHAIDNER, PHOTOGRAPHER. - HOLLAND'S COFFEE AND DINING
ROOMS, - [James Bogan, agent for James Means' shoes - [Cabinet photos of
Henry George, Dr. McGlynn and Pentecost - [Piso's Remedy for Catarrh -
GOOD NEWS TO LADIES. - CONCORD CO-OPERATIVE PRINTING
COMPANY (Ld.) - [Braham's: WHO WOULDNT BE DRESSED WELL. - [The
Keystone Watch Club Co. - [Autocopyist - [Hand-made canned goods,
C.M.M.P.A. stamp - COOGAN BROS. - BRIGGS' PIANOS

* [word?] isabest guess; [i1llegible] means unreadable. Line-end hyphens are joined. Misprints

are kept as printed; letters judged to be broken type are written as intended but listed among the

misprints (marked “broken type”).

« pl: a subscriber’s address label is pasted over the volume number, the end of the c1 headline
(“VARIOUS MA[TTERS?]”) and a few words of its first two lines; bracketed guesses there. Faint
handwritten note above the masthead marked [illegible]; a pen stroke through “rush off to” in c6.

« p3: the Unity Congregation report ends on “man,” at the foot of c6 with no continuation found,
possible missing matter. “[$43.65?]” (3 or 8). McGlynn’s address has “Cardinal Gibbons” then

“Archbishop Gibbons™.

 p4/p5: Judge Maguire’s letter breaks off mid-sentence at the foot of p4 c6 and resumes at the head of
p5 cl (signed JAMES G. MAGUIRE.); no jump line printed, link is inferred.

« p5: Prentiss cost table, first figure read “[$3,750?1", type looks like $8,750 but only $3,750 makes the
printed total $6,713. Crease at c6 = y 5000 (“upon the [crop and?]”).

* p6: “twenty-six years” for 1818-1864 (forty-six) and “both of which he has erected” vs Paine’s “it”,

I, €

possibly author’s errors. “[$2,900?]” (2 or 3); ink blot over “made [a?] map”.

« p7: ornamental lettering on the Railway News cut has 3 [illegible]; several tract prices/page counts at
the darkened right edge of c6 are [?]. Deutschland “published at Bubenheim” but address is

Gaggenau.

« p8: treasurer’s table “Regular subscriptions” looks like 68 50, but the printed total $1,551 93 needs
88 50, given as [88 507?]. Toronto report says “Monday evening, February 23” (a Thursday in 1888).

« All pages are 6 columns. Italics on p2 and p3 judged by eye on blurred type, worth checking against

the scan.



Vol. lll, No. 6 (Whole No. 58), February 11, 1888 Page 10f 8

THE STANDARD
HENRY GEORGE, EDITOR AND PROPRIETOR.
NO. 58—VOIL. II?]I, NO. 6. [volume figure partly covered by a pasted mailing label]
NEW YORK, SATURDAY, FEBRUARY 11, 1888.

PRICE FIVE CENTS

p.1,col. 1

VARIOUS MA[TTERS?] [end of headline covered by pasted label]

The successful starting of th[e Lond?]on Star, with T. P. [O’Connor?] in the e[dit?]orial chair, is an event of much
more than newspaper importance. The Star, the first half-penny morning journal in London, has at once leaped to
a circulation of 140,000. Nor is this any wonder. The wonder is that such a paper has not been started before. The
field has lain ready for it in the enormous working class population, who up to this time have had no more thought
of buying a morning paper than of buying a half-crown magazine. One of the strangest things to an American who
travels around London in the early morning has been to see trains, trams and ’busses crowded with people going
to work and not a morning paper in a single hand. The stamp tax for a long time ’kept®® daily papers out of the
reach of the working classes, and the penny journals, such as the Téelegraph and Standard, which have come into
such large circulations since the stamp tax was repealed, have been still too high for the great body of the working
classes to get into the habit of buying them. They have been contented with an occasional sight of a daily paper at
a public house, and with the purchase on Saturday night of one of the penny weeklies, which are made up of a
rehash of the news of the week, and especially of the police court news. The Echo has already shown how
successful a half-penny paper could be made in the evening field, and the sudden leap of the Star into a large
circulation is doubtless the beginning of the formation of the morning newspaper habit among the London
masses.

The most significant thing about the Star, however, is that it starts out on a more radical platform than any of the
other London papers, and is edited by one of the best known of the Irish parliamentarians. Mr. T. P. O’Connor is
well fitted for the task, for although his reputation has been gained in connection with the Irish movement, he has
lived from an early age in London, where his newspaper education has acquired something of an American flavor,
he having been a member of the New York Herald’s London staff when that brilliant journalist, John Russell Young,
was in charge of its London office. The starting of the Star, with Mr. O’Connor at its head, is an evidence of the
tendency, which has been rapidly developing since Mr. Gladstone came out on the Irish side, to carry the Irish
struggle into Great Britain and to make it part of the general democratic movement. This tendency the Star, with
the enormous circulation which it bids fair soon to have, cannot fail to powerfully promote.

In his opening article Mr. O’Connor takes broad democratic ground. While vigorously presenting the Irish case, he
declares that “Ireland wants home rule not much worse than®° the people of London,” and that “no measure of
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radical reform for London can be complete which does not provide for the taxation of ground rents.” He proclaims
that it will be the mission of the Star “to divert the anger of the people from the visible tax collector to the
invisible landlord that skulks and robs behind, and to bring home to their imaginations the great fact that the
specter of land monopoly does not stop short at the homes of the farmers or agricultural laborers, but penetrates
to the inmost recesses of their own dingy streets and their own wretched attics.”

“The elevation, the more constant employment, the better wages, the increase of food in the stomachs, dignity in
the souls, joy, humanity, tenderness in the hearts of the people—these, and these things alone,” he says, “represent
to us progress, glory, national greatness.” He proclaims war against every form of privilege, not only political but
social, and declares that the first great step toward meeting “the terrible problem of hopeless poverty, unhealthy
homes, and over-work or want of work among the masses of the people” is—

a vast and radical change in the land laws of the country. The spectacle at the same time, and sometimes
even in the same county, on the one hand, of large tracts of land, returning to barrenness, and on the other
of overcrowding in lane and alley and slum, is enough to make even the most reactionary tory perceive that
the land system has broken down.

As to the quack remedy of “protection,” which is so vociferously upheld by some of the American supporters of
the Irish movement, Mr. O’Connor, like Mr. Davitt, will have nothing to do with it. “Protection,” he says, “is the
remedy of the foolish or selfish, that must be vehemently and if needs be violently opposed;” while as for the
preaching of emigration as a remedy for poverty, that is the elevation of blood-letting into a panacea.

The starting in London of a half-penny newspaper, edited by a prominent Irishman, and proclaiming such
principles as these, is indeed a happy augury.

It is announced that Helen Taylor is coming to the United States and will be present at the Women’s conference,
which will meet at Washington in April. Among all the distinguished English men and women who have visited us

there are
p.1,col.2
none more worthy of honor than Miss Taylor.

Ever since the death of her stepfather, John Stuart Mill, whose inseparable companion she was, Miss Taylor has
devoted fortune, time and talent to the work of social reform. She was the first woman to be elected to the London
school board, where she has exerted great influence in improving education and fighting corruption, and has so
endeared herself to the people of her district of Southwark that she has been elected again and again, despite the
utmost efforts of the political rings and bosses that flourish in London as well as in New York, although not so
much is heard of them. A thorough democrat in the highest sense of the word, every movement for the political
and social emancipation of the masses has had Miss Taylor’s hearty sympathy and active support, and for years,
many of them of seeming hopelessness, she has been sowing good seed, not only in London but throughout the
three kingdoms. Her devotion to the cause of Irish freedom has been especially marked and constant. When
English liberals were vying with English tories in upholding coercion, and, with the exception of Joseph Cowen,
hardly an Englishman of any prominence could be named who would venture to show the slightest sympathy with
the land league, Miss Taylor went to Dublin to take the place of Anna Parnell should the government determine to
arrest the Irish ladies who were carrying on the work while the men were in prison. And when the anti-Irish
prejudice in England ran strongest, I have heard her asserting the rights of the Irish people to self-government
and to the soil of Ireland, before English audiences who would have driven off the platform anyone but a woman
so respected and talented as she. Miss Taylor is indeed a speaker of remarkable power, uniting to the highest

Sic in the original; probably ““kept””.
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womanly culture and grace a strong and trained intellect and a rare power of clear and concise expression. It is to
be hoped that she will tarry long enough among us to make a number of speeches in various parts of the country,
especially before the anti-poverty societies, with whose principles she is in hearty sympathy.

An interesting paper upon the credit system was read at the recent meeting of the national board of trade at
Cincinnati by J. A. Price, president of the board of trade of Scranton, Pa. The ever increasing national debts of
Europe he estimates at $22,500,000,000, imposing upon its people an annual interest charge of some
$800,000,000, and in addition to this there are railway, municipal and commercial debts and mortgages to an
amount that can hardly be estimated. Of the volume of indebtedness in this country he makes the following

estimate:
Present national debt, Dec. 1, 1887.......... $1,675.816,660
K] 721 o <O 226,597,594
County and municipal.....cccccceeuneee. 821,486.447
Railway.....cccceoeeumeeen. . 4,163.640,144
BanKking.....c.ceeeeeneesscnenne . 4.581,706.203
Private banking........ccceceeveueseunce. 1,500,000,000
Record...eneeneecnenenccsencene 6,000,000,000
Mercantile... v ereeeeeeeerseneens 3,000,000,000
Individual, otherwise than above.......... 6,000,000,000
AGGTeZALE.cuuneeueerrserseenrceernanne $27,969,247,048

Estimating our population at 60,000,000, this would be some $465 for every man, woman and child in the United
States, or over $2,000 for every head of a family. Some of the items in this estimate are of course mere guesses, and
some of the debts included are of course offset and cancelled by others; but whatever deductions can on these
accounts be made, the result is sufficiently startling. The civilized world—and our own country not last in the race—
is rushing forward into a sea of indebtedness that must finally submerge in general bankruptcy and repudiation.

Colonel Price advocates the abolition of all laws for the collection of private debts. and in thisS® he is unquestionably
right. There is no more reason why the state should lend its machinery of constables, sheriffs and courts—still less
as is to a certain extent yet the case in New York, its prisons—to the collection of the debts of the individual, than
that it should undertake to black his boots in the morning or tuck him into bed at night. The abolition

of all laws for the collection of private debts would not only free our judicial machinery from a clogging mass of
business which to a large degree prevents its performance of proper functions, but it would unquestionably lead to
a far higher standard of personal and commercial morality, since character would then be the prime element in
credit. If it lessened, as it undoubtedly would, the use of credit in commercial transactions, the result would be to
put business upon a far more sound and stable foundation and to lessen the intensity of those commercial
fluctuations in which periods of stagnation follow periods of speculation. The curse of credit as a flux of
exchanges is that it expands when there is a tendency to speculation, and sharply contracts just when most needed
to assure confidence and prevent industrial waste.

Sic in the original; probably ““private debts, and in this””.
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The enormous figures that Colonel Price presents are also extremely suggestive in other ways. For instance, they
are worthy the attention of those who incline to the belief that it is capital that oppresses labor, and that before

labor can get its fair reward interest must in some way be abolished. The greater part of this vast volume of
p.1,col. 3
indebtedness passes as capital, and on nearly all of it payments having the semblance of true interest are regularly

made. Yet the world-wide proclamation of a Jewish jubilee would at the blast of a trumpet sweep away this whole
vast mass of indebtedness without the lessening by a single iota the wealth of the world. Nor, for the most part,
does this volume of debt represent any ownership of real and existing capital. The mortgages, for instance, in
greater part, do not represent capital loaned to the users of land, but mere rent charges—payments which the users
of land have been compelled to agree to make to land owners as a condition of being permitted to use land. An
eastern speculator or a foreign investor gets hold of a tract of western land, cuts it up into farms and sells it out to
settlers on mortgage, or a tract of land near a city is cut up and sold in the same way. The seller gets obligations
which are counted as capital and receives payments which are termed interest. But there has been in reality no
production or transfer of capital, and the payments are in reality not interest for the use of capital, but blackmail
for the use of land. So railway indebtednesses really representss® in large degree, not capital invested in making
railways, but what is suggestively termed “water,” and the interest they bear is not payment for the use of capital,
but is a monopolistic blackmail upon the public.

As for the gigantic public debts, they represent capital only so far as there are public improvements to show for
them. What they do, for the most part, as a matter of fact, represent, is either sheer public plunder, or capital and
labor destroyed and wasted in war or preparations for war. Our own national debt, incurred during the war for the
maintenance of the Union, is unquestionably the best and fairest of them all. But it does not represent, as is often
assumed, wealth borrowed of foreign nations or of the future for the carrying on of the war. As a matter of fact we
did not during the war increase our obligations to foreign nations much, if any, and it is as clearly a physical
impossibility to borrow wealth from the future to carry on a war, as it is to get men still unborn to fight in it. The
wealth that was used and destroyed in our civil war was that then and there existed. The carrying on of war by
means of public debts, which is probably the most injurious and anti-civilizing of all injurious modern inventions,
is not a device for spreading the cost of present expenditures over future time, but a device by which governments
may obtain wealth from the classes who have wealth to spare, without exciting their opposition—since it gives
them in return a mortgage upon the labor of the future. The United States might have come through the war
without a penny of public debt if the government had taken wealth from its possessors as ruthlessly as it took
men. Whether the wealthy classes would have submitted to this is quite another question.

But it is instructive at least to consider how different would have been the existing distribution of wealth if we had
done so. And ever since the war our whole financial policy seems to have been steadily directed to making the
taxation for the fulfillment of the obligations then given as onerous as possible. Where we borrowed forty, fifty
and sixty cents, we have paid one hundred and even one hundred and twenty cents, with money wrung from the
people by the most onerous systems of taxation—systems of taxation purposely devised to fatten monopoly and
make the rich richer. We have paid off non-interest bearing debt in preference to interest bearing debt, and by
means of the national banking system we have permitted the holders of a large part of the public debt to enjoy the
principal while they draw the interest. By the national banking system the banker was allowed to draw from the
government $80,000 in money for every $100,000 in bonds he deposited, and then to draw interest on the whole
$100,000. This proportion was subsequently increased to ninety per cent, and now a bill is pending in congress to
allow the national banks a dollar in money for every dollar in bonds they deposit, while paying them full interest
on the dollar. And not contented with this, and as though from the mere desire of paying as much interest as
possible, and making the redemption of our public debt as slow as possible, we are actually buying up enormous
amounts of silver, for which we have no more use than for so many tons of cobble stones, and storing it away in

Sic in the original; probably ““indebtedness ... represents” or “indebtednesses ... represent””.
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vaults. Secretary Fairchild sees the absurdity of coining silver thus to stow it away, and proposes instead that it
shall be stowed away in bars. But why not leave the silver in the ore and the ore in the ground? That would be a far
greater economy. As for the silver notes, that would beS° just as useful and just as readily taken if they promised to
pay silver yet to be mined and refined, or if instead of promising to pay anything at all, they were simply made
receivable for public dues.

But it is only when we come to think of the public debts of Europe that we realize the full importance of Thomas

Jefferson’s idea that no generation can have the right to bind a future generation, and that

p.1,col. 4
every nineteenth year ought to be a year of jubilee, in which all public debts should be declared off. Were mankind

agreed upon this, the enormous armaments of Europe would be impossible, and there is not a throne in Europe
that would not crumble into dust. Colonel Price has opened a fruitful subject in calling the attention of the
national board of trade to this matter of growing indebtedness.

General Master Workman Powderly, it is pleasant to learn, has now recovered from his illness, and it is to be
presumed that he will soon resume in the Journal of United Labor his series of letters for the instruction of the
order. One of the most interesting things he could do in this connection would be to point out for the benefit of
the members of the order wherein lies the fallacy of the views on the land question which he promulgated in his
official address in 1882. In that address Mr. Powderly said—the italics being his own:

In my opinion, the main, all-absorbing question of the hour is the land question. And did I allow this
opportunity of expressing that opinion to the Knights of Labor of America to pass without taking
advantage of it, | would prove myself false to my own convictions of right and justice. The eight hour law,
the prohibition of child labor, and the currency question, are all of weighty moment to the toiler. But high
up above them all stands the land question. Give me the land and you may frame as many eight hour laws as
you please. Yet I can baffle them all and render them null and void. Prohibit child labor if you will, but give
me the land and your children will be my slaves. Make your currency of what material you choose, but if
own the land you cannot base your currency upon the wealth of the nation, for that wealth is the LAND. You
may make the laws and own the currency, but give me the land and I will absorb your wealth and render
your legislation null and void. Look over our western fields to-day and note the rapid strides with which
monopoly is seizing upon the fairest acres our country contains. The people of Ireland suffer from
landlordism to-day; but a gleam of hope is ever before them, for if the worst comes they can go to America.
Let the robbery of the people’s heritage go on in the United States in the future as it has in the past and the
hope of the immigrant will die out in his bosom, and soon a sentence to the mines of Siberia will be
preferable to a residence in the land of his birth. The land is the heritage of God! He gave it to a// His people.
If He intended it for all His people, then no one man or set of men has a right to monopolize it. We cannot
say that the whole peopies® who now inhabit the earth can claim the land. That would imply ownership; and
if one man has no right to own the land, many men cannot own it. If all the people of the present day own
the land we live’” on, what right will the millious® yet unborn have to the earth to which their creator will
one day bring them?

These are questions worth pondering over. There are men who fear the land question. There were men who
feared the appearance of Banquo’s ghost; but that ghost was an honest one, and no honest man had cause to
fear it. So it is with the land question—no honest man need fear it. If I am told that our national legislature
had a right to grant the land to corporations, I ask the question, From whom did they derive that right? The

Sic in the original; probably ““they would be””.

Sic in the original; probably ““people””.

Sic in the original; probably ““lived” (broken type)”.
Sic in the original; probably ““millions” (turned n?)”.
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answer must be, The people. Yet I deny that right, for a people now living cannot give away what was
ordained for the use of a people yet unborn. But granting that they had the right, then I challenge, nay, defy
any man to produce a petition coming from the people to congress, asking that body to give away land. If,
then, that body had no right to give away the land, it should be compelled to restore it. It may be said that
such a proceeding will unsettle society. Very well, then, let society for the time be unsettled, for it were
better that a momentary disturbance take place now than a greater one later on, for with the rapid
concentration of the land in the grasp of the few and the rapid increase in population, the time is not far
distant when men will arise in the morning, and, after eating their morning meal, they will turn away from
the table not knowing where the next one is to come from. When that hour comes the labor question will be
harder of solution than it is at present. When that day comes it will take more than the sophistry now in use
to convince these hungry men that one man has a right to own the land and all it contains while they, the
children of the same Father, have nothing. When that day comes the logic of a hungry stomach will settle the
question which wise heads ’ares® now endeavoring to solve, and knowing no law but that of want, they will
obey that law, even at the risk of unsettling society. So it were better that we look to the welfare of future
generations and do justice while it can be done peaceably.

If I ever come to believe in individual ownership of land, I must, in order to be consistent, believe that the
man who owns the land owns the people who live on it as well. If a man owns an island in the ocean, and he
wishes to clear it of tenants, for the purpose of turning it into a grazing field, the man who admits that he
has a right to own the land, must also admit that he has the right to order these people off its surface. If he
orders them off there is no alternative but to obey. Suppose that through his unjust exactions of rent the
tenant has had no opportunity of saving money enough to pay his passage to a foreign land? A very
pertinent question to ask would be, Where will the tenant go? And the only answer the believer in the
individual ownership of land can give will be, /nto the ocean. Does any sane man believe that God ordained
that any man should have such power? Such a doctrine is monstrous. It won’t do to say that such a case is
only a supposition, and that no danger of its ever occurring exists. The question to consider is, would it be
just or right for such a thing to take place? If not, then take steps to remove a system that would make such a
thing possible. Give heed to this land question; be not afraid of the taunts or jeers of our enemies; do not
quail at the name of communist if it is applied to you, for it were better to be called a communist than be a
party to the plundering of a people of the inheritance ordained for them by God.

The law condemns the man or woman
Who steals the goose from off the common;
But lets the greater felon loose

Who steals the common from the goose.

God hasten the day when the “greater felon” will be brought to justice! And may
p.1,col.5
our organization be brave enough to shoulder its portion of the responsibility, and share in the glory of the

achievement. If there exists such a thing on earth as a first title to the ownership of land, I have yet to learn
of it; but in searching for it I found this in “Blackstone’s Commentaries on the English Law:”

Pleased as they are with the possession (of land), we seem afraid to look back to the means by which it
was acquired, as if fearful of some defect in our title ... We think it enough that our title is derived by
the grant of the former proprietor, by descent from our ancestors, or by the last will and testament of
the dying owner. Not caring to reflect that, accurately and strictly speaking, there is no foundation in
nature, or in natural law, why a set of words upon parchment should convey the dominion of land; why

Sic in the original; probably ““are””.
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the son should have a right to exclude his fellow creatures from a determinate spot of the ground
because his father had done so before him; or why the occupier of a particular field, when lying upon
his death bed, and no longer able to maintain possession, should be entitled to tell the rest of the
world which of them should enjoy it after him.

With so highly respectable and eminent an authority as Blackstone to quote from, we ought not to fear to
open up this question; and if the few words I have uttered in passing will cause others to think, then the
discussion to follow must lead to good results.

General Master Workman Powderly has for some time acted as though he had forgotten all this—as though /e had
become one of the “men who fear the land question.” But the only attempt at explanation he has given is the
following from the first of his articles in the Journal of United Labor:

Theories are advanced, which in themselves sound very nice as to the ownership of all land by the people in
common. Before that object can be attained the people must learn to think “in common.” It must first be
demonstrated that the idea is practicable. I once believed that the people could own and till the soil in
common. I did not believe that it was right for an individual to hold absolute ownership of the soil. To-day I
know that an individual cannot hold absolute title to the soil if the interests of the people “in common”
require that it should be otherwise. I no longer believe that the people “in common” can till the soil and own
it in common. First, because they do not think “in common;” second, because the people are only people and
not angels. In other words, the people are not good enough yet to discard the native selfishness which was
born in them.

But this can hardly be considered satisfactory by the members of the order. In 1882 Mr. Powderly did not say one
word about tilling the soil in common, and such an idea had evidently never entered his head. Whether he ever
believed in tillage in common or has since ceased to believe in it, has nothing whatever to do with the plain
principles of natural right that in 1882 he so clearly laid down. Nor yet is the fact which must in 1882 have been
as evident to him as in 1888, that “the people are only people, and not angels,” at all calculated to convince such
men as the thousands of Pennsylvania miners now on strike “that one man has the right to own the land and all it
contains, while they, the children of the same Father, have nothing.”

Whether Mr. Powderly did or did not try to influence the pope, the propaganda or Cardinal Gibbons, is a matter of
small concern; but it would be a matter of great interest to know who or what has influenced the General Master
Workman himself to ignore, and, as far as he can do so, to repudiate, the brave and true words which he uttered in
1882.

We print this week a letter from Mr. John H. Keyser and an interview with him, which will afford much food for
thought.

We also print some extracts, furnished by Mr. Herbert Slocum of Indian River, Michigan, from a circular issued by
a firm of Mississippi land agents, which show in striking manner how in the south another form of slavery is
taking the place of that form abolished at the cost of bloody war. This also contains much food for thought.

HENRY GEORGE.
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The New Haven Land and Labor Club.

NEW HAVEN, Conn.—Will you please announce in THE STANDARD that the New Haven land and labor club has
vacated Central labor hall and will hereafter meet every Friday evening in room 26, Boardman building, corner of
State and Chapel streets. We propose to read and discuss a chapter of Henry George’s works, or to discuss some
timely topic at every meeting. We hope that every reader of THE STANDARD here will join our club and lend a
helping hand in the work of education and agitation.

ALFRED SMITH, Sec., 93 Whalley avenue.

The Harlem Anti-Poverty Society Holds Its First Public Meeting.

The Harlem branch of the New York anti-poverty society held a meeting at Temperance hall, 125th street and
Lexington avenue, last Tuesday night, at which Dr. McGlynn discussed the aims and objects of the society. The
hall was crowded, and the address was frequently interrupted with applause. Jerome O’Neill, the chairman of the
branch, presided, and there were present most of the active workers in Harlem, and Miss Munier’s Concordia
chorus enlivened the proceedings with some of their songs.

Organizing in Larned, Kansas.

LARNED, Kansas.—Meetings of citizens of this town were held January 28 and February 3, at both of which I
delivered addresses which were well received. After the close of the last address a united labor club of twenty-five
members was organized, with myself as president, and prominent citizens as secretary and treasurer. A third
meeting will be held on February 18.

W. M. GOODNER.

The Cigar Tax.

The cigar makers of this city propose to hold a public meeting next week to protest against the internal revenue
tax which the committee at Binghampton®® indorsed The effect!! of the tax is to make it impossible for a

workman to go into business for himself, and to concentrate the business in the hands of large employers.
p.1,col.6

THE FREE EATING ROOM CLOSED.

Mr. Keyser’s Description of the Work Done at It and of Two Scenes on Washington Square on Last Saturday
Evening.

On the first day of December last Mr. John H. Keyser opened a free eating room on Fourth street, a few doors west
of Washington square. It required no advertisement to fill its tables from the start. It was run to its full capacity
until Saturday, January 28, when Mr. Keyser was obliged to diminish the quantity of food given out daily, and in
another week he was compelled to close it entirely.

Sic in the original; probably ““Binghamton” (common period spelling; may not be an error)”.
Sic in the original; probably ““indorsed. The effect””.
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On Monday a reporter of THE STANDARD saw Mr. Keyser, who is a stove and tinware merchant, at his place of
business down town. The hale old gentleman was seated at a desk, wearing an overcoat, in the lapel of which was a
little bunch of white flowers, while a well fed gray cat had made herself comfortable on his knees. Mr. Keyser
spoke in a strain of sadness of the closing of his eating room.

“Yes,” he said, “I shut its doors for the last time on Saturday evening. I feel very sorry. [ know that there are men,
good men, going hungry to-day, and others are begging from door to door because they were not able to get a little
something to eat at our room this morning. What many of them received there was a godsend. It kept away the
pangs of hunger, and to obtain it they were not obliged to confess themselves paupers. More than three-fourths of
all who came were first-class men, every bit as good as you or I. Some were men that I knew to be good citizens of
my own neighborhood. Of course many, perhaps a third, were strangers in the city. On December 15, at the
morning meal, I ascertained some facts about 344 of the men. Of that number 184 were men who had been
working at trades and had lost their jobs through dull times; twelve were waiters, twenty-four longshoremen,
forty laborers, twenty-eight were of miscellaneous occupations, sixteen were semi-paupers and forty were what I
would call full flowered paupers. There were four women that morning for breakfast.

“A good many of the men came to the room only under cover of darkness, either before dawn or after dusk, a fact
which is very significant of the struggle they were undergoing between starvation and their feeling of self-respect.
When some of them began coming they had overcoats, which, after awhile, were pawned. There was great
suffering among them during the cold spell.

“Many of the men told me their stories. It was as a rule the one story that there was no work to be had. Business is
demoralized, machinery is throwing many men out of work, the dull seasons which were formerly to be looked for
but once or twice a year and which lasted only a short time now come more frequently and last for months.

“It cost sixty dollars a day to run the free eating room. About 2,500 meals were furnished a day, 1,250 morning
and evening. In the morning bread, butter and coffee were served; in the evening, soup and bread. An ample
quantity was given to every man. At first the place was opened at 6 o’clock, but the line was afterward formed as
early as half past 4, and as the laborers used to rush off to [a pen or pencil stroke is drawn through “rush off to” on
the original] wherever there might be a chance to get a day’s job, I opened at half past 5 for their accommodation.

“Yes, I stopped the work on Saturday evening. We couldn’t feed those hungry men any longer. I was not
encouraged, to say the least, by the charity organizations or the church. There is a church across the street from
the eating room, but it never even offered the men a cup of cold water. One of the deacons did say that we were
doing ‘nice work, and that if we would send the men over to the church they might be converted.

“It was such a sight as no man could ever forget—that line, sometimes a thousand men, waiting in the cold or the
rain, for the room to be opened. On Saturday evening when we shut down there were squads of hungry, ill-clad
men standing about on Washington square, and the chilly rain pouring down upon them. They had no place to
sleep and nothing to eat.

“In fancy sketches, the conditions of the rich and the poor are sometimes contrasted. On Saturday evening the
reality of the scene on Washington square surpassed anything that I have ever read in fiction. Within a hundred
yards of our starved-out free eating room a reception was given in a palace that faces on Washington square—that
fashionable center where people live whose wealth it is said aggregates $75,000,000. In attendance at that
reception were dukes, counts, lords and other foreigners of title, and the list of American names furnished to the
Sunday papers indicates that it was a dress parade of the ultra-fashionable world—the very cream of the upper ten
thousand. The hostess is described as wearing a diamond necklace worth a quarter of a million dollars. For weeks
the fashion writers will be describing the brilliant scene within that palace, penning columns about the costumes
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of the ladies. They say the affair cost $20,000. Lines of carriages were formed in all the streets near, liveried
grooms were hurrying about on errands, and coachmen, well fed, and clad in white rubber coats, sat on the
carriage boxes. Only to think of it, the cost of a single team and carriage would be more than the amount it took to
run our little free eating room for a month. In the palace was warmth, music, wine, gold, diamonds, dazzling
splendor. Standing outside in the rain, so close that the music reached their ears and the brilliant flood of light
pouring out of the windows shone upon them, were squads of hopeless, shivering, hungry men, disappointed of
the poor boon of free bread and soup that had been cut off from them. Was there ever seen a more striking
contrast between the luxury of the rich and the awful misery of the poor?”

The Twenty-first Ward Association of Brooklyn.

BROOKLYN, February 6.—The twenty-first ward association united labor party of Brooklyn held a very
interesting meeting on February 2.

After the regular business had been disposed of the chairman made a few remarks, after which Mr. Pritchard read
H. F. Ring’s famous speech, “The Case Plainly Stated.” The marked attention paid by all the members showed that
they fully appreciated Mr. Ring’s argument.

Mr. E. Stillman Doubleday has volunteered his services for Thursday evening, Feb. 16, when he will read a chapter
of “Progress and Poverty,” and there will also be a grand musical programme by the association band.

The association meets on the first and third Thursday evenings of each month corner Myrtle and Nostrand
avenues.

JAS. R. CAHILL, secretary, 618 DeKalb avenue, Brooklyn.
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2 THE STANDARD, SATURDAY, FEBRUARY 11, 1888.

p.2,col. 1

QUERIES AND ANSWERS.
A Long Session.

ST. LOUIS.-If I understand Mr. George’s proposition it is this: Remove all taxes from whatever is the result of
labor and tax the land to the full extent of its rental value.

Now, let us test the practical working of this scheme by a little simple arithmetic.

1. Smith owns three city lots valued at $1,000 each. Upon two of the lots he has built houses costing $4,000
each. One of these houses he occupies and has furnished at a cost of $1,000. The other house he rents out
at an annual rental of $500, just ten per cent of the full value of the house and lot. The third lot is vacant.
Smith owns also a lot in the suburbs beyond city improvements, for which he paid $100. He also owns a
steamboat worth $50,000. Smith’s property, then, consists of the following: Three city lots at $1,000,
$3,000; one suburban lot, $100; two houses at $4,000, $8,000; furniture, $1,000; steamboat, $50,000.
Total, $62,100.

Upon this he pays taxes in 1888 just about one per cent of the full value, or $621. In 1889 Mr. George’s law goes
into effect and Smith is taxed only the rental value of his land. This rental value was shown to be ten per cent of
its full value, and its full value being $3,100, Smith pays in 1889 a total tax of $310, or $311 less than in 1888.
With the money so saved he buys three other suburban lots adjoining the one he already owns, paying for them
$100 each. The remaining $11, with a little added, he uses to embellish his vacant city lot, which lies alongside of
the house he occupies, by planting trees and flowers in it. As his taxes are so much reduced he can well afford to
retain that vacant lot for a domestic pleasure ground. But in 1890 the city begins to move out in the direction of
Smith’s suburban lots, and they go up in value $25 each. The four are then worth $500 and he pays on them $50.
In 1891 they become worth $200 each, and he pays taxes on a valuation of $800, or $80. In 1892 the street is
improved and the street railway extended beyond these lots; a boom takes place, and Smith sells his lots for $500
each, or $2,000 for the four. The lots cost him in the first place $400; he has paid taxes yearly on them—$10, $50
and $80-$140, and special tax for street improvements, $260; total, $800. He sold them for $2,000, and made a
net profit of $1,200. Not a bad result of land speculation under the operation of Mr. George’s scheme.

It is evident that if the rental value of land be ten per cent of its full or selling value (and as regards city lots this is
very near the mark), the increase from time to time in the rental value must equally be one-tenth of the increase in
the full value, leaving the land speculator, under the George scheme, as his profit, nine-tenths of whatever rise
takes place in his land; and this where real estate is booming, makes a very pretty profit, and is hardly calculated to
altogether prevent speculation in land.

