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Page 1 of 8

NO. 83—[label obscures: VOL.?] IV, NO. 5. | NEW YORK, SATURDAY, AUGUST 4, 1888. | PRICE FIVE CENTS

[Note: a handwritten/stamped subscriber address label is pasted diagonally across the top left of the page, over the

volume number and the first box of column 1. It reads: “104 Dr Walter Mendelson 167[?] / 179 W 74th st”. It is not part of

the printed page.]

p. 1, col. 1

Subscriptions to THE [label obscures: STANDARD] from now to the close of the campa[label obscures: ign will be

r]eceived at the following rates:

Single subscription . . . . 52c Ten or more, each . . . . . 48c One hundred or more, each . . . 44c

“The Standard” is sent this week to a number of persons whose friends have paid to have the paper forwarded to

them for four weeks in the hope that they may be induced to read it, examine the principles it advocates and

become regular subscribers. Those who receive the paper without having ordered it will understand that it has

been sent in this man ner and will be sent for four successive weeks without charge to them.

Terms of subscription will be found on the fourth page.

A Call for a Conference of Single Tax Supporters of Cleveland. New York Free Trade Club. Judge Reid and

Tennessee Democrats. William Lloyd Garrison and Owen G. Lovejoy. Awakening of Jeffersonian Democracy. The

Good Work of the Republican Press. A Single Tax Campaign in Dakota. The Press and Mayor Hewitt. John Jarrett

versus John Jarrett. Among the Typos. In a Type Foundry. Again, Where Are Those Acres? From Warren Worth

Bailey. A Hot Debate. Harrison and the Workingmen. Pen, Paste and Scissors. Working of the Interstate Railway

Law. The Protective Idea Destroying American Manhood. “Standard” Campaign Fund. Physiology As Is. Personal.

Men and Things. Wire Rods. The Beating of the Drums. Single Tax Petitions. Queries and Answers. A Visit to “La

Conciergerie,” State Prison of Paris. Straws Which Show the Wind. Stupidity Incarnate. Current Thought. Thomas

Paine on Agrarian Justice.

Advocates of the single tax in New York and vicinity who propose in the coming election to support Cleveland

and Thurman are requested to meet in the upper hall of Cooper union, on Monday evening, August 7sic, at 8

o’clock, for conference as to the best means of doing so.

This call is made at the request of a number of our friends and with the knowledge that it will meet the approval

of many others. As to whether single tax men who are determined to support the democratic national ticket

THE STANDARD

THE STANDARD [label obscures: IN THE?] CAMPAIGN.

CONTENTS:
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should take any concerted action or form any separate organization, and if so what that shall be, are questions that

many of us have been thinking about and talking about, and that can best be settled by discussing the matter at an

informal conference. As the call is only to those who have made up their minds to support Cleveland and

Thurman, the matter for consultation will be only as to how this support can be most effectively rendered, and the

end we have in view most effectively promoted.

It is time that we should take counsel together about these things. We have too much interest in Mr. Cleveland’s

election to leave undone anything that may enable us to make it more secure and more triumphant. He has taken a

great step in our direction and has pulled his party, despite its machines, into a discussion that brings the great

labor question into practical politics. He and Thurman—for the significance in the second place on the democratic

ticket of a man whom the great railroad monopolists hate, and whose re-election to the senate the Standard oil

company prevented, is very great—represents to us all that is good in the democratic party, and all that is hopeful

in national politics; while the republican candidates, standing on the most ultra protection platform ever

promulgated in the United States, represent for this campaign at least the ignorance, cupidity and prejudices that

block our way. The election of Cleveland and Thurman means the revivification of the democratic party with

something of democratic principle, the triumph in its ranks of the spirit of Jefferson over the spirit of Tweed; it

means the carrying forward of the movement against protection into a fight for free trade; the winning of the first

set battle on the road to freedom; the bringing up of other economic questions, and an attack on monopoly all

along the line.

New York in this election, as it was in the last, will probably be the pivotal state. And it is in New York that

cowardice and treachery are most apparent among Mr. Cleveland’s party supporters and can do the most

mischief. It ought to be our part to do all we can for his election independently of them, and, it may be to some

extent, in spite of them.

This campaign, moreover, gives the greatest opportunity for the propagation of our principles that we have yet

had. We ought to take advantage of it as far as our ability will permit. While democrats are apologizing for

attacking protection and declaring that they are not free traders, we who are free traders, and who see in the

removal of restrictions and the abolition of all the burdens now imposed on production, the emancipation of

labor and the restoration of their birthright to the disinherited, ought to make our voices heard. We can rally the

men who are not afraid of freedom,

p. 1, col. 2
and show how many of them there are; we can place upon our own platforms men who are too democratic to find

place upon the regular democratic platforms; and we can arouse an enthusiasm and do a work of education that

will not only tell in votes for Cleveland and Thurman in this election, but will tell most powerfully in the great

educational campaign of which that ending in November is only a beginning.

This will not be a meeting for speaking, but a meeting for consultation, and I would urge all single tax men in

sympathy with its purposes to be present.

The New York free trade club begins to show signs of life. A vigorous branch has been started in Harlem, and the

general committee has issued a circular in which it announces a reduction in annual dues from $5 to $1, declares

its intention of carrying forward the banner of the absolute freedom of trade, and says:

One of the most important matters of detail which we now have to undertake is the formation of

congressional district organizations, through which those free traders who are not disposed to enter either

Sic in the original; probably “Monday evening, August 6 (Aug. 7, 1888 was a Tuesday; the 7 is clearly printed)”.
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of the regular democratic halls, can at the same time labor for the success of the democratic presidential

ticket and insure the election of congressmen who stand right on the tariff question.

The ranks of the free trade club ought to be filled up. It can be made the agency of effective work in this campaign.

Its office is 39 Nassau street. E. J. Shriver is chairman of the executive committee, and E. P. Doyle secretary.

The Philadelphia Record, though it is doing good work for free trade, is evidently afraid to let its readers know that

there is a real free trader in the country. This is the way in which it speaks of Judge Reid:

Two years ago Judge Reid of Tennessee was the republican candidate for governor of that state, on a high

tariff platform, and, by his popularity, he received the largest vote ever given to a republican in Tennessee,

coming within a few thousand votes of an election. But Judge Reid has become convinced that the tariff

should be reformed, and he is now an earnest advocate of the election of President Cleveland.

This is not the truth. Judge Reid has not become convinced that the tariff should be merely reformed. He is not

that sort of a man. When he believed in protection he believed in the highest kind of protection. When he ceased

to believe in protection he became an absolute free trader. He is to-day an outspoken and earnest advocate of the

election of President Cleveland, not because he wants the tariff reformed, but because he wants the tariff and all

other taxes on labor and the products of labor, abolished, and all public revenues raised by the taxation of land

values—that is to say, by a tax on monopoly. Judge Reid does not suppose that President Cleveland stands for what

he wants, or that the democratic party is committed to it. But in what Mr. Clevelanu stands for, and in what the

democratic party is committed to, Judge Reid sees a step toward what he wants. The Record would not endanger a

single democratic vote by frankly stating this. On the contrary, protectionists are more likely to become out-and-

out free traders like Judge Reid than they are to become tariff reducers. A vigorous, fearless free trade campaign in

that state would have given Pennsylvania to the democrats this year, whereas the best that can be hoped from the

policy that is being pursued is a reduction of the republican majority.

The Memphis Appeal is much more manly. Replying to the Dresden Enterprise, a democratic paper that likes Judge

Reid’s coming to the support of Cleveland and Thurman, but does not like his reasons, and thinks it necessary to

protest that the democratic party does not sympathize with absolute free traders and single tax men, the Appeal

says:

Our esteemed contemporary is wide of the mark in supposing that Judge Reid’s support of the democratic

party makes it in the least responsible for what it terms Henry George’s wild theories of land tax. . . . Let

Judge Reid hold fast to his single tax idea and Henry George and his followers promulgate it with all the

good sense and logic they can command. This is a free country and they have a right to their views and

opinions. We care nothing about any man’s religious or philanthropic or economical views. If a man holding

peculiar or extreme ideas in these departments of thought is willing to help us in victoriously re-electing

Cleveland, we say welcome, thrice welcome. And we say to Judge Reid, you are a thousand times welcome to

the democratic ranks, because you are a man of influence, a man of brains, a thinking man and a

philanthropic man, who loves his kind and would find the shortest way to accomplish the greatest amount

of good for his race. You may agree or disagree with George, Judge Reid, as much as you choose, you are

pledged to support the democratic nominees and platform and we welcome you sincerely and heartily.

This is good sense and good politics. We single tax men are supporting Cleveland because he suits us. We are

supporting him just as the wiser abolitionists supported Lincoln. We make no false pretenses. We do not assume

that Cleveland is one of us, or that the democratic party is committed to our doctrines for

p. 1, col. 3
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more than a little way. But that little way is enough for us now—it is a beginning. And though democrats

themselves may not see, in the direction in which they have begun to move, anything of greater promise to the

masses than a seven per cent reduction of the tariff, they will be unwise to reject the aid of men who do see in it

the road to the emancipation of labor and the abolition of poverty.

A clear note comes from a Massachusetts democratic stump. William Lloyd Garrison addressed a large democratic

meeting at Hyannis last week in a speech that had all the power of clear conviction and high moral purpose. If

there are any milk-and-water tariff reducers among the Hyannis democrats, Mr. Garrison’s declaration of his own

position must have given them a cold chill. He said:

I am a thorough believer in absolute free trade. I look forward to the day when custom houses shall be

regarded as the emblem of barbarism—an anomaly and an anachronism in a true republic.

And thus he continued:

I am aware that the democratic party makes no claim to being a free trade party. Shall I therefore decline to

recognize its step in the direction of progress? On the contrary, I hail it with joy and hope. The question

cannot be discussed without opening the eyes and minds of men. The republican party, from its inception

till the day when Abraham Lincoln signed his immortal proclamation, steadily protested that it did not

mean abolition. The path once entered on leads into liberty, and whether men mean it or not, one step

necessitates the next. There are no returning footsteps. Therefore, in departing from the company that at

present masquerades under an honored name, I show my fealty to the true republican party of Sumner and

Giddings.

Another democrat of the same kind, Owen G. Lovejoy, has made his appearance in the democratic party of

Illinois, and has been received with open arms, having been unanimously nominated for congress by the

democratic convention of the Seventh district. Mr. Lovejoy, like Mr. Garrison, bears a name once bitterly hated by

the “sham democracy.” He is a son of the veteran abolitionist congressman, Owen Lovejoy, and the nephew of

Elijah P. Lovejoy, who was murdered at Alton, Ill., before the war by a pro-slavery mob. Like Judge Reid of

Tennessee, Mr. Lovejoy four years ago took the stump for Blaine, being then a protectionist. Like Judge Reid he

has since, I am informed, become a believer in the single tax. At any rate his speech to the convention shows he

has become a free trader. He denounced protection as nothing but robbery under form of law, and quoted as a

statement of his position the words of Justice Miller of the supreme court of the United States in the Topeka land

case: “No government has the right to put its hand in my pocket, take out my money and give it to some one else.”

“The democratic party is not for free trade!” so its “men-afraid-of-their-horses” declare. And we who are for free

trade are quite willing to allow this claim. But, all the same, the democrats of the Seventh congressional district of

Illinois howled with delight at the free trade sentiments of their free trade nominee for congress. And all over the

country the democratic masses will welcome the same doctrine if it is fearlessly presented to them.

The address of Chauncey F. Black, late lieutenant governor of Pennsylaniasic, and president of the democratic

society of Penusylvania, which is being sent out with circulars looking to the formation of branches through the

state has a most refreshing ring. Mr. Black says:

Mr. Jefferson believed that no man could be a protectionist, for the sake of protection, and be a democrat.

President Cleveland agrees with Mr. Jefferson, and I believe I am safe in the statement that every

enlightened democrat in the United States agrees with President Cleveland.

Sic in the original; probably “Pennsylvania”.
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And a good many unenlightened ones, too. For no one knows better than Mr. Black that the enlightened

democrats, i. esic,, democrats who understand and believe in the political philosophy of Thomas Jefferson, have, up

to this time, and especially in Pennsylvania, been but a remnant. And what he seems to aim at in the formation of

these democratic societies is not so much the securing of adjuncts to the machinery of carrying elections as the

establishment of educational societies for the discussion and teaching of Jeffersonian principles. He says:

We are confronted to-day by the tariff question, and President Cleveland, like Mr. Jefferson, recognizing the

paramount importance and vital character of the issue as involving nothing less than the power of

government to lay the masses under tribute for the support of special interests and favored classes, has

summoned the people to vote upon it, naked and alone, and thus to determine once for all whether the

producers of this country are to be free or slave. Does any man suppose that if the democracy of the United

States had any time since 1880 been organized into Jefferson associations or democratic societies

acknowledging the name and authority of Jefferson, there could have been the smallest division of opinion

among us on this grave question? It would have been impossible. Errors and misconceptions would have

been winnowed away in the keen blast of popular discussion in the voluntary demo-

p. 1, col. 4
> cratic assemblies. False doctrine would have been detected by the infallible touchstone of the Jeffersonian test,

and the fallacies of the bourbon protectionist, seeking to enslave labor to build up monopoly, would have been

uniformly met by us as they were by our fathers. It would not have required the trumpet of our great leader—the

fearless and invincible man of the people—who stands today where Jefferson and Jackson stood, to summon us to

this critical contest for American liberty; we would have been there long before he called, and the battle would

have been won before it was joined.

What could be more encouraging than such languagesic as this from the president of the association of

Pennsylvania democratic clubs. There are too many federalists and whigs in the lead of the democratic party to

have the vote of Pennsylvania counted for Cleveland this year, as with a vigorous campaign on Jeffersonian

principles might have been done. But the leaven is working.

In the meantime the republicans are doing their share of the good work. The Boston Globe says:

The extreme free traders like Henry George are delighted with the course of the republican press. ’And well

they may be. Six months ago all the free traders in this country could hardly be reckoned by hundreds; now

it is not too much to say that they are hundreds of thousands. It is doubtful if there is now any assembly of

workingmen in which there are not some who openly avow doctrines, not of reasonable reduction of the

war tariff, as advocated by President Cleveland, but of genuine free trade.

The republican cry of “free trade!” is responsible for this. But for that insane iteration there would be to-day

no reference to free trade anywhere outside the ranks of Henry George’s followers. Now, free trade is really

being forced into public discussion by the madness of the republican press. Not in a dozen years of agitation

could the handful of free trade theorists have so popularized their theory as the reckless republican

managers have popularized it for them in the last six months. For when large bodies of men see free trade

discussed and denounced every day in every republican paper as if it were a live question, they are bound to

take sides upon it.

There are and have been other influences at work to make free traders of workingmen than the republican press.

The Globe does not realize how fast and how far the doctrines advocated by THE STANDARD have been

Sic in the original; probably “i. e.,”.
Sic in the original; probably “…clubs?”.
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spreading. But the republican press is now doing its share, and this not from blindness, but from the necessity of

the situation. When a great question like that of the tariff comes into popular discussion it must be discussed not

as a question of percentages, but as a question of principle. This may be seen in the democratic press as in the

republican. Despite their protests, what they are really discussing is, Whether we ought to have any protective

tariff or not? Let Cleveland be elected and it will not be long ere the question will be, Whether we ought to have

any revenue tariff or not?

Something like a local single tax campaign has been going on in Lake county, Dakota. E. H. Evenson, the county

superintendent of public schools, is a subscriber to THE STANDARD and a single tax man, and has been doing

missionary work through the county by getting subscribers to THE STANDARD, distributing land and labor

tracts, etc. This led to a fight against him at the recent school election, that, as the following extract from one of

the local papers will show, would have delighted the heart of Vice Chancellor Bird of New Jersey:

The educational institutions of this country are the foundation on which depends the stability of our

government, and that a man who, while in the performance of his official duties as the head of those

institutions, devotes any portion of his attention, time or thought to the distribution of a class of literature

of the seditious, treasonable nature of the Henry George circulars, which Professor Evenson has been

handling and believes in, is as unfit to superintend the molding of the minds of our youth as would have

been Spies, Fielden or Most.

This was the key note of the opposition to Professor Evenson. He was, however, elected by a considerable

majority, and the people of Lake county, Dakota, know considerably more of the single tax than they did before.

The Press has been publishing certain comments as to the management by Mayor Hewitt of his great estate at

Ringwood, New Jersey. According to the daily papers Mr. Hewitt has become very indignant at this and has placed

the matter in the hands of Assistant District Attorney Fitzgerald, with a view of beginning a suit of criminal libel.

He has also given an interview on the subject to the reporters, of which this is the Herald’s version:

I am determined to resent this unjust and malevolent attack upon my character. If this publication be

libelous, as I believe it to be, then Mr. Porter, the editor of the Press, must either give his authority for these

false and malicious statements or he must go to jail. If he will give me the author, then the latter will have to

suffer the consequences. Now this malicious slander must end. When I ran for mayor the same story was

printed in the Leader, but Mr. Henry George, the editor, subsequently wrote a personal note of retraction. I

could and did overlook the publication then, for it was made in the heat of a political campaign. But I will

not overlook this statement, which is not only false, but deliberately malicious, and made at a time when

there is no excuse for misrepresentation because of

p. 1, col. 5
> political bias or excitement. I wish to say that I am not to be prevailed upon from prosecuting the author of this

malicious attack upon myself.

I object to being thus made Mr. Hewitt’s witness. I was never editor of the Leader, nor did I ever write such a note

of retraction. I know nothing about these Ringwood stories further than that I heard them before I was a

candidate for mayor, and that when I became a candidate they were brought to me with the offer of proof, if I

would use them. I declined to do so. Something of the sort was, however, without my knowledge, afterward

published in the Leader. As that paper was supporting my candidacy, I wrote to the editor protesting against such

publications on the ground that, whether true or false, the introduction of personal matters was derogatory to the

dignity of our campaign, which was one of principle. A like abstinence from personal abuse I also did my best to

urge upon our speakers. I have never had any retraction to make concerning Mr. Hewitt, as I have always spoken
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of him with fairness and courtesy, even though on various public occasions he has seen fit to go out of his way to

make misrepresentations and insinuations regarding me.

Whether Mr. Hewitt as owner of the 22,500-acre estate of Ringwood has pressed the absolute rights of ownership

of that much of the earth’s surface any further than the laws of New Jersey give him authority; whether he has

gobbled up a charity hospital or harried his neighbors to get their land, or done various other things which the 

Press avers, and which even protectionist opinion would probably condemn, will doubtless be settled in the

criminal suit which Mr. Hewitt is to bring against Mr. Porter. But the queer thing is that the Press should charge

Mr. Hewitt with setting up a pluck-me store and compelling his employes and tenants to trade there. If this is true,

it ought to be so much to the credit of Mr. Hewitt, according to Press philosophy. For if he does this, he is only

doing on a small scale what the Press is constantly contending should be done on a large scale. He is protecting the

people of Hewitt and Greenwood and the Ringwood tract generally, just as the Press insists the people of all our

states and territories must be protected. He is saving them from the machinations of the traders of other villages

alien to the Ringwood estate, who want to do them the deadly injury of selling them things cheap. He is

preserving for them their own home market!

Whether its charges be true or false, the Press surely forgets itself in these articles. For instance, it says of the

village of Hewitt, which by its description is but a sample of many mining villages where the workmen of our most

highly and most continuously protected industries dwell:

The air of utter ruin, of absolute sadness that is settled over the village of Hewitt, and the wan faces of the

women who inhabit the wretched houses, all tell a tale of a terrible blight. The landscape is superbly

beautiful. The village nestles between some mountain tops that save it from the winds, and a purling stream

courses through its center. Nature has blessed the spot. But at Hewitt it is as at many another miniature of

the ideal land; that which nature most has blessed man has deepest cursed.

Nature blessed, and man cursed! This is queer language from the Press. Surely it is not setting up the freedom of

nature as against the restrictions imposed by man? For what in that case would become of the blessed device of

making men prosperous by imposing taxes upon them? The Press is daily warning its readers against the ruin that

free trade would bring them. Now, what is free trade but natural trade?—the trade that would go on in the absence

of restrictions and prohibitions—the track in which man follows an impulse as natural to him as that which takes

the purling brook on its easiest way to the sea.

Even worse than this, the Press proceeds as though it discredited General Harrison’s aphorism that a cheap coat

means a cheap man inside of it, and had utterly forgotten its own daily contention that the way to secure plenty is

to make prices high:

And down to the store the reporter went, and everywhere found confirmation of what had been told him.

He ascertained for a fact that the store belonged to Cooper & Hewitt, and that the men were practically

obliged to deal there. He also saw everywhere evidences of the servitude to which they were subjected.

There they had gathered in waiting for Mr. Hewitt[’s?] [ink blot] paymaster to come along to dole out to

them the few cents’ balance which was theirs after their indebtedness to the firm had been deducted. Some

of them had not one cent coming, and one healthy, strapping young man came out of the door with a silver

quarter dollar in his hand, the only returns which he had after a whole month’s labor. None of them had

more than $3 or $4, and the great majority came out just about even.

Mr. Porter is an English tory, maddened into protectionism by the repeal of the British corn laws. Evidently he

has

p. 1, col. 6
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never been in Pennsylvania, or any other part of this country where the great protected industries flourish, or he

would have seen nothing surprising in highly protected American laborers coming out at the end of the month

with nothing ahead. His ignorance of this country is also shown by his innocent and not unnatural horror at the

sight of a pluck-me store—a common adjunct of protected industries in this favored land. The report goes on:

. . Some of the men bought some underclothes which were in the store—poor, trashy articles that could be

purchased any where for twenty-five cents, retail.

“How much do you sell these for?” asked the reporter, pointing to the articles.

“From seventy-five cents to $1.50 apiece,” he replied, “according to the quality and the pattern.”

On those articles alone the firm were reaping in from 300 to 500 per cent profit, and on other goods the

prices were proportionately high.

All this indignation is creditable to Mr. Porter’s goodness of heart, but strangely inconsistent with his principles.

For what is the object of protection but to oblige people to deal where they don’t want to deal, and to pay prices

that they don’t want to pay? And in support of this policy, does not the Press daily tell its readers that high prices

make high wages, and that the way for the workingman to improve his condition is to vote big profits into the

pockets of the boss? And does it not daily assert that the sure way to make things ultimately cheap is to make

prices artificially high?

If the Press were at all consistent it would not bring it as an accusation against Mr. Hewitt that he “protects,” in the

way it says it does, the people of his New Jersey estate. It should rather praise him for disinterested benevolence,

and tell the free and independent citizens of Ringwood that it is owing to this protection that they get any work at

all, and are even a silver quarter ahead at the end of the month. It should contrast their $1.50 per day with the

wages of the pauper laborers of Mr. Porter’s native land, who, as all American protectionists know, work for

nothing and board themselves, and whose highest object in life is to flood this country with their products, asking

nothing in return save the satisfaction of destroying American industries. And it should at the very least, cite the

fact that even Cooper & Hewitt retail coal oil at a price lower than it was wholesaled at fifty years ago as a proof of

how protection reduces cost—a conclusive proof of the beneficence of that system of taxation which, as it asserts

in another column, has increased the weight of the fleece of the protected American sheep from two pounds to

five pounds.

But the strangest thing of all is that the Press should admit this to its columns:

At Lakeside the reporter saw a young Englishman, George Baldwin, who had managed to escape from the

thralldom of the baron of Ringwood.

“I don’t want to talk about him,” he said, as he continued his work in the garden. “Those weeds are of more

account than he is. I’ve been pretty well over the old country, and you may talk as you please about pauper

labor and people working for a bare bite, but that country over there (pointing to Ringwood) is worse than

the old country ever was. They just work their men so that the loading of the ice costs them nothing at all

when the profits that they have from the store are taken into account. It’s a pity for the poor fellow that’s got

to work for them—that’s all I’ve got to say. They say you needn’t buy in the store if you don’t want to, but the

one who doesn’t, doesn’t stay long. The tenants have no leases. I was ordered on a Sunday morning to leave

that day, but I didn’t. I guess they couldn’t get any one to throw me out on that day. I left the next morning,

though, and was so glad to get away anywhere from it that I never called for the few cents that are still due

me. Mayor Hewitt has it.”
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Surely the “foreign pauper labor” editor of the Press must have gone to sleep. Or is a dim idea that the land

question has something to do with the wages question beginning to creep into his brain? Here is something which

seems to favor the latter supposition:

The birds that fly in the air, the rabbits that romp through the woods and the fish that swim in the streams

the people dare not touch. Cooper & Hewitt say they are theirs, and what Cooper & Hewitt say in that

village is might, and might is the only law which has currency there.

This is humbug. The flying birds, and romping rabbits, and swimming fish, and the soil, and trees, and grasses, and

rocks, and ores, as all things else in or above that cone of matter having 22,500 acres of the earth’s surface known

as the Ringwood estate for its base and the earth’s center for its apex, are not Cooper & Hewitt’s simply because 

they say they are theirs, but because the laws of New Jersey say so, Messrssic. Cooper & Hewitt, according to these

laws, own all this section of the natural universe by the same kind of title that the land owners of New York city

own Manhattan island. It is theirs, to trace this title, because the venerable Peter Cooper, now dead, gave it to

them when he died. Where did Peter Cooper get it? He bought it of the heir of some dead man. And so on. The

Ringwood title will continued on p. 2 →

[The column ends here mid-sentence at the foot of page 1; no “continued on” line is printed.]

Sic in the original; probably “say so. Messrs. Cooper & Hewitt”.
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p. 2, col. 1
[continued from page 1]

← continued from p. 1 at last be found to rest on the grant made by an English king, some two centuries dead, to

some English noblemen and gentry, dead pretty nearly as long. If the Press carries its inquiry thus far it may find

itself coming dangerously near Thomas Jefferson’s notions of men being born with unalienable rights; and of land

belonging in usufruct to the living, in total disregard of what dead men now done with this world, have willed or

granted.

Mr. Hewitt is quite right in his determination to compel Mr. Porter to prove or retract the statements made about

him, though it would be a matter of great regret to free traders if Mr. Porter were sent to prison before election.

And however false those statements about Mr. Hewitt may be, it is certain that the condition of affairs which the 

Press alleges to exist on the Ringwood tract do exist on the great estates of the protected coal and iron magnates of

Pennsylvania.

Mr. John Jarrett in another column has something more to say about tin plates. There is no use of entering into

the discussion of what he admitted or did not admit. Mr. Deverallsic’s point is plain and indisputable. It is that the

duty on canning material accrues to the benefit of the great combinations, by increasing the amount of capital

required for the business, thus giving them an advantage over small concerns, and that the drawback works in the

same way, since, to the great exporters, the amount involved is worth the cost and trouble of collecting, while to

the small exporters it is not. Mr. Deverall’s further point is not that the home production of tin plates would

enable the Standard oil company to sell abroad cheaper than at home, but that the home production forced by a

big enough duty would. As for the heavy duty on tin plates it is not protection to the tin plate industry, for we

have no such industry, but it is protection of the manufacturers of sheet iron, its object being to compel

Americans to use sheet iron when they would use tin plates. Like all such taxes, instead of resting on the consumer

the bare amount of the duty, as Mr. Jarrett calculates, it rests on him the amount of the duty, plus the profit on the

duty and the additional charges by reason of the concentration of the business. Instead of standing alone it is but

one of various duties which put the American producer under the most serious disadvantages as compared with

the foreign producer, and concentrate the control of business into trusts and combinations. As an instance of how

the protective system works, one firm of canners in this city will require $20,000 additional capital this year to

put up their usual amount of goods because of the advance of sugar by the tariff protected sugar trust.

But the cold impudence of this employe of protected interests in contending that American citizens should be

taxed for the private profit of anybody, whether he be laborer or capitalist, is sufficiently suggestive. There is

nothing sacred about workmen in protected industries that other workmen should be taxed to give them higher

wages. But no one knows better than Mr. Jarrett that the workmen do not get the benefit of those duties. In his

testimony before the labor commission he was compelled to admit that wages were only kept up in these

industries by the labor associations, and to say that—

Sic in the original; probably “Mr. Deverall”.
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With the majority of them [protected employers] where they have the workingmen in their power, the tariff

or anything else will make but very little difference as to the wages they pay. They will pay but very little

above the wages paid abroad.

Before Mr. John Jarrett undertakes to answer Mr. Deverall he had better answer Mr. John Jarrett.

HENRY GEORGE.

NASHVILLE, Tenn., July 30.—We have much opposition here, but we have Judge Reid in the field. If the press does

not respect us and our cause the people will. We advertised a meeting for last evening. The democrats had one at

the same hour, but we had it all our own way. Judge Reid captured the crowd when he told them how he proposed

to bring about the social change. His speech was very strong.

An assembly of the Knights of Labor which I visited five weeks ago has taken up the single tax and is now in the

van.

P. H. CARROLL, Secretary American land league.

“Yes,” said old Sea Dog, “this division of the tariff profits between the employers and the men reminds me of the

way they used to divide the prize money between the officers and men in the English navy. They used to rest the

ends of a ladder on the backs of two chairs, so that it lay horizontally, and then the officers would take the prize

money and throw it at the ladder. Whatever stuck to the rounds of the ladder went to the men and whatever fell

through went to the officers.”

The Epoch.

Woman (to tramp)—“Can’t ye get any work to do?”

Tramp—“Yes, ma’am; I was offered a steady job by the old agricultural expert who lives just beyond the forks of the

road.”

Woman—“That’s Mr. Hayseed. What did he want you to do?”

Tramp—’Ma’am, he wanted me to get up at four in the morning and milk seventeen cows, feed, water and rub

down four horses, clean the stables, and then saw wood until it was time to begin the day’s work.”

Woman—“How much did he want to pay ye?”

Tramp—“I dunno; I didn’t stop to ask.”

p. 2, col. 2

Judge Reid’s Telling Work.

How They Divide the Profits.

Plenty of Work.
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THE MAJORITY FIRM FOR CLEVELAND AND FREE TRADE.

Strength of the Single Tax Principle—All but Eleven Men in the “Herald” Office Converts—Brief Statements

by Representative Printers—Strong Opposition to Hill.

Though the columns of the press have for some time been teeming with expressions cfsic,8 opinion of political

managers, little has yet been heard from the people who are to do the voting. THE STANDARD here presents the

views of a number of the representative men in one of the big trades in this city—the printing trade. The men of

that industry contributed very largely to the work done for the united labor party last year and the year before. It

is found that a large number of the union members are single tax men and that they will vote for the democratic

candidate for president, because they believe he is going their way.

In the Herald office the champions of the single tax principle are John McCutcheon, Robert McKechnie, A. A.

Mohr, Frank Fleming and Mr. Tuttle. They are single tax arsenals. They are well supplied with facts and figures

showing why Cleveland should be supported this fall. They proudly boast that they have made single tax men of

all but eleven of the one hundred and forty-nine men in the Herald composing room. This one hundred and thirty-

eight mensic will support Cleveland, but the indications are that they will vote against Hill if he is renominated,

and will use all their efforts to defeat him, because of his veto of the electoral reform bill. Let them speak for

themselves:

ROBERT MCKECHNIE, ex-president of the international union; and editor of the Boycotter during the campaign

of 1884.—“I was a republican up to 1884, when I voted for Cleveland on account of the Tribune trouble. I have been

a George man since 1883. I shall vote the democratic national ticket this year, not because I have any respect for

the party, but because it will be the means of helping the single tax men to clear the way. It is a matter of duty with

me; the interests and the future of my family are involved in the struggle just now commencing. I agree with Hugh

O. Pentecost that I am about to take a ride in a nasty smelling boat; but I have to choose between two refuse

carriers, and I have chosen the least objectionable. But I will work with all my might against Hill if he is

nominated, on account cf his veto of the electoral reform bill. I vote in New Jersey, or my ballot would count one

against him. He won’t get ten votes out of this chapel.”

JOHN MCCUTCHEON, an old and esteemed member of the typographical union, who stood at his polling place

and worked for the united labor ticket in 1886 and 1887. Mr. McCutcheon’s pockets are filled with single tax and

free trade clippings, and under his case are tracts and STANDARDS with which to make converts.—“I voted the

democratic ticket up to 1886. This time I do not vote that ticket as a democrat, but as a George man. I find it easy

to convince men of the righteousness of our doctrines, and no man who once becomes inoculated with our ideas

ever leaves us. I will vote and work against Hill if he is nominated.”

A. A. MOHR.—“I shall ride in the democratic wagon (as George says) as long as it is going my way. If it turns out of

the main road I shall jump out. There is only one thing worth fighting for in politics, and that is to bring about the

levying of all taxes on land values. But I realize that the change can only be brought about gradually. This year the

democrats are making a great move to that end; therefore I am with them. I can’t see how a reasoning man can do

otherwise. I shall vote against Hill for his petty action in vetoing the electoral reform bill. Friends of mine, men

who work for a living, writing from Indiana, tell me that Harrison will be defeated in his own state. However, the

AMONG THE TYPOS.

Sic in the original; probably “of”.
Sic in the original; probably “of”.
Sic in the original; probably “These one hundred and thirty-eight men”.
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national democratic ticket will not win if the democrats continue to pursue their present cowardly plan of

campaign.”

MR. TUTTLE.—“Because I love my family I am a single tax man; and because I love them I will this year vote for

Cleveland. Since I became a single tax convert I have spent all my spare time circulating that kind of literature,

and that and quiet talks have had an effect which will be made manifest in my neighborhood. The democrats seem

to be afraid to stand upon their own platform; and they deserve to be beaten. If Mr. Cleveland carries this state it

will be through our efforts, and not his party’s. I will not vote for Hill if he is renominated. Better the rankest

protectionist in the state than such a man as Hill. There are three votes in my family for Cleveland and against

Hill; and there are a good many more in the neighborhood in which I live.”

The remarks of the four gentlemen, quoted above, were repeated again and again. Suffice it to say that the Herald

composing room will give a nearly unanimous single tax vote for Cleveland, and against Hill.

When the reporter walked into the World composing room he saw Joseph Rymer standing in one of the “alleys”

reading Thomas G. Shearman’s tract: “The Common Sense of the Tariff Question” to a circle of listeners. “Dan”

Webster, up in the corner, had some type in one hand, which he was distributing, while in front of him was a

clipping from a newspaper, which he was reading and discussing with his side partner. Tom Hancock was

distributing and listening to what Joe was reading, while a slight smile was spreading over his face. He greeted

THE STANDARD reporter pleasantly.

“What’s the matter with Joe?” asked the reporter.

“He’s trying to convert those fellers. Joe’s got it worse than ever this year. He’s here all the afternoon and don’t get

in over a handful of type. How does the office stand? Well, this alley of mine is solid. We’re single tax men, and

we’re going to vote for Cleveland.”

JOSEPH RYMER.—“We have a large majority of single tax men. All the old hands are that way, but the new men

have yet to be converted. They are nearly all from Washington, where they had been in the government office

under the republicans. But we will get them later on. They feel a little hot now because they were bounced after

the democrats went into power. THE STANDARD and the tracts are doing good work here; and we have a number

of friends working among the heathens who have the single tax argument at their tongue-tips, and they are

making a good impression. The way to make Cleveland votes in this office is to talk democratic party very little

and the single tax a great deal. The office stands just now about two single tax Cleveland men to one republican.

We will gain friends all the time; we can’t lose any when once we get them in our grip—they hold themselves there.

Hill will be cut badly by our friends.”

“DAN” WEBSTER.—“I’ve been trying for two hours to get in this handful and at the same time argue with this

chap beside me. He’s a hard citizen, but I’ll catch him. You see, he had a”snap” for so many years in the gov-

p. 2, col. 3
ernment office that he is “pizen” on the party that bounced him. I’ve got to get my type in for to-night or there’ll

be trouble.”

DON L. SWETT.—“If the democrats don’t come out and stand squarely on their own issue I’ll vote against them.

Their vacillation will lose them this state. Blaine will be here in a few days, and he will open the campaign for the

republicans of the state by giving fair and square protection talk. How will the democrats meet what he says—by

saying they are also in favor of protection to a certain extent? Why, the voters will laugh at them. If the democrats

will say they are not free traders, but partial protectionists, and the republicans declare for high protection, the

conclusion of the unbiased voter will naturally be that it will be best to vote the high protection ticket, for if the
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democrats are agreed with their opponents that a little protection is a good thing, the voter will argue that a good

deal must be a better thing. I won’t vote for Hill.”