1. Here is another case: Jones is the owner of ten city lots. They come to him by inheritance, but he is
otherwise poor; he works for a salary, and has no money for building on his lots. He has placed them on the
market for sale, and holds at $1,000 each in expectation of a boom. Their present selling value is $600
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each, and on this valuation he pays in 1888 a tax of one per cent, or $60, on the ten lots. In 1889, under the
George law, they are taxed $600, their estimated rental value. Jones cannot raise this amount of money, and
so his lots are put up at tax sale; but nobody will buy them, for the boom that Jones expected did not come;
his lots have fallen in value, and are now considered undesirable property. Nobody wants to build on them
and run the risk of having empty houses on his hands, and nobody wants to hold the lots unimproved and
pay the heavy taxes on them. So year after year they lie idle, yielding the city no revenue (for the
government cannot tax itself) until they are entirely forfeited to the city. So Jones has been robbed of his
patrimony by process of law; the city has for years been cheated out of its revenue, and every city, it
appears to me, will be afflicted with just such unproductive lots here and there, or vacant lots producing
nothing but unpaid taxes.

2. Take a third case: Brown owns a city lot worth $10,000. Upon it he has erected a building for $100,000.
This building he rents to Robinson, a manufacturer, who occupies it with his machinery and stock, which
are worth $100,000. This piece of property then represents value as follows: Lot, $10,000; building,
$100,000; manufacturer’s plant, $100,000—$210,000; and in 1888 it pays tax of one per cent, or $2,100.
In 1889, under the George law, it pays only the rental value of the lot, or $1,000. So the city loses $1,100 in
taxes, the capitalist landlord saves $100 in taxes and the capitalist manufacturer pays no taxes at all, adding
yearly $1,000 to his capital.

3. From a consideration of these three cases it is evident that the present revenue of the city is mainly derived
from the tax on buildings and personal property, and that to remove this tax (however the tax may be
raised to its full rental value) will be to greatly reduce the city’s income. Of course the tax on the country
outside of the city will have to be proportionately increased. Instead of levying a state tax in the city, as
now, city taxes will have to be collected in the country. Without going into figures it is clearly evident that
the full rental value of a farm must be greatly in excess of the amount now paid by the farmer in taxes as a
small percentage on the valuation of his land, his house, his stock and other property. It is equally evident
that to largely increase the farmer’s taxes (as Mr. George’s law must do if it makes him pay to the state the
full rental value of his land) will be to swallow up the now too meager profits of agriculture, to discourage
farming, to sell his land, if he can, and invest his money in some city enterprise exempt from taxation, to
drive the countryman into the city and deter the city man from going into the country; to increase capital
on the one hand and poverty on the other.

It may be that I misunderstand Mr. George’s theory. If so my premises are wrong and my argument falls to the
ground. But if my premises are true my argument, it seems to me, must stand. If in either premises or argument [
am wrong I desire nothing more earnestly than to be set right, for though I have read “Progress and Poverty” I
have as yet not been able to find any one to answer my arguments satisfactorily either to himself or me.

1.1 desire to say a word on another subject. I assert that money is a convenience for hoarding and that it
possesses this faculty, possessed by nothing else, that it will keep for generations and will grow by the mere
keeping. To illustrate:

A man has $10,000 in money and invests it in government four per cent bonds. These he locks up in the vault of a
safe deposit company. In one year they have grown $400. This amount he re-invests in bonds and locks them up
with the others to grow. I shall be told that his $10,000 did not begin to grow till he put them to use by lending
them to the government to help carry on its functions. This is partially, but only partially, true. He lent his money to
the government and the government put it to use, but he did not. He only exchanged his non-growing money for
another form of money that had in itself the germs of growths. When he made the ex-

p.2,col.2
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change with the government there stood two parties each holding $10,000 in money, for bonds are money quite
as much as greenbacks. One party, the government, used its money; the other party, the man, locked his money
up. He could have exchanged those bonds for goods to sell or in machinery to manutacture®®, or in building
houses, so as to give employment to others while yielding profit to its owner. But he locked it up and it grew, doing
nobody any good, not even benefiting himself, except in the name of having it. Again, I shall be told that land
possesses the same faculty of growing in idleness, and that the man in question might have invested his $1,000 in
land®® with the same result as its investments in bonds$®. This again is partially and only partially true. Money,
whether buried in the ground or locked up in a vault, is equally money withheld from circulation, from use, from
benefiting society. But money locked up in a vault, if well secured and bearing interest, is sure to grow. Money
buried in the ground may grow or not.  have known (so has everybody) repeated cases of men who bought land
on speculation, held it and paid taxes on it for years, then sold it for less than it cost them. There is a risk in buying
land, but none in locking up interest-bearing money. So I return to my first proposition, that money is the only
thing that will surely grow while kept in idleness.

M. O. GILPIN.

(1) Here is a fair specimen of “statistical” reasoning. An isolated case is selected or imagined, a quantity of assorted
statistics relative to it is gathered, “a little simple arithmetic” is applied, and although obvious facts, far more
simple than the arithmetic, are wholly ignored, the result is pointed to as a demonstration. Mr. Gilpin has never
read “Progress and Poverty;” he has never thoughtfully considered the influence of general economic principles
upon production and exchange; he does not appreciate, if he knows, the effect upon land values of a land value
tax, nor upon production of exemption from taxation; and yet, because in his example in “simple arithmetic” his
Smith escapes a large item of taxes which most Smiths escape now, and speculates in land as some Smiths do now
in greater degree, he imagines that the whole philosophy of the single tax is exploded.

Mr. Gilpin correctly states the single tax doctrine. It contemplates the removal of all taxes from products of labor
and the taxation of land to the extent of its rental value. This would make it profitable to produce goods and
unprofitable merely to buy land. Indeed, when the tax had reached its highest limit, there would be no real buying
and selling of land, and long before that point was reached most land would have no selling value. Real estate
would be bought and sold as now, even if the tax were imposed to the full extent, but prices would be governed by
the value of improvements, and not at all by the value of the land. This effect, which is understood by every one
who is familiar with the first principles of political economy, Mr. Gilpin wholly ignores, for he assumes that Smith
may use his savings in taxes for the purchase of three suburban lots at as high a price when they are taxed ten per
cent as they were held at when they were taxed but one per cent. Assuming, as Mr. Gilpin does, that ten per cent is
the full annual value, no land would have a selling value. Selling value is only a capitalization of rental value, plus a
speculative premium; if you tax away the whole rental value, there is nothing on which to capitalize; and if it is
understood that the tax is to increase with increase of rental value, speculation is discouraged. No man will buy a
thing from which he can never expect an income; and, though Smith might pay $311 less in taxes in 1889 than in
1888, he would not invest that $311 in the purchase of three suburban lots, the rental of which was, at most, but
$10 each, if the tax on each were also $10.

But suppose that Mr. Smith were as simple as Mr. Gilpin’s arithmetic, and did buy those lots, and suppose that in
1890 they rose in value $25 each, so as to be worth §125, or, to state it accurately, for they would have no selling
value, suppose their annual rental value rose to $12.50 each. The four lots would then be worth $50 a year, and
would, as Mr. Gilpin says, be taxed $50 a year. In 1891 they would be worth $20 each or $80 in all, and the tax

Sic in the original; probably ““manufacture””.
Sic in the original; probably ““his $10,000 in land””.
Sic in the original; probably ““result as his investment in bonds””.
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would be $80; and in 1892, under the influence of the “boom,” they would be worth annually $50 each or $200 in
all, and the tax would be $200. Now, conceding Smith’s simplicity, where would he find any one else so simple as
to pay him $2,000 for those lots? Mr. Gilpin’s sum in simple arithmetic needs radical revision.

As Mr. Gilpin makes no point of the reduction of Smith’s taxes other than to suggest that the same may be used
for land speculation, a suggestion which I think he will now concede is due to his error in supposing that land
which is taxed up to its full rental value can have selling value, it may not be worth while to say much regarding
the reduction in Smith’s taxes. At any rate, I shall say no more than this: The tendency of taking taxes off of labor
products will be to enable their owner to sell, rent or hire them for less than now with the same if not a greater
profit, and therefore, using exact figures for the sake of illustration, to compel Smith to rent his extra house, worth
$4,000 and now taxed $40, for $460 instead of $500, and to carry goods and passengers on his steamboat, worth
$50,000 and now taxed $500, for $500 a year less than he is forced to charge now. That is, the reduction of taxes
on his furniture and the house he lives in will be the only reduction that Smith will save; the reduction on his
other house and on his steamboat will be saved to his tenant in one case and to his customers in the other. Smith’s
benefit from these reductions will be due to increase of business. If a storekeeper makes one sale for sixteen and
one-half cents of a cake of soap that has cost him ten cents and on which he has paid a five cent tax, his profit is
one-half a cent less than if he makes two sales on which there is no tax. His benefit is in the increase of his
business and the smaller capital required. Smith’s benefit would be of the same kind.

But [ am not quite through with Smith. He owns a vacant suburban lot worth $10 a year on which he is paying a
$10 tax. Smith will not continue to do that. If he wants to use the lot he will use it and pay the tax; but, then, his
demands upon trade will tend to make it more active, to im-

p.2,col. 3
prove business and to raise wages. If he does not want to use it he will stop paying the tax, and the lot will

forthwith become nobody’s or anybody’s lot, and will so remain until somebody goes upon it and improves it,
which he will be at liberty to do on no worse condition than that, whether he uses it well or not, he shall pay its
value once a year in taxes. Smith has also a city lot worth $100 a year. Perhaps he will make a pleasure ground of
this, as Mr. Gilpin supposes; but if he does, he will create a new demand for labor, which is precisely what we want
him to do.

And now, Mr. Gilpin, seeing that Smith could not speculate in vacant lots because they would have no value; that
he would have to use both of his vacant lots, or abandon them, because it would be unprofitable to hold them out
of use; that the taxes remitted from his other property would be remitted to his customers rather than to him, and
that all this would improve business and increase wages while securing to the public its own—the value of land—
what objection have you to the single tax so far as it relates to the case of Smith?

1. Jones’s case is simpler than your arithmetic. If those lots are of right common property they are not Jones’s
patrimony at all, and he loses nothing when he loses them. He is at present depriving his fellow citizens of
an unalienable right, the right to a place on the earth, by trying to make them pay to him $1,000 for what is
as much theirs as his. If, on the other hand, these lots are Jones’s property, as his hat or his coat is, to
interfere with him in exclusively controlling them is wrong. I do not propose to discuss this question, but
refer you to book 7 of “Progress and Poverty.”

There is, however, another than the moral question involved in this case. It is evident that the lots have no real
value, for you say “nobody wants to build on them.” Their only value is speculative, for Jones “holds at $1,000 in
expectation of a boom,” though no one wants to use them. Yet, the expectation that a great many people will want
to use them soon is so great that any speculator is willing to pay $600 for the chance of levying a private tax on
the users when they appear, and Jones is not disposed to sell the chance for less than §1,000. But when the lots are
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forced on the market at tax sale, the “boom” not having arrived, “nobody wants to build on them,” “nobody wants
to hold” them “and pay the heavy taxes on them,” and they bring nothing. Jones therefore loses nothing but the
chance of levying a private tax on the production of the future. That is a queer kind of “patrimony.”

What would really happen would be this: In 1888 Jones has ten lots worth in the market $6,000, but which he
holds at $10,000. In 1889 the single tax is imposed to the full limit, say ten per cent. Jones then has the
alternative of paying $600 or repudiating ownership of the lots. If he retains ownership he must pay the tax, but
no one can compel him to own land that he does not want to own, and if he repudiates ownership the lots will be
free to any one to occupy. Of course the market would be affected by such a condition. The value of land would
fall, and a new equilibrium of values would soon be established. That might be at a point at which these lots would
be worth nothing, in which case Jones or any one else could build upon them without paying any tax until values
rose. But if the new adjustment fixed the value of the lots at $10 each per annum, liability for that tax would be
the only condition of taking possession.

So far as the loss to the city is concerned there is no cause for worry. The lots are unproductive now. If Jones pays
a nominal tax to the city it is only for the purpose of being permitted to levy blackmail on citizens when they shall
desire to make the lots productive. By making all vacant lots free or practically so the city will prosper in far
higher degree than by selling privileges to some of its citizens to retard improvements. In 1888 any one who
wanted to build on any of those lots would have to deplete his building fund by paying Jones $1,000 for the
privilege and would be taxed on every brick that was bought and every day’s work that was done; but in 1889
whoever wanted to build would need only to go upon one of the lots, and no matter how much labor he employed
or materials he bought would have no taxes to pay except to the extent of the annual value of the land he entered
upon. Which of these two conditions would tend to make the city the more prosperous?

1. The city would get $1,100 less in taxes from Brown and Robinson than before; but (using exact figures for
illustration, as I did in Smith’s case), Brown’s building being untaxed, would rent for $1,000 less, and as
Robinson would pay no taxes on his machinery, he would save in taxes $1,000, and in factory rent $1,000
more, or a total of $2,000, to say nothing of the saving of taxes on his products, the entire benefit of which
would go, in the first instance, to his customers, and ultimately to the consumers of his goods.

2. How Mr. Gilpin manages to infer from three hypothetical cases that “the present revenue of the city is
mainly derived from the tax on buildings and personal property” is something of a mystery. It probably is a
fact; but it is not a legitimate inference. And though it be a fact, what of it? It does not follow that less
revenues would be derived from a high single tax than are now derived from low miscellaneous taxes. Nor,
because the revenue falls off in the three cases Mr. Gilpin has evolved from his inner consciousness, is it to
be inferred that it would fall off generally? A very careful estimate of land values in the city of New York
below Forty-second street shows that the annual value of land there is fully three times the whole revenue
of the city, and the same proportion, approximately, will hold good, no doubt, in all cities. But suppose city
revenues fell off, that would not involve higher taxation in the country. If land is to be taxed to its full value,
country land could not be taxed more than its value because city revenues diminished. If land values were
insufficient for public expenses, public expenses would have to be reduced. Nor is it true that the full rental
value of a farm
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is in excess of the amount now paid by the farmer in taxes. Of the entire value of a farm, one-third is ample
allowance for land value. Then in the case of a $6,000 farm, the value of the bare land would be $2,000, and at
fifteen years’ purchase, which is about the proper estimate in this country for agricultural lands, the rent or tax
would be less than $134. Now, what farmer owning a $6,000 farm, does not pay, in direct and indirect taxes, more
than $1345°. This makes no allowance for the fall in land values that must accompany the imposition of the single
tax in consequence of the death blow it will give to land speculation.

So far from swallowing up the meager profits of agriculture the single tax will lower the taxes of the farmer,
expand his markets, make his trade more active and increase his wages. It will do the same for all workers and will
bear down upon none but the Joneses, and upon them only in relation to what you call their “patrimony” and not
at all in regard to their salaries if they work.

1. Your proposition about money is just as unsound as your single arithmetic$® and evinces the same kind of
half thought or confused thought that appears in your other questions. Money in idleness never grows. It is
only as money is in use, representing real and active capital, that it may be said to grow. If you buy a flock of
sheep with, say $500, that money represents the sheep; and if in the course of time the wool and lambs
increase so as to make your flock worth $600 over and above the value of your labor, measured by what it
would have justly earned you in, say digging ditches, your $500 has grown to $600. So if you buy the honest
stock of an honestly conducted railroad company, for $500 and receive an honestly earned dividend of
$100 your money has grown. The increase you receive in either case is not a tax upon any one—it is not
forced from any one without an equivalent. But if you buy a government bond for $500, you are doing
precisely what you would be doing if you bought a piece of land as an investment—buying a power to tax
other people for your benefit; and if you receive interest to the extent of $100 in one case or rent in the
other, your money has not grown, but you have added somebody else’s money to yours. In the instance of
the flock of sheep or of the railroad stock, you are getting an increase that your capital has added to the
general stock of wealth, and nobody is the poorer; but in the instance of the government bond or of the
land investment, you are getting what somebody else has added to the general stock of wealth, and
somebody is poorer. Your money has been idle and it has not grown.

You are quite mistaken in supposing that you will be told that land possesses the faculty of growing in idleness. It
does not grow at all. The demand for land grows and that enables those who own land that is wanted to levy
private taxes on people who want it; and it makes no difference if some speculators do make a mistake in
supposing that the land they buy will be in greater demand. If they lose by their speculation they are like “nigger”
speculators before the war who bought black babies and supported them and paid taxes on them only to have the
babies die on their hands. The risk in that kind of speculation could not justify chattel slavery nor can the risk in
land speculation justify private land ownership.

A Farmer and a Mortgage Clerk.
DIGHTON, Mass.—If the single tax were adopted would this be the result?

A farmer holding fifty acres of fair agricultural land is taxed (irrespective of improvements) say fifty dollars each
year, while a neighbor has built a ten roomed house and has a fair garden piece, the whole occupying half an acre;
his land, reckoning it at house lot price in that district can only produce some three dollars tax. At the same time
this neighbor is a rich man and derives a large annual income from his position as managing clerk in a western
mortgage office. He goes every day to this city office some twenty miles away. The clerk produces no wealth, but
draws largely from western workers. The farmer produces new wealth every year, and this by hard toil, care,

Sic in the original; probably ““more than $1347?””.
Sic in the original; probably ““your simple arithmetic””.
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thought and enterprise; again he employs labor. At present their taxes are about equal-which, to say the least, is
anomalous, seeing the clerk has ten times the income of the farmer. Would it not produce a sense of injustice in all
such cases under the reformed system? And are they not likely to occur by thousands upon thousands? Would not
the burden of government expenses fall in these cases where there was the least ability to bear?

ONE WHO DESIRES TO SEE THE CAT.

The probability is that a farmer holding fifty acres of “fair” agricultural land would pay no taxes, for land would be
so plentiful that “fair” agricultural land would have no market value. The reason that “fair” agricultural land has
much or any value now is because nearly all land is monopolized. But the single tax on land values would make it
so unprofitable to keep land out of use that the real estate market would be glutted with unused land.

But to take your illustration as you give it: The farmer would pay $50 in taxes, while the clerk would pay but $3. At
first blush, to one who has only thought of questions of taxation along beaten paths, this does seem unequal; but
consider a moment. What does each man receive from the community in return for taxes? Since land is naturally
common property, no individual having any better right to it than any other, whenever the community protects an
individual in the exclusive use of particular land, it confers upon him a privilege which is greater or less according
to the value of the land. Now, what is the value of the privilege which the community confers on the farmer in
your illustration? Fifty dollars a year. And what is the value of the privilege which the community confers on the
clerk? Three dollars a year. Thus so far as their respective relations to the land are concerned, these two men are
taxed equally; he who gets a fifty dollar privilege pays fifty dollars, and he who gets a three dollar privilege pays
three dollars.

This much you will no doubt concede, but you will argue that the clerk has a great deal of untaxed wealth while
the farmer has comparatively little. Assuming that the clerk earns his greater wealth by superior industry or skill
in production, or saves more by being less wasteful, what right has the farmer to complain? What
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theory of morals can justify the farmer in demanding, or you in demanding for him, that the greater industry or

more prudent habits of the clerk shall be punished by a tax? In a case of public necessity so great that the land
values, which in justice belong to the whole community, are insufficient, a plea for the taxation of people
according to their earnings might be entertained; but so long as public property is ample for public need it is
moral larceny to take private property for public use.

What makes this seem an injustice to you is the fact that many, if not most, wealthy people do not earn their
wealth. That your thought is influenced by this, appears in your supposition that the rich clerk is “managing clerk
in a western mortgage office.” I do not intend to say that such a clerk may not earn what he gets. If he does earn it
you have no right to tax part of it away on any pretense of equalizing his income with that of a farmer who earns
less. But. assuming®® that the clerk does not earn his income, how does he get it? Evidently through monopoly.
And what kind of monopoly? Just as evidently the monopoly of land. There would be precious little business for
western mortgage offices if every cent that every man earned was exempt from taxation, and land values were so
taxed that all unused land was free. It is our system of taxation, which lays taxes on labor products at every turn of
the wheel of industry and permits appropriators of God’s earth to make the people pay them for using it, that
makes the opportunity of the western mortgage office. Take taxes off of all labor products and collect all revenues
from the value of land and your “managing clerk in a western mortgage office” will have to earn what he getsin a
way that will add to the wealth of the community. When that happens we may know whether he really earns more
than the farmer; and if in these circumstances he does earn more you will find it difficult to prove that he ought to
pay any higher tax unless he appropriates more valuable land.

Sic in the original; probably ““But, assuming””.
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The truth is that most farmers’ taxes would be less under the single tax than they are now, for the value of the
farmer’s bare land is a small proportion of his wealth. And since that tax would kill the mother of all monopolies,
the private ownership of land, and make it easy to get rid of her brood, no one would be able to get wealth except
as the farmer gets it, by producing new wealth every year.

If you want to “see the cat” do not rely upon answers to haphazard questions, but read “Progress and Poverty,” in
which “the cat” is so vividly pictured that a man of your evident intelligence cannot fail to see her.

Notes.

EDW. HIGGINSON, Fall River, Mass.—Sometimes Mr. George does use wages in the quantitative sense; but
regarding the division of wealth into rent, wages and interest and the tendency of rent to increase and wages to
decrease, the term is used as one of proportion. If rent increases in less proportion than productive power, then,
though wages as a proportion will fall, as a quantity they will not, but will rather rise. But if rent increases in
greater proportion than productive power, wages will fall as a quantity. Now, private ownership of land generates
speculation, and speculation abnormally lowers the margin of cultivation until it raises rent in a proportion
almost if not quite as great as the increase of productive power, with a strong tendency to lower it still further. For
a full explanation read chapters III and IV of book 4, “Progress and Poverty”——I do not think that a work on
political economy calls for very serious consideration when its author is responsible for the notion that a house
and lot bought for $10,000 and which without being improved afterward sells for $50,000 is a case illustrating
the “unearned increment of a house.” It would be like gravely reviewing the spelling book of an author who didn’t
know how to spell b-a-k-e-r.

LOUIS F. POST.

A Novel Suggestion.
The following unique suggestion for open bargains was written on January 1, but has hitherto been overlooked:

NEW YORK CITY.—I recognize the full force of the reasons adduced in favor of nominating a presidential
candidate. I recognize also the fact that, taking the Union all over, the machines of both the democratic and
republican parties are so hopelessly corrupt that neither party is entitled to the least respect or consideration
from us, and enlightened citizens can but wonder that a people which has shown such amazing powers of
organization as have the people of the United States should not long since have devised a means of escape from
the rule of such parties, or have at least availed themselves by overwhelming millions of the opportunities our
party has furnished them. Notwithstanding all these considerations, others of greater weight have determined me
to cast my voice and vote against the making of such nomination.

The conversion of a majority of the people of this country to our view upon the cardinal principle of our party by any
ordinary process of propaganda would be a slow and laborious work which few of the present members of our party
would live to see achieved. In the mean time, much might be gained and extraordinary means of propaganda
secured by adopting the course I am about to recommend, and that especially in presidential years, which ought to
be regarded as a godsend for the opportunities they will furnish us.

In nearly every state in the Union the party in power is the more corrupt party in that state. Wherever this is the
case a bargain should be made with the party of the outs—or with the less corrupt party, if by chance the less
corrupt happens to be in power—that in exchange for their agreeing to indorse our candidates for congress and the
state legislature we would place their presidential electors upon our tickets. As this would elect the republican
electors in New York, it would almost certainly elect a republican president, but it would as certainly give us a
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large number of absolute free traders in congress, and they, combined with the democrats, could force an advance
in the direction of free trade, and prevent any increased robbery of the people for the benefit of the few under the
guise of “protection.”

Of course if the republicans should repeat their blunder of 1884 and nominate a candidate whose election would
be an ineffaceable disgrace to the republic, I am not prepared to say that even in New York an alliance with that
party would be desirable; but it is to be hoped that even their machine politicians have learned the lesson of their
defeat in 1884, and will, at least, select a candidate of unblemished reputation to set against so doughty an
opponent as President Cleveland.

Of course if such a bargain be made we
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shall meet with occasional disappointment, as many of the republican machine men will play false and sell out to

the democrats. They did so in 1886 and in 1887 and will do so again in 1888.

Neither could we expect that all of the rank and file would accept the contract, as to which I propose that there
should be no attempt made at concealment, but that the whole thing should be open and above board, and if then
we are careful to nominate upright and capable men, who, being indorsed by the regular republican organizations,
would be the only opponents to the democratic candidates, very few republicans would refuse their support to
such a “plan of campaign.”

So far as New York is concerned, it is only by such means that we can hope to efface the county democracy and
Tammany hall as the regular democratic organizations; but by adopting this course the national democratic
committee would come to see that an entire reorganization of New York by its state committee, and failing them,
by the national committee (in which neither of those utterly corrupt bodies should be recognized at all), will be a
sine qua non for recovering the state in presidential years.

In Pennsylvania, on the other hand, the alliance would, I suppose, have to be made with the democrats. In
California, with the republicans, and so forth, the general principle to be observed being to ally ourselves with the
less corrupt party in each state, and, other things equal, with that party which will concede us the largest number
of members of congress and of the state legislature.

Convinced that this is the wisest course for us to pursue, I have paved the way by discussing it with influential
members of the republican party both in this and other states—premising all discussions with the assumption that J.
G. Blaine does not receive the republican nomination. The door is open.

I should not be surprised if a majority of your correspondents should favor the nomination of a presidential
candidate; but if you will require that each correspondent should furnish you his age I am confident that the old
men will be found on my side. “Old men for counsel, young men for war,” is an old and wise maxim which has
heretofore been too much disregarded in the counsels of our party. To meet the case of your requiring your
correspondents to state their ages to ensure the publication of their views on the question under discussion I
inclose you a statement of that of Yours sincerely,

MONTAGUE R. LEVERSON, Fifty-eight on March 2, 1888.

Henry George in Washington.

WASHINGTON, Feb. 5.—Henry George’s lecture last night, under the auspices of the Howard university alumni
association, on the subject of “Protection and the Labor Question,” was a great success, and has much inspirited
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the single tax men of Washington. “It was not a common crowd,” says the Post of this morning, in premising its
long report, “that greeted Henry George in Masonic temple last night. It was an intelligent and well-dressed
crowd, which as quickly appreciated and applauded the involved statement of an economic principle as the
eloquence of a well-rounded period. Not a few congressmen and senators, too, were scattered through the
audience.”

A committee of the Howard alumni, including several clergymen, were seated on the platform, with a number of
local advocates of the single tax principle. Mr. Jesse Lawson opened the meeting on behalf of the alumni
association, and Paul Bowen, one of the most prominent and influential of our Knights of Labor, introduced the
speaker.

Mr. George made a most effective address, holding his audience in rapt attention from beginning to end. He began
by pointing out the relations of protection to the labor question, and congratulating his audience upon the
promise of a national campaign in which, instead of personal character or dead issues, economic questions of the
highest importance would be discussed. Of President Cleveland’s message he expressed warm approbation, saying
that although it did not go very far, it went far enough to clearly and unmistakably take ground against protection,
and had already produced so much discussion that it was now too late for cowardly democratic politicians to
prevent the tariff question from becoming the issue. He then went on in a lucid and vigorous manner to express
the popular fallacies of protection®®, and to show that the cause of labor could hope nothing from protection, and
that justice alone was competent to do away with the evils wrought by injustice. Tracing the cause of low wages
and unemployed labor to the primary wrong of making natural elements the private property of individuals,

Mr. George expounded the single tax doctrine in a way which produced a marked effect. His invitation to answer
questions was promptly taken advantage of by the audience, and for nearly an hour after the lecture proper

Mr. George met objections, and answered questions put to him in a manner which gave the greatest satisfaction.

At the conclusion of the meeting, but not until after the greater part of the audience had got out of the hall, it was
proposed then and there to form an anti-poverty society for the city of Washington. A preliminary organization
was formed by the election of Paul Bowen as temporary chairman and Charles Frederic Adams as temporary
secretary. Some forty names were given in and the society will hold its first meeting on the 22d of February, when
it is expected that many others will join.

The Brooklyn Tax Reform Club.

The Young men’s tax reform club of Brooklyn met on February 1, in Everett hall, Fulton street and Gallatin place.
Though the attendance was but slender, it was evident that those present were thoroughly in earnest. Mr. A. L.
Voorhees was elected chairman and Mr. Alcott secretaryS®.

After the transaction of regular business Mr. George White addressed the meeting on the questions: “Why, with
our vast resources and increasing powers of production, are two million men idle and millions more working for a
bare living?” and “Is the single tax a remedy?” Mr. White’s address was brief and modest, but evinced his
knowledge of the subject he was discussing. Among those who took part in the discussion were Messrs. Wil-liam
Melvin, Frank P. Rand, R. W. Jones, George N. Olcott, and A. L. Voorhees. The majority decided in favor of the
single tax. A committee was appointed to lay out a plan for future meetings. The next meeting will be held on
Wednesday evening, February 15. The subject of discussion will be, “The Cause and Effect of Monopolies and
How the Single Tax will Effect ThemSs©”

Sic in the original; probably ““to expose the popular fallacies””.
Sic in the original; probably ““Mr. Olcott secretary”?”.
Sic in the original; probably ““Affect Them””.
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Topeka Single Tax Men.

TOPEKA, Kan®°.,, Feb. 2.—About twenty-five of the single tax men of this city met last Tuesday evening and
organized the Topeka single tax league with John G. Cougher, president; R. R. Gaskell, vice-president, and A. E.
Davis, secretary and treasurer. We are not going to be satisfied with simply an organization, but will push the work
of making converts.

A.E. DAVIS.

Sic in the original; probably ““Kan.,””.
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ANTI-POVERTY.
DR. M’'GLYNN ON “THE STRIKES AND THE LABOR MOVEMENT”

The Forty-first Public Meeting—Labor Organizations Not a Remedy But the Symptoms of a Disease—The
Best Place to Strike Is at the Ballot Box.

The Academy of Music was crowded last Sunday evening as it has seldom been before save on great occasions.
Every part of the house was fully occupied and the vestibules were filled with persons standing. Dr. McGlynn
delivered the address of the evening on “The Strikes and the Labor Movement.” The meeting was presided over by
Dr. Jeremiah Coughlin, president of the down-town branch of the anti-poverty society. The exclusively labor and
trade organization elements were evidently present in stronger force even than on ordinary occasions, and there
was great enthusiasm manifested when Dr. Coughlin announced that the next Sunday night’s meeting of the Anti-
poverty society at the Academy of Music would be devoted to an entertainment for the benefit of the striking
miners of Pennsylvania, under the auspices of the society and of the district assemblies of the Knights of Labor.
He announced that Dr. McGlynn, Henry George and other prominent speakers would deliver the addresses. The
Concordia chorus sang “The Harp that once through Tara’s halls,” which was encored and then Dr. McGlynn was
introduced and spoke as follows:

Mr. Chairman, Ladies and Gentlemen: You expect to hear me speak on strikes and the labor problem. These
strikes are but a violent manifestation, an eruption, a symptom of a deadly disease. They are no cure for the
disease (applause), and their chief value is that they make so manifest the existence of the disease, and that most
consoling fact that even in the outcast multitudes of men, the disinherited, the down-trodden, the dying, there is
still enough manhood left to make us hope for the possibility of a radical cure by the application of a radical
remedy. It is not my purpose to dwell at any great length to-night upon the history of strikes, with which I frankly
confess I am not very familiar. I have not thought it necessary to gather statistics concerning them. It is rather my
office, as it is my purpose, to content myself with certain general principles and facts bearing upon these strikes
and upon the labor problem of which they are an attempted and a most clumsy and unsatisfactory solution.

What is this labor problem? It is the problem of all life. It is the problem that our united labor party is endeavoring
to solve by political methods. It is the problem which it is the office of this anti-poverty society to contribute its
share toward solving by preaching the essential doctrine by which alone the problem can be solved. (Applauses®.)

It is not my object to-night to utterly discourage men who are striking or who may at some future time be tempted
to strike, but I should feel that I had gained very much if from the strikes that are going on beneath our eyes, from
former strikes and certain general principles concerning them, I could show to the strikers and to all men the
comparative, if not the absolute, uselessness of this blind groping after the remedy—if I could point out some
lessons that should serve to induce men to give up the useless, quack remedies for a constitutional disease, to see

Sic in the original; probably ““(Applause.)””.
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clearly the wrong and the means of remedying it and then to strike, to strike one and all, to strike together there
where alone the strike can be effectual—at the ballot box. (Wild applause and cheering, lasting over a minute.)

This labor problem, I repeat, is the problem of all life. And therefore it is most closely connected with all those
fundamental religious questions that necessarily concern not merely the right ordering of our lives here, but our
eternal destiny hereafter. It is the question: How shall rational men, created in the very image of the creator,
endowed by him with unalienable rights and gifts, precious trusts as well as inestimable gifts, for which they must
render to him an account, so use these gifts, so sacredly guard these trusts as to fulfill their destiny, to develop the
natures that he has given them? The labor problem then is just this: How shall we assert, make good and practical,
our right to life, to liberty and the pursuit of happiness? How shall men make practically unalienable these sacred
trusts that our Declaration of Independence so truly tells us are de jure, in right, unalienable. The Declaration in
that magnificent profession of a religious faith in the creator and in the equality of his essential gifts to his
children, is not telling us of a fact, but of a right. It were a strange mockery of history if the Declaration had been
intended to assert the fact that men have always in fact been equal. It were a bitter mockery of the outraged, the
down-trodden, the robbed, the disinherited masses of men throughout the ages to assert so galling a falsity. But
right is right, as God is God; and right is necessarily eternal if it exists at all; and the highest endeavor, the most
earnest desire, the holiest enthusiasm of men should ever be to square the fact with the law, to make history the
magnificent evolution of God’s law, of God’s providence, through the intelligent and the loving obedience of the
minds and the hearts of men.