SHERMAN CUMMIN.—“I used to vote the democratic ticket, but I won’t do so this time unless the democrats

become more outspoken—unless they stop their shuffling. They are not fooling anybody but themselves. The

average voter can see through their cowardly game. They only believe in a slight tariff reform, eh? Well, if a little

tariff reform is good, why is not a great deal of tariff reform better? Why don’t they come out man fashion and say

that lifting tariffs from industry will stimulate industry and raise wages, and that they want to demonstrate that

proposition by a slight reduction in the tariff ? Why don’t Speaker Carlisle and Congressman Mills and the others

come out boldly and pronounce what their ultimate aim is, and ask the people to allow them to try the experiment

on wool and lumber and salt? Their constituents have confidence in them, as is shown by the fact that they have

sent them again and again to congress. The people of the country would be perfectly willing to give them a chance

if they only asked for it. Their experiment would be successful. Lifting all tariffs from production would be the

greatest blessing that could come to producers, for it would immediately increase the demand for workers, and

would consequently raise wages. The democrats will have to talk honestly to the people or they will lose the fight

in November. I will not vote for Hill, and will do what I can to defeat him.”

HENRI ROGOWSKI—“I will support the national democratic ticket. I think the office stands just now about two to

one that way; but later it may be better than that. The only subjects discussed here now are the land and tariff

questions. The Washington men who have come in are republicans, and are hoping that with republican success

they will be able to get back their old”sits” in the government printing office. There will be an increase in

Cleveland voters before the election. I don’t know about Hill.”

The World composing room runs over two hundred men. A canvass shows about one hundred and forty votes for

the Cleveland ticket.

Estimates from the Journal show seventy in favor of Cleveland to twenty against; the Times, about half and half;

the Morning Sun, about seventy in favor to ten against; the Evening Sun, solid for Cleveland; the Press, half and half;

the Star nearly solid for Cleveland.

Mr. O’BRIEN, one of the proprietors of the Union Printer, said: “Immediately after the adoption of the platform at

St. Louis the chairmen of chapels reported that a large majority of their members had taken fright at the tariff

plank; but since then things had changed and now the estimates for the entire book and job trade could be put

down at five for the democratic ticket to two for the republican. The democratic percentage could be improved;

but so far the only visible work had been done by the republicans. Already the book and job offices had been

flooded with republican literature, but nothing of a democratic nature had been seen, the only work so far in their

interest being done by the George men, who stand aloof from the democratic party while championing their

national ticket. The most notable change is in Beadle & Adams’s. In 1884 the vote was six for Blaine and seventeen

for Cleveland; this year it promises to be reversed. The Washingtonians who were thrown out when Benedict took

charge of the government office are actively working for the republican ticket in the trade; some of them even

threaten to introduce resolutions at the next meeting of the union regarding political action. If they do they will

be badly beaten.”

THEODORE WILDMAN, secretary of typographical union No. 6, said that he thought the book and job trade

now stood five for Cleveland to two for Harrison. He couldn’t speak authoritatively for the newspaper men, as he

rarely saw any of them, except the chairmansic of the offices. But he was certain that his estimate would hold in the

Sic in the original; probably “chairmen”.

Vol. IV, No. 5 (Whole No. 83), August 4, 1888 Page 2 of 8

17



balance of the trade. He did not know how Hill stood with the men; the only talk he had heard around the rooms

so far was about the national ticket.

NEW YORK, July 24.—What action do you deem advisable for single tax men to take in the state, congressional,

and municipal elections? I shall vote for Cleveland and that candidate for governor who shall be in favor of

electoral reform. I think it would be a good idea for single tax advocates in this vicinity to hold a ratification

meeting to ratify Grover Cleveland. By doing this we could most explicitly give to the public, through the press,

our reasons for indorsing the national democratic ticket. There would be no doubt of a large attendance, and we

all would be pleased to see our leaders on the public platform. The Academy of Music, the Metropolitan opera

honsesic or some other large hall could be obtained, and the expenses might be met by opening a subscription list

in THE STANDARD. I would most cheerfully subscribe five dollars. Yours truly,

CITIZEN.

[On another page we print the announcement of a meeting to be held at Cooper union, on Monday evening,

Aug. 7sic, to consider what action should be adopted by single tax men who favor the election of Cleveland.—ED.

STANDARD.]

A meeting to organize a tariff reform club in Jersey City, will meet on Monday evening August 6, at eight o’clock,

at 409 Grove street. Those residents of Jersey City desiring to join such an organization, are respectfully invited to

attend.

J. D. MILLER, Sec’y.

In a New England protected factory:

Census Reporter to Superintendent—Now, I’ll just go through the different departments and get some statements

from your workmen.

Superintendent—Have you got an interpreter with you?

C. R.—A what?

S.—An interpreter. You see, our division superintendents are all Germans, and the head dyer is a Frenchman, and

most of the hands are French Canadians, except the women who clean the floors; they’re Irish.

C. R.—Well, never mind; I’ll take your statements. They’ll do.

p. 2, col. 4

A Meeting Has Been Called to Consider This Subject.

In Jersey City.

Taking the Census.

Sic in the original; probably “house”.
Sic in the original; probably “Monday evening, Aug. 6 (or Tuesday, Aug. 7; Aug. 7, 1888 fell on a Tuesday)”.
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An Infant Industry of Pretty Lusty Growth.

TO TYPE FOUNDERS.

Dear Sirs: The Mills tariff bill has passed the house of representatives. It taxes our raw material as follows:

Lead—1¼ cents per pound, equal to 31¼ per cent ad valorem.

Copper—30 per cent.

Tin—Not mentioned, unless under a general clause on page 9, at 40 per cent ad valorem.

Antimony—Free, but freight expenses and brokerage probably 10 per cent.

New Type Metal—15 per cent.

Brass—Under general clause on page 9, at 35 per cent.

To all these discriminations against the American type founder must be added at least 40 per cent for the excess

of wages in America.

To overbalance these crushing disabilities, the Mills bill allows only 15 per cent ad valorem!

Write to your senators at once, and give facts in your letter.

Up and do, crsic American type founding will be prostrated.

THOMAS MACKELLAR, Pres’t T. F. A.

“Look at that!” said Stillman Walker, senior member of a large type making and printers’ furnishing house. I had

already a copy of the circular in my pocket, and had called on him to ask questions regarding it; but he forestalled

me by showing his copy. It was intended ostensibly to be a secret circular from the president of the Type founders’

association of the United States to its members.

“Do you know what that means?” said he. “It means that if the Mills bill passes type founders’ssic wages will fall to

the level of wages paid in Great Britain. That’s what you free traders will bring our American workmen to if you

are allowed to go on; and more than that, type will be brought into this country to compete with our American

made type, and we will have to close up, and our workmen will be thrown out of employment.”

I read the circular more carefully. I hadn’t heard or read anywhere that the Mills bill had made any radical cuts in

anything excepting wool, lumber and salt; but I judged from the importance which Mr. MacKellar had attached to

the matter that perhaps the Mills bill had made radical cuts in the metals necessary to the making of type. I asked

Mr. Walker if he had a tariff book. He hadn’t. I thought that strange, but didn’t say so. I asked him what the

present tariffs on the ores were. He didn’t know, nor did anybody in the office know. It appears there is a firm on

Gold street that sells type metal to most of the foundries, all ready to melt and work up. So I couldn’t argue the

matter with him at all.

IN A TYPE FOUNDRY.

Sic in the original; probably “or”.
Sic in the original; probably “founders’”.
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But I had my serious doubts about type founders paying forty per cent more to their type workers than was paid

in Great Britain. I had heard that statement before in regard to other industries, which I had found to be untrue;

but when I expressed my doubt he looked at me with pitying astonishment.

I couldn’t argue the type matter with him, and I told him so; I had no facts, and I don’t think he had, either; but I

gave way to him because I presumed he ought to know more than I did about type manufacturing, because he was

in the business and I wasn’t. With a quiet smile of triumph he permitted the matter to drop. But I determined at

the first opportunity to post myself on the type business, so that when next we met I could talk the matter over

with him understandingly.

After smoking half a bad cigar he had given me, I casually remarked that I would like to take a look at his type

foundry.

“You want to make some inquiries?” said he suspiciously.

“Perhaps. Do you object?”

Oh, no,” he answered with the air of a merciful conqueror. Then turning to one of his subordinates, he said:

“Danny, take Mr. McCabe up stairs and introduce him to the foreman and Mr. Milne and ask them to show him

around.

I went up and was introduced. I got a lot of ammunition, which I at first intended to save until I fired it at Walker;

but on second thought I have concluded that it will do more execution if I fire it at the readers of THE

STANDARD; it will hit my friend just as hard as if I had saved it for him.

John Milne is a matrix maker. He is a Scotchman by birth, and has lived in the United States over twenty years,

but goes back every year or so on a visit. He is reputed to be an exceptionally good workman, and receives much

above the standard wages. His testimony is interesting:

“As to the weekly wages paid, they are, as the circular says, on the average about forty per cent higher here than in

Great Britain—in dollars. But you must remember that is the weekly wage. Type founders over there don’t work as

many hours as they do in this country. Nine hours a day and four hours on Saturday is the rule, making forty-nine

hours. Here we work sixty—a difference of eleven hours. Then the English workman doesn’t do as much work in an

hour as is expected in this country, the ratio of work done being, say, eight in Great Britain to twelve here, or one-

half more work. You see, the trade organizations there regulate the amount of work that shall be done in a day; but

even if they did not, I think the climate would. An Englishman finds soon after coming here that, somehow or

other, he can do more work.

“Weekly wages are forty per cent higher here than in England, as a rule, as Mr. MacKellar claims, but they should

be more than that, for the cost of living is at least fifty per cent higher. I regard two pounds ($10) in England as

better than fifteen dollars here. A man earning ten dollars a week over there would be foolish to come here for

eighteen dollars, unless he was assured promotion within a reasonable time.

“As to piece work—there is very little of that class of work done over there—there is nothing like forty per cent

difference. For instance, to make this matrix in England [picking up one] I would get one shilling and six pence

(37½ cents); here I would get forty-five cents for it—seven and a half cents more than is paid in England. Now, that

is not a difference of forty per cent, by a good deal, but a difference of only just twenty per cent.

“The trade here is in a fair condition; much better than for many years Has the tariff had anything to do with it?

Certainly not! The tariff can’t regulate wages any more than it can regulate the moon in its course. The supply of
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labor is what regulates the demand. It would be a positive benefit if the metals necessary for type making came in

free of duty. Why, the largest item of expense in making type is labor—not material—and labor comes here free.

Here’s the way to figure the thing out. Take, say, one hundred pounds of nonpareil. It costs:

For casting $4 67 1-2

For breaking 1 60

For rubbing 7 40

For setting 2 50

For dressing 3 36

For sundry labor (estimated) 5 00

Labor cost $25 13 1-2sic

For metal (1) 12 00

$37 13 1-2

Manufacturers’ profit (20 per cent) 7 43

$44 56 1-2

That is the figure Mr. Walker places it at; but I am told eight dollars is nearer the mark.

The cost of labor, you see, is over twice as

p. 2, col. 5
much as the cost for materials. Now, if the duty of fifteen per cent on raw materials were taken off it would enable

the manufacturer to sell nonpareil type for nearly two cents per pound cheaper.

I thanked Mr. Milne for his kindness and departed.

The following day I looked over the Mills bill as passed and found there were mistakes in some of the figures in

Mr. MacKellar’s circular, the principal error being his statement that tin is taxed forty per cent under the Mills

bill. Tin under the Mills bill is free, as at present. But such mistakes as this are common enough in protectionist

arguments, and I will not take up the space of THE STANDARD to go over the whole circular.

I find on reading over my manuscript I have shot an animal that I was not gunning for. That hundred pounds of

nonpareil, after liberal charges and profits upon it had been paid, could be sold for forty-four dollars and fifty-six

and a half cents. But the price at any of our foundries when I last bought nonpareil was fifty-eight dollars!—

thirteen dollars and forty-three and a half cents over the total cost of production, with a profit of twenty per cent

added. How much of that does the poor, in-danger-of-not-being-protected journeyman type founder get, I

wonder? I heard some years ago that there was a type manufacturers’ trust; now I see it. I do not wonder now at

Mr. MacKellar’s fears; nor do I wonder at Mr. Walker’s. I can see where the Mills bill would “prostrate” American

type founding.

I had to go down town on an errand Monday, and happening to pass by Mr. Walker’s business place, the thought

struck me that possibly since I had last bought type a change might have taken place in the price which would

account for the difference of thirteen dollars and forty-three cents I had found between the cost and profit of

1. 

Sic in the original; probably “items as printed sum to $24 53 1-2 (a 60-cent discrepancy; one item or the total is wrong)”.
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manufacture and the selling price. So I stepped into the office and asked what nonpareil was selling at now. The

bookkeeper answered, “Sixty-four cents a pound.” I caught my breath and staggered out. Had the Mills bill done

this? thought I. Sixty-four cents—six cents more than it was a year ago—increasing the monopoly profit which I had

found from thirteen dollars and forty-three cents to nineteen dollars and forty-three cents. Nineteen dollars and

forty-three cents out of sixty-four dollars—over fifty-one and a half per centsic of the cost of the type—taken from

the pockets of the purchasers, for what? Not to protect the industry, surely! Not for the benefit of the laborers.

Well, then, for whom? He who swipes your handkerchief goes to the island—if he is caught. But he who chokes

nineteen dollars and forty-three cents out of you every time you buy a hundred pounds of nonpareil, through

being a member of the type founders’ trust, wearf,17 much jewelry, eats juicy steaks, and is admired for his

“enterprise.”

WM. MCCABE.

Chicago Mail.

You turn from looking in my face, Bloated, distorted, vile; Yet once I had a boyish grace, I had—absic, you may

smile, But I’d keen eyes, features as fair As any girl’s; the stamp Which only the well bred may bear, Was mine—now

I’m a tramp!

What made me what you see me? Pshaw! The reason is as old As are the mountains: ‘Tis the law Of nature; we are

told Off by grim fate, some to be made Life’s failing, falling wrecks; Some to stalk on in the parade, Their feet on

others’ necks.

I was but of the former class; I lost where others won; I found men false. It came to pass My faith in all was done.

Experience did not prove to me The boasted guiding lamp; I drifted—badly, as you see, And still I drift—a tramp!

’Twas but my weakness? Maybe so; What made me weak? I ask; Made I the heritage I owe To parents? Is the task

Of fighting fate but for the few, With justice? Why revamp Those same old platitudes? Adieu. I’ll drift on—I’m a

tramp!

L. Y. Booth, sending us a list of campaign subscribers to THE STANDARD from Cedar Rapids, Iowa, says that

after several months watching he is convinced that the position of THE STANDARD in this campaign is the

correct one; that the discussion of the tariff question is engrossing public attention, and that it is enabling single

tax men to propagate their opinions.

The settlers on the great Maxwell grant, New Mexico, are calling for a report from the house private lands claim

committee on the resolution offered by Representative Holman of Indiana last February. These settlers are in

danger of eviction by the foreign land company that has bought up the Maxwell claim.

A Tramp.

Notes from Correspondence.

Sic in the original; probably “figure as printed does not follow ($19.43 of $64 is about 30 per cent; of $44.56½ cost about 43.6 per cent)”.
Sic in the original; probably “wears”.
Sic in the original; probably “ah”.
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W. S. Brewer, Meriden, Conn., says that he gave up taking the New York World in order that he might take an extra

copy of THE STANDARD. He and two of his friends are working hard to convert their shop mates to free trade.

They have got several men to the point of doubting the benefit of protection.

A meeting of the Progress and Poverty class will be held Monday, August 6, at 8 p. m., at 39[2?] Bowery. Dr. J. P.

Stanley will address the class in favor of protection. Discussion will follow the address. All are invited.

And still there is another strike. This time it is the boys employed in the chain factory of the American iron works

of Jones & Laughlins, who want an increase of wages. “It’s a cold day” when Pittsburg can’t produce a strike in

some branch of industry.—[Red Short, in Age of Steel.

At Leith, near Uniontown, Pa., drivers and roadmen around the mines have had their wages reduced from $1.80

to $1.68 per day. Other employes have had an equal cut.—[Buffalo Evening News.

Three hundred employes of a Cleveland (O.) nut and bolt foundry struck last week because the company decided

to pay once a month instead of every two weeks. Recently wages were reduced 10 per cent.—[Buffalo Evening

News.

The Home Journal, in discussing the tariff on works of art, tells the following anecdote:

A year or so ago it was reported that an original Raphael, of great merit and value, was held for sale in

Chicago. At once it was discovered that no work of the character had paid duty at the custom house, and it

became necessary to investigate the charge. “Hunt the Raphael down!” was the cry; but when the criminal

was run to earth, the picture proved to be a copy of no value, and the complaint against the offender was

dismissed. As long as he was thought guilty of introducing a genuine Raphael into the country he was in the

position of a malefactor, but as soon as it was shown that he had only a worthless daub, or a deliberate

forgery, he was acquitted of all blame.

p. 2, col. 6

PITTSBURG, Pa., July 5.—Will you kindly permit me a short space in your valuable columns to briefly reply to an

article on “The duty on tin plate,” appearing in THE STANDARD from the pen of Mr. Deverall.

This article, though evidently intended to be a criticism on my replies to certain questions propounded at the

Palace hall debate, is in reality a perversion and misrepresentation of the facts at issue.

I admitted at the meeting that I was aware the Standard oil company received a drawback of ninety per cent of the

duty for all its exports of oil in tin vessels. I also stated, as a matter of opinion, that, as a rule, the larger amount of

A Public Debate.

“Triumphant Democracy.”

Hunt the Raphael Down!

A LETTER FROM JOHN JARRETT.
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capital required the greater the difficulty of starting up a business. But I positively deny that I stated “that the

protection tariff in this case fostered the monopoly of the Standard oil company.

Such a statement would be absurd and inconsistent. It was the revenue tariff, and the drawback system, that I said

fostered the coal oil monopoly.

There is not now, nor was there ever, in this country a protective tariff in force on tin plates. No tin plates are now

made in this country, nor has there been any for the last few years. All are now imported from Great Britain, which

country possesses a monopoly of tin plate manufacture. This country takes over seventy per cent of Great

Britain’s total production of tin plates, and consumes more than all the rest of the world combined. Yet not one

pound is made here, though attempts were made between 1872 and 1878 under the then existing high prices

demanded by England, which all failed, thus giving us a beautiful illustration of the practical results of a tariff

only for revenue.

Thus it is clear that in this case foreign production protected by a low revenue tariff, and not home production of

tin plates, is in the interest of monopoly, and in this case it has fostered the coal oil monopoly. I would also state

that during the last year a foreign trust monopolized tin, and advanced the price from twenty to thirty-eight cents

per pound. We have absolute free trade in tin, Cansic Mr. Deverall explain this?

Mr. Deverall’s method of reasoning showing how that home production of tin plate would foster the “coal oil

monopoly” is grotesque and visionary. It is “heads I win tails you lose.” Now it is foreign production with the

drawback that fosters monopoly, then it would be home production and tariff that would do it. Now it is

combination with the British tin plate trust that fosters the coal oil monopoly, then it would be combination with

the American tin plate trust. This is really bad, indeed.

Mr. Deverall evidently attempts to fortify the position of the canned goods men in favor of free importation of tin

plates. But he places them in a bad light when he says “that with home production of tin plates the Standard oil

monopoly would, by combination, do what we are now doing with canned goods.” From this we must infer that

canners are now a combination, or trust, who tax the American consumer to enable them “to sell in such pauper

countries as England at less than they sell here, just to feed the poor things and intensify pauper labor.”

Mr. Deverall, I presume, is aware that the coal oil monopoly and canners both get the same rebate on exports in

tin vessels, viz., 90 per cent of the duty on tin plates, hence both are in the same box.

Again, he is in error when he says, that I admitted canned goods were sold cheaper in England than in this

country. What I said was that British workmen seldom bought canned goods, their wages being too low to permit

them doing so. I do not believe the difference in price in each country is much, neither do I believe that canners

are monopolists, or that their profits are very large, especially when we can buy a dozen cans of tomatoes for $1.

As a mathematical problem the influence of the duty cannot be any more than the full duty on the tin plates used

in making the can. Let us see, the duty is 1 cent per pound on tin plates. Quantity of tin plate in one can, about 5

ounces; duty on can about 3 mills, or about 3 cents on a dozen cans. The tariff cost, therefore, on a dozen cans is

about 3 cents to the American consumer. Exporting a dozen cans of tomatoes, the exporter receives a drawback of

2.7 cents, but he has to pay freight, insurance, lighterage and other tolls, so that the difference in price should

really be in favor of the American consumer. It is a rather strange argument in favor of canners to be told that

their goods sell cheaper in England than in this country. If Mr. Deverall is right, then it proves that the home

Sic in the original; probably “tin. Can”.
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market is by far the the bestsic for canners. Even free traders generally assert that prices are governed by supply

and demand. If so, then the higher prices here are evidences of a healthier demand (here).

A protective tariff on tin plates would enable us to establish the industry of tin plate manufacture here, thus

furnishing increased employment to American labor and capital, and an enlarged market for the products of

canners and others. The price of tin plates would then be regulated by the wages paid to American labor, for

according to the system of wage adjustment among our iron and steel workers, their wages are based on the selling

price of their product. With home production of tin plates, canners would be secured a safer basis of supply, and

the poor “coal oil monopoly” would lose the drawback.

In conclusion, I wish to thank Mr, Deverall for his gratuitous advice in my behalf to the American tin plate tariff

association. I am, however, a free man, and subject to the dictionsic of no association. I am in the field to advocate

protetion,22 in the fullest sense of the term. I do not believe that it is just or fair to accept British wages or prices of

commodities as a standard for Americans, but believe in the advocacy of good living wages to labor. In brief, I am

for an American standard of wages, based on an American standard of prices, without anything British in them.

JOHN JARRETT.

Philadelphia Record.

Philadelphia cast her solid delegation o[f ?] five votes against a free wool tariff, and it i[s?] fairly presumable that

her five experienced congressmen meant to vote for the best interests of their city. Philadelphia has 1,000,000

people and 150 sheep. These 150 sheep probably average six pounds clip, making the Philadelphia annual output

about 900 pounds, and the gross value of the wool growth of the city is about $275. A repeal of the tariff tax of

ten cents per pound on raw wool, would inflict a loss of $90 upon the wool growers of one million people.

The million people of Philadelphia consume about $12 of woolens per head each year, aggregating $12,000,000,

upon which they now pay a tariff tax of 68 per cent, aggregating about $8,000,000.

The raw wool used by our woolen mills is taxed about forty-one per cent by our tariff laws, which adds over twenty

per cent to the cost of woolens of every consumer. If wool was made free Philadelphia would lose $90 in the price

of her wool crop and gain twenty per cent reduction in the price of her woolens.

A reduction of twenty per cent in the price of woolens would be $2,400,000 a year saved to the woolen consumers

of Philadelphia, while the loss on the wool grown by her people would be $90; or a balance in favor of the people

of $2,399,910.

Philadelphia’s Representatives Determined to “Protect” Her 150 Sheep

Though It Cost Her $2,399,910 to Do It.

Sic in the original; probably “the best”.
Sic in the original; probably “dictation”.
Sic in the original; probably “protection”.
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An Answer from the Portland “Oregonian” That is Not an Answer.

NEW YORK.—The Portland, Ore., Oregonian has been slightly ruffled by my letter in THE STANDARD on June 23.

It attacks and makes an appearance of refuting my statements, and after all fails to disprove any of them. The 

Oregonian said:

You of the east who are bawling “land monopoly,” just look this way. Here are millions of acres you can have just

for the trouble of coming to get them. Come right along. No sense in squatting down in the eastern cities and

yelling “land monopoly.” Come out here and become “monopolists” yourselves. (Henry George’s paper

please copy.)

I pointed out that I had traveled all over Oregon and Washington territory nineteen years ago and again nine years

ago, and specifically named the sections of country I had visited [see STANDARD of June 23] and had found that

nearly all the accessible land had been taken up—a very small portion by settlers, the bulk by railroad corporations

and land speculators; and that while there was room enough, as the Oregonian says, in Oregon and Washington

territory for millions, yet “at all the entrances to this paradise stood the land grabber and monopolist,” who

demanded toll before the seekers for homes could enter in. “Let any person,” I said, “whose eyes are turned to that

country put money in his purse, for he will need it if he wants to get a foothold there; and despite what the Oregonian

has said, there is no more use for a moneyless man in Oregon or Washington territory than there is right here in New York.”

To these assertions, after printing its own paragraph which brought out my letter, the Oregonian makes answer:

One William McCabe, taking this for a text, writes a letter to Henry George’s paper under the inquiry,

“Where Are Those Acres?” He professes to have been in Oregon twice—the first time nineteen years ago, the

second time ten years ago; yet he couldn’t find any of those acres, and now he wants to know where they are.

“Are they,” he asks, “anywhere near Portland? Anywhere near East Portland? Anywhere in the counties back

of Portland? Anywhere in the Willamette valley? Anywhere along the upper Columbia river, east of the

Cascade mountains, in the Walla Walla country, or at Puget sound?” Mr. McCabe says he didn’t find land for

the settler in any of these localities, and renews the inquiry, “Where are those acres that can be had just for

the trouble of coming to get them?”

By some it may be regarded as amazing that anyone should make such inquiries; but the fact should excite

no wonder at all. Mr. McCabe is one of those who look for a thing hoping never to find it. If he traveled over

any considerable part of Oregon and Washington nineteen years ago, or ten years ago, he ran over millions

of acres that could be had for the taking. But no doubt he kept in the towns and cities, where the land was

“taken up” some time before he came.

AGAIN, WHERE ARE THOSE ACRES?
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In Oregon and Washington, since he first came, nineteen years ago, three hundred thousand people have

found homes, and there is land for three millions more. Here, in a country of nearly two hundred thousand

square miles, there are now less than half a million people, and there are vast areas remaining where there is

not one settler within fifty miles of another. Land, however, cannot be had for the taking right adjoining the

cities of Portland, Seattle or Walla Walla; but since Mr. McCabe came to this country and couldn’t find land,

cities like Tacoma, Spokane Falls and many smaller have been built on land that was then unoccupied, and

that he might have had as easily as anyone else. Ten to twenty years hence other like cities will have been

built on lands which men of Mr. McCabe’s sort can’t find now, and never will find.

One of the assertions of his letter is that railroad grants have swallowed up all the lands that present settlers

do not own. Considerable areas are indeed covered by railroad grants, but they are as nothing compared

with what remains. And even within the grants only half of the lands are covered; the other half is open to

settlers and five-sixths of all the lands are touched by no grants whatever.

The least likely of all places to find lands for settlement is in the saloons and barrooms of the towns, even in

a new country. It is only by sticking very close to them that men cannot find in Oregon and Washington

“millions of acres to be had for the taking.”

It is evident that the editor of the Oregonian avoids answering my question. I asked “Where are those acres that

can be had just for the trouble of coming to get them?” and I still pause for an answer. Mr. H. C. Crockett, of

Weston, Kings county, Washington territory, who had a letter in THE STANDARD of July 7, while deprecating the

statements in my letter, admitted that the land speculators and mill companies and loggers held a large part of the

choicest lands along Puget sound, and what land there was still open to settlement was “difficult of access,” and

that there “was no use for moneyless men in this [Oregon and Washington territory] country; and people who

wish to take government land should not attempt it with less than five hundred dollars, and they could find use for

more.”

In one portion of its “answer” the Oregonian speaks of cities that have grown on land that “Mr. McCabe couldn’t

find,” which was unoccupied nineteen years ago, and which “he might have had as easily as any one else”—meaning

“Spokane Falls and many other smaller cities.” I admit I know nothing about some of these places, but “Tacoma” I 

do know all about, and I also know about Kalama, Columbia City and “some other smaller cities;” and the assertion

that I “might have had” the land on which they were built “as easily as any one else” is a falsehood.

The story of the building up of the town of Kalama, and its subsequent downfall, is probably known to more than

one Oregonian, who have good reason to remember it. It was one of the large swindles of a larger swindling

railroad company. The town, as the editor of the Oregonian probably remembers, was laid out in 1870 or 1871 by

the Northern Pacific railroad company on the Washington territory bank of the Columbia river, about forty miles

from Portland. It was given out by the company that Kalama was to be the western terminus of the Northern

Pacific railway. Unsophisticated Oregonians sold their farms and other property and flocked to this “new

metropolis,” and put their life earnings into lots. Upon these lots they built houses and waited for the railroad to

come there and “terminus.” From five hundred to two thousand dollars was the price of a lot 25x100 feet, where

erstwhile flew the birds of the air and roamed the wild beasts of the forest, and land could have been had for

nothing. Two or three thousand people gathered there and poured their treasures into the terminal office on the

hill. Well, the railroad reached there, but did not stop. When the company had got the last possible dollar out of

the gulled people, it moved its terminus to “some point on Puget sound.” That was only seventeen or eighteen

years ago. Kalama was abandoned; and the last time I was there it had a population of five or six persons, who

lived off the occasional traveler who happened to pass that way. The houses built during the “boom” were being

used by the five or six inhabitants for kindling wood. The people who bought the “lots” and built the houses had

wandered sadly and sorrowfully off to begin life again elsewhere. That is the story of Kalama.
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Now for Tacoma. It was expected, and the judgment of topographers was unanimous

p. 3, col. 2
, that Seattle would be the terminus. But the Northern Pacific people had been so successful in their Kalama

scheme that they determined to try it again. They secured the land on which Tacoma now stands, and as in the

case of Kalama, they laid out the town and offered lots for sale. The public didn’t bite, and the “boom” didn’t come

to Tacoma until the railway company had built their road to it and had their docks and warehouses ready for

business. When everything indicated that that was where the Northern Pacific company would have to stop, then

the public came in and bought lots—slowly at first, as if mistrusting the people with whom they were dealing. Now,

I understand, there’s quite a town there; but about the spot where once flourished Kalama still hover the spirits of

the poor people who were swindled out of their last dollar—by the same corporation that built Tacoma.

The story of Columbia City is a much pleasanter one. The projectors of that enterprise lost every dollar they had.

Reason: The public didn’t bite.

WM. MCCABE.

PARKERSBURG, W. Va., July 24.—Single tax men here are encouraged by the growing sentiment in favor of free

trade. The seed has been sown and the fruit is yielding in abundance. When THE STANDARD first announced

itself in favor of Cleveland a few of our members laid on their oars, suspending judgment as to the course they

should pursue, but now every member of our club regardless of past party affiliations has joined in with THE

STANDARD on the march for freedom.

Hon. J. M. Jackson in a speech delivered before the democratic organization in this city July 12, stated that while

some people called Henry George a visionary and crank, he regarded him as the deepest thinker and greatest

reasoner in this oountrysic and after reading and commenting on a considerable portion of Henry George’s tariff

article published in Belford’s Magazine, he declared that he endorsed every word of it from the crossing of a T to the

dotting of an I. The speaker is one of the ablest lawyers in West Virginia and is just completing his sixteenth year

on the bench in this judicial district. He is the leading candidate for the congressional nomination on the

democratic ticket and one of the most influential men of the state. Mr. W. I. Boreman, president of our local club,

is an earnest and energetic worker in the cause, being a prominent business man, influential citizen and a former

republican. He is a power for good. The tariff discussion is already hissing hot. What may we expect by November?

One weekkneedsic democrat was heard to remark recently that were it not for that infernal Henry George gang

there would be less talk and trouble about the tariff.

T. E. Q.

BOSTON.—THE STANDARD is so full of meat that it required the whole week to digest it. My progress through

the issue of the 14th was so slow that I did not arrive at the letter of Mr. Browne of Washington, correcting my

misstatement relating to Congressman McKinney’s position on the tariff question, in time to acknowledge my

mistake in the following issue.

Declares for Straightout Free Trade.

Acknowledges His Mistake About Congressman McKinney.

Sic in the original; probably “country”.
Sic in the original; probably “weak-kneed”.
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I am pleased to find myself mistaken about Mr. McKinney. The basis of my statement that he was a “protectionist

tariff reformer” was a clipping I had in my scrap book. It was a garbled report of a speech by Mr. McKinney in the

house, and I cannot now trace it to its source, but I think it was from some country paper. I have scanned the files

of a reputable newspaper since, however, and find Mr. McKinney’s record to be entirely clear and highly

praiseworthy as a tariff reformer. His arguments in support of the Mills bill are terse and powerful. The voters in

his district should see to it that a legislator who so ably represents them, and whose patriotic efforts have been

directed toward removing a portion of the burdensome taxes on workingmen, is returned.

I know of no better instruments for propagating the grand doctrines of freedom of trade and the single tax than

THE STANDARD and the tracts published by THE STANDARD. I am circulating them to the extent of my means,

and shall send an order for tracts in a few days.

FRANK E. STACKPOLE.

TUCKAHOE, N. Y., July 25—Itsic is generally considered bad policy to mix business and politics; but what is the

use of advocating a principle if you are not willing to make some sacrifices for it?

Acting upon this idea, we got out a business card with a time table of the local railway and placed upon one part a

striking extract from Shearman’s tariff speech showing the inequalities and injustice of the present system. As

expected, we received some warm congratulations upon our course which were very welcome, some

animadversions, and a great deal of cold silence. One ex-county judge, who, by the way, should have known better,

told us that we were d——d English free traders, and after indulging in considerable personal vituperation said that

he did not like any man’s opinions thrust at him!

The vast majority of men in this locality are stone cutters and quarry hands who have a dread of Italian pauper

labor which no amount of demonstration seems able to prove to them unfounded.

We should be glad of any suggestions from those who have had experience as to the best method of dealing with

those who prefer a demonstration which appeals to the pocket. In the meantime we must persevere, and take

pleasure in doing so, knowing that the right must ultimately prevail.

ALBERT O. YOUNG.

HARTFORD, Conn.—Inclosed find order for books and tracts. In traveling through this state I have found that the

ground is ready for the seed. Men are willing to listen to our doctrine, although most of those in the factory

villages who are sympathetic shrink from openly avowing their convictions through fear of losing their positions.

There are a large enough number of democrats in the state to make a strong showing, but they are so poorly

posted on the tariff question that they have scarcely anything to say when confronted with protectionist

arguments, even of the most ridiculous character. I was in Manchester last week, where most of the inhabitants

are virtually owned by Cheney Brothers, silk manufacturers. All the employes of this big concern are being

supplied with a certain high protectionist daily paper free of charge. This town goes republican, thanks to our

system of voting, which permits intimidation.

A Novel Way of “Spreading the Light.”

Now’s the Time for Work in Connecticut.

Sic in the original; probably “July 25.—It”.
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JOHN CAIRNS.

LOS ANGELES, Cal., July 27.—One of the evil results of gambling with the earth is the utter demoralization of

those engaged in it. Real estate circulars are nothing if not “poetic,” and poetry with land sharks means falsehoods.

Not a circular is published but what contains the statement that workingmen can always secure steady work and

high wages. There are thousands of idle men here in consequence.

S. H. PALMER.

p. 3, col. 3

A Single Tax Prohibitionist—The Moral Side the Strong Side—Louis Lesaulnier’s Idea.

CHICAGO, July 27.—I think single tax men will be pleased to know that, in the person of Major G. J. Blewett, the

prohibitionists of the Second Indiana district have nominated one who earnestly believes in the doctrines of

“Progress and Poverty.” Major Blewett was one of our most earnest speakers at Vincennes, and I cannot doubt that

while teaching the monstrous evils of the saloon, he will also teach the monstrous injustice of landlordism. He is a

brave, true man, and he will do much during this campaign to destroy the fetichism which so long bound the

people to the car of destruction.

Permit me in this connection to add my testimony against indirection in the advancement of our cause. If we win,

we must win upon the ethical strength of our position. I would rather have the moral conviction of one man like

Hugh O. Pentecost, willing to sacrifice all that life holds most dear for the sake of a great truth, than ten thousand

men whose cupidity has led them to seek what they have thought to be an advantage.

But, really, all things work together for the advancement of our cause. I am not willing to quarrel with any one’s

methods. I am, indeed, willing to bid godspeed to any man who has taken up the cross of the new crusade,

whatever his line of march, for I find the weakest of the brethren confusing the enemy and adding to the honor,

the glory and the conquering power of our cause. Even our internal dissensions have been a spur to some of us,

and in good time, I trust, we shall all be found rallying beneath the white banner of our faith.