The fact is unfortunately in strange dissonance with the law. If labor be God’s law let us obey the law. (Applause.)
It were strangely unwise in us to seek to amend his plan and to stifle the exercise of the labor that he has given us.
It is ever the excuse of despotism that men need to be governed paternally, as if any fatherly government on earth
can surpass in goodness, in wisdom and in power the fatherly government of the most high God. (Applause.)
Paternal government! Men need to be led! It is dangerous to educate them. These are the theories prevalent in
paternal governments. Now this movement of ours, in its attempt to solve the labor problem, means that because
men are equal, endowed with the equal, unalienable right to life, to liberty and to the pursuit of happiness, that all
have the equal right to cultivate their intelligence, to discipline their will, so that the child of the humblest denizen
of earth may aspire to fill the highest niche in the temple of fame. It is a theory that has actually been broached in
our country that from a Christian standpoint the most desirable condition of society is that in which there shall
be a highly educated few and the uneducated many. It is a matter of grave importance, therefore, for us to assert in
season and out of season the essential religious character, the anti-pagan character of our immortal Declaration of
Independence (applause); to assert that men being born with an equal right to life, to liberty and to the pursuit of
happiness are, therefore, endowed by their creator with an equal right to all those things that are necessary for the
maintenance of that life, for the enjoyment of that liberty, for that pursuit of happiness—that all the general
bounties of his magnificent and lavish creation are the gift of one Father equally to all his family, and not to a

chosen few. It is the
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object of this platform of ours, of the united labor party, to solve the problem on these lines. These are the lines of

eternal truth and justice. These are the lines indicated by the essential teaching of all religion.

The labor problem, in a more prosaic way of stating it, is simply this: How shall all men be able to maintain their
lives and to exert their energies during this mortal life upon the natural bounties in such way that they shall
always be able to obtain the employment that they need or desire, and when they have obtained such
employment, how shall they be perfectly secure in the enjoyment of the fruits of their labor? That is the whole
labor problem in a nutshell. How shall such condition of things be brought about? It is simply false to say that
men have equal rights to life, to liberty, to the pursuit of happiness, if you deny that they have equal rights to the
general bounties of nature, without which life cannot be maintained at all, without free access to which there can
be no true liberty, without the proper employment of which there can be no pursuit of happiness. (Applause.)

26



Vol. lll, No. 6 (Whole No. 58), February 11, 1888 Page 30f 8

Surely it were a mockery of the Christian gospel to say that oppression is so good a thing that it must be an act of
virtue on the part of the oppressor to give to the oppressed so admirable an opportunity of exercising heroic
virtue. (Laughter and great applause.) Poverty and the consequent misery and vice and crime that are in the world
are not the result of God’s law, but are the result of the violation of God’s law; so that the strike and the revolution
and the bloodshed and the arson, horrid and cruel as they are, only tell that God’s law has been violated, and that
the outraged sense of human dignity shall never be appeased till perfect justice shall be done. (Applause, repeated
again and again.) The law of gravitation is a very good thing. And as in the physical world that simple law explains
all things, so in the moral world the simple universal law of God is justice. (Applause.)

[ am not here to justify or to encourage strikes. But I do say that I find much comfort in them. (Applause.) I find
much comfort in discovering that even in the most ignorant and oppressed, the most miserable, the least supplied
with all good things of earth, there is still at least as much of human spirit to make the crushed human worm turn
and at least snarl defiant protest even while he is being crushed to death. (Great applause and cheers.) The strike is
a violent remedy against a most violent wrong. (Applause.) It is by usurpation, it is by robbery, it is by craft, it is by
over-reaching, it is by bribery, by perjury, by the defiance of God’s law and the natural instincts of the human
heart, which are a part of God’s law, that this horrid landlordism, this monopoly in the natural bounties has
everywhere begun. And that wrong must necessarily work itself out to its legitimate conclusion, to the oppression,
the robbery, the debasement, the degradation, the extermination of a large portion of God’s family. And it is
entirely creditable to the original dignity in them that they will not give up the fight without at least protesting,
that they will not quietly sit down or lie down and die without at least cursing the infamous robbery, even if they
have the heroic Christian charity not to curse the robber. (Applause.) There would be no need of strikes—there
would be no strikes; strikes would be simply not merely an absurdity but an impossibility—if the essential
principles of this platform were carried into practice by the peaceful remedy of the ballot. (Applause,)

Complaint has been made by some of our good friends, some occasional visitors at these meetings, that they have
come sometimes several times and have heard little or nothing of the distinctive doctrines of this platform, and
therefore I desire to supplement this omission. What we are aiming at is simply this: To secure for all men
abundant opportunity to employ their labor and the full natural wages of their labor either in the thing that they
produce by their labor or a perfect equivalent for that in the product of somebody else’s labor. (Applause.) It seems
a truism, it is so obvious. And yet the world is so stupid (laughter), with a little mixture of malevolence, that this
obvious truth is denounced as revolutionary, as subversive of law and order. And, saddest to say, the name of
sweet religion is invoked to perpetuate injustice, to denounce, to calumniate, to revile the men who, surely for no
love of self, have been impelled by the humanity within them—nay, impelled by the love of God, their father—to do
something in their brief time to right the wrong, to teach men not to curse God and die, but if possible to bless
God and continue to live here, so that when He shall call them they shall be transferred from the kingdom of
heaven here to the kingdom of heaven beyond. (Applause.)

What are we here for, anyhow? Is it to eat and drink and crawl about for a little while on the surface of this globe?
No! Small as we are, the most oppressed son or daughter can stand up and say: “I am greater than all the physical
universe. (Applause.) There is something here within me that shall survive the wreck of worlds, and I am dearer to
God, my father, than all the wondrous suns, than all the harmonies of the spheres.” (Great applause.) If we are
what reason and faith conspire to tell us we are, then in God’s name we are something more than mere crawling
things, wearing out our wretched, miserable life; we are the children of the Father, we are workers to learn his
tasks. And the law that he has given for this magnificent workshop must be obeyed, and that law is justice. And if,
as saints and seers have prophesied, this earth shall be some time the kingdom of the Father, it will only be when
all the world shall enjoy the unspeakable beatitudes pronounced upon those who shall have hungered and thirsted
for justice with the assurance that they shall have their fill (applause), when the teachings of the Master shall have
been incorporated in the spirit of all our laws. Now, then, it is a logical necessity, if we believe in religion at all, to
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accept all this, and to believe, therefore, that our present condition of society is a mockery, a violation of God’s
law, a blasphemy against his beneficent designs. And we need not complain that we are reviled for teaching these
truths. It has ever been so, and we can find unspeakable comfort in the knowledge of the fact that those who
persecute the teachers of a truth to-day will be making tardy reparation to-morrow for the injury that they have
done to-day. (Applause.) It is true of every great moral and social reform that the blood of the martyrs is the seed
of the church. (Applause.)

I have said before that no matter how wonderfully a man may preach a great truth with his head on his shoulders,
should he have the good fortune to have his head cut off his shoulders for the preaching of that truth, he will
preach it ten times better with his head off than with his head on. (Great cheering and repeated applause.) It is not
my purpose to-night, while I still have my head on (laughter), to preach to our afflicted brethren who are striking
in the coal mining regions of Pennsylvania that they should discontinue their strike. I have no such advice to give
them. (Applause.) But I would say to them that even though their strike should be successful, they should feel the
victory to be so wretched and poor and paltry a thing that it was hardly worth contending for (applause)—a
wretched gain of eight per cent, or something of the kind. I am trying to say, dear friends, that if I thought this

society of ours
p.3,col. 3
had nothing more satisfactory than a question of percentages, if it had no remedy to propose greater than a

reduction of a certain percentage of the rent of Irish tenants or the increase to the very small extent of eight per
cent of the wages for eight months in the year of miners in Pennsylvania, I should really not think the game worth
the candle. (Applause.)

Let us hope that these good, suffering friends of ours will win the strike and get the eight per cent, or whatever it
is that they want. But how much nearer will they be to their goal than they were before? How much better will
their wives and children be clad, or schooled, or fed, or housed? How much more civilized will they and their
successors be likely to be if that scale of wages can be maintained?

Ah, no! It is too dreary a spectacle. I have been conversing with a very intelligent man, a working man who visited
in the interest of labor organizations some little while ago these very mining regions, and the tale that he tells is
one full of infinite pathos. We saw in the New York T7mes an editorial a few days ago that these striking miners, if
they chose, at any moment could go to work again at two dollars and a half a day. This man who was on the spot
told me that the miners could get two dollars and a half a day for eight months in the year, but that out of this two
dollars and a half they have to buy their own powder, and their fuses, and their oil, and then to pay an assistant, so
that two dollars and a half are the wages of two men and the supplies necessary for doing the work. And besides, if
they are wise miners and prudent, and not entirely unselfish, they will take care to purchase with the very limited
amount of money that would remain to them their little groceries and the like from the company’s store. There is
no absolute compulsion to buy from the company’s store. But the man who does so gets better work; he gets a
breast of coal, I believe they call it, while the poor wretches who will have been so unwise as not to patronize the
company’s store, to give outrageous, usurious profits to that company out of their miserable wages, will be put at
less desirable work, where they can make less wages and where their lives are seriously imperiled in the work that
is called “robbing the mine,” which, I believe, consists in paring down the columns of coal and sometimes taking
them away entirely at the risk that the ceiling will fall in and rob them of their lives. (Applause.) It is so easy for a
man in the editorial sanctum to settle the affairs of the workingmen—(laughter and applause)—and to show how
well paid they are and how ungrateful they are to the kind employers, to these paternal coal companies and
railway companies, that actually, it would seem, have gone into the business of coal mining and railroading more
as a philanthropic enterprise than as a money making business. (Laughter.)

No! I hope that they will win the strike! But if they should not, they probably will be nearer to their redemption
than if they should. (Applause.) Things have got to get worse before they can get better. (Applause.) And if they
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should not win this strike, they perhaps will be a little more impressed with the fact that there is something wrong
in the present system, than if they should be pleased, tickled, with a sort of childish glee for a few weeks or a few
months at having gained a wondrous victory! And what is the lesson that they ought to learn? That the strike is
not much good anyhow. That it is only a wretched cataplasm, a poultice, a plaster for the mere symptom of the
disease. It is only a mere palliative; and what they need is a fundamental remedy, a medicine that shall purge the
system, shall restore the system to perfect health. And the strike is no such remedy. Why, we are actually told that
the companies are making money by the strike, that the supposed scarcity of coal is putting money into the coffers
of these bloated corporations. The price of coal is going up, and so, besides having to pay extra prices for your
coal, dear friends, you are also asked to contribute something to help to keep up the strike. And actually the
money that you are putting into the coffers of these people by buying their coal, and the funds with which your
charity is aiding these striking miners, will be going into the pockets of these corporations. (Applause.)

Now, God forbid that anybody should understand from me that you are not to contribute generously. I beg you to
contribute as generously as you can (applause) at the benefit here in this hall under the joint auspices of our
society and of the Knights of Labor, and next Sunday I beg that you will come in greater numbers and prepared to
give a great collection. But I repeat that this is only a palliative. Save some of these people from starving. Help
them to maintain the strike, to maintain them for a little while longer. Do it, in God’s name. But while we are doing
this charity, let us send a burning message with our poor dole, to tell them to be men and to show their manhood
not merely by this wretched strike against the superior violence, but by striking where they can strike with
wondrous potency—at the ballot box. (Applause.)

The golden stream that has been pouring from this country into Ireland for the last thirty years or more has
actually chiefly gone to benefit the landlord. (Applause.) I don’t say therefore these Irish sons and daughters
should forget their fathers and mothers, therefore they should refuse to send them money because it goes largely
to maintain landlordism. But I do say, in God’s name, while doing what they can to maintain the wretched roof
over their fathers and mothers, let them by word and work and prayer and contribution do what they can to
hasten the day when the curse of landlordism shall be destroyed root and branch. (Applause.)

Those who clearly see the truth we are preaching can have but little patience with the pothering of Mr. Parnell
and Mr. Gladstone on the other side and Mr. Powderly on this side with some petty question of percentages of
rent, homesteads and the like. Let them come out and see the truth and preach it—that God has given the land of
every nation to the people of that nation; that with Bishop Nulty we should all see that to deprive the least of the
children of a nation of his equal rights to the land of that nation is to rob him of his inheritance, and to be guilty
of a blasphemous iniquity against the beneficent design of the creator. (Applause.)

Mentioning the name of Mr. Powderly recalls his pothering about Guilford Miller and his homestead—some old
man two or three thousand miles off who found he had a homestead and then he hadn’t. President Cleveland’s
authority was invoked to give him the homestead. Suppose Mr. Guilford Miller’s homestead thirty or forty years
from now was the center of a town of fifty or sixty thousand inhabitants, that would be a funny kind of a
homestead wouldn’t it? That poor homesteader would be the biggest kind of a bloated landlord. Now that is no
doctrine of ours. We are only too glad that he or anybody else should have a homestead. We will free absolutely
from taxes all the products of his industry. But when the land, the use of which has been given to him for nothing,
because it was worth nothing, shall, not by his industry but irrespective of his industry, have acquired a rental

value, we do not want him
p.3,col. 4
to rob the community of that value which the community has produced. (Applause.)

If Mr. Powderly and others cannot see that, more’s the pity. They ought to see it. Mr. Powderly many years ago
recommended to the Knights of Labor to read “Progress and Poverty.” I wonder has he read it himself?
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(Applause.) Thank goodness, a good many of them took his advice. (Applause.) And thank goodness, a good many
more people have read it without taking his advice.

There is one man in congress to-day—there are three or four hundred of them I believe—but there is one man in
whom I feel a particular interest. He is a man with the somewhat unwonted name of Smith. (Laughter.) He is from
Milwaukee, and I have the pleasure and—1I say it in all seriousness—the honor of his acquaintance. He is a
workingman. [ met him at a labor gathering on the Fourth of July last in Milwaukee, and conceived a very high
esteem and effection®® for the man. He is the only man to-day in congress elected by the labor party—a labor party
in Milwaukee in the very greatest sympathy with the platform on which we stand. That man said one of the most
sensible things that have ever been said by a congressman. And I said at a little meeting that I attended last night
that if he keeps on saying such good things as that, we might do worse than nominate him for the presidency.
Some reporters of one of our metropolitan journals had interviews with as many as possible members of congress
about the strikes. And most of them straddled. They favored the workingmen, but, of course, they believed in law
and order. They looked not into the cause. And Smith, the laboring man—I think he told me he was a plowwright, a
plowsmith—he said: “The place to strike is at the ballot box.” (Applause.)

And now I mention Mr. Powderly’s name, I am reminded of another victory. On this platform last Sunday evening
I mentioned what I believed to be the fact, that Mr. Powderly in his well known negotiations with the archbishop
of Baltimore, and through the archbishop of Baltimore with the see of Rome, in order to have this society of the
Knights of Labor—a society of American workingmen—protected from the interference of Rome, had sent an
ambassador at the expense of the order to Rome to negotiate for the protection and immunity of the Knights of
Labor. You have seen in the newspapers certain apparent denials of what I have said. Now, I have no desire to
insist upon mere technicalities and quibble about mere words. What I said I asserted upon the authority of one or
more than one man or men very high in the councils of the Knights of Labor. (Applause.) And since that assertion
was made and denied, [ have been assured on similar authority that my assertion was substantially correct.
(Applause.) And I am glad to see that the publication of what I said has actually brought out a substantial
confession from parties very much interested in the truth of what I said. First, there was an apparent, most
ingenuous and frank and full denial by Mr. Powderly of anything and everything that I had said on the subject.
And because of my reaffirmation of the substantial truth of what I said with some additional circumstances, there
appeared in the newspapers a day or two ago a very remarkable statement from Mr. Tom O’Reilly, in which he said
no doubt he was the man referred to in my remarks, and kindly said some pleasant things about me, and while
saying he was not in Rome and has not been in Europe for six years, said he was actually busily engaged in heading
off the torrents of misrepresentation against the Knights of Labor pouring into Rome. That is substantially a
confession of all that I wanted to make out. Mr. O’Reilly has not denied absolutely, as well as I can make out, that
somebody went to Rome, that some money was spent for the purpose of paying his expenses to Rome. But
whether that be true or not I am not going to quibble about it. The only point that I wish to make has been made
good actually by the confession of Mr. O’Reilly that in this American order of the Knights of Labor there was a
man, who recognized himself as a most intimate confidential friend of Mr. Powderly, who was engaged in trying to
head off misrepresentations in Rome against this order. And the point I wanted to make and make now is, what
had the pope of Rome, what had these cardinals in Rome, to do with this American business? (Applause.) The
obvious attitude of the Knights of Labor should be to say to each individual: “We care nothing for your religion.
You may believe anything or nothing, and if the rules of this society do not suit you or your religion you may get
out.” (Great applause.)

I have told you that a man will preach any great truth better with his head cut off than with his head on. That is
precisely my own case. (Applause.) I can never entirely stifle the palpitations of a heart that was somewhat

Sic in the original; probably ““affection””.
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morbidly enlarged. From a pretty early day I have been in the uncomfortable position of a man with liberal ideas
subjected to the absolute dictation of a despotic machine. (Laughter.) I have told you recently some of the things
that I think about the ecclesiastical machine, so I shall not thresh that old straw again to-night. (Laughter.) Some
seventeen years ago I was driven by my love of the church to say some strong words against the alliance of the
corrupt democratic machine with the ecclesiastical machine. I came very near coming to grief then. I hinted that
the public schools were not godless schools, and that in order to believe in God it was not necessary to keep saying
God, God, God, God, God. (Laughter.) I hinted there was a proper time and place to worship God, and the place to
worship him best was in our minds and hearts. (Applause.) I have been on the ragged edge ever since then. A few
years ago [ was deliberately singled out and ordered to discuss the school question in a theological corference. And
when [ went there I heard such sentiments as these uttered by a man who is now a bishop, that the pastor could
not give absolution to those who sent children to the public schools, that teachers earning their bread in public
schools were bound in conscience to give up their positions. I had gone to that conference with some sort of
prudential reserve, but when I heard such talk I threw all prudence to the winds. (Applause.) I began with my usual
modesty and diffidence (laughter) and tried for about three minutes to get off these prudential reasons.I had a
paper with questions between my fingers and I kept twisting it and speedily it was reduced to pulp. And finally I
shook myself loose. (Applause.) I paced that platform and delivered a philippic for nearly an hour. That did not
add to the esteem of the ecclesiastical machine for any prudence or conservatism. (Applause.) But I had been
ordered to discuss the school question, and when a man is ordered to discuss a thing isn’t he expected to say what
he thinks! (Great applause.)

Then here, five years ago, came the Irish land league question, and I, overcoming a great deal of reluctance,
yielding to the entreaties of an editor who to-day is one of the bitterest foes of this platform (cries of “Ford! Ford!”
hisses and hooting) and loses no opportunity of maligning it—I came upon this platform to stand shoulder to
shoulder with Michael Davitt. (Applause.) And I said what Bishop Nulty said. (Applause.) And my suspension was

almost immediately ordered from Rome. And so little eager was I to get out of the sanctuary that I sacrificed
p.3,col.5
my rights as a man and as a lover of the land of my father and mother. The Lord forgive me! (Applause.) And I

promised that I would make no more land league speeches. The Lord forgive me! (Applause.) You can easily
understand that the edge upon which I was balancing myself was becoming more and more ragged.

And then I went to speak for the poor of New York at Chickering hall, having been forbidden to attend any
political meeting in future without permission of the propaganda. And so little eager was I to break the ties that
bound me to the Christian altar that I consented—the Lord forgive me!—to make no more speeches. The
archbishop suspended me for two weeks and I bore it in silence. One Sunday I went to Jersey City and received
communion, and another Sunday to Philadelphia. Then after two weeks the archbishop took occasion from a
newspaper account of an interview to suspend me to the end of the year. I repressed myself for the sake of a
higher good. But in spite of my earnest desire to avoid the present condition of things it has, as if by a special
providence, been forced upon me.

And now then comes the application of the principle that I desire to make. My head has been unfortunately cut
off, and I discover that I am able to preach to larger multitudes, with more freedom, more energy, more force, and
as if God himself were blessing my efforts. I humbly believe he is. (Great applause, three times repeated.) And, I
was saying, | humbly believe, with perhaps more efficacy than ever before, preaching the truths of God. I accept
the situation. I wrote a letter last Friday to the beloved friends of St. Stephen’s parish, who have shown such
extraordinary devotion to me. And what I said I meant, and I desire here to-night to remove all suspense, and to
say that their protest is simply worse than futile. I appreciate and reciprocate their love and sympathy. I am
grateful for their generosity. But it is simply impossible, without a moral revolution, for me ever again to be pastor
of St. Stephen’s church. It is morally certain that for many years I shall never, with the permission of bishop or
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archbishop or cardinal or pope, minister before any Catholic altar. That is the painful fact, and [ beg of my dear
friends to accept it and make the best of it.

And therefore do I desire (murmurs and cries of ’No! no!“) and I insist, and I have a right to insist, that those
meetings of vain and useless protest and the source of unnecessary irritation shall cease. I beg it as a favor and I
demand it as a right. (Round after round of applause.)

It has been perhaps facetiously said and it may be said that it is not Dr. McGlynn’s funeral. If it is not my funeral,
whose is it? (A voice: “Archbishop Corrigan’s”) No! I am the cause of it, the cause of the dissension. They will not
send me back, and now to terminate the matter I don’t want to go back. (Great applause.) And you—and you, if you
love me, should not ask me to go back (cries of “No! never!”), for it is impossible for me to go back except on such
conditions as would be an outrage to you and to me. (Applause.) It is impossible for me to go back without
retracting and humbly apologizing (cries of “Never! never!”) for what I have said from this platform, and [ never
shall. (Great applause.) It is not possible for your wishes to be gratified, for me to go back except on the condition
that I shall submit to the so-called right of a man in Rome to forbid me to go at the request of my fellow citizens to
confer with them on a social or a political question. I shall never accept such condition. (Applause.) They have it in
their power, in their despotic power, to exact conditions like this: that if I am to be restored to my ministry, it shall
not be to the altars that I have helped to build, to the church that I helped to plan, to the people who have become
as dear to me as if they were a part of myself; no, it shall be to go wheresoever they choose to send me. And [, if
they had sent me, in the exercise of their authority, a year ago; if they had ordered me to go forthwith the same
day or next morning, I assure you, before God, I should have gone instantly and uncomplainingly. But at the same
time, whether in St. Stephen’s church, New York, or in Middletown—Orange county, I think it is (laughter)—I
should still have believed, and I probably should have exercised the right that I believe I had, to express my
opinions at proper time or place to my fellow citizens, whether in speech, book, newspaper, interview or
whatsoever other form. And these men made it a condition that I should swear, if need be before witnesses, that I
would never do anything of the kind without their permission. And I never can do it. (Cries of “Never! never!” and
applause.)

And so I thank my God that while I have done my best to prevent and retard this consummation it has come at
last (applause), and I am emancipated. I cheerfully and loyally profess my allegiance to all the teachings of Christ
and his holy religion—to all the spiritual doctrines of the apostolic church, and my profoundest reverence for all
the sacred things of which she is the custodian, and I reaffirm with all possible solemnity, and I should do it if this
were my dying breath, that I believe that the church of Christ has largely been ruined by the despotism, by the
politics, by the intrigues, by the love of temporal power and wealth of what we call the “ecclesiastical

machine.” (Applause.)

Some good ecclesiastical friends, after I had been suspended and then at last excommunicated, tried to reopen this
case of mine, and, with a sort of negative, passive acquiescence on my part, they have been writing to Rome
voluminous statements and sending copies of letters to Cardinal Gibbons which had found their way into his
waste basket at Rome. And this was the excuse: Because a certain letter that should have been left with the
propaganda had got into Archbishop Gibbons’ waste basket. And these letters and documents and overtures sent
to Rome months and months ago have not even received the courteous acknowledgment of a receipt. And now it
is my determination, which I avow before you here, that the first letter I send to Rome will be simply to disavow
the action of these kind friends of mine, and to tell them that I have no case before them whatsoever.

I shall continue, as I have throughout my life, to believe what I have believed, to love what I have loved, and with
the love of God my Father and His grace, that is not confined to sacraments, I shall seek to love him, to serve him.
I entreat of those who can without sacrificing their manhood, not merely to believe the teachings of the church,
but to receive her ministrations. But I advise you if this machine shall make it a condition of your receiving its
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ministrations that you shall sacrifice your manhood, your rights as citizens, as workingmen, then trust to the
boundless mercy of God. Keep your manhood, and rather than sacrifice your manhood tell them to keep their
sacraments to themselves. (Great applause.)

And, doctor, father, what will become of you? I am in the hands of my father and He is infinitely powerful and
infinitely wise and infinitely good to me. He has always been so much better to me than my deserts. And I repose
upon His fatherly bosom in tnes® embrace of His fatherly arms with all the tender confidence of a little infant
sleeping in the arms of its mother. Have no fear for me. I defy all their malignity. (Great applause.) And I here

publicly give them warning that,
p.3,col. 6
much as I regret it—and I call you to bear me witness that hitherto I have most jealously and carefully refrained

from it—if they shall think to hound me with the arts of which they are masters I shall expose them. (Great
applause.) I shall do it—I shall do it, with the help of God, not in a spirit of vindictiveness. It is poor things® to
requite reviling with reviling. But I shall do it in legitimate self defense—no, not merely—but in defense of a cause
that is more sacred to me than even my honor or my life. (Applause.) What this machine hates with intense
malignity is not the man, but the cause. And so help me God, I shall not permit the cause to suffer in my presence
if I can help it. (Cries of “Good” and great applause.) [ have hitherto contented myself with pointing out the
abuses of the machine, historical abuses hundreds and thousands of years old. But I give them warning that [ am
full of knowledge of events that might make the country too hot to hold some of them (great applause), and that it
will be the part of prudence for them to let me alone. (Applause.)

UNITY CONGREGATION.

The Success of the Meetings Apparently Assured.—Mr. Pentecost’s Sermon on “A Foolish Practice.”

The statement on the back of the printed order of services distributed on Sunday at the meeting of Unity
congregation showed that there are now 124 regular contributors who agree to pay various sums amounting in all
to [$43.657] a week. If the loose collection at the meetings average as much more, the congregation is financially
in good condition. Those who were most active in organizing the meetings believe that there is now no doubt of
their successful continuance. Of the people who attend, a large part, perhaps a large majority, have attended
regularly from the beginning, and in response to Mr. Pentecost’s request many of these have introduced
themselves to him and personal relations have been established between them. Contrary to the general rule as to
religious gatherings, there are fully twice as many men as women in the congregation.

All the assistance that Mr. Pentecost receives is entirely voluntary except that of the musicians. The music with
which the meetings open and which is played when the collection is taken up, is instrumental; there is no choir.
The instruments used are at present piano, violin, cello and cornet. The cornetist leads the singing, and the tunes
to which tha®® hymns are sung are almost all familar?” to those who have attended Protestant churches.

Mr. Pentecost says he desires to make the meetings in every way as attractive as possible and any surplus over the
absolutely necessary expenditures will be used to that end.

However much he may disagree with the sentiments expressed at the meetings, no man can listen to Mr. Pentecost
without hearing much that will appeal to his best feelings and call out his strongest reasoning powers.

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

Sic in the original; probably ““It is a poor thing” (article apparently dropped)”.
Sic in the original; probably ““the””.

Sic in the original; probably ““familiar””.
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The Brooklyn and Newark meetings are as well attended and as satisfactory to Mr. Pentecost as those held in
Masonic temple.

The sermon last Sunday morning was on “A Foolish Practice,” the text being taken from Phillippians 4, ii°., “I
have learned in whatsoever state I am therein to be content.”

Jesus, said Mr. Pentecost, knew what contentment in its highest sense was, not the peaceful comfort of the pet cat
who purrs by the fire, but the strong poise of one conscious of resources which will suffice in any emergency. The
majority make false estimates of men and things, misjudge what makes real happiness, and, as a result are subject
to surprises, chagrin and disappointment. How few rosy, sunshiny people there are; how few are good natured;
how few have no quarrel with the world on their own account. How sour, grumpy, cross-grained most people are.

Here Mr. Penteeosts® showed that this discontent arose from people not recognizing that external conditions
could not of themselves produce happiness, there being no cure for discontent except in the mind itself.

Discontent, said he, arises from unwillingness to adjust ourselves to our circumstances in case we cannot bend
circumstances to our will. There are two things, the old adage says, you should not fret about, what you can help,
and what you can’t help. When circumstances are stubborn, as they frequently are, peace of mind depends upon
the comparatively simple process of adjusting yourself to them.

Contentment is not the mild virtue sometimes supposed to adorn only soft and placid natures. It presumes great
strength of character, great resolution of purpose.

Involuntary poverty as a social disease is a curse because it is unjustly forced upon people who are just as unfit for
poverty as wealth; but a brave heart is foolish to fear poverty. Nothing destroys the moral sense more than the fear
of poverty.

Sickness as a rule is not to be feared, and to drop out of “society” is a blessing. A few friends are all that one needs,
few and true; and he who has a good wife, or she who has a good husband and children, needs no other
companions.

Make the best of your lot. Don’t be dolefully resigned to your mournful circumstances or you will be a nuisance to
yourself and to your friends. Take the bull by the horns. “Some men make a mighty fuss about bulls,” said a farmer
as he took up a club and climbed into a field from which a bull had just chased a terrified man, and, when the bull
bore down on him, he knocked him down. All snivelers take courage when they see such a man.

But it is also necessary to be discontented, discontented with your ignorance while knowledge is so cheap. You
have a little time left from work; consider your ignorance and kindle the divine flame of discontent in your breast
which will drive you to a little study and a little thought. If the average man will not read and think how will
superstitions and social wrongs be overthrown?

There is another phase of noble discontent—discontent at the miseries of others. Last week I heard a public
speaker declare that all people in this country should be thankful for our unexampled prosperity. In his view
everybody has plenty. He has $12,000 a year salary as a public officer. I could have wept as [ heard him and
thought of the women who sew and cough their wretched lives away in this city; of the nine thousand children
under twelve years of age who strip tobacco and sew on buttons and do other work to help meet the family
expenses; of the men who ask to be sent to prison for food and warmth. How can you and I be content to gorge
ourselves while others starve; to array ourselves in fine apparel while others shiver in rags?

Sic in the original; probably ““Philippians 4, 11” (spelling; “ii.” may be roman numeral or a misread “11”)”.
Sic in the original; probably ““Pentecost” (c printed like e; possibly worn type)”.
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I do not say you have no right to what you have, or even that you should go forth and give what you have to the
poor. You would do no good in this way. But I do say that you ought to apply your mind to the problem which the
unequal distribution of wealth presents. You ought to seek a remedy. You ought not to scout those who cannot rest
in contentment while such unjust social conditions exist.

Buddha said: To the poor salvation ought to come. And he could not remain in his princely estate while others
suffered.

Six hundred years later Jesus said: To the poor salvation ought to come. And he walked houseless and homeless
among them, discontented on their account.

Never pity yourself, but restlessly strive to be more and better than you are and to redeem those who sit in
darkness and despair, victims of man’s injustice and inhumanity to man,
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PLATFORM OF THE UNITED LABOR PARTY.
Adopted at Syracuse August 19, 1887.

We, the delegates of the united labor party of New York, in state convention assembled, hereby reassert, as the
fundamental platform of the party, and the basis on which we ask the co-operation of citizens of other states, the
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following declaration of principles adopted on September 23, 1886, by the convention of trade and labor
associations of the city of New York, that resulted in the formation of the united labor party.

“Holding that the corruptions of government and the impoverishment of labor result from neglect of the self-
evident truths proclaimed by the founders of this republic that all men are created equal and are endowed by their
Creator with unalienable rights, we aim at the abolition of a system which compels men to pay their fellow
creatures for the use of God’s gifts to all, and permits monopolizers to deprive labor of natural opportunities for
employment, thus filling the land with tramps and paupers and bringing about an unnatural competition which
tends to reduce wages to starvation rates and to make the wealth producer the industrial slave of those who grow
rich by his toil.

“Holding, moreover, that the advantages arising from social growth and improvement belong to society at large,
we aim at the abolition of the system which makes such beneficent inventions as the railroad and telegraph a
means for the oppression of the people and the aggrandizement of an aristocracy of wealth and power. We declare
the true purpose of government to be the maintenance of that sacred right of property which gives to every one
opportunity to employ his labor, and security that he shall enjoy its fruits; to prevent the strong from oppressing
the weak, and the unscrupulous from robbing the honest; and to do for the equal benefit of all such things as can
be better done by organized society than by individuals; and we aim at the abolition of all laws which give to any
class of citizens advantages, either judicial, financial, industrial or political, that are not equally shared by all
others.”

We call upon all who seek the emancipation of labor, and who would make the American union and its component
states democratic commonwealths of really free and independent citizens, to ignore all minor differences and join
with us in organizing a great national party on this broad platform of natural rights and equal justice. We do not
aim at securing any forced equality in the distributon®® of wealth. We do not propose that the state shall attempt
to control production, conduct distribution, or in any wise interfere with the freedom of the individual to use his
labor or capital in any way that may seem proper to him and that will not interfere with the equal rights of others.
Nor do we propose that the state shall take possession of land and either work it or rent it out. What we propose is
not the disturbing of any man in his holding or title, but by abolishing all taxes on industry or its products, to
leave to the producer the full fruits of his exertion and by the taxation of land values, exclusive of improvements,
to devote to the common use and benefit those values, which, arising not from the exertion of the individual, but
from the growth of society, belong justly to the community as a whole. This increased taxation of land, not
according to its area, but according to its value, must, while relieving the working farmer and small homestead
owner of the undue burdens now imposed upon them, make it unprofitable to hold land for speculation, and thus
throw open abundant opportunities for the employment of labor and the building up of homes.