But let us not hide our light. Let us set it rather on the mountain top, a beacon to wandering feet. Let us teach men

the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth. The man who petitions for the single tax without knowing

its scope and its beauty, may fly from us as from a pestilence if landlordism raises its alarm in behalf of “vested

right;” but if you make that man know the truth, his feet are planted on a rock, and the winds may blow, the rains

descend, yet he will stand firm—a bulwark as impregnable as Gibraltar.

I have caught an idea from the note of Louis Lesaulnier in this week’s STANDARD, suggesting that a premium be

offered for a pictorial diagram contrasting our present system of taxation with the proposed single tax system, and

I have already brought the matter to the attention of a brilliant young Chicago artist. I fancy that a prize of say

[$200?], made up by popular small subscriptions, would induce many artists to compete for it. In order to catch

the spirit of the subject they must read “Progress and Poverty.” To do that is to become converts, and to become a

convert is to become an active propagandist of the truth. It seems to me that we can make a good investment in

this direction, and you may count me in as a contributor to the fund.

The Pitch Defiles.

FROM WARREN WORTH BAILEY.
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WARREN WORTH BAILEY.

NEW YORK, July 29—Insic 1871 I was making custom shoes for a Broadway store. I worked, ate and slept in the

same house, fetching my work from the store and taking it back when finished. I was often compelled to remain in

idleness by day and to work nights and on Sundays. My sleeping room was also the sleeping room of five others;

my sitting room was the room in which I worked. Having been born and bred in the country, in a clean home, this

life went hard with me. I would gladly have changed for the country had I any hopes of obtaining employment. I

had seen something of the prairies and western towns. About this time the knights of St. Crispin were at their

best, and I was glad when the grand lodge indorsed and recommended co-operation. We talked and thought about

it; the outcome was that about thirty of us formed a society and started to make men’s fine hand sewed shoes. We

were beginning to get into working order when we were surprised and grieved to find that we were to receive the

opposition of the lodge to which we all belonged. Some of us withdrew, others stood trial and appealed to the

grand lodge which, in spite of laws and recommendations, decided that we were working contrary to the welfare

of our fellow knights. The charge against us, as stated by one of our opponents, was this: “You have adopted the

team system by which you can make many more pairs of shoes than you can by working individually. You are

better workmen than they are in other factories. You are making better shoes. Our bosses know this and they can

get your shoes for less money than they can have them made by us. They will keep a stock of your work from

which to select when a customer leaves an order, instead of giving us the order. This means ruin to the custom

trade, and you ought not to wonder when we say, ‘We will down your co-operation if we can.’”

They made no attempt to deny that if we were successful we would improve our condition. That was not the

question, and when we asked “Why do not the rest do likewise?” they replied “There is not work enough even now,

but under your system there would be less. There are only so many shoes to be made, for which so much money is

paid, and while your system will reduce the amount of money, it will not create a great demand for shoes, but will

throw out of employment many men, thus creating a greater surplus of labor, which will bring wages to the

starvation point.” Thus they said to us: “You must be content to lose your hard earned money and give up all hope

of bettering your condition by co-operation, because it will make employment more scarce.”

Looking at these arguments from a protection standpoint and in the light of those days, it was not hard to see that

they were right. Our co-operative concern dragged on for a while, and then like all other similar societies of this

town, went the way of all flesh. But the competition of the poor shoemaker still continues. The factories of this

city and Newark with their machinery are playing havoc with the trade. Men are being thrown out of employment

to die, sometimes by their own hand. I am afraid that doctors and jurymen don’t always give the true cause of

death or they would more often render a verdict of “Tired of the fight and slow starvation.” But this would not be a

pleasant record, and besides it is easier to say, “God did it.”

Some of my mates are saying: “If protection is so good a thing, why in humanity’s name do they not protect the

custom shoemaker from the factory hand and the factory hand from machinery? The past and present are not

pleasant to think about, but there is a light in the east and men are beginning to see it, and some of us believe in

our hearts that a simple, sufficient and bloodless remedy for our troubles has been found, and that the day is not

far distant when men and women will have no need to wage war upon one another for the purpose of getting work

to do. It will not come through protective unions nor the co-operative business we have had, nor through that will-

o’-the-wisp,”protection,” but through the return of our stolen birthright—the bounties of nature. When that is done

man will live under his own fig tree at peace with his fellows. Then to introduce

The Case of the Custom Shoemaker.

Sic in the original; probably “July 29.—In”.
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improved methods of working or machinery will be considered a blessing instead of a calamity.

GEO. SEWARD, 203 West Thirty-fourth street.

A Free Trader Starts the Vermont Quarrymen to Thinking—The Democrats Aroused to Activity.

RUTLAND, Vt., July 29.—Last Friday evening we had a debate on the tariff between Dr. M. R. Leverson of New

York and John D. Spellman, a young lawyer of this town. Dr. Leverson presented the case of free trade in a clear

and forcible manner.

After our town hall, which seats about 1,200 people, had been crowded to its utmost capacity, there were still

many who were unable to get even a peep at the speakers.

Both political parties were well represented, and each side expected its advocate to come out victorious. It seems

to me that that meeting must demonstrate to the leaders of the democratic party, at least of this state, that the

way to make converts to democracy is by open debate—by forcing the republican restrictionists to the wall, for

they are absolutely unable to cope with even the least informed of the single tax men. Mr. Spellman evaded the

question entirely, and the several direct questions which Dr. Leverson requested him to answer were in no way

alluded to. His address was made up of the shallowest kind of political buncombe and the meanest kind of

demagogy. He appealed to the lowest prejudices, even going so far out of his way as to declare free traders to be

disbelievers in God. He attempted to excite Irish prejudice against the English people, and misquoted facts about

tariff legislation.

You are probably aware that this is the marble producing center of the world. Dr. Leverson made use of the tariff

on marble to set people here to thinking. He showed that the production of cheap stone don’t mean cheap wages.

He illustrated by taking a cubic foot of stone cut here, the average price of which was $3. This price included a

tariff of 65 cents and wages at a rate between $1, the minimum, and $2, the maximum, paid per day. He compared

with this a cubic foot of marble taken from works near New York, sold at $1. Marble cutters there receive $3.50 to

$4 per day, and a day’s labor consists of but eight hours work. Having thus shown that cheap marble did not mean

low wages, and showing that the abolition of the tariff would result in a cheapening of marble, Dr. Leverson asked

who got the 65 cents of protective tariff ?

Spellman failed to inform his hearers who, though they repeatedly called for an answer. The cry has gone out

through the shops, and the marble cutters are excited. “Who gets the sixty-five cents?” they are asking.

Yesterday the street presented a peculiar appearance. There were little knots of men here and there discussing the

tariff question. The democrats are jubilant, but the republicans are daunted, and have resorted to calling free

traders anarchists.

The democrats have issued a challenge to any man in the state to joint debate with the president of the Jackson

democratic club, with the ringing cry, “We fling down the gauntlet, let him who dares pick it up.”

The president is Thomas H. Brown, a marble polisher by trade, a young man under thirty, and self-educated. We

pit him against any man in the state or country, and agree to forfeit the expenses of any debate if he is beaten.

A HOT DEBATE.

1. 
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MONMOUTH, Oregon, July 18—Theresic are two points of history that I would like to prescribe as a nerve tonic to

Messrs. Hill and Carlisle or any other leaders who protest overmuch against any imputation of free trade as a

democratic doctrine. One point is that the most decisive victory ever gained by the democratic party was in the

Jackson-Clay contest of 1832, when the issue was as plainly stated as words could frame ideas. There was then no

desire nor effort to “crawfish.” A vote for Jackson meant free trade and a vote for Clay meant protection. Yet the

final verdict was more than four to one in favor of free trade, notwithstanding the fact that the so-called “business

men” of the country and part of the south were dead against Jackson. The other point is to be found in Jackson’s

message to congress of 1833. The passage reads: “Those who take an enlarged view of the condition of our

country must be satisfied that the policy of protection must be ultimately limited to those articles of domestic

manufacture which are indispensable to our safety in time of war. Within this scope. on a reasonable scale,28, it is

recommended by every consideration of patriotism and duty, which will doubtless always secure to it a liberal and

efficient support. But beyond this object we have already seen the operation of the system productive of

discontent. In some sections of the republic its influence is deprecated as tending to concentrate wealth into a few

hands and as creating those germs of dependence and vice which in other countries have characterized the

existence of monopolies and proved so destructive of liberty and the general good. A large portion of the people

in one section of the republic declares it not only inexpedient on these grounds, but as disturbing the equal

relations of property by legislation, and therefore unconstitutional and unjust.” This prescription applied with a

due regard to the changed relations we now bear with foreign powers as regards war, should in a very brief time so

far “brace up” anyone whose backbone is not all gone that he will at least refrain from needless apology when

charged that the democratic party is essentially a free trade party.

NATHAN YOCUM.

DETROIT, July 28—Isic most heartily concur in your comments on the suggestions of our friends and co-workers

in Texas. I do not favor the hiding of our lights under a bushel. Our friends are like a physician diagnosing a

disease, who knows a radical remedy is needed, yet dreads the pain its application will inflict on the patient, and

so instead applies an anæsthetic to temporarily relieve the patient while the disease is developing fatally.

My experience here seems entirely different from that of our Texas friends. I find that instead of the single tax

leading up to free trade, free trade leads to the single tax, and I have made not a few converts of strong

protectionists by showing why the workingmen in free trade England, with their half of free trade policy, only get

a small share of the benefits of real free trade. This I did by pointing out that under it the land monopolist gets the

cream of the free trade milk, the manufacturers and traders the skim milk, and the workingmen the rinsing of the

pans.

I find a little of this free trade argument brings the protectionist (if not a rabid party man) into the free trade and

single tax army at almost one bound, as he can readily see that with God’s bounteous provisions released from

monopoly, the more we can produce and exchange one with another the better we are off; and they can also see

that restriction of exchange is largely responsible for these trusts and combinations that now curse and blight the

fairest country on this earth; and that with competition free, such combinations in trade are impossible.

Two Points for Weak-Kneed Democrats.

Experience With the Michigan Petition.

Sic in the original; probably “July 18.—There”.
Sic in the original; probably “Within this scope, on a reasonable scale”.
Sic in the original; probably “July 28.—I”.
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S. G. HOWE.
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His Reception of the Clay County Miners—Debate With a German—A Rude American Scoffer.

INDIANAPOLIS, July 30.—A lot of Indiana coal miners were last week kindly taken by their bosses to call on

General Harrison. The republican candidate for the presidency kindly talked to them and told them what he and

his class proposed to do for the benefit of “our working classes,” and the newspapers report all that he said, but

they fail to record the responses made by one of the visitors, who after their bosses had made their formal

presentation, seemed to think it his place to act as spokesman of the miners. His name I learned was Hans

Auswurf. His English was badly broken, but I have refrained from any attempt to imitate it. His responses were so

frequent, however, that Mr. Harrison’s speech, instead of flowing on smoothly as is indicated by the published

reports, was really a dialogue of this sort:

Harrison.—You come here as representatives of the diversified interests of your country. You are fortunate in

already possessing diversified industries. You have not only agriculture, but the mine and the factory which

provide home markets for the products of your farms.

Auswurf.—No, no; we don’t have any mines or farms. The bosses who brought us on this excursion have them. We

work in the mines.

Harrison.—You come, as I understand, from all these pursuits, to declare that in your opinion your interests as

farmers, as miners, as mechanics, as tradesmen, are identified with the maintenance of the doctrine of protection

to American industries and the preservation of the American market for American products?

Auswurf.—Yes. That is what the boss said. That’s what we came over here for—to protect American industries. Since

we got here we have found that they need it. There appears to be something the matter with them.

Harrison.—Some resort to statistics to show that the condition of the American workman is better than that of

workmen of any other country. I do not care now to deal with statistics.

Auswurf.—That’s right. The boss has been giving us tracts printed in German, and so full of figures that we don’t

know what they are all about.

Harrison.—One fact is enough for me.

Auswurf.—Hurrah! That’s right. Anybody can understand one fact if you give him time enough.

Harrison.—The tide of immigration from all European countries has been and is toward our shores. The gates of

Castle garden swing inward. They do not swing outward to any American laborer seeking a better country than

this.

Auswurf.—That’s so. If the gates of Castle garden hadn’t swung inward none of us would have been here to help

protect American labor, and then what would have become of American labor? These gates don’t swing outward

either. Do you hear that, you stupids, who are talking of going home again when you can get enough money to pay

your passage?

HARRISON AND THE WORKINGMEN.

Vol. IV, No. 5 (Whole No. 83), August 4, 1888 Page 3 of 8

34



Here there was an interruption, one of the delegation wrathfully asking Auswurf if he meant to say that there was

any law preventing a German in America from returning to his old country. Auswurf answered no, but said he

thought it would be a devil of a time before his interlocutor got money enough to pay his passage back. “I saved

enough to pay my passage here,” replied the other. “Yes; but it costs more to go back,” answered Auswurf; “and

besides you are already twenty dollars behind at the company store, and how can you ever get enough ahead to

pay your way back home?” The workman was silenced, and the altercation ended. Mr. Harrison waited patiently

until this conversation in German ended, and the dialogue was then resumed as follows:

Harrison.—My countrymen, these men, who have toiled at wages in other lands that barely sustained life and

opened no avenue of promise to them or their children know the good land of hope as well as the swallow knows

the land of summer.

Auswurf.—We do! we do! Only some people are never satisfied. That fellow I was just talking to says it’s only a land

of hope and not of fulfillment. He’s stupid.

Harrison.—They testify that here there are better conditions, wider and more hopeful prospects for workmen than

in any other land.

Auswurf.—Yes we do, and if anybody don’t want to testify that way he can’t work in the Clay county mines while I

am foreman.

Harrison.—The next suggestion I have to make is this: That the more work there is to do in this country, the higher

the wages that will be paid for the doing of it.

Auswurf.—Hear that, you stupid? The reason you didn’t get more wages is that you don’t do more work.

Harrison.—I speak to men who know that when the product of their toil is in demand in the market, when buyers

are seeking it, wages advance with the demand; but when the market for your product is depressed and the

manufacturer is begging for buyers, then wages go down. Is it not clear, then, that that policy which secures the

largest amount of work to be done at home is the policy which will secure to our laboring men steady

employment, the best wages?

Auswurf,—Yes, that is sosic. If we could only sell things all over the world we would have plenty of work to do at

home and Clay county miners would have such steady work that they need not get behind at the bosses’ store. No,

we will never do as much work as we might do at home till we can sell things to somebody besides ourselves. Look

at those Englishmen——

Just here the mine owner who had first introduced the delegation seized Auswurf by the arm, using language at

the time that would have shocked the republican candidate had it come to his ears, and Mr. Harrison proceeded:

A policy which will transfer work from our mines and our factories to foreign mines and foreign factories

inevitably tends to the repression of wages here.

“What about a policy that transfers workmen from foreign mines and factories to ours; does that tend to raise

wages here?” shouted an American workman who stood back of the crowd watching the scene.

Mr. Harrison ignored the rude interruption, and thus concluded his address:

These are truths that do not require profound study.

Sic in the original; probably “Auswurf.—Yes, that is so.”.
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The rude American moved off, but as he did so he replied, yet more rudely, “I’ll be d——d if you don’t seem to think

so. You clearly have not given any profound study to them.”

Mr. Harrison looked after the fellow with a calm but pitying glance, and took no other notice of the insult than to

remark to Col. New that the corruption and demagogy that marked democratic ascendency was causing the

working classes to become more and more forgetful of that respect for their betters which they owe to the men

who give them employment.

Herr Auswurf returned presently, apparently somewhat crestfallen; and after giving an order in German to the

delegates to cheer for Harrison and Morton, he marched the miners back to the train.

I managed to muster up enough German to ask one of the silent miners how they liked it all. He said that they did

not understand what the gentleman said, but they thought he was a nice looking man, and that if he should run

for governor again, six years hence. after they had had timesic to get naturalized, they might vote for him. The

principal saloon keeper over at the mines said that Harrison and his party were for free whisky, and he supposed

that they were therefore not opposed to beer. Our correspondent assured the newcomer that after many years

p. 3, col. 6
of experience he could say that the politicians of both parties were equally fond of all sorts of liquors, and the

German went away much pleased with the assurance.

[As no one else appears to have heard these interruptions, we conclude that our correspondent has either

phenomenally acute hearing or a lively imagination.—ED. STANDARD.]

A single tax petition to the Ohio assembly taxation committee is now being circulated for signatures. Blanks can

be had by applying to C. S. Walker, foot of Evans street, Cincinnati, to which address they should be returned. The

petition reads as follows:

To the General Assembly of the State of Ohio:

The undersigned, citizens of the state of Ohio, including democrats, republicans, prohibitionists and members of

the union labor and united labor parties, without regard to political parties or platforms, respectfully petition your

honorable body to submit to the vote of the people the following amendment to the constitution of the state:

Personal property and improvements on land shall be exempt from taxation, and all direct taxes shall be

levied on relative land values only; and any and all provisions of the present constitution of the state, as

well as those of existing laws which prohibit the legislature or the proper authorities of any county or

municipal corporation from increasing at their discretion the percentage of ad valorem taxes, shall be and

the same are hereby repealed.

It is urged in favor of this amendment:

That a tax laid on the products of labor is found in its final solution to be laid on labor itself, and is thus a

burden to enterprise, while a tax laid on land values is a rent paid for the use of opportunity, and thus a

stimulus to enterprise.

The Ohio Single Tax Petition to the Assembly Taxation Committee.

1. 

Sic in the original; probably “six years hence, after they had had time”.
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That as the adoption of the proposed amendment would increase the tax on lands held for speculative

purposes, it would correspondingly reduce the amount necessary to be raised from land already in use for

homes, farms, factories or stores. This is economically right, for the use of land adds to the prosperity of the

community, while the holding of land on speculation detracts from the prosperity of the community. It is

morally right, for it is unjust to tax more heavily the user of a piece of land than the one who holds land of

equal value out of use.

That the present system of taxation is economically wrong, in that it violates the fundamental principle

according to which taxation should be laid on that which cannot run away. Capital, whether in muscle or in

money, can do so.

That the present system is morally wrong; for, as Mayor Hewitt, of New York city, urges in his message,

taxation of personal property is largely a tax on conscience. The unscrupulous, by perjury and bribery,

escape, and the burden falls unequally and unjustly on the honest. It is morally wrong, also, in that relative

land values being the product, not of individual labor, but of the presence and combined labor of the

community, ought to bear the burden of the taxation necessary for the community, and ought not so to be

held that they give an unearned advantage to the individual holder, to the disadvantage of all others in the

community.

That this system of taxation would solve the problem of unemployed labor, for, by bringing into market the

land, the mines and all natural resources, it would speedily increase the demand for labor up to the limit of

supply.

The Washington Post referring to the declaration of Judge Reid of Tennessee that he will support Cleveland and

Thurman, and his avowal of the single tax idea as his reason for doing so, says:

It is not without interest to watch the growth of the single tax idea. There are said now to be over thirty

members in the house of representatives who believe in it, coupled with an income tax, but they keep rather

quiet about it at present. Representative Tillman is a great admirer of Henry George. Congressman Smith,

the Milwaukee independent, who will, however, support Cleveland, says that the drift of [public?] sentiment

is toward the Georgian idea. Representative Dingley of Maine has for a democratic opponent an ex-printer

by the name of Allen, who is a single tax advocate. He was nominated by what is said was the largest and

most enthusiastic convention ever held in that district. It numbered over 1,000 delegates. There is not much

chance of his winning, but he will make a lively campaign.

What may be of great value in ship building and watch making is the discovery that steel mixed with twenty-four

per cent of manganese becomes non-magnetic.

“World English” is as the name implies, a new form of the English language for international communication. It is

the invention of Professor Alexander Melville Bell. A text book has already been issued. Its advocates claim that it

is superior to Volapuk.

There is a man in Palatka, Fla., who imagines that he is a teapot. He is perfectly sane on every other subject, but

nothing can convince him that he is not a teapot, and an earthen one at that. He sticks out one arm to represent

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

It is Coming.

PEN, PASTE AND SCISSORS.
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the spout, bends the other to represent the handle, makes a hissing noise to represent the escaping steam, and

then, if any one comes near him, is very uneasy lest they hit him and break off either his handle or his spout.

Some one interested in stirring up English alarms has discovered in the “Memoirs of Marshal Ney” a record of the

fact that in 1805, when Napoleon, designing the invasion of England, gathered an army at Boulogne, it was daily

exercised in the operation of embarking and disembarking, and that it was found that in ten and a half minutes

25,000 men, with all their stores, ammunition, artillery and horses, were embarked, and in thirteen minutes were

landed again.

The Real Estate Record and Guide draws attention to a scandalous legal case—that of the George F. Gilman estate.

This man died in [1859?], leaving an estate worth from three to four million dollars. The heirs foolishly went to

law, and the result is that the estate to-day is worth only [$300,000?], with legal costs still to pay. In eight years

one legal firm drew over $151,000 out of the estate. Another in nine years drew nearly [$27,000?]. In six years

still another got [$68,000?]. In less than eight months another legal firm drew nearly [$28,000?]. And then there

were minor fees, with the final result literally of swallowing up millions.

A professional type writing match at Cincinnati between Frank E. McGurrin of Salt Lake city and Louis Traub of

Cincinnati, was won by the former. The conditions of the match were that each man should write forty-five

minutes from dictation and the same length of time from copy. It was agreed that only legal matter should be

used. Traub’s copy showed that he was able to strike the keys faster than his machine would write. McGurrin’s

work was wonderful. In writing from copy he never looked at his keys, and could have done the dictated work as

well blindfolded. He wrote 8,709 words in ninety minutes, an average of over ninety-six words per minute. Traub

wrote [6,938?] words in ninety minutes, an average of about 25 per cent less than his opponent.

An industry in artificial sponges is in process of creation. M. Oscar Schmidt, professor at the university of Gratz,

in Styria, has invented a method by which pieces of living sponge are broken off and planted in a favorable spot.

From very small cuttings of this kind Professor Schmidt has obtained large sponges in the course of three years at

a very small expense. One of his experiments gave the result that the cultivation of four thousand sponges had not

cost more than forty-five dollars, including the interest for three years on the capital expended. The Austro-

Hungarian government has been so much struck with the importance of these experiments that it has officially

authorized the protection of this new industry on the coast of Dalmatia.
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Dispatches from all parts of the country show a great turmoil among railway managers because of appeals to the

interstate and state railway commissioners to forbid discriminations against shippers. There is manifestly a

disposition to closely scrutinize charges and to hold the companies to a strict account, and the interstate

commission is kept busy in hearing complaints and adjudicating cases. This is at it should besic, and demonstrates

THE STANDARD.

WORKINGS OF THE INTERSTATE RAILWAY LAW.
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the wisdom of the legislation providing for the governmental control of those modern highways. Even if no real

relief is brought about, a public sense of the wrongs to which our people have too tamely submitted has been

aroused and the habit of looking in the right direction for relief is becoming established.

A curious case has been pending for some time before the interstate commission in session at Dubuque, Iowa. It

appears that the Chicago, Burlington and Northern company has made an unusually low through rate between

Chicago and St. Paul. The Chicago, St. Paul and Kansas City and other competing roads have attempted to meet

this “cut” by lowering their through rates, at the same time maintaining their old rates for local business. Local

shippers insist that this is a violation of the “long and short haul” clause of the interstate commerce law, and

appeal to the commission for a compulsory reduction of the local charges to make them correspond with the

through charges. The Chicago, St. Paul and Kansas City company has gone before the commission with the

declaration that the Northern road is carrying freight unreasonably low, its charges not covering its operating

expenses, and the St. Paul company insists that the commission shall compel the Northern to increase its through

rates.

At Leavenworth, Kan., the Northwestern road recently brought suit before Judge Brewer in the United States

circuit court to restrain the Iowa state railway commission from enforcing a schedule of charges that it has

arranged under authority of state law. Judge Brewer has decided that the state may delegate the power to fix rates

to a commission, but that the rates thus fixed must be reasonable—“that is, high enough to maintain the roads, pay

fixed charges, and a return to the stockholders, however small.”

These two decisions taken together indicate the far reaching effect of the recent railway legislation. Judge

Brewer’s decision appears to indicate that the minimum charges to be fixed by law must be sufficient to pay

interest on bonds and at least some dividend on stock, no matter how great the over issue of bonds or the

watering of the stock. On this principle no reduction adequate for public relief could be fixed by a legislature,

either directly or through a railway commission. But the case against the Chicago, Burlington and Northern

company before the interstate commission goes much deeper and raises the whole question as to what is the

actual cost of carrying freight. This once ascertained it will not be difficult to say how much additional must be

charged to earn a fair profit on the actual value of an honestly organized road. Charges sufficient to accomplish

this cannot be accounted unreasonably low, and public opinion would not in the face of the facts long tolerate any

system that would force such roads to make unreasonably high freight charges for the benefit of competing

companies that desire to earn enough to pay interest on an over issue of bonds and dividends on stock that

represents no value whatever. The work may be slow, but the tendency of governmental interference is to bring

down charges to a rate that will cover operating expenses and pay a reasonable profit on just so much capital as

would be requisite to reproduce the road now, leaving out of account the excess of nominal capital representing

fraud or bad management in the past.

Long before this result shall have been actually reached public opinion will have been educated up to see that a

short cut to the end sought is government ownership of national highways, while the steady diminution of

chances to exact exorbitant profits on non-existent capital will have greatly weakened the forces that would to-day

be fiercely arrayed against governmental ownership and operation of railways. In this, as in other matters, despite 
p. 4, col. 2
white conservatives of the Brother Jasper type, “the world do move”

Sic in the original; probably “This is as it should be”.
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The delusion that the opportunity to work is a boon for which the workman owes thanks to the employer is a

natural outcome of the theory that a tariff system that taxes everybody for the acknowledged purpose of putting

money into the hands of a few manufacturers is in the interest of labor. Workmen thus deluded become

consciously pensioners on the favor of employers, and they naturally lose some of the self respect that ought to

characterize freemen. So long as men occupy such an attitude, and regard the position of suppliants for the

opportunity to labor as the natural and inevitable one for wage earners, it is not to be wondered at that trade

organizations suffer through the indifference of most workmen and the disloyalty of some, or that political union

in behalf of labor’s rights is difficult to maintain. The man who must look to another for the opportunity to earn a

living, with starvation as the alternative, becomes the slave of him who can give or withhold the right to live, and

courage and loyalty are not the characteristics of willing slaves.

One of the evidences of the loss of proper self respect among workmen, brought about by the dependent attitude

in which they are placed by the protectionist theory, is to be found in their lack of sensitiveness to what American

workmen would at one time have regarded as insults. There was a time, within the memory of men yet in the

prime of life, when all Americans instantly and instinctively resented the idea of caste or classes among the people

of this republic. That time has gone by, and a candidate for public office who bases his expectation of success in

part on the aristocratic claim of high pedigree can, with impunity, indicate to workingmen that he considers them

as a class apart, for which he and the class to which he belongs benevolently propose to do something.

Mr. Harrison, republican candidate for president, in a recent address to a delegation of miners, said: “Having here

a land that throws about the workingman social and political conditions more favorable than are found elsewhere,

if WE can preserve also more favorable industrial conditions WE shall secure the highest interest of OUR working

classes.” Was this lordly talk met by the indignant inquiry, “Who are you that imagine the duty devolves on you of

so arranging matters as to secure prosperity to us, whom you designate as your working class? On what meat have

you new Cæsars fed that, in this republic, you dare talk of classes and assume that you, constituting by implication

a class that does not work, are charged with the duty of paternally caring for that vast majority of the people who

constitute what you call your working classes?”

Unhappily no such response was made to Lord Harrison’s contemptuously benevolent proffer of alms to a body of

American freemen. On the contrary, the reports say that the sentence we have quoted was “received with cheers,”

just as a similar profession of benevolent interest in those he had robbed and pauperized, uttered by a European

nobleman, would have been received by a gathering of serfs and peasants who had never dreamed of becoming

freemen.

This protective system is altogether accursed, but in nothing is it a greater curse than in its maintenance of a

feeling of dependence that is sapping the courage, the self respect and the very manhood of the American

workingmen.

Among the home industries which it is prophesied free trade would destroy is that of glass manufacture. But in

this as in every other industry, when all the facts are brought to light it appears clearly enough that it is staggering

under a load of protection. George A. Macbeth of the Pittsburg lamp chimney firm of George A. Macbeth & Co., a

leading republican, is out for Cleveland and Thurman, and in publishing his reasons shows how protection affects

his business. According to his statement it increases the cost of his goods, which by reducing demand for them

both at home and abroad diminishes opportunities to work in producing them. Mr. Macbeth declares himself a

free trader out and out. He has been one on principle for eighteen years, and during that time has learned, what all

THE PROTECTIVE IDEA DESTROYING AMERICAN MANHOOD.
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observant free traders do learn, that the facts of experience support the theory. Taking his own business for

illustration he says the clay which goes into the pots is not found in this country, and he is compelled to pay for it

35 per cent more than it is worth, that being about the rate of duty. He might well have added that if the clay were

found in this country he would have to pay nearly as much, with the simple difference that instead of going into

the government treasury the extra price would go into the pockets of the owner of the clay bed. In addition to his

35 per cent extra for clay, he pays 1½ cents a pound extra for lead, for potash 20 per cent, and for soda ash, of

which, however, he uses very little, a quarter of a cent a pound. If we had free trade these items of cost, besides

others which he does not enumerate, would be eliminated from the value of his product without reducing the

wages of his men or of anybody else’s men by a single penny.

Mr. Macbeth computes the extra cost to his firm of these materials, due to the tariff, at not less than $550 a week,

without saying anything of the extra cost of 
p. 4, col. 3
his other materials, Free trade, thensic, would reduce the cost of running his business with present output and

present wages by fully $550 a week. How would that tend to reduce wages either in the lamp chimney trade or any

other trade? Would it not raise wages by enabling the firm to extend their market through cheaper prices and

compelling them to employ more men to meet the enlarged demand for their goods,34.

To offset the tariff duties which this firm is compelled to pay for materials, a duty of forty-five per cent is imposed

upon their goods. The object is to enable them to sell lamp chimneys for forty-five per cent more than they could

get if the foreign article were admitted free; but protectionists assure us that domestic competition will compel

Mr. Macbeth to sell his chimneys as cheap under the tariff as they could be bought if there were not a tariff. If that

is true, Mr. Macbeth collects from his immediate customers not less than $550 a week for the public treasury, plus

the usual profit on that sum for himself, and each middle man between the manufacturer and the consumer

collects for himself his usual profit on the original sum, plus all prior profits, until the people who ultimately pay

the tariff in this case must disgorge a great deal more than the government gets. To say the least, that is an

expensive way of collecting revenues.

But if Mr. Macbeth gets any part of his protection of forty-five per cent (and as he cannot sell abroad, but does at

home, he must get some part of it), then to get less than $550 a week from that firm the government compels its

citizens to pay $550 a week, plus Mr. Macbeth’s profit on that, plus such part of the forty-five per cent as he can

collect, and plus a profit on the whole for every intermediate buyer of his goods.

And at what point in this labyrinth of public and private taxation does the workingman come in for an extra slice?

Nowhere. His lamp chimneys are dearer and his opportunities for work are less. And yet there are workingmen

who go with the protectionists? Yes; and so there are innocent countrymen who go with bunco steerers.

The New York Times recently printed conspicuously on its first page a dispatch setting forth in glowing colors the

richness of the gold mines recently opened in Michigan. The dispatch contained a statement that the operations

Sic in the original; probably “his other materials. Free trade, then,”.
Sic in the original; probably “demand for their goods?”.
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were confined to companies already in possession of the ground, and had caused no such rush to the diggings as

that which followed the discovery of gold in California. The reason for this difference is thus succinctly stated by

the Times:

The reason why prospectors are not rushing in here by the thousands is clear. There are no placer mines

here. Placer mines can be worked by any one, quartz mines requiring a number of miners, supplies, etc., and

several months’ work before anything like a mine is developed. Again, in far western mining territory the

government owns the land, and any squatter can locate and hold a claim. Here every acre of ground is

owned by companies and private holders. Were it possible for gold seekers to locate claims it would be done,

but leases and options for leases must be secured before work can be begun. This takes time and money. The

difference in the condition of land ownership here and in the west makes the difference in operations.

A better illustration of the way in which private ownership in land shuts out the people from natural

opportunities could not have been given, and the appearance of such a paragraph in the Times can only be

accounted for on the theory that the man who usually wields the blue pencil in that establishment with a view to

suppressing all news that lends force to the single tax agitation is taking his vacation.

> Let the workingmen understand that their wages are not dependent on the tariff and the great obstacle to

revenue reform will be removed.—[Louisville Courier-Journal.

True. But the quickest way to show workingmen that their wages are not dependent on the tariff is to show them

what they are dependent on. In his Fourth of July address at Harlem, Colonel Watterson intimated that he would

do this somewhat later in the campaign. The quicker he does it, now, the better. The country waits.

It is reported that the republican senators spent considerable time at their recent caucus “feeling” one another as

to the sort of tariff reform bill that could be agreed on by the majority in the upper house. A cut of fifty per cent

on rice was quickly agreed to, there being no representative of a rice growing state present. But when a feeler was

put out in the shape of a proposition to make a similar cut on sugar, Mr. Plumb of Kansas let it be known that his

toes were badly hurt. He claimed that the Mills bill cut was too great for the interest of the sorghum growers of his

state; that the sorghum interest was as much entitled to protection as any other, and that if the sugar duty were

cut down one-half Kansas would have to have free lumber and free wire rods for barbed fences by way of

compensation. The objection of Senator Plumb to a reduction of the sugar duty unless the farmer’s lumber and

wire fencing be made free by way of “compensation,” is simply a recognition of the facts which are now haunting

both the great parties, viz.: that the tariff system was built up by a process of log rolling, engineered by a few

manufacturing politicians who have thought it expedient to allow every other manufacturing interest to share in

the plunder according to its kicking power, and that to now deprive any interest of its share would inevitably

make it a bitter 
p. 4, col. 4
enemy to the whole system. Like Senator Plumb, it would cry for “compensation;” and the business of

“compensation” once entered upon it could never stop until there is no protection left. By all means, let Senator

Plumb stand firm for compensation. It is in just that way that we expect the Mills bill, if it passes, to do its work.

In passing the census bill the house struck out an item appropriating $250,000 for the collection of statistics of

indebtedness. It is to be hoped that the senate will put it in again.
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We commend William McCabe’s article, “In a Type Foundry,” to the attention of the Press and Tribune; and as those

journals have of late been making a specialty of tariff conundrums, we respectfully request answers to the

following:

Is it, or is it not, a good thing for the men employed in American type foundries that the trade of Australia, New

Zealand, China, Japan and the West Indies, to say nothing of Mexico and South America, should go past our doors

to England?

If the duty of twenty-five per cent on type were removed, would not the competition of English type founders

compel the American type founders’ trust to abate their present inordinate exactions? And would not that be a

good thing for American printers, American publishers, American newspapers, as well as for the men who work in

American type foundries, and the American people generally? And if not, why not?

Another communication in the columns of this issue relates the experience of a STANDARD reporter among the

typesetters of the New York daily newspapers. It is a pity that the editorial writers cannot be polled as easily as the

typos. The result would be somewhat confusing to our protectionist and tariff-reduction-only friends; but it would

be mightily interesting for all that.

The fund grows; but it grows slowly—far too slowly for the work it has to do. The outgoings have caught up with

the incomings, and every dollar that comes in is made to do duty the instant it arrives. Were the dollars twenty

times as many, they would still be too few for the task to which they are devoted. For the opportunity which has

presented itself to preach our doctrines to men ready to listen must be taken advantage of at once, or it will be

lost. While the presidential campaign is in progress and the fierce debate between protection and free trade is

going on all over the country, men are glad to read anything which bears upon the question; and our single tax

literature is especially welcome. There are thousands upon thousands of men and women who will read THE

STANDARD and the tracts attentively if we can place them before them. To do this is the work of the campaign

STANDARD fund.

Here are a couple of letters which illustrate the spirit in which readers of THE STANDARD are forwarding their

contributions:

STONEHAM, Mass.—I inclose a postal note to help the campaign STANDARD fund.

Mr. Louis Prang’s article has the true ring, and will greatly help the good cause. I am glad that you

republished it.

I have a long list of names in this neighborhood; but prefer to have work done in doubtful states. We must

re-elect President Cleveland. Free trade (or a slice of it) is the entering wedge for free land.

W. SYMINGTON BROWN.

LA PORTE, Ind.—Pardon the delay attending the remittance of the inclosed $5, being my first installment of

my subscription to the campaign fund. Will follow it up with more in due course.