While thus simplifying government by doing away with the horde of officials required by the present system of
taxation and with its incentives to fraud and corruption, we would further promote the common weal and further
secure the equal rights of all, by placing under public control such agencies as are in their nature monopolies: We
would have our municipalities supply their inhabitants with water, light and heat; we would have the general
government issue all money, without the intervention of banks; we would add a postal telegraph system and
postal savings banks to the postal service, and would assume public control and ownership of those iron roads
which have become the highways of modern commerce.

While declaring the foregoing to be the fundamental principles and aims of the united labor party, and while
conscious that no reform can give effectual and permanent relief to labor that does not involve the legal
recognition of equal rights to natural opportunities, we nevertheless, as measures of relief from some of the evil

Sic in the original; probably ““distribution””.
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effects of ignoring those rights, favor such legislation as may tend to reduce the hours of labor, to prevent the
employment of children of tender years, to avoid the competition of convict labor with honest industry, to secure
the sanitary inspection of tenements, factories and mines, and to put an end to the abuse of conspiracy laws.

We desire also to so simplify the procedure of our courts and diminish the expense of legal proceedings, that the
poor may be placed on an equality with the rich and the long delays which now result in scandalous miscarriages
of justice may be prevented.

And since the ballot is the only means by which in our republic the redress of political and social grievances is to
be sought, we especially and emphatically declare for the adoption of what is known as the “Australian system of
voting,” in order that the effectual secrecy of the ballot and the relief of candidates for public office from the heavy
expenses now imposed upon them, may prevent bribery and intimidation, do away with practical discriminations
in favor of the rich and unscrupulous, and lessen the pernicious influence of money in politics.

In support of these aims we solicit the co-operation of all patriotic citizens who, sick of the degradation of
politics, desire by constitutional methods to establish justice, to preserve liberty, to extend the spirit of fraternity,
and to elevate humanity.

PRISON LABOR.

The convict labor question has again agitated the legislature and furnished material for perfunctory editorials in
the daily press. A few years ago the contract system was in vogue. Manufacturers of stoves, shoes and other
commodities bought the labor of prisoners at so much a head and set up their plants within the prison walls. A
condition of peonage was thus established in which the contractor’s only interest was to get as much work out of
every convict as he could, while the state lost sight of the reformatory purpose of prisons in its anxiety to make
the institution “self supporting.” The moral delinquency of the state in this regard never excited much criticism;
but the fact that the low prices at which prison manufacturers got their labor enabled them arbitrarily to undersell
competitors and thereby to press down the wages of free labor, attracted the attention of certain labor
organizations which stirred up an agitation that crystallized in opposition to “contract convict labor,” and efforts
were
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made to induce the legislature to abolish the system. These efforts resulted in an act submitting the question to

popular vote, which, in 1883 declared against it, and in obedience to that vote a renewal of contracts was
forbidden by law.

What is known as the “state account” system was then adopted. Under this system the state provides the plant and
furnishes materials for manufacturing, the product is disposed of through commercial channels, and the receipts
are turned into the state treasury. Last year there was a deficit of $70,000, which is attributed in part to the
process of change and in part to the enforced idleness of some of the convicts, but which it is supposed is not
likely to be repeated. But when an appropriation of $1,000,000 was required to carry the system through another
year, the wardens not being allowed to use their receipts, the legislature, without any apparent reason, held it back,
until in Sing Sing three-fourths of the prisoners were idle, over one hundred employes were discharged, $120,000
worth of material was unused, $60,000 worth was only partly worked up, and a plant valued at $60,000 was as
idle as the convicts, while $289,000 worth of completed shoes awaited shipment. In this emergency the legislature
consented to the appropriation.
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Though the state account system is more in harmony with the idea of a reformatory institution, it is little more
acceptable than the contract system to the labor organizations and agitators who oppose the latter. Their essential
objection to the contract plan is that it brings the products of convict labor into competition with the products of
free labor; and that objection applies with equal force to the state account plan. Yet it is evident that prisoners
should be required to work, not to enable the state to make money, nor even to make the prisons self supporting,
for as between the propriety of reforming criminals or of making money out of them there can be no two
opinions, but because reasonable labor is a necessary feature of any method of reform. And it must be real labor.
To set the prisoners at useless work or monotonous work—work in which it is humanly impossible to become
interested—is to put them on a treadmill so far as its effect in reforming them or qualifying them for honest lives
when discharged is concerned. Bad as idleness undoubtedly is, it cannot be much harder on the prisoner and it is
no better for the community than make believe work.

Common sense would suggest that the employments of prisoners should be as diversified as possible, to the end
that they might acquire industrious habits and familiarity with the ordinary vocations of honest life which would
serve them when they came out into the world. And it is due to the agitators against the competition of convict
labor to say that they favor such a system—one in which the trades should be so various that there would be no
single prison product sufficient in quantity to compete perceptibly with the products of free labor. To this
proposition the reply is made that under it the prisons could not be made self supporting and “tax payers” would
grumble, a reply that appears to be conclusive even with the agitator, for he proposes instead that the state should
utilize the work of convicts in public improvements. How this would meet his objection to convict labor it is
difficult to see; for, unless the improvements were useless, such as would not be undertaken if there were no
convict labor to resort to—pyramids for example—the competition between prison labor and free labor would still
exist. It is not free shoemakers alone who are affected by the competition of convict shoemakers. There is more
mobility in the army of labor than is sometimes supposed, and it requires but a little time, when wages in some
branches of industry are depressed, for a readjustment to take place which depresses them in all branches. So, if
work which is now done for the state by free labor were to be done by prison labor, just to the extent that free
labor in the lines of employment for which the state was a customer was displaced, all labor would be. The
displacement might be infinitesimal, but it would be just as great, if all convicts were employed on necessary
public works as if they were all employed at shoemaking or stovemaking.

Leaving out of consideration the duty of the state to its prisoners, and viewing the question in its economic
aspects alone, it is clear that the employment of convicts in any useful way tends to injure free labor. Putting them
at stove making tends to make stoves cheaper; and that is a good thing. But there is a corresponding tendency of
the wages of stove makers, primarily, and secondarily of the wages of all workers, to decline; and that is a bad
thing. A similar result follows the direction of convict labor to the making of shoes, to laundering, to hat making,
to the repair of highways, to the erection of public buildings, or any other line of production. If the prisoners were
free to work as they pleased in any honest way and received the value of their work on the basis of fair exchange,
this result would not follow; for then their demands for the products of outside laborers would keep pace with
their supply of products from inside. But their demands, fixed by prison discipline, are the same whether they
work at one thing or another, or are wholly idle. It is this fact that distinguishes “prison labor” from “foreign
pauper labor,” and the convict labor question from the tariff question. The convict laborer is what protectionists
would have us believe foreign nations are, a kind of machine that
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sends goods away without getting any goods back.
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Since convict labor, by cheapening products, tends to depress the wages of free laborers, what a blessing it is that
convicts cannot do all the work the world requires, and especially that they cannot do it for nothing. If they could,
free laborers would have nothing to do and would starve—starve in the midst of plenty provided for nothing by
the labor of convicts.

The whole question of prison labor is the stupidest kind of a muddle. That cheap goods, however produced,
should be detrimental to any one, and especially to men by whose labor goods are produced and who must work
the harder the higher goods are, is a paradox explainable only on the theory, that in some way the cheapening of
goods, which is only another phrase for lessening the labor required to produce them, is prevented from inuring to
the benefit of laborers. And that is the truth.

Convict labor in any useful direction, like labor saving machines, should be welcomed, economically speaking, as a
relief to toilers—as something done for them which otherwise they would have to do themselves. But it is a menace
instead, because opportunities to work, naturally boundless, are so restricted by the institution of land ownership,
which makes of our planet a marketable commodity like a barrel of sugar or a sack of coffee, that the number of
men who must work or starve is constantly in excess of attainable opportunities to work. In such circumstances
any body or any thing that does in whole or in part what a beggar for work wants to do, comes between him and a
living. To such a one it is as irritating as it is useless to prate of cheaper goods. Through the gauzy texture of your
cheaper goods he sees all too plainly the specter of cheaper men.

When the history of our time comes to be impartially written, if the prison labor controversy attracts the
attention of the historian at all, it will be only to make him wonder that such idiots should have ever lived as those
who, in the legislature, in public documents and in the press, gravely discussed methods of keeping convicts busy
without turning out goods “so cheap as to injure free workingmen,” when the simple and obvious solution of the
problem was, by tearing down the parchment fences that divorce labor from land, to make employment so
abundant that every laborer would want cheap goods.

LOUIS F. POST.

AN INCONSISTENT PREACHER.

The Evening Post is disquieted in its mind because of the want of a copyright law which shall protect the rights of
foreign authors in this country, and thus delivers itself:

Why a civilized man, Christian or pagan, should think himself justified in taking the product of another
man’s labor for nothing because it does good to his mind, while he would recoil with horror from taking the
product of another man’s labor for nothing simply because it would do good to his body, will never be fully
explained. That, too, it should be thought a sufficient answer to the complaints of a man who has been
robbed that robbery makes things cheaper, will hereafter be one of the curiosities of history. The discussion
about literary property has revealed one of the oddest kinks in man’s mental apparatus. Nobody ever thinks
of robbing a bookseller’s store of foreign books, but if a foreigner is seen coming into the store with a MS,,
people fall on him and rob him without mercy, and tell him that they were driven to it by hunger for
knowledge.

The contradiction which the Post despairs of ever seeing explained is very easily explainable. It simply doesn’t
exist. It isn’t true. There are plenty of civilized men, both Christian and pagan, who don’t by any means recoil with
horror from taking the product of other men’s labor simply because it will do good to their bodies, and who find
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an eager champion of their robbery in the Evening Post. And these men justify their appropriation of the fruits of
other people’s toil by precisely the same argument that is advanced by the literary pirates whom the Post
reprehends—that law and custom sanction their wrong doing.

The Evening Post itself surrenders every year a portion of the product of its labor to certain men who are so
eminently Christian that they have been incorporated into a church—the Collegiate Dutch church of the city of
New York. These men present themselves at the counting room of the Evening Post at stated intervals and receive
what is doubtless no inconsiderable portion of the Post’s earnings, not for anything they have done or propose to
do toward the production of the paper, but simply as a blackmail for allowing the Post to remain on the surface of
the earth instead of going up in a balloon. When these men are challenged as to their right thus to oppress the
Evening Post, their defense is, not that they made the earth, but that law and custom have given them the privilege
of controlling it—of saying who shall live upon it and who shall not; and that unless allowed to make periodical
grabs at the Post’s earnings, they themselves would dwindle, peak and pine, and probably cease to exist as a
Christian corporation altogether. And this is just the sort of thing that the pirate publishers say when asked to
cease their immoral appropriations.

And what does the Post mean by saying that nobody ever thinks of robbing a bookseller’s store of foreign books?
Let the Post go into the bookselling business and bring some foreign books to this country to sell, and it will find
that it needn’t wait to get them into its store for the robbery to commence. Certain deputies of a paternal
government will take possession of those books at the waterside and
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refuse to give them up except on payment of one-fourth of their value. Robbery, quoth a! The Post has queer ideas

of robbery.

What is really inexplicable about this business of literary piracy is that a journal like the Evening Post should
imagine it sees anything at all immoral in it.

HOW MR. HEWITT MAY ACHIEVE GREATNESS.

Mayor Hewitt deserves the congratulations tendered him by the county committee of the united labor party on
his gradual conversion to correct economic principles, but there is still much reason for the regret expressed by
the same committee that he has not been led to confess the entire faith. The mayor sees clearly the splendid future
open to this great city. The possibilities of our commerce when senseless artificial restrictions upon it are removed
are plain to his mind, and he laments that the gradual purchase of the whole water front of the city already
authorized by law has come to a halt because the state has failed to arm the city with powers of condemnation,
and private owners demand terms unsatisfactory to the commissioners of the sinking fund. He thinks, however,
that despite these demands “it will be a profitable operation for the city to purchase all the water front at its
present values and improve it with proper bulkheads and piers, which can be rented at a rate to make the
investment pay a larger rate of interest than that which is paid by the city upon the bonds issued for the purpose.”

The necessity for properly cleaned and well paved streets, for rapid transit roads owned by the city, and for such
general improvements as would facilitate business and make New York a desirable place of residence for people of
moderate means as wellas for the rich, is plain to Mr. Hewitt, and, in a halting way, he turns now and then toward
the true remedy, but always shrinks from following his own arguments to their legitimate conclusions. In the first
paragraph of his latest message he pays a deserved tribute to the wonderful work done for this city and state
through the foresight and sagacity of De Witt Clinton. If Mr. Hewitt would earn for himself some of the fame that
attaches to the name of Clinton he must imitate the father of our canal system, not merely in foreseeing the
future, but in the boldness of his projects for solving difficulties. Thus far Mr. Hewitt has failed just in the one
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thing that lifted Clinton a head and shoulders above the hundreds of able men of his own era who sighed in vain
for that pathway to the west which his vigor and courage gave to New York.

The mayor’s failure is conspicuously illustrated in his treatment of the rapid transit problem. He proposes an
underground and open-cut system that would undoubtedly be an improvement on the present arrangements for
slow “rapid transit,” and yet after the city has built the roads, he suggests leasing them for a term of years to the
New York Central. In suggesting routes he shows a very decided preference for an underground road up Broadway,
and almost plaintively begs the owners of property along that thoroughfare to reconsider their determination to
oppose such a project. He practically admits, in dismissing this subject, that elevated railroads constructed on
solid embankments would be greatly superior to those that he proposes, but declares that they cannot be built
because of the enormous cost. Mayor Hewitt believes that here is the future metropolis of the world, but cannot
see how that metropolis can afford to its citizens proper means of transit in the daylight and above ground. Vital
as the public ownership of docks appears to him, he would be unable to recommend steps in that direction were it
not that he sees a way to recover the money spent through the difference between the rate of interest at which the
city can borrow money and the price at which it could probably rent its wharves.

The thing that obscures the mayor’s vision is his persistent preference for private interests to public rights. Yet at
one point in his message, in denouncing the encroachment of various companies on the public streets, he makes
the bold and truthful declaration that—

these companies have acquired and can acquire no rights against the public which are not subject to the
general police power that is inherent in society. I am aware that companies holding public grants claim to
have vested rights; but there are no such things as vested rights which can interfere with the power of the
community to do those things which are essential for its growth, its safety and its progress in civilization.
Improvident grants may have been made; but when they come in conflict with the superior rights of the
people, indemnity may be claimed and awarded, but their existence cannot be pleaded as a bar to
improvement.

Here is one of those high flights of thought that now and then lift men out of the environment of accustomed
thought and prejudice and enable them to see the actual truth. If in this spirit Mr. Hewitt will bring his mind to
bear on the rapid transit problem, as stated by himself, he will see at once a solution of the difficulty without
resort to the exercise of those radical rights of the people so boldly and eloquently avowed in the extract quoted.
The object of rapid transit, he says, is to promote the building up of those portions of the city now vacant, “in
order to get the benefit of taxation on the increased value of property, which, according to the best authority,
‘increases as the square of velocity of the travel.”

Why not, then, look to that increase in value to meet the expense of the improvement necessary to bring it about?
The increase in value is not confined to the property most obviously benefited. A really adequate system of rapid
transit
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would increase the rental value of city land generally, and no possible honest and reasonable expenditure for the

purpose could fail to be amply repaid by such increase. If the mayor would but muster up the courage to look facts
squarely in the face he would see that here is a sufficient fund out of which to build the viaducts that would give us
the ideal system of rapid transit.

Let him dismiss his fear of “confiscation.” Individuals, no more than corporations, can have vested rights that
interfere with the right of the community to do those things that are essential to its growth, its safety and its
progress in civilization. The bare land within the city limits is without doubt worth to-day $1,500,000,000. A
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special tax of one per cent levied on this for providing rapid transit would yield $15,000,000 annually, which
would probably complete the work in two years, and, at most, in three. As all land values would thus be increased,
the exemption of improvements from the special tax would throw the just proportion of the burden on
unimproved land. If, however, the people are not yet educated up to the point of paying as they go, and the vicious
habit of borrowing must continue, then $30,000,000, borrowed at three per cent for the purpose of constructing
proper viaducts would be paid off by the proceeds of a tax of one-tenth of one per cent on existing land values,
which would yield $1,500,000 a year, or $600,000 over the interest. This would pay off the principal as soon as it
could be paid under the arrangement with the New York Central railroad company, urged in the mayor’s message,
and would work no real hardship to the owners of vacant land, for the immediate advance in its rental value would
more than meet the increase in taxation.

Mayor Hewitt’s dream of the future of New York can be made a reality. This can be the richest and most populous
city on earth, and at the same time become a comfortable place of residence for all its inhabitants. The increased
value, which attaches to land with the growth of population and business, is a fund, created by the operation of
natural law, out of which the increased requirements of a vast population can be met. If Mr. Hewitt once gets this
idea clearly in his head he will cast away as absurd all fears that the city cannot provide itself with the most
desirable and wholesome means of rapid transit, pave its streets with the best pavement, protect them from the
predatory raids of licensed robbers, and meet all the other requirements of the community’s growth. Otherwise,
we should have to admit that increase in wealth brings no real advantages to a community. Let Mr. Hewitt
advocate the building of the viaducts that he confesses will offer the best facilities of rapid transit; let him no
longer bend a suppliant knee to narrow minded obstructionists who oppose the march of progress; and put aside
forever the thought of giving to any corporation whatever the control of that transit which is to a great city what
the circulation of the blood is to the human system. Let him, in short, cherish his faith in New York’s marvelous
future, but adding reason and knowledge to faith, let him no longer close his eyes to the obvious source of that
revenue from which the cost of the city’s growth must be paid. And let him assert freely and without fear “the
power of the community to do those things which are essential for its growth, its safety and its progress.” Thus he
may win a fame that will outshine even that of Clinton.

FROM JUDGE MAGUIRE.

SAN FRANCISCO.-For several weeks I have been carefully weighing the very forcible arguments, pro and con,
that have been published in THE STANDARD on the question of nominating a land and labor ticket for president
and vice president of the United States this year.

My mind was for a long time fairly balanced upon the question, and even now I stand about eight to seven, but,
“for practical purposes,” as Colonel Ingersoll puts it, “this is very near a fixed conclusion.”

My impulses are all for “war;” all for an earnest and relentless struggle for the eternal right in every campaign,
national, state and municipal, until its triumph is accomplished. But my judgment is decidedly against entering
the approaching campaign as a national party; and for these reasons principally:

1. The right to select the subjects of taxation and exemption and the right to take the rental value of land for
public purposes resides in the people and the legislatures of the several states and not in the federal
government.

2. The only proposition upon which as tax reformers we could possibly ask the suffrage of our fellow citizens
in a national contest, would be the abolition of the so-called “protective tariff’ and the substitution therefor
of a direct per capita tax upon the states, and in this we would be but an unimportant side show, drawing
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free traders away from the standard of tariff reform and being ourselves rent assunders® by the disaffection
of both protectionists and tariff reformers within our own ranks.

3. The necessary expenses of a vigorous national campaign are enormous, and they would have to be borne by
a few thousand poor men, while the alternative of a cheap and feeble campaign would be demoralizing to
our friends and would give us a false and injurious standard of weakness before the world, thus checking
rather than promoting thought upon the great central truth which it is our mission
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to teach. Unfortunately the world still associates wisdom and even virtue with temporal power, and if we would

secure an impartial hearing we must concentrate our strength in particular states where our blows will be felt and
where a single triumph will compel the adoption of our reform throughout the entire Union.

There are many other serious minor objections, but these seem to me sufficient. More briefly stated, they are:

1. The federal government has practically nothing to do with our proposed single tax reform, except in the
matter of abolishing the tariff and internal revenue taxes on personal property.

2. It is not expedient for us to enter the lists as a national free trade party, pure and simple, at the present
time, but it is the part of wisdom and patriotic duty to continue our fight for the single tax in the several
states.

3. The expense of a national campaign would be too great a drain upon the financial resources of our
members, and would be out of all proportion greater than the educational advantage secured by it.

To enter upon a national campaign on a single tax platform, ignoring the tariff question, as some of our ablest and
most zealous leaders propose, would practically be to enter the campaign without any platform at all, for, as [ have
already said, the single tax reform belongs peculiarly, and if we except the tariff and internal revenue questions, it
may be fairly said to belong exclusively, to the several states individually.

How, then, can we enter the national campaign without taking up the tariff question? Indeed, I do not see how we
can consistently ask for popular support except as the party of absolute free trade.

For my own part, I am in favor of breaking all the shackles that fetter the commerce of the world and that obstruct
and burden the exchange of commodities; but our party has a far greater mission to perform for mankind, namely,
to drive out the monoplists®® who hold the key to the bounties of nature, and, therefore, collect toll for allowing
their fellow men to exercise the God-given privilege of producing a living from those bounties.

To this great fundamental question of natural justice the emancipation of trade is but incidental and in every
sense subordinate.

It is a matter of small consequence to the great masses of our people whether they shall continue to be robbed by
the trusts and pools and syndicates and other monopolies that are fostered and fattened by the protective (?)
tariff, and for which alone that tariff is maintained, for, if free trade were established to-morrow, the land
monopolists of the country, being limited in their exactions only by the commercial interest which they have in
the wealth producing power of their tenantry, would immediately proceed to absorb all benefits resulting from the
change.

Sic in the original; probably ““asunder””.
Sic in the original; probably ““monopolists””.
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The right to produce wealth from the exclusive source provided by nature for that purpose is primary and vital;
the right to exchange such wealth without obstruction or burden is secondary and only important.

A man may live by his own exertions without being permitted to engage in exchanges at all; but if he be cut off
from the right to apply his labor to natural resources for the purposes of production he must beg or steal or die.

The time will undoubtedly come, nor is it far remote, when we will have a substantial purpose in entering the
arena of national politics. When, through the legislative machinery of the several states, we shall have opened
natural opportunities to all our people on exactly equal terms, our work will have passed its first and most
important stage, but it will not be finished until the shackles of trade are broken and international commerce is
made as free as the interstate commerce now prevailing.

This is the logical and necessary result of the faith by the living soul of which we are inspired, but, as it is
secondary, it can have no substantial place in our scheme of reform until our primary purpose has been
accomplished.

We have, therefore, no place in national politics unless we “switch ourselves off on the tariff question,” and that
would be giving undue prominence to the incident over the main design.

It does not follow that by keeping out of the national contest as a party we are to remain inactive, nor does it
follow that we must indorse or vote for either of the old opportunist parties—

Which have, if you consider it,
For principle no use, sir.

We could go on with the work of education, which is at present our sole concern, just as effectively and almost as
actively by showing through lectures, newspapers, and tracts the inefficiency of both republican and democratic
measures; showing the fallacies of protection, the weakness of tariff reform and the relation of both to the more
fundamental question with which the states must deal.

It is urged that “if we do not give our friends a ticket to vote for they will fall away from us and sink into their old
party lines.” This consideration is undoubtedly serious, but our forces are not held together by the ties of personal
friendship nor by the lash of party discipline, but by common devotion to a great principle of natural justice.

They will soon understand, if they do not already, that the real, earnest battles for this principle are first to be
fought at the state elections and a national sham battle will not be necessary to give them either courage or
fidelity.

Neither is there any danger that the rising tide of popular thought upon the continued on p. 5 —»

[Page ends mid-sentence; no continuation line is printed. The letter presumably continues on page 5.]
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« continued from p. 4 land question will turn back or cease tos° rise if we do not keep our sabers clashing in every
political fight, whether it concerns the land question or not. The light of our truth is spreading night and day, and
I doubt if even the intermediate calm be not better than the political storm for its diffusion.

As, “in the midst of arms the law is silent,” so, in the midst of political clamor, reason is silent.
The great mass of passive popular intelligence is being slowly but satisfactorily moved by our unceasing labors.

The people are everywhere beginning to realize that there is some connection between the robbery of labor and
the collection of private toll for the use of natural opportunities, between enforced idleness and speculation in the
bounties of nature, between the starvation wages of competition and the land monopoly which prevents displaced
labor from employing itself at natural wages.

They are thinking, and no earthly power or impotence can check the current of their thoughts—

Not poppy, nor mandragora, Nor all the drowsy syrups of the world, Can ever med’cine them to that dull
sleep Which yesterday they owned.

JAMES G. MAGUIRE.

THE NEW YORK COUNTY COMMITTEE.

The Officers Elected for the Coming Year—Words of Approval for Mayor Hewitt—The Australian Ballot
System Indorsed.

At the monthly meeting of the New York county committee of the united labor party, held on the 2d inst., the
following officers for the year 1888 were elected, John McMackin having been elected chairman at the January
meeting: First vice chairman, William McCabe; second vice chairman, August W. Mayer; recording secretary, F. C.
Leubuscher; financial secretary, Patrick Doody; corresponding secretary, —— Gatens; treasurer, B. J. Hawkes;
sergeant-at-arms, —— O’Hara. A committee was appointed to revise the constitution and report at the March
meeting. The county executive committee reported that Dr. William Gottheil had been elected chairman and
Professor William B. Clarke secretary, and that a re-enrollment had been ordered in the Eighteenth district. The
difficulties in the Fifteenth district were referred to the executive committee.

The following resolutions were adopted:

Introduced by Mr. E. J. Shriver:

Sic in the original; probably ““to””.
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Whereas, The two cardinal principles of the united labor party have been from its organization, and still are, that
all taxes upon the products of industry should be abolished, and that “such agencies as are in their nature
monopolies,” should be placed under public control; and

Whereas, Recent messages from the mayor of this city involve a partial admission of the truth of our principles;

Resolved, That this county committee welcomes the gradual conversion of the mayor to correct economic
doctrines, and regrets only that he has not been led to confess the entire faith.

Resolved, That, recognizing fully that the present elevated railroad system is entirely inadequate to the needs of
the city, and that it is wretchedly mismanaged, we yet protest against any new proposition which would result
simply in turning over the means of rapid transit from one set of monopolists to the grasp of another monopoly
already dangerously powerful throughout the state—which the mayor practically proposes in his suggestion that
the New York Central should succeed the Manhattan elevated in control of the agencies of rapid transit.

Resolved, That we insist upon the true principle as advocated by the united labor party, that the city should both
own and operate its rapid transit system, and that it should grant no more public franchises to be used for private
benefit, but rather resume those already disposed of; and we call upon all citizens who agree with this declaration
to join the united labor party in its efforts to protect the public against any further infringement of its rights.

Introduced by Mr. F. C. Leubuscher:
Whereas, There are now pending in the legislature various bills pertaining to the reform of the election laws; and

Whereas, The united labor party is the first and only party which has placed itself on record as favoring such
reform, and especially the Australian system of balloting; therefore,

Resolved, That the chairman appoint a committee of five which shall immediately consider said bills and prepare
proper blank petitions for distribution among the several assembly district organizations.

A resolution was also adopted approving of the meeting of the anti-poverty society and Knights of Labor, on
behalf of the striking miners, at the Academy of Music on the 12th inst.

Of Interest to Readers in Ontario.

TORONTO, Ont.—Our anti-poverty society is making an effort to have the subject of local option brought before
the legislature, and wish to call the attention of all Ontario fellow workers to the importance of getting a bill
through the legislature giving municipalities the privilege of selecting for themselves what species of property are
the most proper objects from which to derive the municipal revenues.

Such a bill, if passed, would give us a great advantage, as it would enable us to bring the subject of taxation up
once a year, besides enabling us to concentrate our efforts on some particular municipality if we saw a good
opportunity. Another point being that even to-day in this city a vote taken on the subject would probably result in
the abolishment of both income and personalty taxes, which is a long step in the right direction. If every reader
will do what he can by writing to his member and his local paper, we can very likely have the business done at
once. It is so well worth trying for that I would urge every one interested to do what he can. Any communications
addressed to Mr. S. T. Wood, our secretary, 85 Shuter street, will be attend tos°.

Sic in the original; probably ““will be attended to””.
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R. CARTWRIGHT, Vice-President Toronto A. P. S.

How Cornell Students Are Instructing Their Professors.

ITHACA, N.Y.—Students in Cornell university who before received implicitly the political economy as taught in
that institution can now only be shown the fallacies of Quesnay with considerable difficulty. Professors have been
called upon to explain away Chapter IX of Herbert Spencer’s “Social Statics,” and are asked how he whom they
have been led to consider the highest authority on many social questions can entertain the same views on the land
question as that “wild man” Henry George. Many of the students have read “Progress and Poverty,” and the new
instructor in political economy has probably spent more time during the last term in replying to the arguments of
that work than has been spent altogether by his predecessors since the university was opened. Truth and justice
being on our side, discussion and attack always help to forward our cause.

p.5,col. 2

MORE OPINIONS.
“STANDARD” READERS’ THOUGHTS ABOUT THE COMING CAMPAIGN.

What Are Men to Do Who Believe Neither in Democratic Free Trade Nor in Republican Protection?—Why
Not Confine Ourselves to Agitation?—Percy Pepoon Believes in Protection as a Medicine—A Wise General
Confounds His Enemies by Cutting Their Forces in Two—Both the Old Parties Trying to Steal Our
Principles.

How lively an interest is taken in the question of a presidential nomination is evidenced by the large number of
letters that reach THE STANDARD on the subject. The extracts given below convey a fair idea of the various
opinions expressed:

D. Briggs, Brooklyn, N. Y.—We must either have a full ticket of our own or else abstain from voting entirely; but as
there are many who would rather vote for mischief than not vote at all, I think we should nominate a full ticket.

Charles J. Vogel, New York City.—I think it would be best to nominate state tickets, candidates for congress and
local officials where we have organizations of any strength. I would, however, if the leading men thought it best to
nominate, support a presidential ticket, too.

James W. Bucklin, Grand Junction, Col.—If a national platform were adopted, leaving the term free trade out, but
demanding that all taxes, national, state and municipal, should be raised from land values, would not such a
platform state our position exactly, and yet be a platform upon which we could all heartily unite? What business
have we, who do not believe in taxing products at all, to take sides in a quarrel as to whether we shall raise our
national revenue by taxing American or foreign products? Is not such an issue foreign to the spirit of our cause? If
so, how can we consistently vote either the republican or democratic tickets? Where our party is strong, as in New
York, we may be able to nominate congressional and legislative candidates without a presidential ticket; but where
we are weak, as in Colorado, I doubt that, without a presidential ticket, any state or local tickets in favor of the
single tax will be in the field. What then are those of us who have left our old parties, and who believe neither in
democratic “free trade” nor in republican “protection” to do in the coming election if we have no ticket? We’ll have
to take to the woods!

Frank C. Stevens, Albany.—I begin to see the nose of that monster corruption if we fail to enter the national
contest this fall. If we do not enter the national contest, it will certainly look to many who are as yet but half
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convinced, and to the world generally, as though we had taken a step to the rear. We are certainly looked on
generally as a free trade party. Why, then, not take the same bold position toward protectionism as we have taken
toward socialism. If stragglers cannot fight under our banner, let them fall out. We are fighting for their good as
well as ours. Let them know we are fighting for the whole cat, and nothing but the whole cat.

Howard Briggs, Greencastle, Ind.—Should the united labor party maintain its organization in the presidential
campaign of 1888, and should it declare against custom house taxation, are questions to both of which I answer
most emphatically yes! The question of free trade is so intimately associated with free soil that the Casarian
operation would be fatal at the birth of our organization.

W. H. Beal, New York City.—The presidential nomination is favored because it will allow us to be counted and
furnish occasion for a widespread agitation. Now, admitting that the agitation is the more important, would it not
be best to confine ourselves to agitating and relinquish the vain desire to stand up and be counted? If we content
ourselves with predicting that neither of the old parties will do anything for the people, the next four years will
prove our assertions, and the people will be ready to vote with us in 1892.

David Evans, Meriden, Conn.—A few of us here have left the old parties and are bound by oath not to vote for
them again, and we must have a candidate so as to give every voter a chance of declaring our principles by casting
their votes with us.

H. M. Smith, Cincinnati, O.—I cannot vote my old ticket (the democratic), nor will I vote the republican, which is
no better. Shall I stay at home next fall? Give us a ticket. Yourself, Dr. McGlynn, Hugh O. Pentecost, Dr. Houghton,
Louis Post or Judge Maguire; any two of you will do for president and vice president. I care not who, so the ticket
is out. We must have it.

V. Fell, Grand Rapids, Mich.—I favor a presidential nomination, first, because only thus can our principles be
clearly defined and kept pure; second, disorganization will result if no nomination is made; third, although
Cleveland’s message was a good one, his party is on the whole no better than the other and is unworthy of our
support. I think we should have a presidential ticket anyhow, leaving local nominations to the option of the
localities.

I. I. Barnard, Passaic, N. J.—In reference to Mr. Wilder’s letter in the issue of January 21, while the specific words
“protection” or “free trade” do not appear in the Syracuse declaration, neither do the words “compromise” or
“bargain;” and I am still unable to see how we are “to abolish” with one hand and with the other to retain or
reimpose taxes on labor or its products.

Samuel W. Williams, Vincennes, Ind.—I favor holding a national conference of our friends at the earliest possible
date. I am satisfied to leave the question of a national ticket to the conference. If they, in their assembled wisdom,
say we must have a ticket all right. If they deem it best not to nominate I will be content. I favor the following
platform, nothing more and nothing less: We favor—1. A single tax on relative land values. 2. The Australian
system of voting. 3. The government shall operate railroads, telegraph and telephone lines. 4. Payment of the
national debt. We oppose—1. Banks of issue. 2. Trusts and monopolies. This platform, when properly understood
by the people, will win the masses.