It is no less cheering than surprising to note the willingness with which people will now listen to the single

tax advocate. It looks as though we are rapidly evolving from the domain of “crankery” to which ignorance

CAMPAIGN “STANDARD” FUND.
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of our aims had consigned us. Open discussion can now be indulged in anywhere, and ready listeners be

found. I find a great many democrats through this section who are for freedom and do not care to

equivocate about it. They do not commit their party to their own ideas, but openly express regret that a

majority of democrats do not take the right view of the tariff question, though on the proper track.

HERMAN KUEHN.

The fund now stands:

Helen Weston, Staten islandsic, N. Y. . . . $3 75 X. Y. Z., New York, . . . . . . . . 5 00 H. B. King, Asheville, N. C. . . . . 9 20

Herman Kuehn, La Porte, Indiana, . . 5 00 Baltimore, . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 00 W. Symington Brown, Stoneham,

Mass., . . . . . . . . . . . . 2 00 ———— 25 95 Previously acknowledged . . . . 1,676 77 ———— Total to date . . . . . . . . . $1,702

72

Here is another convert who has gone to work in good earnest, beginning by sending us a list of twenty-five new

subscribers to THE STANDARD for a year each, accompanied by this cheering letter:

CHICAGO.—From a patient perusal of your very valuable journal and “Progress and Poverty,” which our

esteemed citizen, Mr. Martin T. Coyne, of 173 South Halstead streetsic, this city, induced me by argument

and persuasion to read in order to be convinced of the beauties of the “Henry George theory,” I have come

to the inevitable conclusion that the amelioration of the working masses of this county,37 can and only will

be accomplished by the carrying out and fully educating the masses up to the principles as enunciated in

your very valuable paper, and so fully elaborated in your “Progress and Poverty.”

I was loth indeed to cut adrift from the old and cherished party line, and held many a heated argument with

my friend Coyne to convince him of what I imagined his egregious folly, as I was radically opposed to what I

believed your advocacy was, viz.: “the confiscation of honestly acquired property.” Now I have read your

articles and speeches over and over, and have become more and more thoroughly convinced that what I

imagined was a chimera—a visionary conception—seems the only haven of refuge from misery and base

subjection to the scorpion-lash of monopolistic power. This relief is practically attainable by thoroughly

disseminating your theories and practical ideas among the classes to be benefited thereby.

With this object in view, with a firm and consistent belief in the grand principles you so heroically advocate

in the face of monopolistic malice and misinterpretation, I have undertaken the pleasing duty of becoming

a missionary in the grand army of the “emancipation.” And as an earnest of the sincerity of my purpose and

the readiness with which the masses become educated to your ideas of human advancement and future

improvement, I have spoken to a few men, and they in response have sent a list of twenty-five subscribers to

THE STANDARD for one year.

Inclosed please find a post office order for 
p. 4, col. 5
$50 for a yearly subscription of the following disciples in the grand army of progression of human liberty.

I shall soon communicate with you, and expect to have good progress to report.

Truly yours in the good cause,

Sic in the original; probably “Staten Island”.
Sic in the original; probably “South Halsted street”.
Sic in the original; probably “this country”.
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WM. H. M. HUGH,

193 West Van Buren street.

This letter illustrates the fact that so many of us have found to be true, that the men who are at first most bitterly

opposed to us, and are the hardest to get to see the truth, once they do accept it, become its most strenuous and

most valuable advocates. The reason is that such men are positive men, who for the very same reason that they do

not lightly accept a new idea do not lightly hold it; and that in throwing themselves against our reasoning they

fully test its strength, and when convinced become thoroughly convinced. The very men to whom we should

address ourselves are the men who oppose us because they believe us to be wrong. Even a word, a question, the

sending of a tract, or a paper, may, while it seems at the time to produce no effect, set such a man thinking in a way

that after awhile will bring him to our side. How much good may be done, what far-reaching influences may be set

in motion by the making of one convert, no one can tell. The persistent presentation of the matter by Mr. Coyne

to his friend Mr. Hugh resulted finally in turning one strong man from an opponent to an advocate of the single

tax. If the thing ended here, something worth while would have been accomplished. But it does not end here—a

new impulse is generated. Already this one new friend of the good cause has brought to our side, or put in the way

of being brought to our side, twenty-five others. And so in ever-widening circles the good work goes on.

What the Children in Our Schools are Learning of Their Own Bodies.

The Popular Science Monthly for August contains a good article by “a teacher” on the manner in which physiology is

crammed into children in our schools. The writer complains bitterly of the ignorance, carelessness and pedantry

of the text books in use, and thus goes on to show the result:

We may judge somewhat of how a study is in general taught by the oral or written answers given by a

number of pupils, in various schools, in reply to questions upon the study. About a year ago there appeared

in the London Architect the following:

If instruction in sanitary matters is to be continued in schools it will be necessary to supplement the

lessons with visits to some such place as the Parkes Museum of Hygiene, unless the school boards are

satisfied if the children get hold of a lot of hard words, or rather of sounds resembling them. At

present it is supposed that sanitary science may be taught as easily as morality, by listening to a

teacher read from a book. The children fail to catch the words, or they attach no meaning to them.

Here, for example, are verbatim copies of the exercises in one of the Greenwich schools:

Infections are brought on by bad smells, such as small pox, measles, scarlet fever, glass pox, s. c.,

they are brought on by bad drainerges suers; they must be well ventalated.

Infection disease are caught by touching such as charcoal, chloride of lime, etc.

Measles, feaver are called disfectionous because they are catching.

Fainted. If a person has fainted, take her out in the open air, lay her down with her head. And do

the clothing round the neck and dashed cold water the face and hand and put smelling salts to

her nose.

Degestion is paines in the head, paines in the stom-ach, bad tempers.

PHYSIOLOGY AS IS.
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From degestion comes consumption, information. head-ache, neuralgia.

These exercises may be thought amusing, but it should be borne in mind that every word represents

more or less pain to some unhappy child, in endeavoring to recall ponderous words which were

without meaning. Education in sanitary matters is desirable, but, as it is conducted at present in

public schools, it must injure children’s minds by habituating them to the use of words they cannot

understand.

In the English official reports we read that “an examination of girls in board schools for prizes offered by the

national health society, revealed some curious items of information. One reply to mention any occupation

considered injurioussic to health” was “occupations which are injurious are carbolic acid gas, which is impure

blood.” Another pupil said, “A stone mason’s work is injurious, because when he is chipping he breathes in

all the chips, and then they are taken into the lungs.” A third says, “A boot maker’s trade is very injurious,

because the boot makers press the boots against the thorax; and therefore it presses the thorax in, and it

touches the heart; and if they do not die they are cripples for life.” With a beautiful decisiveness, one girl

declares that “all mechanical work is injurious to health.” A reply to a question about digestion runs, “We

should never eat fat because the food does not digest.” Another states that “when food is swallowed it passes

through the windpipe;” and that “the chyle flows up the middle of the backbone and reaches the heart,

where it meets the oxygen and is purified.” Another says, “The work of the heart is to repair the different

organs in about half a minute.” One little physiologist replies: “We have an upper and a lower skin; the lower

skin moves at its will, and the upper skin moves when we do.” One child enumerates the organs of digestion

as “stomach utensils, liver and spleen.”

In the clever little book compiled by Miss Le Row, entitled “English as She is Taught,” appear the following

genuine answers by pupils in reply to questions upon physiology and hygiene. Presumably most of these

answers are from American pupils in American schools:

Physillogigy is to study about your bones, stummick and vertebry.

When you have an illness it makes your health bad as well as having a disease.

The body is mostly composed of water and about one-half is avaricious tissue.

The body has an infinite number of bones joined together by the joints.

The spinal column is made of bones running all over the body.

Digestion belongs to the lower animals.

Digestion is the circulation of blood.

Digestion is reducing our food to plump.

Digestion is when food is taken into the stomach.

The gastric juice keeps the bones from creaking.

The eyes are set in two sockets in a bone which turns up at the end and then becomes the nose.

The three coverings of the brain are the diameter, the perimeter and the trachea.

Sic in the original; probably ““One reply to "mention any occupation …””.
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The growth of a tooth begins in the back of the mouth and extends to the stomach.

As an additional contribution to answers, we add the following, taken by the writer from the note books of

pupils of one of the high schools of this country:

Anatomy is dissecting of bodies generally lifeless.

Anatomy is study of parts of the body, physiology of action of parts, hygiene is application of these

parts. Kinds of bathing, adapted to the age, quantity, quality and health of the person.

Supernator are the muscles about the back.

The hygiene of a muscle should have proper rest and exercise.

Hygiene is the study of the time and manner 
p. 4, col. 6
of the action of the muscles and large blood vessels.

The mouth is the commencement of the alimentary canal, and it extends through the throat,

œsophagus into the stomach. The extent of the mouth helps the digestion of food.

Nervous system a decided part of the body.

A young person who goes to parties and has great excitement has generally some brain trouble, such

as St. Vitus dance.

It is far more reliable to drive out the fire of a room and put on extra clothing than it is to put on no

clothing and sit in front of a burning fire.

Soap is important in carrying off the fat of the body.

What is eaten by the body has sometimes been taken as food.

The third cavity is the pelvis, which contains the vital organs.

In a diet of twenty-four hours a man should eat some of all the nutritious articles.

The first step in digestion is mastigation and insalivation; second, the muscles of the gullet.

A person is in fair health when he has the affinity to accommodate himself to change of climate and

the ability to endure.

Respiration is the exchange of carbolic acid for oxygen.

The times for bathing depend on the age of, location of and heat of the individual.

J. B. Packard of St. Paul, Nebraska, is an untiring advocate. He is at present contributing some articles to the

St. Paul Press. They are in the form of conversations between Smith and Brown, and deal with the single tax, the

tariff and other questions in a light, attractive way.

PERSONAL.
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C. M., writing from Scranton, Pa., says: “If the democrats would flood the state with free trade tracts we could

carry it for Cleveland. If they insist that protection is good up to forty, or even ten per cent, they might as well

make no fight here. The republicans whom we change are converted by pure free trade ideas.”

Mr. H. Plangman writes the South-West of Fort Worth, Texas, an energetic article favoring the single tax, in which

he declares that the remedy for the present unsatisfactory state of society is to stop taxing production—to cease

fining men for their industry and to stop offering rewards to men for depriving other men of the opportunity to

earn a living.

The Frankford, Michsic., Express complains that farmer F. R. Axtell “stopped” the Express because it “urged” every

one in the community to stick to the home market. Farmer Axtell claimed the right, without newspaper criticism,

to buy what he wanted in Chicago or wherever he could make the best trade. The Express’s comment is that “if all

the people in this county believed in the democratic free trade Mr. Axtell does, in ten days’ time there wouldn’t be

a merchant in the county.”

Mr. A. W. Hoster, the Knights of Labor candidate for register of wills at Middletown, Pa., last fall, has come out in

a letter to the Middletown Journal for Cleveland and free trade. He says that he was formerly such a strong

protective tariff republican that he would have considered it an unpardonable sin to vote the democratic ticket.

But Cleveland’s message had set him thinking, and the more he thought the more thoroughly he became

convinced “that the high tariff instead of being a blessing to the workingmen was a curse.”

The Grange News of Belleville, Ill., contains an able article, more than three columns long, in advocacy of the single

tax, by Mr. J. C. Barnes of Unity grange, No. 1,110, of Hindsboro, Ill. As a farmer talking to farmers, Mr. Barnes

says: “It (the single tax) would give farmers more permanent homes. Farmers would be less isolated, as large

holdings of land would be relinquished. Only the holders of large bodies of land for speculative purposes could be

injured in a pecuniary sense, and many of them are consenting to it, convinced as they are of the general good

effect it would have.”

The Kalamazoo Herald contains a free trade article from the pen of Mr. N. G. Leslie which has the right ring to it.

He clearly shows that in case a tariff were put on tin the benefit would inure to the owners of the raw materials as

they lay in the earth in Dakota. “Thus,” says he, “the whole country will have been taxed with no effect but to

increase the profits of the owners of iron, tin and coal mines; discourage all industries using these products;

diminish the demand for labor, thus lowering its wages and increasing the amount of labor necessary to secure a

given amount of tin goods.”

Mr. S. B. Riggen has contributed a spicy free trade article to the Portland Oregonian nearly three columns in length.

He has always voted the republican ticket, but he now proposes to vote for Cleveland because the democratic

party stands practically if not explicitly for free trade. In the course of his argument he says: “When we come to

examine this question we see after all that the real opposition to free trade springs more from producers of raw

material than from manufacturers. Take away from our tariff all the support which it receives from wool growers,

the makers of pig, bar and sheet iron and steel, owners of iron mines, coal fields, copper and lead mines and the

makers of cotton, woolen and silk piece goods not fit to be used for clothing without work of the tailor or

dressmaker, and its doom would be sealed.”
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MINNEAPOLIS, Minn., July 28.—What was thought to be the united labor party of this state have met in state

convention only to discover that they were hopelessly divided on the question as to whether they wanted a party.

On the 17th inst., about forty representatives of the party came together in this city, two-thirds of whom were

residents of this place, and organized with C. J. Buell as permanent chairman.

The committee on resolutions reported a platform on the same lines as the Syracuse platform, declaring for the

single tax, the state ownership of railroads, the adoption of the Australian system of voting, etc. All went smoothly

until it was moved to nominate a state ticket. The motion was carried by a vote of [22?] to [12?], but Mr. Buell

resigned as chairman, and he and others withdrew from the convention. Mr. [Grigsby?] succeeded Mr. Buell, and

after further discussion it was resolved that a committee be appointed to call a future conference of all parties who

wanted an independent ticket. Buell and his friends were in favor of supporting the democratic ticket and keeping

up the free trade discussion.

SINGLE TAX FREE TRADER.

The following list contains the names and addresses of men prominent in the single tax cause in their respective

localities, with whom believers wishing to join in the movement may communicate:

Chicago, Ill.—Frank Pierson, secretary Land and labor club No. 1, [45?] La Salle street. Peoria, Ill.—J. W. Avery.

Trenton, N. J.—H. R. Mathews, 9 Howell street. Youngstown, O.—Billy Radcliffe, Radcliffe house. Memphis, Tenn.—

[R.?] G. Brown, Sec. Tariff reform club. Nashville, Tenn.—[P.?] H. Carroll, [235?] N. High street, Sec. American land

league. Brooklyn, N. Y.—J. [Hickling?], 41 Sidney place, Pres. Single tax club. Philadelphia, Pa.—Wm. J. Atkinson,

[926?] Chestnut street, Pres. Anti-poverty society. Houston, Tex.—H. F. [Ring?]. Washington, D. C.—Dr. William

Geddes, [221?] E street, N. W., Sec. anti-poverty society. Minneapolis, Minn.—C. J. Buell, Pres. anti-poverty society.

Boston, Mass.—Edwin M. White, 45 Elliott street.

The Minneapolis United Labor Convention.

To Help Single Tax Strangers.

Sic in the original; probably “Frankfort, Mich.”.
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There was a lock out in Bryant & May’s London match factory early in the present month, which originated in

rather a queer way. Mrs. Annie Besant and Mr. Herbert Burrows had written to the papers, telling of various

abuses in the factory; among others, that the system of fines was so ingeniously arranged as to be equivalent to a

serious reduction of wages. Messrs. Bryant & May at once published a card denying these assertions, and by way

of still further setting themselves right with the public, prepared a statement to be signed by the girls in their

employ, asserting, generally, that the match factory was a sort of heaven on earth, and specifically that no fines

were ever imposed. This tribute to virtue was presented to each of the girls in succession with the alternative of

either signing it spontaneously or losing her job; the result being that about 1.200sic girls were discharged, or, as

Bryant & May euphemistically expressed it, “went on strike.” The wages nominally received by these young ladies

varied from $1.20 to $2.50 per week, and the average stoppage under the fine system amounted, it is said, to

about fifteen per cent.

Of course, the condition of these poor girls is an awful example of the evils of free trade. The wicked English

government allows matches to be brought into England free of duty, and the pauper match makers of Sweden

being thus permitted to compete on equal terms with the match makers of Britain, the degradation of the latter

follows as a matter of course. If the rulers of England were wise, they would clap an import duty of 35 per cent on

matches. This would insure Bryant & May against foreign competition and by increasing their profits enable them

to pay living wages to their employes. Vide Ellis Thompson, Horace Greeley, J. G. Blaine, the Tribune, and other

protectionist authorities, passim.

The only trouble is that the facts in this case fail to square with the theory. Bryant & May is a corporation whose

capital stock is very largely representative, not of real capital in the shape of machinery, buildings, etc., but simply

of the good will of the original firm; and on this capital stock it pays a dividend of never less than twenty per cent

yearly. On the protectionist theory that large employers are the one thing needed to assure large wages to their

employes, the girls in Bryant & May’s factory ought to be the very aristocracy of female laborers. There must be

something the matter.

“Something the matter?” say our protectionist

friendsic: “Why, of course there’s something the matter. The country is overcrowded. Great Britain has more

people than she can support. There isn’t work enough to go round, and the competition for employment keeps

wages down. It’s different in this country. Here the protective tariff has a chance to do its perfect work, and the

consequence is a well paid, contented, independent laboring class. To abolish our protective duties would be

equivalent to bringing all the poor working people of Europe over here in a body. And what would our laborers do

then, poor things?”

MEN AND THINGS.

Sic in the original; probably “1,200”.
Sic in the original; probably “says our protectionist friend”.
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Well, it’s a pity; but here again there is an embarrassing discrepancy between fact and theory—or shall we say,

fancy? Here comes the Chicago Times with its investigation into the earnings of Chicago working women. It tells

us that the current rate of pay for making cottonade trousers and cheviot shirts (thirty-five per cent duty) is

seventy-five cents a dozen, and the same price for jerseys (forty per cent duty). Here, too, are the factory inspectors

of New York with their investigations. They tell us that right here in this city men are making overcoats (duty forty

cents a pound and thirty-five per cent) at fourteen cents a piece, and working eighteen hours a day; that children

eleven and twelve years old are working sixty hours a week, and that women are crowded into work rooms at the

rate of one woman to each ten square feet of floor space. There must be something the matter here as well as in

Great Britain.