M. W. Norwalk, Albany, N. Y.—I am in favor of nominating a full ticket, but as I voice only my own opinion, would
it not be a good idea to have the nominating of a national ticket discussed pro and con and voted upon in each
united labor organization, land and labor club and anti-poverty society throughout the country, the resolutions to
be published in THE STANDARD before a national convention takes place. I make it as a motion; who will second
it?
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Percy Pepoon, Omaha, Neb.—We all believe that the tariff and all other forms of taxation should be transferred to
the land. We do not all believe that in the meantime the taxes should be taken off from foreign productions and
placed on the products of home industry. Why then draw the line and

p.5,col. 3
divide the party hopelessly on an issue that we all believe in settling in one way, viz.: the single tax. I for one shall

vote for Mr. Blaine and protection as against Mr. Cleveland and free trade or tariff for revenue only, should that
issue be made and the united labor party have no candidate. Not that I believe in protection either as good
principle or good policy, but because I believe it to be a medicine that the country must have in its present
diseased state.

I. M. Davis, Topeka, Kan.—Democrats and republicans here frequently ask me: “How is that new party getting
along?” I answer, “Splendidly. They cast 70,000 votes in New York last fall.” The next remark is: “All right; I believe
it is a good thing; certainly it can’t be worse than either of the old parties. Anything for a change.” Now, to-morrow
we conclude not to run a ticket, and next day [ meet Mr. Jones, who is an anti-prohibition democrat, but nearly
converted to the single tax theory, and he says: “Well, friend Davis, do your people expect to poll a pretty large
vote in Kansas next fall?” I answer: “Well, no, Mr. Jones, we have concluded not to run a ticket?” “You have? How
is that?” “Why (and I look him up and down) the democrats have concluded to reduce the tariff on whisky, and we
are all going to vote the democratic ticket, as we believe they are coming our way.” Some way, I can hardly get up to
this. Perhaps [ may in time, but I think not. But I dismiss this theory as, to me, unsatisfactory, and turn to the go-
as-you-please theory advocated by some. “Leave every man free to do as he pleases. Vote the democratic ticket if
you wish, or vote the republican ticket if you choses°, but don’t forget to preach and practice truth and justice, in
season and out of season.” Well, here I am again square “up a stump.” Candidly, if I am not to vote for the
principles I advocate, whether successful or not, I would prefer to drop the word “party” entirely, and call
ourselves economic educators, and go on discussing political economy until such time as we thought we had a
majority of voters. I for one advocate going straight ahead, expecting success, possibly this year, probably next
year, certainly the year following. I can see no other alternative.

Benj. Doblin, New York City.—I lay no claim to being a military tactician, but I would consider him a very unwise
general who led his command upon the bayonets of the enemy with a clear and positive conviction that he would
be defeated, nor would I consider it a valid excuse for him in defense of his action to say: “I desire that we should
stand up like men, thereby proving to our opponents that there were men ready to lay down life itself in the cause
of freedom.” We would admire his enthusiasm and deplore his stupidity. I would consider him a wise general who
should confound his enemies by cutting their forces in two and then should slip out from between and leave them
to fight each other in the darkness of the battle, with an ocacsional thrust just to “keep the pot a boiling” Apply
this as an analogy to our mooted national campaign and you will see the relevancy.

J.J., New Hamburg, N. Y.—Both the old parties are trying hard to steal our principles and use them to grease their
rotten machinery. They want to plaster up their sores until after next election—then good-bye for four years to
come. We want nothing to do with them. Let us nominate a president and let it be Judge Maguire or Mr. Preston
of Brooklyn. I suppose it is out of the question that Mr. George or Mr. Post should run.

J. G. Malcolm, Hutchinson, Kas.—I am in favor of a national ticket, but am not in favor of a national convention. It
is too expensive, can only be attended by the rich, and would give too much power to wire pullers. I favor a
popular nomination. Let each sympathizer sign his name (with address) to a brief affirmation that he believes in
the single tax and then give his choice for president. These can all be sent to a place to be agreed on and thus a
popular nomination be obtained.

Sic in the original; probably ““if you choose””.
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C. A. THOMPSON, Cincinnati, O.—I would not expect a presidential vote this year much larger than that cast for
Henry George for mayor or secretary of state, but the banner of “the land for the people” will have been raised and
its followers, even though greatly scattered, will know the march has begun. If not more than five delegates from
each of ten or a dozen states appear in a national convention, the work of that convention will be as cheerfully
confirmed by the party as if every congressional district in the nation were represented.

A. E. Davis, Topeka, Kas.—Let us assert our principles. Let us show these unthinking scoffers, these “yellow dog”
republicans and democrats, that the united labor party has a principle to fight for, and does not concern itself with
issues which have been dead for twenty years. It seems to me that when we confine our battles to local offices we
virtually acknowledge that ours is not the party of “the fatherhood of God and the brotherhood of man.”

C. C. Platt, Ithaca.—I am in favor of the united labor party nominating a presidential ticket. In this section, as in
almost every other section of the interior of the state, very few had any idea of the new political economy until we
began our campaign work. Then our tracts were circulated and read, as they would not be read at other times;
thousands assembled to hear our reform explained, and fair reports of the speeches were published in local
papers. It is wiser, I think, to advise that our party keep out of all local politics, rather than out of the coming
presidential campaign. In so many sections the believers in our reform are few, and to organize conventions to
nominate congressmen or candidates for minor officers®° is impossible. If we make local nominations, those who
are not clear on the principles of our party are liable to be chosen as nominees, sometimes because they have been
identified with old labor movements; thus the public are led to think our candidate is standing for old issues
rather than the new one which we wish to bring before them. How much better, in view of the personal criticism
which candidacy for public office always excites, for us to rally under some of the able leaders in our party,
nominated for president and vice-president, than under a multitude of candidates for minor offices, many of
whom are sure to be very fit subjects for personal attack, and perhaps ridicule.

—— ——, Ponce Park, Volusia Co., Fla.—What the last campaign was to New York state the coming one will be (with a
full ticket) to the whole Union. I want my first presidential vote for a party founded on such high principles as is
embodied in the Syracuse platform. I would much like to see Judge Maguire at the head of the ticket.

J. C. Howe, Homewood.—Whatever may be said about carrying the new movement into the presidential canvass,
let us not forget that there is yet a great work to be done before the wisest and best men (if given full control of
government) could incorporate and carry forward successfully the reforms we all wish to see established. Our new
rulers must be supported by a large, enthusiastic and intelligent constituency. I would not be understood as
opposing the placing of candidates in the field (for it may be wise to do so), only let us not, in discussing the
question, forget the importance of an educated constituency. Thought must precede action.

p.5,col. 4

THE CINCINNATI ANTI-POVERTY SOCIETY.

The Sixth Public Meeting—R. W. Harrison on Saving the Masses—Dr. DeBeck Talks About Production—How
a Visitor From Saturn Would be Disappointed.

CINCINNATI, Ohio.—At the sixth meeting of the Anti-poverty society of Cincinnati Mr. H. M. Smith presided.
The meeting was opened with the song, “Rescue the Perishing,” by the Jubilee choir, after which Mr. R. W.
Harrison delivered an address on “Saving the Masses,” a subject which has been lately discussed in the Evening Post
of this city. He pointed out that poverty is a prime factor in producing vice, and added that through land

Sic in the original; probably ““minor offices” (as a few lines later)”.
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monopoly, competition for a living had increased so that our commercial and industrial system was saturated with
dishonesty, and that so long as that condition of affairs existed the bulk of the people could not become moral.

Mr. Harrison then took up the interviews which the Post representative had with the various ministers of the city
on the subject, and referred to the plan of the evangelical bodies—that of merely preaching their doctrines
wherever they had a building—as impracticable and absurd. The Universalists and Episcopalians came a little
nearer the heart of the matter, for they were prepared to support any poor that might come in among them, thus
recognizing poverty as a source of vice. But alms taking destroys self-respect, and if one has to lose his self-respect
in order to get into the church, better be a pagan.

The Mormons had solved the problem for themselves, for there is no poverty in their borders; but when want and
the fear of want were abolished by the single tax on land values Mormonism would fall as flat as a balloon without
gas. He mentioned an interview with a Catholic priest of this city, in which he was told that the Catholic church
taught the same doctrines about the land as the anti-poverty society, and added that he considered the Catholic
church the nearest of all to the solution of saving the masses, but thought it blamable for not speaking more
emphatically on the question of poverty.

The anti-poverty doctrine of the fatherhood of God and the brotherhood of man contains the fullness of the
gospel of Jesus, by which, only, shall the masses be saved.

After the singing of the Rev. J. Anketell’s hymn, “Our Bright Cross Banner,” Mr. Fries read “Old Opinions,” and
then a special anti-poverty arrangement of “Adeste Fideles” was sung by the Jubilee chorus.

Dr. De Beck then delivered an able and interesting address on the subject of “Production.” He used Voltaire’s story
of a resident of Saturn coming to the earth a hundred years ago and pictured him paying a second visit. On his
way to the earth he meets an official of the bureau of statistics, who tells him how marvelously production has
increased—ten, twenty and sometimes a hundred fold—by the aid of machinery. Of course on his arrival on the
earth he expects to find the inhabitants having an easy time and all rolling in wealth, but is astonished to observe,
on the contrary, that poverty has become more widespread than ever and thinks they must have a queer way of
doing things here, finding out that landlordism is the cause of it.

The meeting closed with “Keep It Before the People.”

Thinks We Should Be as Practical as Our Politics.

CHICAGO, Ill.-There are not a few indications that the truth is dawning on the minds of some who deny that
they are of us, who indeed resent the implication almost as an insult. To fail to use these people to advance our
position would be a grave error on our part. Among those of us who differ as to the wisdom of nominating a
presidential ticket there is one point of action upon which agreement seems to be well nigh unanimous, and that
is that our leaders shall meet in national conference. Let us have a conference, then, after the two great parties
shall have made their nominations; then will be our time to look calmly over the field, counsel well together and
elect the course to pursue.

It has been said by one who was a most skillful politician that it is the unexpected which happens in politics. So it

would seem to me, under all the circumstances, that prudence would dictate that we should not now make up our

minds to pursue this course or that; but keeping free from bias, wait till the battle between the two great parties is
set, and then take that position which shall promise the greatest degree of advance for our cause.
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We have succeeded in bringing the free soil idea into practical politics; let us be as practical as our politics; let us
get entirely out of the contemplative realm into the active. The material upon closer contact often requires a
somewhat different handling from what we thought it would when viewing it at a distance.

Let us not sacrifice one iota of principle; let us say frankly to any who propose going our way at all, “Well, we are
going that way, too, and we will help you all we can, but our destination lies beyond yours, and we give you fair
notice that we shall not stop when you propose stopping, but shall press right on with as many as we can induce to
go with us till the end of our journey is reached.”

If either of the two great parties should take up a position that leads our way, surely it would be worse than folly
did we not cry hurrah! take all the help we could get from this turn and say “thank you” heartily and cheerfully. I
honor those who, zealous for the cause, are eager for the fray under a presidential ticket of our own, for they, no
matter who sulks, no matter who deserts, no matter what the discouragement, will always be found ready to do
their part. These men I love. But if this vital position which leads our way should be taken up by either of the two
great parties which, to say the least, in view of some recent utterances, is not entirely improbable, and we should
decide not to name presidential electors this year, there will be still for all of us, in the words of a gallant soldier in
our civil war, “good fighting almost anywhere along the line” for some time to come.

If we do go into the presidential fight under our own nominations we must attack the tariff abomination with all
our hearts, with all our souls, with all our minds and with all our strength, first, last and all the time. Any other
course would be suicidal, and we would deserve and receive the most inglorious defeats.

F.S. STEWART.

A Texas Correspondent on the Situation.

GALVESTON, Texas.—Seeing that the majority of STANDARD correspondents desire a nominee for the
presidency, I feel it my duty to increase the minority by entering my protest against such a Quixotic course. What
advantage could we possibly obtain by “standing up to be counted?” As for me I would just as leave have my vote
thrown in the waste basket as to recklessly misuse it. Yes, and even if I had the right to vote for president but once
in my life, I would use it this very year in favor of Mr. Cleveland; and, if for no other reason, just in order to help to
keep out such men as Blaine and Sherman. I understand full well that principles ought to outweigh personal
considerations,
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and so they do with me; wherefore, knowing that all we could possibly effect would be to change the vote of the

state of New York in favor of the republicans, I think we ought to stand up in a solid phalanx to be counted for
Grover Cleveland. Don’t we all know that the republican party has been and is, par excellence, the author, sustainer
and defender of monopolies and monopolists? And now shall we commence our national career by helping to
bring that organization back into power? Should we signalize our advent into national politics by cutting our own
throats right now, when Mr. Cleveland has startled the country by doing so much for us and going as far in our
direction as he practically is able, and with the democratic party getting ready to sustain him to the utmost?

I believe and know to be true every teaching contained in Henry George’s works—works which I am confident will
eventually become text books for the world. I don’t believe in us as a party advocating half way measures or
dodging anything or hiding part of our light under a bushel; but I do believe that, rather than make caricatures of
ourselves by blindly rushing into the national field this summer, it would be better at present to use all our efforts
to bring about one single reform—that of the Australian system of voting. If by our assistance that is adopted in
the state of New York, and Mayor Hewitt’s taxation proposition becomes a law for New York city, we shall have
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made more real progress than would be the case if, under present circumstances, Henry George himself were
president of the United States.

But there is something else I wish to say, namely: that before we can hope to reform our laws we will have to
reform our own party name. “United labor” is to the majority of people utterly misleading and is really absurd. It
was undoubtedly a good name for the mayoralty campaign in New York city, but with that its usefulness was
ended. I am a traveling man and more accustomed to talking than writing; and by talk and by STANDARDS, and
occasionally a book, I have made some bona fide converts of strangers, some of whom knew absolutely nothing of
our true aims. But I would have made twice as many if I had not had that wrong name to contend with. It seems
everybody “views with alarm” and distrust a party®® sailing under a “labor” name; and, in spite of all my
explanations to the contrary, they tell me it is only got up to catch labor votes in order to get schemers into office.
Sometimes, when, after a man has agreed to everything and I am rejoicing at his conversion, I happen to mention
that unlucky name, it is just like throwing ice water down his back. It annihilates all his new sympathies with a
sudden shock and a cold chill, and he is content with having found out from the name that it is a “humbug.” And
this I find to be the rule with real workingmen more than with others; while the ignorant rich and well-to-do see in
the name a veritable class movement and antagonize us on that score. And thus it dispels sympathy from both
sides. No; before we appeal to the country let us have a suitable name. I don’t see why that cannot be adopted right
in New York. I am quite sure that, being willing to labor under the present incubus, none would leave our ranks
after being relieved of it.

O.F.YOUNG.

The Landlord Saw the Point.

PERU, Ind.—If you tax money too heavily it hides itself—crawls off to some secret vault or goes to some other state.
The tax on whisky sometimes causes its owner to set a mountain on top of it. It is probable that a tax on horses
would run them out of the country, and the more burdensome the tax the faster they would run.

A man told me to-day that if his city lot were taxed too heavily he would fix it.
“How would you do that?” said I.

“I'd stand a big brick house upon it.”

“How would that fix it?”

“Why, you fool, can’t you see that [ would add to my investment until the tax on the lot would be very small as
compared to the whole investment?”

“Yes, I see. But why don’t you put that house on it now?”

“Because I can make twenty per cent on my present investment and that is good enough for me.”
“How do you make twenty per cent?”

“Well, I don’t exactly make it—somebody else makes it—but I get it.”

“Oh! you mean that somebody wants to use it twenty per cent worse this year than anybody did last year?”

Sic in the original; probably ““distrusts””.
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“Yes, I guess that’s about it, and a little more—about enough to pay the taxes.”

SMITH.

The Advantage of Indirect Taxation.
Count Tolstoi.

In my young days the game of loto was introduced into the clubs. Everybody rushed to play it, and, as it was said,
many ruined themselves, rendered their families miserable, lost other people’s money and government funds and
committed suicide, and the game was prohibited and it remains prohibited to this day.

I remember to have seen old and unsentimental gamblers who told me that this game was particularly pleasing
because you did not see from whom you were winning, as is the case in other games: a lackey brought, not money,
but chips; each man lost a little stake and his disappointment was not visible. It is the same with roulette, which is
everywhere prohibited, and not without reason.

It is the same with money. I possess a magic, inexhaustible ruble; I cut off my coupons and have retired from all
the business of the world. Whom do I injure—I, the most inoffensive and kindest of men? But this is nothing more
than playing at loto or roulette, where I do not see the man who shoots himself because of his losses after
procuring for me those coupons which I cut off from the bonds so accurately with a strictly right angled corner.

H. F. Ring’s Opinion.

HOUSTON, Texas.—I believe the next fight in politics should be made on the simple proposition of exempting
personal property and improvements on land from direct state, county and municipal taxation. You can make any
man understand what this means, and few are so dull as not to see the benefit to result from this simple change. At
the same time this proposition cannot be discussed without bringing out all the points of the free land doctrine.
People will stop to listen about exempting improvements on land from taxation who turn away in disgust at the
thought of common ownership of land.

H. F. RING.

Well, What Sort of Attention Should We Engage by Going Into a Tariff
Campaign and Saying Nothing About the Tariff?

ALMA, Wis.—Your argument against a ticket for 88 is plausible, but I cannot accept it without an effort; and as
Mr. Pentecost says: “When I have to try to believe something I always suspect that it is not true, or I should find it
easy to believe.” Your canvass in New York city certainly had nothing to do with legislation in Wisconsin, yet by
engaging my attention it was the means of making me an advocate of the single tax along with several others. But,
in any event, we need not try to borrow trouble. The path of the reformer is full of thorns, and we shall all find
plenty of work.

THEO. BUEHLER.

p.5,col. 6
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SLAVERY REVISED AND CORRECTED.

INDIAN RIVER, Mich.—In one of those catchy railroad pamphlets which can be had for a stamp, I find the following
paragraphs quoted from a circular issued by Messrs. George Prentiss & Co. of Shaw, Bolivar county, Mississippi.
They embody a frank advocacy of an improved form of slavery:

We desire particularly to call attention to a remarkable opportunity for northern farmers of means and
business men generally to invest to great advantage in northern Mississippi. The soil yields nearly twice the
crop of cotton per acre as the average cotton fields of the south, and corn grows to a great height. These
timber lands can be purchased at $5 to $10 per acre, and in putting them under cultivation a remarkable
fact to a northern man presents itself. Instead of cutting down the timber as we do in the north, piling it in
hedges and burning it, all that is necessary is to cut down and burn the under brush, say six inches or less in
diameter, and girdle the larger trees. This is done for $1 per acre by the negroes. Then put up a fence and a
cabin to each twenty acres and the land is ready to rent to the negroes, the average rental for such lands
under cultivation being $7 per acre. Usually no rent is paid the first year, but after that the rental
commences. The trees are large, but while there is a heavy growth of timber per acre, they are not close
together. Hence with the trees deadened and leaves gone enough sunshine gets in coupled with the warm
climate to raise good crops among this dead timber.

As the limbs and trees decay and fall the negro tenants burn them at their own expense, and the land is clear
of trees and stumps in about eight to ten years[;?] leaving the field as smooth as a floor. And during that
time the owner has received his rent right along. Let it be understood that it is recommended to rent these
lands to negroes, dividing the land up in twenty acre lots, fencing and putting up a cabin on each lot, and
putting fifteen acres under cultivation (that being the number of acres the average negro family can
successfully cultivate), the other five acres being for wood, pasture, etc. The cost of purchasing these lands
and putting them under cultivation presents the following remarkable figures:

500 acres at, say, $7.50 per acre......... [$3,750?] Deadening 375 acres at $1.......... 375 Fencing 500 acres..........
863 25 cabins at $69 each.......... 1,725 — $6,713

making a net cost of less than $13.50 per acre for land ready to rent.
The average income from these lands would be
375 acres improved lands at $7 per acre per year.. $2,625 Less taxes, say.......... 125 — $2,500

an average of over $6.50 per year net income on the improved land, or $5 per acre on the whole 500 acres.
Here is a real estate investment paying 37 per cent on the investment. The man who is not satisfied with
such a profit is hard to please.

Again, what is the actual value of such lands under cultivation? They pay over eight per cent net on sixty
dollars per acre including land not cleared? Are they not worth that figure? They yield enormous crops of
cotton, corn, oats, potatoes, peaches, etc., and are situated in a temperate zone, where the laborer can live at
a very low cost. The laborer is already there waiting to rent the lands, and there is a cheap outlet for their
product the entire year by river and rail to New Orleans and the world. Answering numerous inquiries, let us
add that the laws of the state make the rental a first lien upon the [crop and?] that a person can reside in the
north, visit his lands a few times a year and collect his rents easier than he can collect his house rents in the
north.
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The negro quickly spends any ready money he may have, and seems incompetent to plan and figure and
obtain land of his own; and hence, as they increase in numbers rapidly, a person who deals fairly and firmly
with them can obtain all the tenants he wants. Large as the profits per acre are shown to be, they can be
increased to eight or ten dollars per acre, by supplying the negroes with their bacon, molasses, etc., instead
of leaving them to be supplied by the local storekeeper, as the prices they are paying show a profit of fifty or
one hundred per cent.

Nothing could be pleasanter than to live north in summer and to spend a portion of the winter in Memphis
or New Orleans. From personal experience in the regions mentioned for three years past, the writer, a
northern man, and a republican, and an officer in the Union army, states most positively that a northern
man has only to treat the southern people as he should, and he will in return receive the kindest treatment
from the intelligent white people.

It will be seen that we favor renting these lands to the negroes rather than have northern men of small means
move in and open up farms of their own. Both methods will be used. But the negro is there, and in
constantly increasing numbers. He is adapted to the climate, and particularly to cotton raising; can live on
less, and will work for less than a white man can afford to, and wants to rent lands. For these reasons we
advise buying this rich soil, deadening (girdling), fencing, putting up cabins and renting to the black man.
The United States has now nearly sixty millions of people, and soon we shall number one hundred millions.
Is it not clear that, with this rapid increase in population, these fertile lands in the heart of the nation and so
easy of access to the markets of the world, yielding enormous crops of the world’s staples, cotton and corn,
must soon raise in values® to $75 to $100 per acre?

Here in northern Mississippi are rich lands at low prices; a tenant class anxious to rent of you—the products
are the world’s staples—your rent is sure, and all you have to do is step in and possess the land. This advent
of northern men, who will deal fairly with the negroes—charging them fair prices for their supplies,
encouraging them to economy and saving, to acquire homes of their own, and to educate their children—will
be a boon to the negro race. It is not often that we find an enterprise where philanthropy and large profits go
hand in hand as they do in this case. Why not sell your worn out northern farms at the prevailing high
prices and get five or ten times as many acres of the most productive land in the world? Quit dabbling in
grain in the bucket shops and kindred speculations, and invest in something tangible—real estate—that will
not take wings and fly away. A few hundred acres of this land under cultivation will give you an income that
would support you and your family comfortably. Also bear in mind the fact that cotton seed oil is fast
coming into prominence, and is likely to become more valuable than cotton lint.

Isn’t this a dandy plan? Telling people that all they have to do is to come in and possess the land, and, presto! a
“tenant class” are waiting and anxious to support them in idle luxury, in the north in summer and in the south in
winter, by paying them rent. What do you think of it?

HERBERT SLOCUM.

Of Interest to Brooklyn Readers.

The Eleventh ward organization of the united labor party of Brooklyn meets on the first and third Thursday of
every month at 328 Gold street. Communications may be addressed to A. L. De Gout, 23 Raymond street,
Brooklyn.

Sic in the original; probably ““rise in value””.
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THE STANDARD, SATURDAY, FEBRUARY 11, 1888. [page 6 running head; page number “6” at left]

p.6,col. 1

THE LENOX FARM.

Sixteen and a half millions of dollars is a great deal of money. A father and son who could save that much out of
their earnings during the span of two ordinary lives would have to be very useful and capable men, indeed. Yet
more than that has been realized by a man who lived a lives® entirely to his taste, unvexed by any labor for his
bread, on an investment of about [$2,900?] made by his father eighty years ago. The father did not make this
fortune and neither did the son. All, except the trifling purchase, that was done by the father was to put in his will
a clause advising his son to hold on. All that the son did was to hold on. The result was an enormous fortune. The
people of New York city once owned a large portion of this island in common. Their representatives seventy years
ago sold thirty acres of that common land for a small sum of money. The industry and enterprise of the people
and their need for further room increased in fifty years the selling value of that land more than 5,500 fold, that is,
from $3,000 to $16,560,000, and the man who did nothing but obey his father’s advice to hold on got all that
increase. He was a good man, as men go, and gave perhaps nearly four out of the sixteen millions to such public
objects as suited his sectarian prejudices or his literaey*? fancy, and he thought that the system that made this
possible was the best of possible systems of land tenure. No wonder that he thought so, but it is a wonder that the
people whose natural inheritance this man unwittingly usurped appear to think so too. The story of the growth of
these great things from small beginnings is worth telling,.

A subject that occupied a large share of the attention of the common council of New York during the latter
portion of the eighteenth and the early years of the present century was the common lands, belonging absolutely
to the mayor, aldermen and commonalty of the city of New York. On June 20, 1785, the common council ordered
a survey of the commons between the post road and Bloomingdale road into lots of five acres each. On Aug. 29,
1792, a survey was ordered of so much of the common land as had not already been sold. On April 1,1794, a
similar survey of all lands sold or unsold was ordered. On Feb. 10, 1796, the committee on common lands
reported that they had a survey of these lands made, contemplating that they might thereafter be improved as
part of the city, and that they had accordingly had streets laid down. They recommended that one-half of these
lots be sold, and the other half leased for a term of twenty-one years. The report was accepted, and it was resolved
that the new system should be put into effect on the 15th of the following month. In this year Casimir H. Goerck,
city surveyor, made [a?] map of the commons, which is still in existence. It showed which lots had already been
sold, and which remained to be disposed of. The whole plot began in the neighborhood of Madison square, and,
spreading out fan-like, it included the greater part of the island, until the Harlem commons, belonging to that
village, were met. Subsequently an act of the legislature passed in 1807 laid out streets for the whole island as they
now are. As the plan did not precisely coincide with that previously adopted by council, there was much
complaint, and the frequency of the petitions showed that many lots had found purchasers. In 1834 city council
appointed a committee to consider these complaints.

Sic in the original; probably ““life””.
Sic in the original; probably ““literary””.
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It is not my purpose in the present article to go into this most interesting story, but to trace the effect of the
growth of population in increasing the value of a very small portion of this great common. Among those who
acquired some of the land ordered to be leased or sold by the resolution of council adopted on Feb. 10, 1796, was
Robert Lenox, a young Scotchman who first visited this country as a midshipman in the British navy. Mr. Lenox is
said to have fallen in love with a New York lady during this visit, and shortly after the revolution he came back
here, married and engaged in business. Another young Scotchman named Archi- bald Gracie came over with him
and settled here. Mr. Lenox was a successful merchant and he doubtless made numerous investments. Among
them was one which has associated the name of Lenox closely with our city’s history.

On Nov. 10, 1817, Mr. Lenox bought at foreclosure sale certain lots belonging to the estate of his friend Archibald
Gracie, then deceased. Three of these lots lay between Sixty-eighth and Seventy-first streets and Fourth and Fifth
avenues and were said to contain four acres and thirty-five perches each. Four others lay between Sixth and
Seventh avenues, and extended from Eighty-third to Eighty-seventh streets on the city’s plan. They are now, of
course, a part of Central park. Two of them were held by Mr. Gracie in fee simple and two on leasehold. Mr. Lenox
paid for them $10,700, a remarkable price for that day. He manifestly paid far more than they were worth, and
doubtless did so to relieve the financial embarrassment of the widow of his friend Gracie. He alludes to this fact in
his will made in 1839 when he declares that “from considerations known to my family” the property had cost him
much more than it was worth even then. The purchase, therefore, affords no evidence as to the selling price of
land in 1817.

Shortly after this purchase Mr. Lenox began negotiations for the exchange of his lots above Eighty-third street, for
a portion of the common lands lying adjacent to his lots lying below Seventy-first street, his purpose being to
establish a thirty acre farm at a point, then distant five miles from the city. The result was that on March 30, 1818,
the finance committee reported to city council, recommending the proposed exchange. The report says:

The piece of land to be conveyed by Mr. Lenox consists of four lots, two held by him in fee and two on lease
at $10 per annum each, one for five and the other for seven years from the first of May next, lying together,

p.6,col. 2
> fronting on the Sixth and extending toward the Seventh avenue, containing 20% acres. These lots are Nos. 169,

168, 167 and 166 on the corporation map of public lands. The property is under considerable improvements, is
principally a smooth piece of ground with about two hundred fruit trees of various descriptions, and on the Sixth
avenue is inclosed with a good substantial fence. On the north and east boundary, however, it is either open or the
fence is of little or no value. One hundred dollars per annum are offered for the four lots during continuance of
present lease. Mr. Lenox is to receive from the corporation a deed for three lots, Nos. 125, 128 and 131 on the
aforesaid map, containing [16%5?] acres, which are now under lease to him for five years from the first of May
next, at $10 per annum each. This property extends from the Fourth to the Fifth avenue, and is about one-half a
mile nearer the city than the preceding, but is not so well improved nor is it naturally so valuable a piece of land.
The fences are poor and a part of the ground is rough and uneven.

The terms of the exchange involved the thes® surrender of the first named lots and the payment of $500 by
Mr. Lenox. The lots reverting to the city were those leased for $100 a year, which is the only part of the
transaction that gives us any basis for an estimate of the value of the property affected by it. The lots now
included in Central park were then valued at $2,000, and Mr. Lenox owned but one-half of them, so that he
practically paid for the Fifth avenue tract $1,500. Singularly enough all declarations of the price paid for these
lots found in numerous allusions to the transaction are based on the consideration named in the deed, and no
writer appears to have examined the records of the city council giving a full report of the transaction. The

Sic in the original; probably ““the””.
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adjacent lots held by Mr. Lenox were doubtless worth no more than those newly acquired by him, and hence it
appears that seventy years ago the value of the Lenox “Farm at the Five Mile Stone,” extending from Sixty-eighth
to Seventy-fourth streets and including all the land between Fouth*? and Fifth avenues, was $3,000.

The description of the two properties exchanged in the report quoted above shows that at that time the ground
was regarded as only valuable for farming purposes or as sites for suburban residences, the Fifth avenue tract then
being five miles from town. The property now included in Central park was evidently a farm and orchard, and the
condition of the fences, as described in the report, indicates that a portion of it was not very valuable even for
farming purposes. Mr. Lenox acquired the thirty acres for farming purposes and he continued until his death,
which took place in 1839, to reside at No. 59 Broadway, just below Trinity church.

But though lower Broadway was then a place for private residence the prophetic eye of the thrifty old Scotchman
saw possibilities in the future for his farm. In his will, dated May 23, 1829, June 23, 1832, and Oct. 4, 1839, he
gave and bequeathed to his only son, James Lenox

My farm at the five mile stone, purchased in part from the corporation of New York, and containing about
thirty acres, with all its improvements, stock of horses, cattle and farming utensils, for and during the term
of his life, and after his death to his heirs forever. My motive for so leaving this property is a firm persuasion
that it may at no distant day be the site of a village, and as it cost me much more than its present worth,
from circumstances known to my family, I like to cherish the belief it may be realized to them. At all events,
[ want the experiment made by keeping the property unsold.

On June 23, 1832, Mr. Lenox made a codicil to his will giving the farm absolutely to his son James, but he added:

At the same time I wish him to understand that my opinion respecting the property is not changed, and
though I withdraw all legal restrictions to his making sale of the whole or any part of the same, yet I enforce
on him my advice not to do so.

As matters turned out, it was well that Robert Lenox made the codicil, for otherwise, probably, for forty-one years,
until the death of James Lenox thirty acres between Fourth and Fifth avenues would have remained vacant,
simply because the people of New York have not yet learned what Thomas Jefferson taught, that “this earth
belongs in usufruct to the living,” and would therefore have stupidly submitted to the whim of an old man whose
very body had long since moldered into dust. Of course, under the terms of the will, Mr. Lenox might have leased
the property on ground rent for the term of his natural life, but the uncertainty of such a tenure would have stood
in the way of the full improvement of the property. Furthermore, the numerous benefactions made by James
Lenox during his life time would have possibly been prevented.

That these benefactions were liberal and well advised it is a pleasure for me to acknowledge in an article like this.
It cannot be too often stated, or too strongly urged, that the quarrel of the advocates of the single tax on land
values is not with the individuals who profit by the existing laws, but with the system that enables men thus to
reap millions without effort of their own, where they or their fathers have only sown hundreds or, at most,
thousands, and to levy taxes for their own private benefit on the community that has created the wealth that they
are thus allowed to appropriate. In many instances the beneficiaries of this system fail to recognize that they are
under any obligation whatever to the community. This does not appear to have been the case with James Lenox,
who, though a shy, reserved man, holding himself aloof from intercourse with strangers, made many munificent
gifts to institutions in which he felt an interest. He gave in 1868, to the Presbyterian hospital, the whole block
between Seventieth and Seventy-first streets and Fourth and Madison avenues, and contributed largely toward

Sic in the original; probably ““Fourth””.
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the erection of the building and the endowment of the institution. He gave in 1869 the lots at Seventy-third street
and Madison avenue, now occupied by the Phillips Presbyterian church, and during the same year made to the
trustees a present of the land occupied by the Presbyterian home for aged women. In 1870 Mr. Lenox presented
to trustees the whole front on Fifth avenue between Seventieth and Seventy-first streets as a site for the Lenox
library, and the handsome building erected thereon was built at his cost as the final repository of the splendid and
unique collection of rare books and works of art gathered by him during his lifetime. This library is now open to
the public every day of the week except Monday and Sunday, and it offers to scholars and antiquarians

p.6,col. 3
materials not accessible elsewhere in America. There are no longer any restrictions as to entrance, but the

collection is one that will attract those who write books rather than the general reader. Altogether Mr. Lenox has
given to these various institutions land and money worth between three and four millions of dollars.

These benefactions are not such as would have come to the public through a just distribution of the great increase
in the value of this land caused by the growth of the city northward, but they are, nevertheless, highly creditable
to the unsociable old gentleman who lived almost the life of a recluse, and brusqely®® refused many applications
for a glimpse of the library and artistic treasures that his agents had gathered in all parts of the world, which
treasures by his will were thrown open to the public. Even if we were to believe that his gifts were the best that
could have been made, we cannot but reflect that the dedication to public uses of any portion of the wealth

Mr. Lenox acquired through the growth of population was dependent on the will of an individual, and might, and
probably would have, gone into private hands had Mr. Lenox not lived and died a bachelor.

The farm at the five mile stone was at the time only an unimportant part of the estate inherited by James Lenox,
and hence he had no difficulty in following the advice of his father to hold on to this piece of property until it
should increase in value. Nor had he long to wait before there were abundant indications that his father’s dream of
improvement would be more than realized. The population of New York city in 1840, one year after the death of
Robert Lenox, was 312,710. During the next decade it ran up to 515,547, and it became clear to all observers that
thenceforward the growth of the city northward must be steady and rapid. There was no longer thought of a
possible village at the five mile farm, but men saw that the old dream was to be realized. The idea had long existed
in the minds of men. The committee on common lands, reported to city council in 1796 that they had had a
survey made of those lands “contemplating that the same may hereafter be improved as part of the city.” In 1807
the legislature passed an act laying out the whole island into streets as they now exist. The realization of these
hopes doubtless seemed to many to be long delayed, but by 1850 what had appeared to some to be but a dream
was seen by all shrewd men to be a certainty of the near future. Three years later the legislature passed the act
laying out Central park, and thereafter it probably required none of his father’s admonitions to induce James
Lenox to hold on to lots so eligibly located.

By the year 1860 population had advanced to 805,651, and the future of his property was assured, but Mr. Lenox
was in no haste to sell. It was not until the streets and avenues (including Madison avenue, not laid down in the
original plan) had been graded, and the great value of Central park to property owners made apparent, that he
announced his willingness to sell. The first sale was made March 23, 1864, when the block between Seventy-
second and Seventy-third streets and Fifth and Madison avenues was sold by Mr. Lenox to his nephew, Robert
Lenox Kennedy, for $250,000. As Madison avenue had divided the lots purchased of city council in 1818 into two
equal parts, this price was realized for what had cost Mr. Lenox twenty-six years befores® about $250—that is to
say, the land had advanced in its selling price just one thousand fold. Less than three years later Mr. Kennedy sold
the twenty lots in this block, fronting on Seventy-second street, to Clarence S. Brown for $240,000, and he had

Sic in the original; probably ““brusquely””.
Sic in the original; probably ““forty-six years before” (1818 to 1864)”.
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previously sold a sufficient number of lots on Seventy-third street for a sum, which, added to the $240,000
received from Mr. Brown, much more than covered the price he had paid for the whole block, thus leaving him
several valuable lots on Fifth and Madison avenues at no cost whatever. Not more than four years afterward
Clarence S. Brown sold the lots he had bought of Mr. Kennedy to John Crosby Brown for $430,000. As these lots
occupied just one-half of the block, its total value in 1870 was $860,000, and this had advanced to $1,000,000 by
1875, which was four thousand times as much as Robert Lenox had paid the city for it.

Shortly after his first sale to his nephew Mr. Lenox sold to Robert L. Stewart and Alexander Stewart the block
between Fifth and Madison avenues and Sixty-eighth and Sixty-ninth streets for $250,000, and he subsequently
made numerous sales of land in smaller parcels at much higher rates. Subsequent sales of such properties by the
first purchasers indicated a rapid and enormous increase in values. On Oct. 15, 1869, Mr. Lenox sold the block
between Madison and Fourth avenues and Sixty-ninth and Seventieth streets to Thomas Murphy, Peter B.
Sweeny, Hugh Smith and Richard B. Connolly for $257,000, thus showing that the increase in values had not been
confined to the Fifth avenue side of the tract, if the judgment of some of the shrewdest scoundrels of the Tweed
ring was worth anything. On June 1, 1871, Mr. Lenox sold to William Richardson ten lots on Fifth avenue and two
lots to the rear of them on Seventy-third and Seventy-fourth streets for $325,000, and shortly afterward he sold
the whole block between Fourth and Madison avenues and Seventy-second and Seventy-third streets for
$460,000. It is needless, however, to follow up the sales in detail. The property has steadily advanced in selling
value until quite recently, when for a time there was a diversion of building operations to the west side of the park.
Such a check can be but temporary, however, and in this immediate neighborhood there are indications of a
further rise in prices. This property is situated directly opposite the Seventy-second street entrance to the park,
and the presence of the Lenox library adds to its attractions. A prominent real estate agent, who has sold a great
part of the tract, recently gave to the writer an estimate of the valuation of the various portions of the six blocks
purchased by Robert Lenox of the city in 1818 for about $1,500, and the aggregate value of the whole land is to-
day $8,280,000. This is but half of the Lenox farm.

p.6,col. 4
The other half, now of equal value, was bought by Robert Lenox of the Gracie estate, in 1817, at a price far beyond

its value at the time of the sale. It had, however, some time before that, and certainly within the present century,
been a part of the common lands, and was sold to Archibald Gracie for less than the $1,500, that appears to have
been its value in 1817. This whole tract then, now worth at a moderate estimate $16,560,000, was once owned by
the people of New York in common, and it was granted within the present century to private owners for a mere
song.

In an examination of the Randall farm estate, owned by Sailors’ Snug Harbor, that I made nearly a year ago, I
found that the people who built on that land have always paid five per cent on the current valuation of the ground,
and the city taxes in addition. Had the city of New York treated this land in the same way it would now be deriving
from it five per cent ground rent and .0216 in taxes, or .0716 in all, yielding it an income from the estate of
$1,185,396. As the Lenox farm covers but the 466th part of Manhattan such a rate of revenue, holding good
throughout the island, would yield to the city over $622,000,000 annually without imposing on the people any
heavier burdens than they now bear. As this would involve the assumption that rents throughout the island are as
great as they are on Lenox estate it would be an absurdity. The suggestion has its value, however, in showing
people how it might be possible to increase enormously the city’s revenue without adding to the existing burdens
—for if all of this island ever has as high a rental value as the Lenox farm, under the present system nearly five-
sevenths of that vast amount will go into the pockets of private owners, and but a little over two-sevenths into the
common treasury. This is just as true of those who buy lands for use as of those who rent, since they have got to
pay for the privilege of building far more than their houses as a rule will cost.
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The fact that the whole Lenox farm once belonged to the municipality seems to aggravate somewhat the wrong
done to the public by the system that permits the private appropriation of these enormous growths in value due
to the presence and activity of nearly a million and a half of people on this island. It is not in reality an
aggravation, however. We happen to be able to trace this and a number of other estates back to a comparatively
recent time when they were owned by the people in common, but it is equally obvious that going but a little
further back we shall find this to be true of the whole island. Furthermore, the common councilmen of less than a
century ago appear to have been as eager to get rid of all lands held by the people in common as the aldermen of
to-day are to get rid of the streets, which are about all the ground that the people still hold in common. They sold
these lands for whatever they would bring to enable them to meet the expenses of the petty town of their own day,
and they thus betrayed a trust which they were bound to keep inviolate for the generations yet to come, who
would form the great city of which they but dreamed. Of course they had no comprehension of what they were
doing, and those who bought felt no compunction of conscience about forestalling the land on which future
generations must live, though they doubtless approved the laws current in their time which punished the
forestalling of food with fine and imprisonment.

It is, therefore, useless to rail against those who sold or those who bought. The village statesmen of a century ago
fortunately did not attempt to barter away for immediate cash the present generation’s right to tax the land, and
in the exercise of this right lies the only remedy for the stupidities they did perpetrate. The city does not need to
recover its lost title in the common lands. It does not even need to levy a tax of .0716 on them at their present
valuation, though experience shows that they now bear just that burden. It has but to levy a tax sufficient to
prevent any more speculation in order to force all vacant land on this island into use, and to thus lower selling
values and rents. It must, however, in order to do this make its tax approximate closely to the rental value, and for
some years, at least, the experience gained under the existing system will be of use in fixing rental values in the
future. When the assessor of the new century levies the tax on the Lenox farm, it will be of some convenience to
him to know that in 1888 the twelve blocks once constituting it were capable of paying to the city and to the
private individuals then exercising the taxing power the handsome sum of $1,185,396 a year.

After that century is once ushered in it seems reasonable to assume that gentlemen about to die, but who think
that those they leave behind them still need their care and direction, will have to content themselves with the
disposal of such wealth as has come into the world through their own efforts or agency, and they will not be
tempted to try to confer on their sons a power to tax generations yet unborn for the privilege of living in villages
yet to be built. This will save much trouble to the living, and ought not to be without effect in training the minds
of the dying to the contemplation of things that logically concern them more, just then, than the future value of
corner lots in a world from which they are about to take their final departure.

WM. T. CROASDALE.

The Anti-Poverty Society of Union Co., N. J.

PLAINFIELD, New Jersey.—On Friday evening, February 3, a number of residents of Union county met at the
district court room in Elizabeth, and completed the organization of the anti-poverty society of Union county. The
following officers were elected: Benjamin Urner of Elizabeth, president; Read Gordon of Roselle, vice-president;
Mayhew H. Davison of Elizabethport, secretary; and David L. Thompson of Plainfield, treasurer. Five members of
the society were also chosen to form, with the officers, an executive committee.

The society contemplates an active propaganda throughout Union county, by means of public meetings, tract
distribution, etc., and will commence its work immediately. Readers of THE STANDARD in Union county who
may desire to join the organization are invited to address the secretary.
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T.L. MCCREADY.

p.6,col. 5

THOMAS PAINE ON THE SINGLE TAX.

The Evils Which Accompany the Benefits of Civilization—How They May be Remedied—Men are Joint Life
Proprietors of the Earth.

CINCINNATI, O.—The cause of the publication by Thomas Paine of his essay on “Agrarian Justice,” was a sermon
by the bishop of Llandaff entitled: “The wisdom and goodness of God in having made both rich and poor,” with an
appendix containing reflections on the present state of England and France. The following extracts from the essay
are sufficient to show that Thomas Paine “saw the cat:”

It is wrong to say that God made rich and poor; he made only male and female, and he gave them the earth for
their inheritance. ... To preserve the benefits of civilized life, and to remedy at the same time the evil which it has
produced, ought to be considered one of the first objects of reformed legislation.

Whether that state that is proudly, perhaps erroneously, called civilization has most promoted or most injured the
general happiness of man, is a question that may be strongly contested.

On one side the spectator is dazzled by splendid appearances; on the other he is shocked by extremes of
wretchedness, both of which he has erecteds’®. The most affluent and the most miserable of the human race are to
be found in the countries that are called civilized. To understand what the state of society ought to be, it is
necessary to have some idea of the natural and primitive state of man, such as it is at this day among the Indians
of North America. There is not in that state any of those spectacles of human misery which poverty and want
present to our eyes in all the towns and streets of Europe. Poverty, therefore, is a thing created by that which is
called civilized life. It exists not in the natural state.

On the other hand, the natural state is without those advantages which flow from agriculture, arts, science and
manufactures.

The life of an Indian is a continual holiday compared with the poor of Europe; and, on the other hand, it appears
to be abject when compared with the rich. Civilization, therefore, or that which is so-called, has operated two ways
—to make one part of society more affluent and the other more wretched than would have been the lot of either in
a natural state.

It is always possible to go from the natural to the civilized state, but it is never possible to go from the civilized to
the natural state.

The reason is that man, in a natural state, subsisting by hunting, requires ten times the quantity of land to range
over, to procure himself subsistence, than would support him in a civilized state when the earth is cultivated.

When, therefore, a country becomes populous by the additional aids of cultivation, arts and science, there is a
necessity of preserv- ing things in that state; because without it there cannot be sustenance for more, perhaps,
than a tenth part of its inhabitants. The thing, therefore, now to be done, is to remedy the evils and preserve the
benefits that have arisen to society by passing from the natural to the civilized state.

Sic in the original; probably ““both of which it has erected” (Paine’s text: civilization has erected)”.
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In taking the matter upon this ground the first principle of civilization ought to have been, and ought to still be,
that the condition of every person born into the world, after a state of civilization, ought not to be worse than if
he had been born before that period.

But the fact is that the condition of nillions®® in every country in Europe is far worse than if they had been born
before civilization began, or had been born among the Indians of North America at the present day.

I will show how this fact has happened. It is a position not to be controverted that the earth, in its natural
uncultivated state was and ever would have been the common property of the human race. In that state every man
would have been born to property.

He would have been a joint life proprietor with the rest of the property in the soil and in all its natural
productions, vegetable and animal....

There could be no such thing as landed property originally. Man did not make the earth, and, though he had a
natural right to occupy it, he had no right to locate as his property in perpetuity any part of it....

Whence then arose the idea of landed property? I answer that when cultivation began the idea of landed property
began with it, from the impossibility of separating the improvement made by cultivation from the earth itself,
upon which the improvement was made; but it is nevertheless true that it is the value of the improvement only,
and not the earth itself, that is individual property. Every proprietor therefore owes to the community a ground
rent for the land which he holds.

Yours truly,

ALFRED S. HOUGHTON, M. D.

Father Huntington’s Lecture at Oyster Bay.
Opyster Bay, Long Island, Pilot.

The lecture on Tuesday evening by Rev. Father Huntington on the “Tenement House System in New York City”
was a vivid per- trayal®® of the hideous and deadly evils that must necessarily follow such an unnatural and
crowded condition of human life. The speaker, in describing this herding together of men, women and children,
spoke as follows: “One block in a tenement house district will measure 700 by 200 feet. On all four sides are rows
of tenements four or five stories high. Behind one-third of the houses in these rows are rear houses with smaller
rooms, darker and dirtier passages, backed often by another rear house, a brewery, a stable, or a factory. Altogether
there are 1,736 rooms. In these rooms live 2,076 souls, divided into 460 families; thus, on the average, each family
of five persons occupies three rooms. The population of some parts of New York is 290,000 to the square mile; the
most densely populated part of London has 170,000. Of course in many cases the family is larger (some of the
very poorest people take lodgers) and in a number of instances we have found fourteen or fifteen grown persons
occupying two rooms, or even one. And then many of these”rooms” are hardly more than closets, and dark closets
at that. Almost all the bed rooms measure only seven feet by nine, and have but one door and one window. The
door leads into the apartment that serves as kitchen, parlor, sitting room, laundry and work shop, and the window
opens on a dark stairway, up which the moisture from the cellar and the sewer gas from the drains are constantly
rising. One-fifth of these rooms, too, are in basements below the level of the street, and nearly half of even the

Sic in the original; probably ““millions””.
Sic in the original; probably “portrayal”.
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outer rooms open into courts only twenty feet wide, in which there are usually several wooden privies for the use
of the fifteen or twenty families in the front and rear houses.”

We have thus substantially quoted Father Huntington’s language that we may the more intelligently write what we
have to say. How such a horrible condition of human life can be tolerated in a professedly civilized and Christian
city is not easily explained. There must be something radically wrong in our system of educational, moral and
religious training by which such a burlesque on home life becomes possible. It may be true, after all, that Henry
George and his followers are doing God’s service by insisting that the poor

p.6,col. 6
have an equal right with the more fortunate of mankind to the earth upon which we have a dwelling place. Family

life, distinct and apart from the common herd, must be maintained; but this can only be done as the poorer classes
are granted their inalienable right to live. We are so entirely bound up in self that practically we adopt the old
adage by “letting the devil take the hindermost,” and right here comes in the difficulty. God has provided an
abundance for the purpose of supplying the wants of all his children, and were it not for the “grab game” played
on all sides, life in every instance would be made tolerable. Talk and pray as we may, yet does the fact remain that
the best of us are doing comparatively little for suffering humanity. We say “grace” over our own well laden tables
while we do not lift a finger “to keep the wolf” from the door of a deeply distressed neighbor. But we should not
deceive ourselves, for there is a day of reckoning coming, and we must meet it.

Rev. Father Huntington is to be greatly commended for devoting his entire life to the good of his race. His lecture
was an earnest appeal for the unfortunate poor.

ALETTER FROM JOHN H. KEYSER.

He Defends His System of Charity and Arraigns the Impracticable Methods of the Charity Organization
Society—If a Man be Hungry, Feed Him.

NEW YORK.—May I say a word in reply to your criticisms on “Charity and Justice” in last week’s issue of THE
STANDARD?

As you referred to my work of feeding the hungry in the criticism, and also in the previous week’s issue, I would
rise to explain. I am a radical and not a surface reformer, one who believes that when justice obtains in human
society there will be little need of charity.

I do not believe that justice can ever attain without altering the basic laws upon which society now rests its rotten
and trembling foundations, and I have been working steadily for many years to destroy those foundations. But
while I so believe and act, I am unwilling to witholds® “the cup of cold water” or food from a starving brother.

It is just here that my course would diverge from the impracticable and methodical charity organization who for
fear that some unworthy person might obtain a meal would condemn thousands of hungry and worthy men,
enforced idlers, to suffering and starvation.

Neither are the tender mercies of the average reformer much in advance of the machine charities, for with the
spectacle of 2,000 homeless and starving men applying to us daily for a simple meal, neither a reformer nor a
reform or labor paper has made a sign.

Sic in the original; probably ““withhold””.
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This worse than apathy grieves and saddens me, because I feel that there is not the kindly sympathy toward the
suffering and enforced poor that there should be among reformers, and I deeply regret it, for who shall say, “May
not my turn come next?”

I have personally witnessed many harrowing scenes in this direction during my two months’ ministrations among
the hungry and homeless men who were forced to apply to our humble charity. I have seen in the gray morning
before half-past 5 o’clock seven or eight hundred cold, broken spirited and very hungry men of all vocations and
employments standing in line waiting to be served with a simple meal of bread and coffee. But why so early?
Because the large majority were self respecting men, enforced idlers, who in their extremity came, under cover of
darkness, and stood in line when they felt that they were unobserved by the gaping crowd.

Let the reader put himself in their places, hungry, homeless, thinly clad and broken spirited, with the
thermometer at zero, standing on a thousand feet line, and philosophize if he can upon the morality of charity
and the evils that might possibly flow from feeding a hungry man.

There is one safe rule to observe in dealing with the problem of poverty which we would specially urge upon
reformers, i. e., work for better conditions; but while you are doing this do all in your power to assuage the
sufferings and sorrows of any.

If a man is hungry feed him. Perchance if you restore his strength, his manhood or self-respect, he may in turn
help you save the ship.

Merciful ministrations toward those who in their extremity need them never debase but gladden the despairing
heart.

JOHN H. KEYSER.

The Secret of the Craze for Immigration.
Farmer in the Texas Advance Guard.

Why is all this craze for immigration? Is a thickly settled country the happiest country? On the contrary, don’t
thick population produce tramps and beggars, and poverty and misery, while such conditions are not known in a
new country, or one which has grown with a healthy increase? We want people, plenty of people, is the big
newspaper cry. For what? Isn’t this the cry of the sharp speculator and big land investor, the syndicates and the
corporations? These individuals will reap a rich harvest from sudden and rapid rise in lands. They will make their
jack at once; they can skip out for Europe or anywhere and enjoy their fortunes, and look back at the dupes, who
have huddled together and raised land values, and are forced to scratch for a living. We’ve got people here now
who have none but rented homes, and live from hand to mouth struggling to get along in spite of chattel
mortgages. If we have a fine country let us do something to make the people already here more prosperous and
contented, if it is as pretended to the interest of the people to have more come, before we cry out for immigrants.
Depend upon it, this immigration that is to be forced is to benefit a few already well off in property and will not
make the laboring people any better off. I believe if all the land owners would sell on easy terms and reasonable
figures, or even give a portion of their land to an actual occupier already in the county, it would benefit the donor
and add greatly to the prosperity of all, including the grasping merchant. A county of tenants is always a poor
county, while the reverse is the case where the people are nearly all free holders. Renting and chattel mortgaging
are the curses of Waller to-day, and if 50,000 more people were to come here the next twelve months it would not
benefit a soul but the land holding speculator and merchant.
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Slavery for Tramps.
Mail and Express.

Is vagrancy a crime? It has not been commonly so held, but it might by statute be made one. Unless, however, a
state has a statute to that effect it can hardly do what has just been done in the state of Misscuri®® without
throwing a veil over the constitution of the United States. They sell vagrants out there. Formerly they sold
vagrants nearly everywhere; and that sort of economical slavery, the farming out of men and women too, for their
support, was a common incident of the poorhouse administration. But the law discourages it in this country, and
it is directly within the inhibition of the thirteenth amendment to the constitution of the United States, which
provides that “involuntary servitude, except as a punishment for crime, whereof the party shall have been duly
convicted”—shall not exist “within the United States.” Therefore, unless vagrancy is a crime in Missouri, and C. C.
Bradley has been duly convicted of that crime, the proceedings of selling him into servitude for a period of six
months is in violation of a law for which the great state of Missouri should have more respect. Bradley can no
doubt recover his liberty if he can get into court and plead the constitution, but Missouri should not put herself in
the position of being wrong as against so pitiful a creature as a tramp.

Sic in the original; probably ““Missouri””.
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THE STANDARD, SATURDAY, FEBRUARY 11, 1888.7

p.7,col. 1

TWENTY-FOUR HOURS OF AUTOBIOGRAPHY.

[ will begin at 9 o’clock yesterday morning. Upon reaching my office I found on my table a letter from a distant
relative in Michigan, to whom, about two years ago, I loaned $25. He writes to explain that his only means of
earning money has been by his muscles and a team of horses and wagon. But for a long time past there has seemed
to be nothing for him or his team to do. He actually could not earn enough to buy food for himself; his family and
his horses, and one of his horses has died—he fears from having been insufficiently fed. He adds that many of his
neighbors are nearly as poor as he; nobody seems to be getting along well financially, in his county, except the
money lenders, real estate agents and lawyers at the county seat.

The afternoon mail brought me another letter, from another relative—this one in Nebraska. This correspondent is
an old lady, a venerable “mother in Israel.” She writes that her niece’s husband and children (the niece herself is
dead) are in a very sad plight. The man, a willing worker, is unable to find anything to do this winter. The father
has not had an overcoat on—has had no overcoat to put on—through all the terrible “blizzards” from which the
northwest has suffered. The children are not attending school, not even Sunday school, for lack of clothing and
shoes. If I could spare them some of my family’s worn-out clothing it would be a godsend, she says. Only I must
not let them know she has written to me anything about it, for they are high spirited and would never forgive her
for revealing the straits they were in.

Last evening I went to All Soul’s churchs® (Unitarian). and-®! listened to a lecture by the Hon. Carroll D. Wright,
United States commissioner of labor, on the condition of the laboring classes of the United States. Mr. Wright
began by stating two propositions which he bad set himself®? to refute: First, that progress and poverty have gone
hand in hand hitherto; second, that the poor are growing poorer and the rich richer. There was no truth in these
statements. He said the only appearance of truth lay in the fact that everybody was better off than in the “good old
days.” For instance, if nine-tenths of the people of Patagonia could be raised to the condition of civilization and
prosperity which the people of the United States enjoy. it:5® would be a good thing for Patagonia. But the instant
this was accomplished the condition of the remaining one-tenth, though no worse than that of all the inhabitants
formerly, would by contrast seem so sad that it would call forth a flood of sympathy and a storm of indignation. In
the United States a few persons—mainly as the result of their own folly or inefficiency—remain in the sad
condition in which nearly everybody was a century ago; but the contrast between their condition and that of the
average of the working classes to-day is so great that the sensitive, Christian sympathy of their fellow creatures is
touched thereby, and abundant means are supplied and methods provided to relieve it, so that nobody need suffer
severely.

Sic in the original; probably ““All Souls’ church””.
Sic in the original; probably ““(Unitarian), and””.
Sic in the original; probably ““he had set himself””.
Sic in the original; probably ““enjoy, it””.
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It being an exceedingly stormy and inclement night, but few persons were present to hear the lecture; but the
pastor of All Souls’ church tendered to Mr. Wright the use of his pulpit on next Sunday evening, in order that it
might be repeated to a larger audience.

It was the stormiest, most inclement night of the winter. On my way home, while yet within the shadow of the
church spire, I encountered a man who asked for a nickel to buy him something to eat. With the ideas enunciated
by the commissioner of labor fresh in my mind I told him that he would find a policeman on the next corner (this
was a figure of speech, for the policeman was really inside the saloon) who would show him the way to the nearest
station house, where he could get supper, lodging and breakfast. He said he had been there the preceding night
and that they did not furnish these things to the same person two nights in succession. This I knew to be a fact,
and gave him the address of the “Associated charities” He said he had been there. buts® their funds were
exhausted. I placed myself to the leeward of the man to see whether I could detect any whisky, beer or tobacco on
his breath, for I have not money enough to spare any upon men who waste it in useless or injurious luxuries. But
he was evidently temperate and clean. So I emptied my pockets of the ten or fifteen cents of small change I had
with me and we parted amid the storm as we had met.

This morning on getting up I found at my door the Washington Republican (for January 27), containing the
following official announcement:

The mayor and chief of police have authorized the announcement to be made that the poor fund has been
entirely exhausted. At the same time there are many persons in the city in distress and deserving of
attention. Application is being made daily to the police for relief, and the men are powerless to respond to
the demand. They have not sufficient of their own means from which they can draw and give to the needy.
Those willing to aid the force in distributing charity where it will do the most good now have the
opportunity. All contributions received at police headquarters will prove acceptable and be publicly
acknowledged.

That what is true of police aid (from an appropriation made by congress) is found to be true by other charitable
associations, is shown by the following from another column of the same paper:

The cold snap is very severe upon the poor, and there is much suffering throughout the city. That this is
evident a visit to the office of Mr. L. S. Emery, general secretary of the Associated charities, will soon
convince any person doubting its truth. To the Republican reporter who called upon him Mr. Emery said with
sadness: “This weather is severe upon the poor. To-day we have had the largest number call upon us for
relief that we have ever had since we organized, some seven years ago. There are about 1,000 families in the
city this winter depending upon picking up cinders for their fuel-the snow has now covered them and this
meager source of supply is cut off. We need at least $1,000 at once for the present emergency. We are so
organized that we can apply it promptly and intelligently as needed.

It is to be taken into consideration that all the churches, together with many semi-benevolent organizations, such
as the Freemasons, the Odd fellows, the United

p.7,col. 2
workmen, the Knights of Labor, and scores of others, are caring for the poor in their own ranks, and not

permitting them to become a charge upon the general public.

The roseate picture drawn by the commissioner of labor certainly seems to have an obverse side.

Sic in the original; probably ““been there, but””.
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The experiences of the past twenty-four hours has set me to wondering—which is a wonder. inasmuch® as my
organ of wonder is not large.

I wonder whether the fact that the honorable commissioner of labor belongs to the well-fed, well-conditioned
class, owning an elegant residence on the sunny side of the street and receiving a salary of $3,000 a year and
perquisites, has anything to do with his estimate of the condition of the working classes as being very tolerable,
thank you—no cause of complaint.

I wonder whether, if I were to steal ten dollars to-morrow the judge and jury would exonerate me in case [ were to
prove that I stole twenty dollars a year ago, but, owing to the competition among thieves, am compelled to satisfy
myself with smaller “profits” than formerly.

I wonder whether a verdict of “not guilty” would be rendered if I could make it appear that, notwithstanding all I
have stolen, my victims, as a rule, through hard work and close economy, are a lee-tle better off than they were a
year ago.

I wonder whether the pastor of that church would be as willing to open his pulpit to me to deliver a discourse
advocating absolute justice and equity between man and man, as he was to open it to a deliverance in support of
the present system.

I wonder—but no matter; I have already wondered at more things than I shall ever find out.

J.L. MCCREERY.

OVER PRODUCTION, OR OVER PROTECTION?

Farmer Brown has been troubled in his mind ever since Christmas. This is the way of it:

There is a spring on the Brown farm about forty rods from the barn, at an elevation of about thirty feet above the
barn yard. The water of the spring is soft, and it would be a wonderful convenience if it could be brought to both
barn and house. But unfortunately there is an intervening hill which turns the water in another direction. The
farmer studied the matter out last spring, and decided that he could solve the problem by laying a siphon of iron
piping over the intervening hill. So he went to the foundry near by, and learned that they were making just the
kind of pipe he needed, and could supply what he wanted of it for one hundred dollars.

“But we haven’t got a hundred dollars to spare,” objected Mrs. Brown.

The farmer smiled superior. “Ah!” he said, “this is just one of those cases where our protective tariff gets in its
work and furnishes us lucky farmers with a home market. You go ahead and raise a hundred turkeys and we’ll sell
’em to the hands in the foundry for a dollar apiece, and that’ll just pay for the piping. Protection forever; and down
with all tariff tinkering!”

So Mrs. Brown went into the turkey raising business on a large scale, and when Christmas drew near she was
ready with the hundred turkeys that were to pay for the piping. Then Farmer Brown went down to the foundry to
make his sales.

“Don’t you want a Christmas turkey?” he asked the first man he met.

Sic in the original; probably ““wonder, inasmuch””.
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“You bet I do!” was the answer.

“Well,” said the farmer, “I’ve got just a hundred Christmas turkeys to sell to you boys at a dollar apiece, and I'm
going to turn the money right over for some of the iron piping that you’ve been making. That’s good protection
policy I believe. Support home industries and keep our home markets to ourselves,” and the farmer rubbed his
hands and smiled pleasantly.

“That’s all very fine,” replied the workman; “but we haven’t got any dollars to pay for turkeys. What with the strike
last spring and the shut down this fall we can’t make both ends meet.”

“Why—but—ain’t the tariff made on purpose to keep your wages up?”

The workman laughed. “Look here, old man,” he said, “what the tariff’s for is to keep up the prices of coal and iron
and piping; and it does it too. But there ain’t no tariff on labor. That’s duty free and don’t get any protection. You
go and sell your turkeys to the boss.”

“But, darn it all, the boss can’t use more than one or two turkeys, and I’ve got a hundred.”

“Naturally he can’t, and he’ll beat you down on the price of those. You’ve been doin’ the over production act, old

»

man.
When Farmer Brown got home that day there was a great business depression on his face.
“What’s the matter?” queried Mrs. Brown.

“Matter!” shouted Brown. “Don’t you kill none of them turkeys—that’s what’s the matter. There’s an over
production of turkeys. And by jimini! there’s an over production of iron piping, too; for there’ll be just a hundred
dollars’ worth less of it used.”

“And I've got to keep on carrying water from that plaguey spring every wash day,” wailed Mrs. Brown.

“Yes,” said the farmer sorrowfully; “somehow the home market’s gone back on us. I expect it ain’t protected
enough.”

“It looks to me,” said Mrs. Brown, “as though it was protected just a little too much. It’s over protection and not
over production we're a-suffering from, father.”

WM. JACKSON.
Learning Wisdom by Degrees.

E. W. Pettit, chief clerk to the mayor of Cincinnati, in a recent interview with a reporter of the Cincinnati Evening
Post, remarked:

I am in favor of taxing real estate. It cannot dodge the assessor. It will be much less expensive for assessing
and collecting, and those who pay tax on real estate are, as a rule, the same that pay on personal property. It
will increeseS’® tax on real estate slightly; but the owner of real estate will get his compensation by having
his personal property exempt. This, however, cannot be done until our constitution is amended.

p.7,col. 3

Sic in the original; probably ““increase””.
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THE YEAR’S WORK IN GERMANY.

From Deutschland—Land nationalization organ of Michael Flurscheim.

The movement for the restoration of the land of their country to the German people has made satisfactory
progress this year, notwithstanding the fact that the land liga, an organization hastily formed by an enthusiast in
opposition to the wishes of various workers in the cause, has in the meanwhile fallen asleep, because unsuitable
men were placed at the head of it. Nevertheless our organ, Deutschland, has appeared and is able to show a
satisfactory growth. If, as we hope, this publication continues to prosper in the same degree, it is assured that from
the seed sown by it there will spring up in the coming year a healthy organization, which, with its strong shoulder,
will support the young plant—“Ownership reform”—that it may grow into a mighty German oak in whose shade
true German life may thrive.

We already have a greater following than Lassalle in his last years saw round him, and when we see how half-truths
such as his have already won at least one-sixth of the people to their support, what may we not expect from an
immortal truth that must ever press forward when it is once freely proclaimed.

Our strife is not a class struggle, but a struggle for the whole nation, and in all classes of society we count our
friends. Then “good luck,” and all hands to the work of the new year.

For the benefit of our readers it may be well to add that the land liga which, as Mr. Flurscheim says, has “fallen
asleep,” proposed to have the government monopolize the loaning of money on mortgage; mortgages were never
to be payable, and they conceived this scheme would lead to the gradual foreclosure and confiscation of all the
land by the state.

It was a cumbrous scheme, but the organization did much in the way of propaganda by its publication of tracts
and its newspaper, Land, which it issued for eight or ten months.

Michael Flurscheim took an independent course and finally started his monthly journal, Deutschland, which is
published at Bubenheim®®. Flurscheim’s scheme is more like that proposed by the American land reformers,
except that “compensation” is an element in his proposed change. His book, “The Peaceful Method,” receive press
notices almost as eulogistic as those accorded to the translation of “Progress and Poverty.” Deutschland can be
ordered from Mr. Flurscheim, Gaggenau, Baden, Germany, the yearly subscription to American subscribers being
ninety cents.

A Sign of Progress in Canada.

MONTREAL, Can.—The Montreal auxiliary bible society held its sixty-seventh annual meeting in the city Jan. 19.
After the annual report had been read, showing the exceedingly flourishing condition of the society, the Hon. S. H.
Blake addressed the meeting. His speech, as reported in the Montreal Witness, has about it a flavor of true anti-
poverty doctrine which makes us crusaders here in Montreal rejoice exceedingly. Speaking of the influence of the
Bible, he said:

The Bible is the most popular book in the world, circulating to the extent of four million copies a year. Two
hundred million copies have already been circulated. It has been printed in three hundred and eight
languages. As in pentecostal times, every man hears the word in his own language. God has made of one

blood all nations. There is a universal need; there is a universal cure for that need. We are getting back to

Sic in the original; probably “uncertain (address given below as Gaggenau, Baden)”.
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recognize these truths. We are coming to recognize that the Bible is what is needed to lift the world into a
higher life. We are getting back to the land laws of the Bible. “Thou shalt not hold the land in perpetuity; it
is mine, saith the Lord.” Listen to this—“And when ye reap the harvest of your land, thou shalt not wholly
reap the corners of thy field, neither shalt thou gather the gleanings of the harvest; thou shalt leave them for
the poor and the stranger.” If these precepts were acted upon, the rage for wealth, the grinding monopolies,
the iron heel of oppression which ground the unfortunate—these would no longer exist. But what are we still
doing? Do we not still glean the last straw from our fields? and do we not dismiss that servant who leaves a
little for the poor, as unprofitable? When we shall get to understand that the land is not ours, that perpetuity
of ownership is impossible, and that God himself has put in an inviolable claim, despotism, grinding
oppressions which crushed the weak and helpless—selfishness on the part of employers—all these will
disappear.

Mr. Blake’s remarks were listened to attentively, and the evident approval of his audience showed that some of
them at least had, perhaps without knowing it, been converted to the teachings of “Progress and Poverty.”

J.S.H.
Some Illustrations of Unearned Increments.

Areporter of the Real E'state Record and Guide recently interviewed Henry A. Hurlbut, one of the oldest citizens of
New York. In the course of Mr. Hurlbut’s remarks he said:

When I was a young man I kept a store on the corner of Burling Slip and Water street, which was then in the
center of the best business portion of the city. It was a four story building, 27x70, and I paid a rental of
$1,250 per annum. I lived at No. 181 (now 215) Henry street, then a fashionable quarter. It was a two-story
house with a dormer window, 25 feet wide, with a 3-foot alleyway, and for this I paid $450 rent. I recollect
well the old Rutgers mansion, resided in by Col. Rutgers, whose property ran from Cherry to Monroe, and
was mainly rented on leasehold. Henry street was mostly peopled by Quakers in those days, of whom one of
the very prominent members was John Wood, a flour merchant. Most of the brotherhood were merchants
and prosperous trades people. I recollect when the old Metropolitan bank, on the northeast corner of Pine
street and Broadway, where the Equitable building now stands, was sold for $100,000 some forty or fifty
years ago. Its size, I think, averages about 48 6x1005¢. The property was purchased by the Equitable Life in
January, 1885, for $762,500. Some thirty years ago I bought the northeast corner of Broadway and Thirty-
second street, where Rogers, Peet & Co.s uptown store now is, for $22,500; the size was 50x60, irregular.
Subsequently I secured two lots adjoining on the street, 50x100, for $2,500 per lot. Before the Central park
was laid out completely, and when its limits were placed at 106th street, I purchased twenty-four lots on the
south side of 110th street, taking in the three fronts from Fifth to Eighth avenues, for which I paid $450 per
lot. The commissioners subsequently decided to take in the four blocks north of 106th street, so as to
include the bluff, and a syndicate, who knew the inside facts, purchased my ground from me at a
comparatively small advance and then resold it to the city. The residence in which I now reside, No. 11 West
Twentieth street, is built on a twenty-five-foot lot, for which in 1848 I paid $2,500. We had no gas in those
days, and our street had a cobblestone pavement. The southwest corner, near me (No. 152 Fifth avenue), for
which the Methodist book concern a few months ago paid $225,000, was at that time ornamented with a
rickety old wooden shanty, used as a factory for dyeing mats, and the liquor from its vats used to run along
the gutters down our street. The house opposite, on the northwest corner of Fifth avenue, where Herter
Bros. now are, was not then built by its owner, Robert L. Stewart. The corner of Twenty-third street and
Fifth avenue, for which the Western Union telegraph company now pays an annual ground rent of $25,000,

Sic in the original; probably ““48.6x100” (decimal point missing?)”.

74



Vol. lll, No. 6 (Whole No. 58), February 11, 1888 Page 7 of 8

was part of the old Middleberger farm, which comprised about 120 lots fronting on Broadway, in the center

of which was Mr. Middleberger’s farm house. That was

p.7,col. 4
before Fifth avenue was cut through at that point. When the old gentleman died, and Dr. Peckham, his son-

in-law, and others came in for the estate, the lots on Fifth avenue sold at auction for $16.000s° to $17,000.
Some years later the three houses on the west side of Fifth avenue, near Gunther’s Sons, to the south,
between Twenty-second and Twenty-third streets, sold for $26,000 to $27,000 each, one being bought by a
Mr. Fischer, son-in-law of Frank Skiddy, the sugar broker, who also built the southwest corner of Thirty-
second street and Fifth avenue. Smith Clark also bought one. One of these houses was sold a few years ago
for $109.000-%°. About the year 1856 I purchased eighteen lots on Eighth avenue, 129th and 130th streets,
before St. Nicholas avenue was cut through. for $6,500%%, an average of $361 each. I sold them four years
ago for $96,000. Three lots on the south side of 129th street, between Eighth and St. Nicholas avenues,
which about that time cost me $450 each, I sold some time ago for $12,000. During all these years I got
enough rental out of the property from market gardeners and others to nearly carry the property, so that
the advance was mainly clear profit. I remember three story brick houses between Twentieth and Twenty-
third streets, on the west side, where O’Neill and the other great dry goods stores now are, selling for
$8,000. They were houses and lots, about 20x45x100 each. Two story and attic dwellings on the north side
of Thirteenth street, between Sixth and Seventh avenues, a very fashionable neighborhood, sold for $4,750
to $5,000 each some twenty-five or thirty years ago. These were 20x104, and a twenty-five foot house on
the opposite side could be bought for 7,500 to $8,000. I recollect the corporation selling lots where the
Central park now is for $100 and consequently condemning them:82 for §65 each. I was a member of the
finance committee of the Home Life insurance company thirty years ago and bought in No. 4 Wall street for
$43,000 at auction, as we would not take less than $45,000 for it. The size was about 22x48. It sold about
twenty years after for $67,500.

How Infant Coal Mines are Protected.
Philadelphia Record.

The barbarous stupidity of the coal tax imposed by the protective systems of the United States and Canada is
revealed by the facts of trade. During the last year the imports of coal by the United States amounted to a little
more than 700,000 tons. Most of this was brought in from Canada, and its cost was enhanced to consumers by a
tax of seventy-five cents a ton. In the same period the exports of coal from the United States amounted to
something more than 1,000,000 tons, a large proportion of which was shipped to Canada and subjected to a tax of
fifty cents a ton. By reason of the tax each country exported less coal than it naturally would have done, and
received less in return. The consumers of each country suffered in the diminished supply and in the enhanced cost
of this prime necessary of living and raw material of industry. Had coal been free of tax the consumers on both
sides would have been benefited in its increased supply and lessened cost. Who, then, are the gainers by this brutal
tax on coal? Surely not the consumers, multitudes of whom in all the large cities and towns of the country are
keenly suffering on account of the excessive cost of this commodity. Not the miners of Pennsylvania, for their
condition attests that they derive no benefit from this tax, which is imposed with the dishonest pretense that it is
for their protection. Since the consumers of coal and the miners who dig it have no interest in this tax, save its
repeal, will some pandit of protection explain for whose advantage it is maintained? If the sole object be to enable
the coal combinations to rob consumers on the one hand and to oppress the miners on the other, let the advocates
and apologists of this tax have the frankness and courage to avow their purpose.

Sic in the original; probably ““$16,000””.

Sic in the original; probably ““$109,000””.

Sic in the original; probably ““cut through, for $6,500””.

Sic in the original; probably ““subsequently condemning them” (possibly as said)”.

75



Vol. lll, No. 6 (Whole No. 58), February 11, 1888 Page 7 of 8

Australian Progress.
Border Watch, Australia.

Said an old and astute politician to me last night: “I’ll tell you what, old friend—and by the way I don’t know what
may be the views you take—but these young fellows about us will have some very nice problems to settle when you
and I are out of the way. ... By George! If I were only fifty years younger I would be in the thick of it! and wouldn’t
I make some of their ears tingle! ... You may say what you like, but they won’t put down Henry George with a mere
sneer. That land question will have to be settled, and it won’t be a very comfortable thing for some of them. When
in the thick of politics I hadn’t the time to think the question out; but I felt sure we were wrong somewhere. It
couldn’t be right for the state, 7. e., the people, to pour into the pockets of the quiescent land owners the increment
of value created by national expenditure. But I never saw my way to start as I see it now. And let me tell you, old
man, that question is being quietly looked at by most thoughtful men I know.”

Now I give you this little resume of a long conversation with a man who is no fool, and has never been counted
one—simply as a specimen of the local tendency of thought.

Why, Certainly—And They’ll Find Landlords, Too.
New York Press.

Emigrants who may be induced by the news of fatal blizzards to reconsider their determination to go to the
northwest will find thousands of acres of wild land right here in New Jersey, within a hundred miles of New York.

NEW PUBLICATIONS.

[Advertisement] The Railway News

ANNUAL SUBSCRIPTION $2. (printed vertically at left of the cut)

76



Vol. lll, No. 6 (Whole No. 58), February 11, 1888 Page 7 of 8

-&--

vmmmmwem :

* ‘:"—'3;'@&,:9

Oﬂ.-.




Vol. lll, No. 6 (Whole No. 58), February 11, 1888 Page 7 of 8

p7_figl

[llustration: engraved cover of the Railway News — ornamental title lettering over a landscape with trees and a station
building, a banner, ribbon lettering, and a globe at lower right. Legible lettering: “THE [?] RAILWAY NEWS” (ornamental,
partly illegible); “DEVOTED TO [?]”; “RAILWAY INTELLIGENCE”; on the ribbons: “CONSTRUCTION. OPERATION.
MANAGEMENT. [illegible] EXTENSIONS [?] EARNINGS [?] PROJECTS. APPOINTMENTS [?] PERSONAL [illegible]
ELECTIONS.”; at foot: “PUBLISHED BY [illegible] RAILWAY NEWS PRINTING & PUBLISHING CO. [?]”]

ANNUAL SUBSCRIPTION $2. (printed vertically at right of the cut)

The RAILWAY NEWS is a monthly journal which discusses all the railway problems and specially undertakes the
protection of all railway employes.

Mechanical and technical articles by leading experts.

This journal notes all industrial advance and is in sympathy with its progress. Offices, 40 Broadway, New York.

[Advertisement] Machine Politics and Money in Elections in New York City
MACHINE POLITICS
AND
MONEY IN ELECTIONS IN NEW YORK CITY,
by
WILLIAM M. IVINS.

As there is much demand for information about the Australian system, City Chamberlain William M. Ivins has
placed at the disposal of the readers of “The Standard” a number of copies of his pamphlet entitled “Machine
Politics, and Money in Elections in New York City,” in which a full account is given of the Australian system of
voting, and the gross evils in our politics which it would remedy are vividly portrayed.

Those who desire a copy of this pamphlet can procure it by forwarding a two-cent stamp, for postage, to “The
Standard” office.

Blank petitions to the New York legislature in favor of the Australian system of voting can also be obtained by
application to this office.

Address THE STANDARD,

25 Ann street, New York.
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[Advertisement] $5.00 Labor Library

$5.00 LABOR LIBRARY.—30 STANDARD works by 24 authors—Marx, Darwin, Spencer, Huxley, Krupotkin®©,
Rechus®, Hyndman, Gronlund, Bebel, Annie Besant, Lassalle, Bradlaugh, George. Speeches of anarchists and
trial, etc., bound in 3 vols.; cloth, $5; postpaid, $5.50. Complete list mailed free.

MODERN PRESS,

250 1-20 [?] Bowery®®®, New York.

[Advertisement] The Single Tax
THE SINGLE TAX.

Special editions of ready-printed newspapers containing current Single Tax reading matter. All sizes; low prices.
UNION PRINTING CO., 15 Vandewater street, New York.

p.7,col. 5

[Advertisement] HENRY GEORGE’S WORKS.
PROGRESS AND POVERTY,

An Inquiry Into the Cause of Industrial Depression and of Increase of Want With Increase of Wealth—The
Remedy.

BY HENRY GEORGE.

[2507] pages.

CONTENTS:
Introductory.—THE PROBLEM.
Book .-WAGES AND CAPITAL.

Chap. 1. The current doctrine—its insufficiency. 2. The meaning of the terms. 3. Wages not drawn from capital, but
produced by the labor. 4. The maintenance of laborers not drawn from capital. 5. The real functions of capital.

Book II._POPULATION AND SUBSISTENCE.

Chap. 1. The Malthusian theory—its genesis and support. 2. Inferences from fact. 3. Inferences from analogy. 4.
Disproof of the Malthusian theory.

Book III.-THE LAWS OF DISTRIBUTION.
Chap. 1. The inquiry narrowed to the laws of distribution—necessary relation of these laws. 2. Rent and the law of

rent. 3. Interest and the cause of interest. 4. Of spurious capital and of profits often mistaken for interest. 5. The

Sic in the original; probably ““Kropotkin””.
Sic in the original; probably ““Reclus””.
Sic in the original; probably “uncertain (perhaps”250 1-2 Bowery”, i.e. 250%)”.
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law of interest. 6. Wages and the law of wages. 7. Correlation and co-ordination of these laws. 8. The statics of the
problem thus explained.

Book IV._EFFECT OF MATERIAL PROGRESS UPON THE DISTRIBUTION OF WEALTH.

Chap. 1. The dynamics of the problem yet to seek. 2. Effect of increase of population upon the distribution of
wealth. 3. Effect of improvements in the arts upon the distribution of wealth. 4. Effect of the expectation raised by
material progress.

Book V.-.THE PROBLEM SOLVED.

Chap. 1. The primary cause of recurring paroxysms of industrial depression. 2. The persistence of poverty amid
advancing wealth.

Book VI.—.THE REMEDY.
Chap. 1. Insufficiency of remedies currently advocated. 2. The true remedy.
Book VII.-JUSTICE OF THE REMEDY.

Chap. 1. Injustice of private property in land. 2. Enslavement of laborers the ultimate result of private property in
land. 3. Claim of land owners to compensation. 4. Property in land historically considered. 5. Property in land in
the United States.

Book VIII.—APPLICATION OF THE REMEDY.

Chap. 1. Private property in land inconsistent with the best use of land. 2. How equal rights to the land may be
asserted and secured. 3. The proposition tried by the canons of taxation. 4. Indorsements and objections.

Book IX.-.EFFECTS OF THE REMEDY.

Chap. 1. Of the effect upon the production of wealth. 2. Of the effect upon distribution and thence upon
production. 3. Of the effect upon individuals and classes. 4. Of the changes that would be wrought in social
organization and social life.

Book X.-THE LAW OF HUMAN PROGRESS.

Chap. 1. The current theory of human progress—its insufficiency. 2. Differences in civilization—to what due. 3. The
law of human progress. 4. How modern civilization may decline. 5. The central truth.

Conclusion.—.THE PROBLEM OF INDIVIDUAL LIFE.

The new Land and labor library paper edition of “Progress and Poverty” is now ready, price thirty-five cents. This
is printed on better paper, in larger type, is better bound and a considerably larger book than the previous twenty
cent edition.

SOCIAL PROBLEMS.
BY HENRY GEORGE.

342 pages.
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CONTENTS:

1. The increasing importance of social questions.
2. Political dangers.
3. Coming increase of social pressure.
4. Two opposing tendencies.
5. The march of concentration.
6. The wrong in existing social conditions.
7.1s it the best of all possible worlds?
8. That we all might be rich.
9. First principles.

10. The rights of man.

11. Dumping garbage.

12. Over-production.

13. Unemployed labor.

14. The effects of machinery.

15. Slavery and slavery.

16. Public debts and indirect taxation.

17. The functions of government.

18. What we must do.

19. The great reform.

20. The American farmer.

21. City and country.

22. Conclusion.

PROTECTION OR FREE TRADE?
An Examination of the Tariff Question with Especial Regard to the Interests of Labor.
BY HENRY GEORGE.
CONTENTS:

L. Introductory. II. Clearing ground. III. Of method. IV. Protection as a universal need. V. The protective unit. VL.
Trade. VIIL. Production and producers. VIII. Tariffs for revenue. IX. Tariffs for protection. X. The encouragement of
industry. XI. The home market and home trade. XII. Exports and imports. XIII. Confusions arising from the use of
money. XIV. Do high wages necessitate protection®® XV. Of advantages and disadvantages as reasons for
protection. XVI. The Development of manufactures. XVII. Protection and producers. XVIII. Effect of protection
on American industry. XIX. Protection and wages. XX. The abolition of protection. XXI. Inadequacy of the free
trade argument. XXII. The Real Weakness of Free Trade. XXIII. The Real Strength of Protection. XXIV. The
Paradox. XXV. The Robber that Takes All that is Left. XXVI. True Free Trade. XXVII. The Lion in the Way. XXVIII.
Free Trade and Socialism. XXIX. Practical Politics. XXX. Conclusion.

THE LAND QUESTION.
What It Involves, and How Alone It Can Be Settled.

BY HENRY GEORGE.

Sic in the original; probably ““...protection?””.
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87 pages.
PROPERTY IN LAND.
A Passage-at-Arms Between the Duke of Argyll and Henry George.
77 pages.
FORTSCHRITT AND ARMUTH.

& (Progress and Poverty in German.)
TRANSLATION OF C. D. F. GUTSCHOW.
430 pages.
PRICE LIST.

Progress and Poverty, paper ......... $ 35”7 cloth........... 1 00 ”” half calf or half morocco .... 2 50 Social Problems,
Paper ... [307] ”” cloth .......... 1 00 ”” half calf or half morocco .......... 2 50 Protection or Free Trades? paper .........
35”7 cloth........ 1 50 ”” half calf or half morocco 3 00 Property in Land, paper .......... 15 The Land Question,
Paper ... 10 Progress and Poverty, German, paper .......... 35

For sale by all booksellers, or sent postpaid on receipt of price. Foreign editions of these books imported on order.

HENRY GEORGE 25 Ann street, New York.

p. 7, col. 6

[Advertisement] NEW PUBLICATIONS.
THE LAND AND LABOR LIBRARY.—

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

The following have already appeared:

No. 1. “First Principles.” By Henry George. 4 pages. No. 2. “Land and Taxation.” A conversation between David
Dudley Field and Henry George. 4 pages. No. 3. “The Right to the Use of the Earth.” By Herbert Spencer. 4 pages.
No. 4. “A Christian Minister on the Remedy for Poverty.” A sermon by the Rev. Hugh O. Pentecost of Newark, N. J.
2 pages. No. 5. “A Sum in Proportion.” By T. L. McCready. [2?] pages. No. 6. “The Settler’s Nightmare.” By Louis F.
Post. 4 pages. No. 7. “New York’s Docks. The True Mode of Raising Revenue.” By. J. W. Sullivan®®. 4 pages. No. 8.
“Unemployed Labor.” By Henry George. 4 pages. No. 9. “Voices for Reform.” 2 pages. No. 10. “A Mysterious
Disappearance.” By Lewis Freeland. 6 pages. No. 11. “How to Increase Profits.” By A. J. Steers. 2 pages. No. 12. “The

Sic in the original; probably ““"Protection or Free Trade?"””.
Sic in the original; probably ““By J. W. Sullivan™”.
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American Farmer.” By Henry George. 4 pages. No. 13. “Sailors’ Snug Harbor and the Randall Farm.” By W. T.
Croasdale. 12 pages. No. 14. “The Collegiate Church and the Shoemaker’s Field.” By W. T. Croasdale. 12 pages.

No. 15. “Only a Dream.” By Abner C. Thomas. 4 pages. No. 16. “The Anti-Poverty Society.” Dr. McGlynn’s address
at the first meeting. 8 pages. No. 17. “The Cross of the New Crusade.” A poem. By David Rorty. 2 pages. No. 18. “It
is the Law of Christ” By Rev. S. H. Spencer of Henry, Ill. 4 pages. No. 19. “My Landlord. By John Jones®. 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. 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. No. 30. “The Case Plainly Stated.” A speech by H. F. Ring
before the Knights of Labor at Houston, Texas. 8 pages. No. 31. “Questions and Answers.” Questions by

Rev. Howard Henderson of the Sixty-first street M. E. church of New York; with answers by Henry George. 2
pages. No. 32. “Objections to the Land Tax.” By Thomas G. Shearman. 4 pages. No. 33. “Socialism—Its Truth and Its
Error” Henry George. 4 pages. No. 34. “Horse Sense.” W. C. Woods. 2 pages. No. 35. The Syracuse Platform. 2
pages. No. 36. “Citycus and Rusticus.” Tudor S. Jenks. 4 pages. No. 37. “Taxing Land Values.” Henry George. 8 pp.
No. 38. “God Wills It.” Henry George. 4 pages. No. 39. “What We Want.” Everett Glackin, president Typographical
Union No. 6. 2 pages. No. 40. “Protection or Free Trade.” Henry George. Price, 35 cents. No. 41. The Syracuse
Platform. (German.) 2 pages. No. 42. “First Principles.” (German.) Henry George 4 pages. No. 43. “Socialism—Its
Truth and Its Error. (German''°.) Henry George. 4 pages. No. 44”How John’s Father Saw the Light” W. C. Woods,
M. D. 2 pages. 45. Platform of the United Labor Party-’%. 2 pages. No. 46. “Taxing Land Values.” (German.) Henry
George. 8 pages. No. 47. “It is the Law of Christ.” (German.) Rev. S. H. Spencer. 4 pages. No. 48. “The Case Plainly
Stated.” (German). H. F. Ring. 3 pages. No. 49. “The Distribution of Wealth.” Thomas G. Shearman. 16 pages.

No. 50. “Progress and Poverty.” (German.) Henry George. No. 51. “Ten Thoughts for Christian Thinkers.” Rev. John
W. Kramer. 4 pages. No. 52. “The Case Plainly Stated.” (Swedish). H. F. Ring. 8 pages. No. 53. “Sailors’ Snug
Harbor.” (German.) Wm. T. Croasdale. 12 pages. No. 54. “What the United Labor Party Want.” Henry George. 2
pages. No. 55. “Stories for Farmers.” 4 pages. No. 56. “Electoral Reform.” A. T. Rice. 4 pages. No. 57. “Protection as a
Universal Need.” Henry George. 4 pages. No. 58. “To a College Professor.” Bartholomew Appleby. 4 pages. No. 59.
“Before a Royal Commission.” W. A. Douglass. 4 pages. No. 60. “The Tariff Question.” Henry George. [4?] pages.
No. 61, “A Practical [llustration.” Hugh B. Brown. 2 pages. No. 62. “Progress and Poverty.” Henry George. Price, 35
cents. No. 63, “American Protection and British Free Trade.” Henry George. 4 pages. No. 64. “Hints as to What You
Can Do.” Henry George. 4 pages. No. 65. “To a Bookkeeper.” Rartholomew Appleby 2. 2 pages. No. 66. “A Lawyer’s
Reply to Criticisms.” Samuel B. Clarke. 16 pages.

GERMAN TRACTS.

No. 41. The Syracuse Platform. 2 pages. No. 42. “First Principles.” Henry George. 4 pages. No. 43. “Socialism—Its
Truth and Its Error” Henry George. 4 pages. No. 46. “Taxing Land Values.” Henry George. [8?] pages. No. 47. “It is
the Law of Christ.” Rev. S. H. Spencer of Henry, Ill. 4 pages. No. 48. “The Case Plainly Stated.” H. F. Ring. [87]
pages. No. 50. “Progress and Poverty.” Henry George. No. 52. “The Case Plainly Stated.” (Swedish.) H. F. Ring. 8
pages. No. 53. “Sailors’ Snug Harbor.” Wm. T. Croasdale. 12 pages.

Sic in the original; probably ““"My Landlord." By John Jones.””.
Sic in the original; probably “closing quotation mark after”Error.””.
Sic in the original; probably ““No. 45. ...””.

Sic in the original; probably ““Bartholomew Appleby””.
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SWEDISH.
No. 52. “The Case Plainly Stated.” H. F. Ring. [87] pages.

Prices, free by mail: 2-page tracts—50 copies, 10 cents; 100 copies, 15 cents; 1,000 copies, $1; 5.000 copies,
$4.255°. Four-page tracts—25 copies, 10 cents; 100 copies, 25 cents; 1,000 copies, $2; 5,000 copies, $8.50. Six-
page tracts—25 copies, 15 cents; 100 copies, 37 cents; 1,000 copies, $3; 5,000 copies, $12.75. Eight-page tracts—
25 copies, 20 cents; 100 copies 50 cents; 1,000 copies, $4; 5,000 copies, $17. Twelve-page tract —25 copies, 30
cents; 100 copies, 75 cents; 1,000 copies, $6; 5,000 copies, $22.50. Sixteen-page tracts—25 copies, 40 cents; 100
copies, $1; 1,000 copies, $8; 5,000 copies, $34.

Other numbers in preparation.
Address HENRY GEORGE,

25 Ann st., New York City.

[Advertisement] HEAVEN AND HELL,

From things heard and seen by Emanuel Swedenborg. Cheap edition, paper, fifteen cents, postpaid. This work
unfolds the laws of the spiritual world and describes the condition of both good and evil men after death. It treats,
among other things, of the sun of heaven and the light and heat thence proceeding, of the garments and
habitations of the angels, their government, worship, occupations, conjugal relations, etc., of the state of the
heathen and young children, of the rich and poor, and of the wise and simple in heaven.

Intercourse Between the Soul and the Body, paper, five cents; and all other writing of Swedenborg®® and of New
Church authors. Catalogue free. Address New Church Board of Publication, Room 20, Cooper Union, New York.

J. C.JACKSON, Business Manager.

[Advertisement] ANTI-POVERTY DOCTRINES IN A NUTSHELL.

Thirty pamphlets on various phases of the social problem. The question of the hour. All should understand it. Will
be sent post paid on receipt of fifteen cents in stamps, or will be sent free to any one sending twenty-five cents for
six months’ subscription to the 7ax Reformer, a sixteen page journal. Address, ANTI-POVERTY PRESS, 184
William st., New York.

[Advertisement] 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.

Sic in the original; probably ““5,000 copies””.
Sic in the original; probably ““all other writings””.
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For one dollar the Democrat is supplied for 13 months to any address in the United States or Canada.

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

[Advertisement] Cabinet Photos

DR. M’'GLYNN, HENRY GEORGE, POWDERLY and Pentecost. Cabinet Photos, 25 cents. McGILL, 304 Henry
street, New York city.
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8 THE STANDARD, SATURDAY, FEBRUARY 11, 1888.

p.8,col. 1

PUBLISHER’S NOTES.

It is nothing new for us to receive such letters as the one quoted below. They come but too often. But each one tells
a lesson that is never old or stale, and never will be, till the oppression that forces men to write such letters shall be
swept away for ever:

——, ——.—Please do not allow my name to appear in THE STANDARD again. I am in the iron industry—am
one of the protected ones; but the protective tariff would not prevent my employer from dispensing with
my services should he chance to see my name in your paper. I am a real free trader, but I need your
protection in this matter.

So must it be as long as men continue to submit cheerfully to the denial of their natural rights, and accept in place
of the freedom stolen from them the charitable “protection” of a privileged class. The man who writes this letter
has been robbed of his God given right to labor for his own support. He must suffer want in idleness, with plenty
all around him, and nature’s raw material abounding on every hand, unless some fellow man permits him to exert
his muscles and intelligence in production. And so an employer takes him by the hand and tells him to be good
and not run after any naughty anti-poverty or free-trade heresies, and work shall be given him, for a time, at all
events.

It’s a good thing to be an American citizen, but it makes a man blush sometimes.

This comes from a correspondent in Indiana with an order for three copies of “Protection or Free Trade?” and a
supply of tracts:

I had begun to despair of ever solving the “labor problem” until I read Mr. George’s works. The force of his
arguments, the conclusions arrived at and the remedy proposed, seemed to me so in accordance with that
spirit of justice and love taught by Jesus Christ that I cannot see how any one calling himself a Christian can
offer any opposition to them. You must not measure the success of the movement here by the little I have
accomplished. I have been, and am, at every opportunity sowing the good seed which, if not bringing forth
fruit at once, may yet, like the bread cast upon the waters, reappear after many days. Having some business
with the mayor of this city this evening, I gave him some of the tracts. He told me he had “Progress and
Poverty” and “Social Problems,” and asked me if I thought there would be any possibility of getting

Mr. George to lecture here.

Good friend, we don’t measure the success of the movement by what you have accomplished. But the reason is,
not that it wouldn’t be perfectly just and proper so to measure it. but that neither you nor we can judge how much
you have done. Work such as yours is not only the proper measure of our movement, but it is the movement itself;
it is the steady pressing forward of the ranks of the new crusade; it is the mode by which our final triumph will be
won.
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Don’t be discouraged if you don’t see any immediate effect of your work. It takes time for seed to germinate; and
often the sturdiest plants grow from the slowest sprouting seed. And while you are worrying over the fruitlessness
of your efforts, and wishing you could somehow do more efficient work, the thoughts you have dropped into your
neighbors’ minds are striking root silently, but surely. Keep on with your seed sowing, friends. Talk, agitate, use
THE STANDARD and tracts, and leave results to take care of themselves. And be sure of two things: first, that our
best allies are those who openly oppose us and in attempting to disprove our doctrine make pro-poverty
ridiculous; and next, that when once a man has really commenced to think in our direction no power on earth save
death or loss of reason can stop his thinking. Whenever we move at all we must move forward. We can’t go
backward if we would.

The secretary of land and labor club No. 3 of Chicago writes:

I have been making a canvass and inclose a list of six subscribers and shall keep on at the work. [ have sold
quite a good many of your books, but THE STANDARD is the paper that does the mission work.

FINDLAY, Ohio.—Inclosed find my renewal for THE STANDARD. I am spreading the light wherever I go
with what success I may. I find business men, as a rule, the most conservative and hard to get at. Farmers are
always willing to listen, and they are as quick as any other class to see the advantage of the single tax. The
movement is growing, silently, but fearfully strong; and some day in the near future the pro-poverty press
will awaken to a new world.

HENRY RAWIE.

DETROIT, Mich.—I can’t renew my subscription for some time. I am enjoying a vigorous blacklist for my
agitation, and as one consequence am compelled to work in the shipyard to live, and two firms forbid my
employer to put me at work on their boats. I now buy THE STANDARD of W. P. Cogan, Grand River avenue,
because I cannot spare as much as $1.25 at one time. Whoever opposes the powers that be must bear
ofttimes the heavy burden put upon him by the oppressor. [ am eating my portion of leeks just now.

POUGHKEEPSIE, N. Y.—Inclosed find $2.50 for my subscription to THE STANDARD for one year. There is
no paper that I read more carefully or with more satisfaction. Candor to opponents is an admirable feature
of it, coupled with the most positive expression of its own views. No one can read it without being
impressed with the ability with which it is edited and with a constantly growing confidence that the cause
which it advocates will ultimately triumph.

MANISTEE, Mich.—For inclosed remittance please send a copy of THE STANDARD to the Women’s
temperance association of this city and twenty-five copies each of the following land and labor tracts....

Yes, we are “gaining ground.” In our K. of L. assembly we are at present discussing the single tax, having a
committee who bring in objections, which the rest of us answer. A short time ago we took a vote and found
all in favor of it but one, and he excused himself on the ground of not understanding it.

WILLIAM R. HALL.

NEW YORK CITY.—Inclosed is check for $5, for which send THE STANDARD to the names inclosed. I have
written to others, but have not heard from them yet; but will send on a convert whenever I can. The
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principles which THE STANDARD advocates are gaining slowly but surely every day. It is the pioneer of the
nineteenth century.

ANNE MAGUIRE.

Inclosed find $1.25 to renew my subscription for six months. I could no more do without THE STANDARD
to read than I could do without salt to my food.

L. F. KELLER.

———, ———.—My failure to renew my subscription has not been due to negligence nor inattention, but to
“stringency of the money market.”

However, I can’t do without THE STANDARD, and inclose [$27?] for a six months’ subscription and the
items noted on inclosed blank.

MILWAUKEE, Wis.—I send you herewith a clipping from the Milwaukee Labor Review which I addressed to
that paper about the

p.8,col. 2
>land booming business. I send it to you simply to show you that you have hosts of followers and believers

scattered around who are doing quiet work for the cause all the time. For myself I am like the fellow in the comic
song, “No matter whether I sit or stand I really can’t keep still,” when I see an opening into which I can throw a
broadside of single tax doctrine. In season and out of season I am after some devoted fellow, and all this in spite of
myself. Time and again I have resolved to keep “mum” in order to avoid getting myself disliked and being
considered a “bore” and a “crank,” but I never can do it. > > Let an opportunity present itself and I am at it again.
And there seems no end to the opportunities. I never can hold my tongue in a Turkish bath. There’s always an
audience of half a dozen fellows, and you are sure of them for at least three quarters of an hour. They can’t escape
you. Then there are the street cars, the hotel lobbies, and even the churches. Let the preacher betray an ignorance
of, or a prejudice against, our principles and it’s the easiest thing in the world to drop him a friendly letter,
inclosing a trenchant pamphlet on the very question that seemed to puzzle him, early on Monday morning. Why,
there’s opportunities enough. I preach our doctrine to my sweetheart, and her father and her brothers and “her
sisters and her cousins and her aunts.” I keep right ahead and try to be good natured about it. I never get angry. I
leave that to the other fellow. I find it quite easy to brush aside the sophistries of the pro-poverty people. It
becomes easier day by day to promulgate and defend our principles. The more they are discussed the simpler and
more beautiful they appear. I also find it a good plan to buy a dozen STANDARDS each week and give them away
to any one who will promise to read them. I have done this ever since the paper first appeared. And I intend to
keep on, and on, until the truth, like a “sea of glory” shall “spread from pole to pole.” > > PETER MCGILL.

ELIZABETH, N. J.—Inclosed find postal notes for $9.85, for which please forward STANDARDS as per
accompanying list. The good cause is strong in this city, and is continually gaining ground. Every week we
have additions to our club. At present we have sixty-one members, all thoroughly orthodox on the land tax
issue.

M. H. DAVISON,

Sec. Jeffersonian L. and L. Club No. 3.
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MINNEAPOLIS, Minn.—I circulate THE STANDARD and tracts constantly and have some prospective
subscribers. The agitation goes on here continually. We have some men who never get tired. The
Scandinavians discuss the land question every week at one of their churches. Something will come of this in
Minnesota. I inclose $3 for STANDARDS and tracts as per list herewith.

J.B—.

Keep up the work. Keep the circle of THE STANDARD’S influence ever widening. Persuade your neighbors to
subscribe. Urge your newsdealers to increase his saless°. Keep the recruit subscriptions flying. Do all this, not
because you like THE STANDARD and want it to succeed, but because you love the cause THE STANDARD
advocates, and want it to gain ground.

This is what THE STANDARD costs its subscribers:

One subscription, one year, . ... $2 50 One subscription, six months, ... 1 25 One subscription, three months, ...
65 Three or more subscriptions: One year, each, ........... $2 00 Six months, each, .......... 1 00 Three months,
each,........ 50

After the first club of three has been sent, subsequent subscriptions may be forwarded at the same reduced rates.
Recruit subscriptions, for four weeks, will be received, singly or in clubs to different addresses at fifteen cents each.

> ———, ———.—A number of us are determined to form an anti-poverty society at as early a date as practicable, and
after that I hope to do something in the way of securing subscribers for THE STANDARD. And until then I shall
continue sending you at least twelve recruit subscriptions per month. Inclosed find list and money to pay for
same. > > WM. GEDDES, M. D.

You couldn’t do a better or a wiser thing, except to form your anti-poverty society now, at once, without waiting
for the early practicable date. Get your friends together—no matter if there are only two or three of you all told—
adopt a simple constitution or declaration of principles, choose a president, secretary and treasurer, and there’s
your anti-poverty society full formed and ready for business.

And when your society is formed see to it that it doesn’t remain idle. Remember that it is intended for a tool and
not a toy. Make use of it. Get it to work, Bring its members together®, let them tell each other what they are doing
individually, and settle what they can best do in concert. A society of only three members can do just as efficient
work in a small neighborhood as a much larger body. The main thing is that it should work systematically and
persistently in one direction, and not waste its force by random efforts. The letters in THE STANDARD may
suggest some mode of operations; correspondence with other societies will tell you what they are doing and what
methods they find most successful, and your own knowledge of your neighborhood will enable you to judge what
can be done with best promise of success.

Form your anti-poverty societies, friends, wherever two or three of you can be brought together. And when you
have have formed them use them.

The contributions to the recruiting fund for the past week have been:

Georgean, New York city.......... 15 E. Wahl, Milwaukee.......... 1 35 A Friend, Boston, Mass.......... 90 James Middleton,
New Orleans, La.......... 50 G. A. Hollis, City.......... 50J.J. H.......... 45 W. H. Wilcox, Waltham, Mass.......... 85 Miss M. A.

Sic in the original; probably ““newsdealer” (number disagreement)”.
Sic in the original; probably ““Get it to work. Bring””.
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C., Birmingham, Conn.......... 2 90 Total for the week.......... $7 60 Previously acknowledged.......... $2,059 16 Total to
date.......... $2,066 76

Dr. Paley’s Foolish Pigeons.
San Francisco Star.

If you should see a flock of pigeons in a field of corn, and if (instead of picking where and what it wanted, and no
more) you should see ninety-nine of them gathering all they got into a heap, reserving nothing for themselves but
the chaff and the refuse, keeping this heap for one, and that the weakest, perhaps worst pigeon of the flock, sitting
round, and looking on all the winter while this one was devouring, throwing about and wasting it; and if a pigeon
more hardy and hungry than the rest, touched a grain of the hoard, all the others instantly flying upon it and
tearing it to pieces; if you should see this, you would see nothing more than what is every day practiced and
established among men.

Those memorable words were written about a century ago by Dr. Paley, a liberal and far seeing churchman, whose
enlightened views were unpalatable to the aristocracy because they were calculated to render the working classes
discontented with the position in which divine providence was supposed to have placed them. His radical
sentiments cost him a bishopric.

p.8,col. 3

THE IOWA STATE CONVENTION.

The United Labor Party of Linn County, lowa, Issue a Call for a State Convention to be Held at Cedar
Rapids, March 1, 1888.

The following call has been issued by the central committee of the united labor party of Linn county, Iowa:

At the delegate convention of the united labor party of Linn county, held in Cedar Rapids, Ia., January 27, 1888, it
was unanimously voted to instruct the county central committee to issue a call for a state conference of all friends
and sympathizers with the principles of the united labor party in Iowa, to meet at Craft’s hall, corner First avenue
and Second street, Cedar Rapids, at 10 o’clock a. m., Thursday, March 1, 1888. Now is the time to spread our grand
principles, and the committee most earnestly hope that every true friend of the movement for the restoration of
the people’s rights in the land, will make a strong effort to be present.

In Linn county the united labor party has been organized for over a year, and at a large and enthusiastic county
convention held September 12, 1887, the Syracuse (N.Y.) platform was adopted and an energetic and successful
campaign carried on throughout the county. The encouraging success our efforts have met with here, and the
many expressions of sympathy with our principles coming from friends in other parts of the state warrants us in
believing that the time is rapidly approaching when the people of lowa will be ready to throw off the yoke of
monopoly in all its forms, and especially to overthrow “land monopoly, which is the parent of all other
monopolies,” and “which compels men to pay their fellow creatures for the use of God’s gifts to all, and permits
monopolizers to deprive labor of the natural opportunities for employment, thus filling the land with tramps and
paupers and bringing about an unnatural competition which tends to reduce wages to starvation rates and to
make the wealth producer the industrial slave of those who grow rich by his toil”

Therefore, we call upon all who believe in man’s inalienable right to the use of the earth, and to the enjoyment of
the just fruits of his labor; all who favor freedom of trade and the abolition of the farce called protection; all who
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would stop the plundering of lowa’s farmers and laboring men by the gigantic money, coal, iron, oil, insurance,
railroad and other monopolistic corporations, trusts, etc., to join with us in an earnest, organized effort to abolish
the unjust laws that have created and fostered these robbers of the people.

The committee would urge all friends of the cause in Iowa to bestir themselves at once and make a strong effort to
bring out a good attendance from all parts of the state at Cedar Rapids on March 1. A national conference will
soon be called; the other western states are rapidly organizing, and Iowa should be prepared to take part and aid in
the work of the national campaign.

Address all correspondence to L. G. Booth, box 80, Cedar Rapids, Iowa. Circulars, tracts, land and labor
documents, etc., furnished on application to the committee.

By order of the county central committee, united labor party, Linn county, lowa.

L. G. BOOTH, Chairman.

Must He Become a Monopolist in Spite of Himself?

TONAWANDA, N. Y.—Being interested in the manufacture of vinegar I am called upon to become a member of
the United States vinegar company, who are forming a trust to monopolize the production and price. Now as [ am
strongly opposed to monopoly, will some one with more brains than I possess tell me how I am to continue to
make vinegar under the following conditions and not become a monopolist?

First—The trust already controls ninety per cent of the manufacturers of the United States, leaving ten concerns
with their combined capital against one.

Second—This combination agree to take all the production of their subscribers at a good price and sell again at an
advance of half a cent, thus creating a large fund to undersell or drive out those not in the combination.

Third—To keep out means this and nothing less: A small concern with limited capital to fight a strong and
powerful organization and in the end be crushed out of business.

Now, will some one tell me how I am to protect my interest and not become a monopolist? There is a remedy for
monopoly; and remember a monopolist is not necessarily an enemy to justice. As to me, it is clear that our
government, which is the people, protects certain industries, or in other words natural resources, thereby creating
monopolies, which necessitates unprotected industries to protect themselves by organization or be ground down.

L. D. HOMES.

Anti-Poverty in Toronto.

TORONTO, Canada.—At the last meeting of the Toronto anti-poverty society Mr. W. A. Douglass occupied the
chair. The various committees reported progress in pushing the doctrines of this society, and attention was called
to the very general dissatisfaction of the public with the inequitable character of our present system of taxation.
An instance was given of a firm in a state of bankruptcy assessed on personalty to the sum of $15,000, while a
prominent wholesale merchant was assessed at only $400. It was also pointed out that the executive officers of a
joint stock company are taxed on the full amount of their salaries, while if these officers were to dissolve the
company and call themselves a firm they would not be taxed on their incomes at all. The secretary reported that
he had received a supply of tracts, and that any one addressing S. T. Wood, 85 Shuter street, can obtain copies. An

91



Vol. lll, No. 6 (Whole No. 58), February 11, 1888 Page 8 of 8

interesting discussion followed on the subject of allowing each municipality to choose its own basis of taxation
either by vote of the municipal council or by a popular vote. A deputation was appointed to address a meeting of
the journeymen shoemakers in room 2, Richmond hall, on Monday evening, February 23s¢.

Light Breaking in the Schuylkill Valley.

WEST CONSHOHOCKEN.-The miners here in the Schuylkill valley are beginning to talk about the anti-poverty
doctrines, and I believe that so soon as the light begins to break in on their understandings there will be a general
stampede to the party that has an issue.

Four years ago [ was in the republican ranks, but having the desire to vote intelligently then, as I do now, I watched
the antics of the leaders and soon found out that they were playing a game of deception. I then cast my lot with
the prohibitionists; and my sympathies are still with them, but realizing as I do the magnitude of the reform
which the anti-poverty doctrine will introduce, I can no longer vote (if opportunity be given) any other ticket than
that supporting anti-poverty doctrine.

GEO. BUTTERWORTH.

And It’s Well Worth Passing Round.

PARKERSBURG, W. Va.-That article from the Harvard Law Library is immense. We are busy passing it around
among a class who sneer at the sentimental side of the land question.

W.J. BOREMAN.

p.8,col. 4

ANTI-POVERTY IN PHILADELPHIA.

Mr. Erickson of Minneapolis Defines and Illustrates the Evil and Points the Remedy—A Doctrine “in Bad
Repute”Mr. Donovan of New York Talks About the Campaign.

PHILADELPHIA, Pa.—A. H. Stephenson presided at the meeting of the Philadelphia anti-poverty society last
Sunday evening, and in a few well chosen remarks introduced Mr. Erickson of Minneapolis as the first speaker.

Mr. Erickson’s opening sentences contained an allusion to his own state of Minnesota. He said people here
thought land was plenty out with them, and they were right; land was plenty there, but, although there were
millions of acres lying unused, if any one should think of taking some of it to use, he would find that he would
have to mortgage his labor for years, practically for life, before he would be allowed to set his foot on it. When I
look around me and see on the one hand the inexhaustible riches, the lavish bounty that the great creator has
prepared for his children, and, on the other hand, how thousands, yes millions, of little children, old men and
women, and even strong men in the prime of life, are starving, stinted and stunted, physically and morally, in
order that a few may live in luxurious idleness, I feel like wringing my hands in indignation and sorrow. To be
silent in the face of such facts is to be a coward.

The speaker likened our social system to a hunter pursuing the hare with hounds. The hounds catch the hare and
the hunter takes it and gives the hounds the head and the legs. Our laboring people are the hounds and the
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landlord is the hunter. And if any of the poor hounds become weak and famished because the legs and head are
not sufficient to keep them strong, the hunter may pity them and give them the tail also. That is what I call charity.
Charity is giving the hounds the tail of the hare. And when some hunters find out that other hunters are giving
the hounds the tail they will take advantage of that and give the hounds less head and legs. That is the way charity
works with us. By reducing the struggle for existence you stimulate competition and consequently lower wages all
around.

Then turning to the remedy for this state of things, Mr. Erickson defined the object of the anti-poverty society.
What taxing land values means, said he, is this: Land in the heart of your city is far more valuable than land on the
outskirts, not because the holders have worked so much harder on it, but because something like a million people
have settled around it. To tax land values is merely to take for the common use the value thus created by the
common effort, the common presence and the common need. We propose to do away with fines for improving and
beautifying and increasing the conveniences of your city. If a man comes into town with a wagon load of produce
we will not compel him to go to the city hall first and pay $1.50 for permission to sell those things, but we will tell
him, Come and welcome. Bring all you can. We need it all.

But people ask us how about the poor man who owns a valuable lot and has no money to build anything but a
shanty on it. You would rack rent him out of existence. I don’t know how it is with you here, but I surmise it is the
same as it is with us in Minneapolis. Those poor men who live in that kind of shanties out there are always worth
millions of dollars in land they are keeping out of use, and those are precisely the men we want to rack rent. We
want to make them let go. (Great applause.) The men who improve the land they hold won’t be touched at all.

Chairman Stephenson then made several announcements, and stated that he had fully expected to give notice
that by invitation from the Episcopal hospital society a lecture would be given on the single tax before that society
by a member of the anti-poverty society. He was sorry to say, however, that the rector of the parish, who was
absent when the invitation was given, had since his return been persuaded by a few members of his congregation
to forbid the proposed lecture take places® on the ground that this society and the doctrine it holds are in bad
repute. “This society and the anti-poverty doctrine,” continued Mr. Stephenson, “are in bad repute among the so-
called ‘saviors of society, and there is only one way to bring them into good repute, and that is by coming out
boldly and standing by your beliefs in season and out of season. And the higher your position in the community,
the greater is your responsibility.”

Mr. Donovan of New York was then introduced. He spoke of himself as one of the 68,000 who had voted for
Henry George in the mayoralty election of 1886, and said that that vote was a blow struck by the united force of
the laboring portion of the city’s population for the mere purpose of breaking the power of the ring. It was not a
vote in favor of the single tax; it was not a vote for industrial freedom. Most of those voters, like himself, had only
voted a labor ticket and knew little or nothing of a tax on land values. But since that time many, if not most, of
these voters had been studying the single tax theory, and the result had been that the last election showed 37,000
anti-poverty missionaries in New York city alone.

Mr. Donovan complimented the Philadelphia society upon its “catechism,” and said the last question, “Through
what means can this great reform be brought?” was tersely answered in the words, “Through the ballot box.” But
to make this possible, the ballot box must first be purified; and the first step we take must be in the direction of
electoral reform.

The speaker vehemently denounced the malice of those who were endeavoring to create the impression that there
was any estrangement between Dr. McGlynn and Henry George. The only foundation for such a report was a

Sic in the original; probably “a Monday date (February 23, 1888 fell on a Thursday; Mondays were Feb. 13 and 20) — flag for editor, may not be a misprint”.
Sic in the original; probably ““lecture to take place” (or “forbid ... taking place”); possibly a dropped word”.
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difference of opinion between the two men as to the policy of entering the national campaign next fall, which
Dr. McGlynn favored, but Henry George did not. He agreed with Dr. McGlynn, and thought we should stand
shoulder to shoulder, fighting for the one great principle we all believe in.

The chairman, in his closing remarks, said that Henry George’s position was simply that we should throw our
weight and influence in with those who are going our way and whose efforts will awaken thought, and who will be
compelled to go further in our direction than they want to or intend to. Our work in politics is necessarily an
abolition movement. Our single tax movement is essentially a state movement and not a national one. He himself
was in favor of holding a convention, and making a platform in which all taxes on industry, whether by customs
duties or internal revenue taxes, should be denounced and the beauties of the single tax pointed out. His remarks
were received with wild enthusiasm and cheering.

The meeting then adjourned.

J.F.HALBACH.

Anti-Poverty in Baltimore.

BALTIMORE, Feb. 6.—Our anti-poverty society had a great meeting here last night. In spite of the rain, Raines’s
hall was long before the time of beginning crowded with an audience impatient to hear Mr. George. Every seat
was filled, and the aisles were packed with standing men. Among the

p.8,col. 5
audience were a large number of the students of Johns Hopkins’ university, and many prominent professional

men. John Salmon presided, and introduced Mr. George, who made a speech that was listened to with rapt
attention and interrupted by frequent and long continued bursts of applause, a few hisses, however, being heard
when, toward the conclusion of his lecture, he spoke of protection and advocated the largest free trade. At the
conclusion of the lecture Mr. George answered questions, many of them from the Johns Hopkins students, for
more than three-quarters of an hour. We all feel that this meeting has given an impulse to the anti-poverty
movement in Baltimore, and are anxious to have Dr. McGlynn, Mr. Pentecost or Louis F. Post follow Mr. George as
soon as possible.

Statement of the Treasurer of the New York Anti-Poverty Society.

Early in the month of December the executive committee of the anti-poverty society decided to publish a
financial statement every month, starting from the 1st of January, up to which time the accounts would be
brought by the treasurer’s account for the calendar year, which was then in preparation. The following is the
statement for the month of January:

ANTI-POVERTY SOCIETY.

Treasurer’s statement, month of January, 1888.

Item
Balance January 1.......... $12098

Ticket sales at meetings.......... $943 76
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Item
Collections at meetings.......... 416 61

$1,360 37
Less rent of Academy, three Sundays.......... $525 00
Less rent of piano, three months.......... 2500
Less printing tickets and posters.......... 46 00
Less advertising.......... 149 87
Less help at Academy.......... 43 00
Less musical services.......... 69 00

85787
Net receipts from meetings.......... 502 50
Tickets sold by society for benefit.......... $492 50
Tickets sold by Miss Munier for benefit.......... 432 50
Collection taken at benefit.......... 9475

1,01975
Less rent of Academy.......... $17500
Printing and advertising.......... 2300
Musical services.......... 4000
Help at Academy.......... 700

245 00

77475
Initiation fees.......... 46 00
Regular subscriptions.......... [88 507]
Occasional donations.......... 17 20
Miscellaneous receipts......... 200
Total net receipts for month.......... $1,55193
Disbursements.

Item
Publishing and issuing tracts.......... $179 36
Salaries.......... 144 00
Office rent and sundries.......... 82 68
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Item
Printing and stationery.......... 3655
Net receipts of benefit paid Miss Munier.......... 77475
Miscellaneous.......... 700
1,224 34
Balance January 30, 1888.......... $327 59
MISCELLANEOUS.
[Advertisement] Ollendorf’s Neurodontine
OLLENDORF’S
NEURODONTINE.

Instantaneous cure for Toothache, Headache and Neuralgia. 25 cents. Central depot, 203 E. 14th st., N. Y.

[Advertisement] Charles B. Schaidner, Photographer
CHARLES B. SCHAIDNER,
PHOTOGRAPHER.
2280 Third avenue, cor. 124th street, New York.

Children’s Photographs by instantaneous process a specialty

[Advertisement] Holland’s Coffee and Dining Rooms
HOLLAND’S
COFFEE AND DINING ROOMS,

1[27?]5 Fourth avenue, Bet. 13th and 14th sts.

[Advertisement] James Bogan

JAMES BOGAN, PRINCIPAL AGENT for James Means’ $3 and $4 shoes. 226 BOWERY, near Prince street.
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[Advertisement] Sidney Ulrich, photographs

HENRY GEORGE, DR. McGLYNN AND Pentecost. 3 cabinet photos., 20c. SIDNEY ULRICH, 184 Chrystie street,
N.Y. City.

[Advertisement] Piso’s Remedy for Catarrh

'& Piso's Remedy for Catarrh is the
e Best, La.axest. to Uae. and Cheapest.

dmgmsts or sent by mail.
Hazeltine, Warren, Pa.

Sold b&'

p8_figl

[Display advertisement: the word CATARRH in white capitals on a black cross-shaped block, with type set in the
white panels above and below.] Text: 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.
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[Advertisement] The Great American Tea Co.

- o R ' & * 3\ a N
p8_fig2

[Cut: T-shaped black logo reading “THE GREAT AMERICAN T E A COMPANY” in white letters.]

GOOD NEWS TO LADIES.

Greatest offer. Now’s your time to get orders for our celebrated Teas, Coffees and Baking Powder, and secure a
beantifuls® 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.

Sic in the original; probably ““beautiful” (turned u)”.
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UNITED LABOR PARTY.

UNITED LABOR PARTY-Citizens of the following named states who indorse the principles of the United Labor
Party and desire to lend active aid in the movement, 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.

Eastern Pennsylvania—Henry George club, box 190, Philadelphia.
Indiana—Warren Worth Bailey, Vincennes.

Kentucky—Land and Labor Club No. 1, box 406, Cincinnati.
Louisiana—Jere. J. Sullivan, 705 Fulton street, New Orleans.
Massachusetts (Berkshire county)—F. Harvey Lincoln, box 115, Zylonite.
Maryland-T. H. Garside, 1507 West Lexington street, Baltimore.
Minnesota—Central Committee, United Labor Party, 42 Third st. south, Minneapolis.
New York—John McMackin, 28 Cooper Union, New York city.
Ohio—Land and Labor Club No. 1, box 99, Cincinnati.

South Carolina—Benjamin Adams, Charleston.

West Tennessee, Eastern Arkansas and Northern Mississippi—Land and Labor Club No. 2, Rooms, 9 and 10,
Cotton Exchange, Memphis, Tenn.

[Notice] Illinois

ILLINOIS.—Readers of the “Standard” in the state of Illinois, and all others interested in the great principles it
advocates, are requested to send names and addresses to W. H. Van Ornum, president of land and labor club No. 1,
Room [637], [1707?] Madison street, Chicago, with a view to effecting some plan of organization for the state.
Persons in Chicago not already members of land and labor clubs, as well as secretaries of such organizations, are
especially requested to write.

[Notice] All Readers of The Standard (First assembly district, Albany)

ALL READERS OF THE STANDARD IN favor of a united labor party in the First assembly district, composing
the First, Second, Third, Fourth and Fifteenth wards, also the counties and towns included in the district will
please send their names and addresses to the undersigned, for the purpose of organizing the district thoroughly.
JOS. H. ROSHIRT, President First assembly district, united labor party, 22 Third avenue, Albany, N. Y.
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[Notice] 23rd Assembly District

23RD ASSEMBLY DISTRICT MEETS every Monday evening. German speaking members every Tuesday evening
at Vincent hall, 1897 Third avenue, corner 105th street. Open every evening for enrollment of members.
Thursday and Saturday evenings free debates of the Progress and Poverty club

[Notice] Voters of Maryland

VOTERS OF MARYLAND WHO ARE desirous to aid in propagating the principles of the united labor party, as
set forth in the New York platform, adopted at Syracuse, Aug. 19 are requested to send their names and addresses
to

JOHN SALMON,

415 N. Eutaw st., Baltimore, Md.
PRINTING.

[Advertisement] Concord Co-operative Printing Company
CONCORD CO-OPERATIVE PRINTING COMPANY (Ld.)
47 and 49 Center st., N. Y.

BOOK, JOB AND NEWSPAPER PRINTING.

p.8,col. 6

[Notice] Anti-Poverty Society
ANTI-POVERTY SOCIETY.
REV. EDWARD McGLYNN, D. D., PRESIDENT.
The forty-second public meeting of the society will be held at
THE ACADEMY OF MUSIC
AND
STEINWAY HALL,
SUNDAY EVENING, FEB. 12,
For the benefit of the striking miners of Pennsylvania.
ADDRESSES

by
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REV. DR. M’GLYNN,

HENRY GEORGE AND
GENERAL PRYOR.

Musical service by
CONCORDIA CHORUS.
Admission, 25c., 50c. and $1.00.

Tickets on sale at the Anti-Poverty Society office, [28?] Cooper Union, and at Pythagoras Hall, Canal st., near
Bowery.

Box office at Academy open at 6:30 p. m. Sunday.

[Notice] Unity Congregation
UNITY CONGREGATION.
REV.HUGH O. PENTECOST,
MINISTER.
MASONIC HALL,
Sixth avenue and Twenty-third street.
SERVICES,
Sunday Morning, 11 o’clock.

SUBJECT—“Hell in Home and Society.”

[Notice] Anti-Poverty Society in Philadelphia
ANTI-POVERTY SOCIETY IN PHILADELPHIA.

The Society will hold meetings every Sunday evening at 8 o’clock at Lincoln hall, corner of Broad street and
Fairmount avenue.

Everybody invited. Admission free.
WM. J. ATKINSON, President.

J.H. M’INTYRE, Secretary.
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MISCELLANEOUS.

[Advertisement] Braham’s (tailor)

p8_fig3

[Display cut: white hand-lettered capitals on a black panel reading “WHO WOULDNT BE DRESSED WELLS®.” (no
apostrophe visible; the T is set small and raised).]

SUITS TO ORDER FROM $13.50.

PANTS TO ORDER FROM $3.50.

Samples and self measuring chart mailed on application by stating price and as near as possible design desired.
BRAHAM’S,

212 Bowery, New York city.

[Advertisement] The Keystone Watch Club Co.
THOUSANDS OF THE BEST
$38 GOLD WATCH
EVER MADE ARE SELLING IN OUR
CO-OPERATIVE CLUBS.
This is the Best, Cheapest, Most Convenient,

And only co-operative System of selling watches. The watches are American Lever Stem Winders, containing every
essential to accuracy and durability, and have, in addition, numerous patented improvements fonnd$® in no other
watch. They are absolutely the only Dust and Dampproof Movements made in the World, and are jeweled

Sic in the original; probably ““WOULDN’T” (no apostrophe in the engraved display lettering)”.
Sic in the original; probably ““found” (turned u)”.
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throughout with GENUINE RUBIES. The Patent Stem Wind and Set is the strongest and simplest made. They are
fully equal for appearance, accuracy, durability and service, to any S75 Watch.

Our Co-operative Club System brings them within the reach of every one.

We want an active, responsible representative in EVERY CITY and TOWN.

Heavy profits gnaranteeds® on limited investment. Write for full particulars.

The Keystone Watch Club Co.

P. O. Box 928, Philadelphia, Pa.

Sic in the original; probably ““guaranteed” (turned u)”.
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p8_figl
[Cut: keystone-shaped emblem enclosing an open-face pocket watch; lettered “THE KEY STONE WATCH CLUB Co.”]

REFERENCES:—Keystone National Bank, or any Commercial Agency.

AGENCIES:
New York, N. Y. Harrisburg, Pa.
Chicago, Il1. Denver, Col.
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Pittsburgh, Pa. Baltimore, Md.
Boston, Mass. St. Louis, Mo.
Philadelphia, Pa. Wilmington, Del.
Detroit, Mich. Etc., etc.

[Advertisement] Autocopyist
EXCELLENT BLACK COPIES of anything written or drawn with any Pen (or Type Writer) by the Patent
AUTOCOPYIST Only equalled by Lithography. Specimens Free.

AUTOCOPYIST CO., 166 William St., New York.

[Advertisement] C. M. M. P. A. hand-made canned goods

anned Good{

WITH THIS STAMP
THE 8oTTOM QF
CANS ARE

Free from
poisop,

AND ARE AMADE AY
'l‘:ade-!!uk.—-l!e:istered. ORCANIZED LAROR.

—

p8_figh

[Display advertisement: a round stamp lettered “HAND MADE” and “C.M.M.P.A” with a plain centre circle;
beside it, in display lettering:] Canned Goods WITH THIS STAMP [ON?] THE BOTTOM OF CANS ARE Free
from Poison, AND ARE MADE BY ORGANIZED LABOR. [Under the stamp:] Trade-Mark.—Registered.
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[Advertisement] Coogan Bros.
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[Cut: engraving of a five-story store front with horse-drawn wagons and pedestrians in the street. Lettering on the building:
“COOGAN BROTHERS” / “WHOLESALE & RETAIL FURNITURE CARPETS &” / “BEDDING WAREROOMS” /
“MANUFACTURERS” /“125 COOGAN BRO’S 121”]

COOGAN BROS.

CARPET AND FURNITURE DEALERS,

COR. BOWERY AND GRAND STS.

[Advertisement] Briggs’ Pianos

RIGGSPIANGS
C.C,BRIGES & (2

3 APPLETONST. BJS MASS,
MANUFACTU RERJDF‘(‘)F

clmmo ‘OQUARE- -8 .-UFRIGHT!

NOQ:FORTES

QRA{EWL:DEjlgNj\-SOLlD (ONSTRUCTION

«MOICHAESS Ig&g- EAUILE_Uquujﬂ.

p8._fig7

[Cut: engraving of an ornate upright piano in a frame, with a scroll lettered “SEND FOR CATALOGUE?”; the rest

in display lettering.] BRIGGS’ PIANOS / C. C. BRIGGS & Co./ 5 APPLETON ST. BOSTON MASS. /

MANUFACTURERS OF / GRAND - - SQUARE - & - - UPRIGHT / PIANO FORTES / GRACEFUL DESIGNS - -

SOLID CONSTRUCTION / MATCHLESS TONE - - BEAUTIFUL FINISH.

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

1

1

Article As read in the scan Written as
[Various Matters: O’Connor’s opening article] th[damaged]ir “their” (broken
type)

[Various Matters: debt, interest and land] in[damaged]ne
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Page Article

1 [Various Matters: debt, interest and land]

1 [Various Matters: Powderly and the land
question]

1 THE FREE EATING ROOM CLOSED.

1 THE FREE EATING ROOM CLOSED.

2 [Answer to M. O. Gilpin]

2 [Answer to M. O. Gilpin]

2 [Answer to One Who Desires to See the Cat]

2 Topeka Single Tax Men.

3 UNITY CONGREGATION.

4 PLATFORM OF THE UNITED LABOR
PARTY.

4 AN INCONSISTENT PREACHER.

4 AN INCONSISTENT PREACHER.

4 AN INCONSISTENT PREACHER.

4 HOW MR. HEWITT MAY ACHIEVE
GREATNESS.

4 FROM JUDGE MAGUIRE.

4 FROM JUDGE MAGUIRE.

4 FROM JUDGE MAGUIRE.
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conde[damaged]ns”,
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d[damaged]sk

iaborers” (I damaged)

adjust / ment” (line break with
no hyphen)
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fai” (r damaged)
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perl 1ps” (letters damaged)
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mcans” (e damaged, reads as )
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with final letters faint/
damaged at the right edge of
the column
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“incline” (broken
type; letters faint/
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“oppresses” (broken
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missing)
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“goose” (broken
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type)
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9,1
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Article

[From Judge Maguire, concluded]

THE NEW YORK COUNTY COMMITTEE.

MORE OPINIONS.

THE CINCINNATI ANTI-POVERTY
SOCIETY.

The Advantage of Indirect Taxation.
SLAVERY REVISED AND CORRECTED.
THE LENOX FARM.

THE LENOX FARM.

THOMAS PAINE ON THE SINGLE TAX.

THOMAS PAINE ON THE SINGLE TAX.
THOMAS PAINE ON THE SINGLE TAX.
The Secret of the Craze for Immigration.
The Secret of the Craze for Immigration.

The Secret of the Craze for Immigration.

OVER PRODUCTION, OR OVER
PROTECTION?

Some Illustrations of Unearned Increments.

Australian Progress.

HENRY GEORGE’S WORKS.

HENRY GEORGE’S WORKS.

NEW PUBLICATIONS. THE LAND AND
LABOR LIBRARY.—

NEW PUBLICATIONS. THE LAND AND
LABOR LIBRARY.—

THE DEMOCRAT.
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introdu?ed” (c broken)
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Life” (broken type)
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Guard” (broken type)
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rented” (broken type)
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$2,5?07 (third figure damaged;
rendered “$2,500”)

feit” (I damaged; rendered
“felt”)

importa?ce” (n damaged;
rendered “importance”)

universa need” (1 missing;
rendered “universal”)

H. F. Ring. 3 pages.

Henr George” (y missing at
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eforms” (initial r missing;
rendered “reforms”)
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“their”

“proper”
“..a ticket”

“Disappointed”

“introduced”
“cultivation”
“unvexed”

“repository”
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“importance”

“universal”
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“Henry George”
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[Publisher’s Notes: letter from an Indiana

correspondent]

[Publisher’s Notes: letters from subscribers]

[Publisher’s Notes: letters from subscribers]

[Publisher’s Notes: letters from subscribers]

[Publisher’s Notes: forming anti-poverty

societies]

GOOD NEWS TO LADIES.

GOOD NEWS TO LADIES.

ILLINOIS.

[The Keystone Watch Club Co.]

[The Keystone Watch Club Co.]

As read in the scan
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bi?cklist” (letters smashed;
written “blacklist”)
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“strong”)
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them
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“Dinner Set”)
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written “to write”)
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written “Convenient”)

EVER MADE ARE SELLING
IN OUR?” (small display line
badly struck; read with
difficulty)

As of 2026-11-10 - henrygeorgethestandard.org/1888-02-11
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