Strange, isn’t it, that, differing from each other in every other way, there should be just two respects in which

Great Britain and this country are precisely alike. In both the wages of unskilled labor are see-sawed by

competition down to the point of mere subsistence; and in both the laborer is dependent for the privilege of work

upon the pleasure of a small class of men who control the all abounding natural opportunities for work. In one

way, however, the working people of Great Britain are better off than those of the United States, They are

allowedsic to spend the greater part of their wages where they please, and are not compelled, like the unfortunates

in this country, to buy the goods of certain producers at extra prices. The landlord oppresses them as he does us.

But they are spared the added misery of a protective tariff.

A correspondent of the Sun, writing from Havana, describes the pleasant life led by certain Cuban gentlemen who

have learned to live without work. They simply establish an office in some wealthy part of the island and send

word to the chief families of the neighborhood to bring each a certain sum of money to the office or take the

consequences. The chief families wisely obey the command, bring the money as directed, and so are left

unmolested in their homes. These gentlemen are not, as one might suppose, the landlords of Cuba collecting their

rents, but simply banditti, who have reduced their calling to a science and squared the police. Curiously enough,

the Sun thinks their existence a disgrace to the Spanish government, and would like to see them exterminated.

Mrs. Cleveland’s summer jaunts to Marion have made it difficult for poor people to visit that seaside resort;

General Sheridan’s purchase of a house at Nonquitt has raised the value of surrounding real estate; and now the

shade of the Father of his country is invoked to add to the value of a piece of land in England. A London

p. 5, col. 2
auctioneer announces as follows in the columns of the Herald:

Sulgrave Manor, Northamptonshire, for many generations the home of the ancestors of George

Washington, the American patriot; a manorial estate, eligibly situate, seven miles from Brackley, eight from

Banbury and thirteen from Daventry, in one of the best hunting districts in England, and within two and a

half miles from a station. The manor house is an ancient structure, built chiefly of stone, with a square porch

at the principal entrance, in which are curious old carved shields containing the arms of the Washingtons,

from which was adopted the American flag. There are also other interesting relics of the fifteenth century,

and the accommodation is adaptable to a family of modern requirements. Adjoining are useful farm

buildings, and the home meadows and gardens are well planted with some finely grown timber. The land, of

excellent quality and highly productive, is mostly well drained and divided into convenient inclosures, in

Sic in the original; probably “of the United States. They are allowed”.
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one of which is another homestead, and contains together about 220 acres, of which 141 are in grass, the

whole being in a high state of cultivation, and possession of which will be given. In addition there are

several cottages and detached inclosures of garden ground. The property is tithe free and the outgoings are

nominal.

The Tribune gives currency to a dreadful report that one of the bureau-chiefs of the United States navy has said of

the recent exhibitions by the North Atlantic squadron: “The sham battles and torpedo practice at Newport are an

unequaled summer attraction for that charming summer resort; and, for show purposes may boom Bar Harbor or

some other inlet, but are not useful nor economical.”

William Penn is reaching out his dead hand over Pennsylvania, and if he doesn’t succeed in grabbing anything, at

least he will put the Quaker commonwealth to considerable expense. The suit for possession of the public park at

Easton has been begun, and is to be vigorously defended. The claimant, William Stuart of London, says he is the

direct descendant of William Penn, and that the park belongs to him. Like the ancient genealogies, his title

reaches away back to heaven. God made the park land; the king of England gave it to William Penn; William Penn

gave it to Northumberland county expressly to build a court house on; the county didn’t build the court house,

and therefore the land reverts to Penn, and Mr. Stuart is Penn by virtue of descent. There’s a slight hiatus in this

chain between God and the king of England; but doubtless adverse possession can be successively pleaded against

any claim of the Almighty.

But it is a little ridiculous to hear men praise our system of private land ownership for the security of tenure it

affords.

Mr. Powderly, in the Journal of United Labor*, offers this advice:

Call a town meeting and appoint a committee to go through your town to find out how many men are

holding on to lots with a view to speculation, then go the assessor’s officesic and see if they are paying taxes

according to the price they ask for their lots, and if they are not, insist upon their doing so. Make every man

who owns a lot pay taxes on it for its full value. This is not Spencerism, Georgeism or Powderlyism. It is

better than all of them put together. It is equity. It is equal and exact justice. Try it.

If Mr. Powderly will think a little, he will realize that what he proposes is by no means equal and exact justice. If

the present system of private land ownership is wrong, justice demands that it be corrected by taxing all land

values into the public treasury, so that no one may be able to profit by the mere idle ownership of land. On the

other hand, if that system is right, justice requires that men be taxed on the value of their lands and not on the

prices they may ask for them withontsic hope of finding purchasers for years to come.

The story of the Philadelphia and Reading railroad, which the Sun has been telling its readers, is an instructive

one.

Up to the time when Franklin B. Gowen assumed the presidency, in 1869, the road had confined itself to its

legitimate business of a common carrier, transporting coal or whatever else was offered it, and earning, year by

Sic in the original; probably “then go to the assessor’s office”.
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year, very comfortable dividends on its capital stock. Mr. Gowen inaugurated a new policy. He sought to control

the coal production—not the transportation merely, but the mining and selling as well. He induced capitalists to

back him, and bought coal lands right and left, until he had secured control of territory estimated to contain not

less than five thousand millions of tons of anthracite coal. The capital stock of the company was increased from

$29,000,000 to $34,000,000; its bonded debt from $8,000.000sic to nearly $90,000,000; its rental from

$754.000,46 to over $3,000,000. Nearly $50,000,000 were paid out direct for coal lands.

The theory on which Mr. Gowen worked was a very simple one. At one end of his road were an immense number

of people wanting coal; at the other end an immense quantity of coal from which to supply their wants.

Apparently, nothing should be easier than for him to fix the equilibrium of supply and demand at just that point

which should bring a sufficiently large profit to his company. If demand diminished, he could stimulate it with

lower prices; if supply should be at any time excessive, he could check that. His control of the market was not

absolute, it is true. There were other producers of anthracite. But the interest of these others was practically the

same as his, and they were amply willing to work in harmony with him.

Yet the result was a thoroughly disastrous failure. The entire coal trade was demoralized; the Reading company

become bankruptsic, and the end of it all was that the road and coal mines passed into the hands of a receiver, to

be administered in the interests of the company’s creditors.

Then ensued years, first of stagnation and then of slowly advancing prosperity. Finally, under the administration

of Austin Corbin, the property has been rescued from the receiver’s hands, the indebtedness has been refunded,

and the stockholders have a chance of once again receiving dividends. Only, the men who hold the bonds to-day

are not, save in

p. 5, col. 3
a few rare individual cases, the original creditors of the road; nor are the stockholders the same. The original bond

and stockholders have both been “shaken out” of their holdings, and the men to whom the coal consumers of the

country will hereafter pay tribute are an entirely new set, who have paid for their securities far less than the face

values.

Now, this story of the Reading company is an illustration, on a smaller scale, of a constantly recurring chapter in

the industrial history of the entire country. Just as the building and operating of the road gave value to the coal

lands, so does every other form of industrial activity inevitably enhance the value of those raw materials of nature

upon which, in the last analysis, all industrial activity depends. Mr. Gowen’s grab for the control of all the coal

lands reached by his road is paralleled by the land speculation in which every period of industrial activity

inevitably culminates. The disaster that followed was inevitable, and was brought on by the same causes that

produce our recurring seasons of industrial depression. By his enormous speculative purchases Mr. Gowen

inflated the nominal value of his coal lands far in excess of their actual value, and found it impossible to levy on

the users of coal a tax sufficient to meet his interest obligations. In the same way precisely our periods of land

speculation produce disaster by encouraging and compelling land holders to charge for the use of natural

opportunities double, treble or quadruple what producers can afford to pay. And finally, the slow recovery of the

Reading property is precisely analogous to the manner in which, after a period of stagnation, population and rent

approach each other, the former advancing and the latter diminishing, until industrial activity becomes once more

possible. The land owners of the country—meaning the controllers of natural opportunities—are constantly trying

Sic in the original; probably “without”.
Sic in the original; probably “$8,000,000”.
Sic in the original; probably “$754,000”.
Sic in the original; probably “the Reading company became bankrupt”.
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to do on a large scale what Franklin B. Gowen sought to do on a small one. They try by artificial means to maintain

the equilibrium of supply and demand at an unnatural point, and to squeeze out of the community a tax to which

they have no right, and for which they render no return. The attempt always has resulted, and always must result,

in failure.

Suppose, though, that the state of Pennsylvania levied on her coal lands a tax equal to their annual rental value,

and asserted her control over the Reading road, operating it for the benefit of all her citizens. How completely

would any possibility of panic or disaster be averted. The law of supply and demand would be absolutely free to

operate. If the price of coal fell, the rental value of the coal lands would follow it down. If more coal were needed, a

slight advance in price would suffice to bring about the opening of fresh mines. As with a delicately adjusted

balance, the slightest pressure at one end would be felt at the other, and men would go to mining coal, or quit

mining for other occupations, not as now, an army at a time, but so quietly and by such [gentle?] degrees that no

disturbance of industry could possibly occur. And as, from the mine seam to the point of discharge at tidewater,

no man could levy a tax upon the coal save only for efficient work done, the result would be, concomitantly with

the cheapening of coal, an advance in wages that would raise miners and railroad men and captains of industry far

above the subsistence line, and even far above the line of comfort. For them poverty would be effectually

abolished. And again the analogy holds. Let the people of the United States destroy land speculation by taxing

land values to their full extent, and commercial crises, industrial depression, low wages and all the horrors of

poverty and the dread of it will vanish into the past.

Mr. Parnell has taken a step in advance, and from the head of a faction is developing into the leader of a party. In

a letter written to a leading politician he takes distinct ground in favor of the federal idea—an imperial parliament,

in which every part of the British empire shall be equally represented, and local legislative bodies for the different

kingdoms and colonies. Thus advocating home rule, not for Ireland merely, but for England, Wales and Scotland

as well, he bids fair to draw to his support an immense body of voters whose fear of Irish home rule was founded

on a not unjustifiable dread that Irish home rule really meant imperial dismemberment. Perhaps—who knows?—he

may be starting a movement that shall culminate in the fulfillment of the poet’s dream—the parliament of man,

the federation of the world. Events move fast in this wondrous age of ours.

The secretary of the London charity organization society has been reckoning up the amount annually expended in

charitable relief in London by the government, societies and individuals. The total amounts to nearly £5,000,000.

And the only result of the disbursement of this immense sum of money appears to be that from all the rural

districts of England and from every part of continental Europe the poor are rushing to London in constantly

increasing numbers, and the mass of London poverty is constantly growing greater and more foul.

But before we exclaim too loudly against almsgiving as a breeder of pauperism, it is well to remember that the

poverty stricken are not the only class of London’s people who are supported at the public expense. The landlords

of London draw every year not less than £50,000,000 in ground rents, for which they render absolutely no return

and which they squander with a recklessness to which the extravagance of the poor is as a molehill to a mountain.

Perhaps they may have something to do with the breeding of pauperism.
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The United States is fast losing her preeminence as a wheat producer. The English trade statistics show that for

the first six months of 1888 the imports of wheat from this country were less than half those for the

corresponding period of last year, while the wheat imports from

p. 5, col. 4
Russia have nearly quintupled. Besides pressing us thus closely with her wheat, Russia supplies England with one-

half of all the barley she imports, with seven-eighths of the oats, and with one-fifth of the Indian corn.

From a protectionist point of view this is a state of things over which we should rejoice. For it is certain that the

less England buys of our cereals the less of her manufactured products can she send us in exchange. There is no

surer way of checking importations than by checking exports.

On the other hand it is worth remarking that the tremendous increase in the grain shipments from Russia to

England is largely, if not entirely, due to the operation of our protective tariff. We are really stimulating Russian

agriculture while discouraging our own. The English people, wanting to buy grain, are to a very considerable

extent barred out of our markets, and forced to go elsewhere. We refuse to accept most of the things they offer us

in exchange for wheat and oats and corn, and thus compel them to do their trading in some other and more liberal

market. They offer us, for instance, tin plates, sheet iron, cutlery and linens—all things that they are expert in

producing, and that we have plenty of use for. But by the operation of our tariff we so manage that in exchange for

a dollar’s worth of grain our farmers can get from them only 75 cents’ worth of tin plates, or 70 cents’ worth of

sheet iron, or 50 cents’ worth of cutlery, or 65 cents’ worth of linen. Naturally, this makes farming less

remunerative and so handicaps American agriculturists in their efforts to compete with Russians. And the worst of

it is that this discouragement of agriculture reacts upon our manufacturers, and discourages them, too.

Manufacturers, even with the aid of a protective tariff, can’t live without customers any more than farmers; and

farmers who can’t sell their corn for more than 75 per cent of its value are in no condition to become extensive

patrons of manufacturing establishments.

Of course, it is absurd that England should buy wheat from us, or Russia, either; and it is equally absurd that we

should buy from her many kinds of manufactured goods that, in spite of our protective tariff, we import by every

steamer. England could raise all her wheat on her own fields far more cheaply than in Dakota or on the plains of

Russia. She has plenty of fertile land, a suitable climate and abundance of labor seeking employment. She actually

pays the passages of laborers to America, and the freight back to England on the wheat they raise there, while her

own wheat lands are lying idle all the time. In the same way we could without difficulty produce right here in our

country many of the manufactured goods that we now purchase abroad. We have the raw material, the iron, the

coal, the natural gas, etc.; and we have the labor standing idle in our streets, or tramping along the highways. But

the trouble, both in England and here, is that we allow certain individuals to keep control of the natural sources of

production and to levy foll for the privilege of using them. England buys her wheat here and in Russia, because

her landlords won’t let her raise it at home; and we send to Europe for a host of manufactured articles because our

landlords forbid us to utilize the natural elements of production that lie in bountiful profusion all about us.

If the first duty of Americans is to encourage Russian agriculture, our protective tariff is an admirable thing; but as

a developer of home industry it is a lamentable failure. What home industry needs is simply a chance to bring

labor and raw material together; and our protective tariff is nothing but a cunning device for keeping them apart.
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AUBURN, Me., July 30.—There are lots of free traders here. But outside of the single tax men they repudiate the

name of free traders. Although Auburn is a republican stronghold, there is such unusual interest in the democratic

cause that the democrats think it possible to carry the state election in September next. And there certainly never

was a time in my experience when the democrats had so much in their favor. Their great weakness is their

repudiation of free trade. A single tax man told me that a short time ago he made free trade converts of five

farmers who were strong protectionists, and he advised them to vote for Cleveland. Now, if the democrats tell

them the party don’t believe in free trade, do you think these farmers will vote that way? In my opinion the

democrats will not lessonsic the number of protectionists if they pursue their present course; they have got to

come out for free trade if they wish to elect Grover Cleveland president.

H. G. CASEY.

A recent speech of Mr. C. M. Percy before the geological society of Manchester, England, on mining royalties and

mine rents contained some remarkable facts concerning the effects of the present exorbitant charges which the

mine owners levy on those who work the mines. THE STANDARD has already published one or two articles on

this subject. This speech of Mr. Percy, however, was reported in Iron of London, and its appearance there brought

forth the following comment from the American Machinist, one of the leading technical journals of this country:

There is much food for serious thought in the above. It is a question which is affecting, and will more and

more affect, our industrial interests. The fact that mines are usually worked by the owners in this country

and no rents or royalties are paid as such, by no means relieves us from these burdens. The owners of the

mines, and the railroad companies which transport their products (in many cases one and the same

company) see that all the burdens of that kind are laid upon industrial enterprises which can be borne, and

we foolishly help them in their schemes of monopolization by assessing unworked coal lands, bought and

held by the coal barons to prevent others from working them, as unimproved farm lands worth $12 an acre

—lands which could not be purchased for $5,000 an acre. In addition to this we “protect” them from foreign

competition, at the same time that we allow them freely to hire their labor in the cheapest market; in return

for all of which they are building up a system which will some day, and, in fact, to a great extent is now,

throttling the real industrial interests of this country—those industries such as our readers and friends are

engaged in, and in which brains and energy are employed in perfecting and developing products and

methods of manufacture, instead of in devising new schemes of plunder.

p. 5, col. 5

An Iron Manufacturer Shows How the Tariff Works.

Here is a letter from an Iowa iron and steel manufacturer to a Chicago single tax man which bears very damaging

testimony against that part of the tariff relating to wire rods. The letter has been reproduced in fac simile for

distribution during the campaign.

Democrats Must Stop Repudiating Free Trade.

A System Which We Imported.

WIRE RODS.

Sic in the original; probably “lessen”.
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BURLINGTON, Iowa, June 5, 1888.

C. H. Whiting, esq., 137 Wabash avenue, Chicago, Ill.—

Dear Sir: Referring to our conversation regarding the excessive duty on imported wire rods, I think you will

agree with me that the figures which I give you below will bear out the statement that it is an enormous and

exorbitant tax upon a large portion of our population, the only persons receiving any benefit from it being

some five or six manufacturers of wire rods in this country.

At the present time No. 5 wire rods can be bought f. o. b. Liverpool or Amsterdam for £5 10s. sterling per

ton, which in American currency amounts to $24. The duty on No. 5 wire rods under the present exorbitant

tariff is six-tenth of a cent per poundsic. The ton referred to is the gross ton making 2,240 pounds, and the

duty on it would amount to $13.44, which you will see is something over fifty per cent of the original value

of the steel rods. No. 6 rods are imported under an ad valorem duty of forty-five per cent. Nos. 5 and 6 wire

gauge rods form the bulk of the importations and manufacture.

Now taking the price f. o. b. Liverpool or foreign port of shipment and adding to that the duty, also ocean

freight and insurance, these three items added together make the market price for the American rod

manufacturer.

Owing to improved machinery very little manual labor is used in a modern rod mill, not over fifteen or

twenty skilled workmen are required to manage and perform all labor connected with it. Modern machinery

has been brought to such a state of perfection that manual labor is almost entirely done away with, and it is

simply a matter of machinery, so that the cost of manufacturing rods in this country does not exceed ten per

cent, even though labor may be higher here than it is on the other side. This, you will observe, puts into the

pockets of the manufacturers here all the profits which are made in the foreign market, and from forty to

fifty per cent additional, so that those who have possession of a wire rod mill make a moderate fortune

every year of their lives.

Another fact to be taken into consideration is that three-fourths of the wire rods used in this country,

amounting to from two hundred to two hundred and fifty thousand pounds, are imported from abroad.

Now, who pays this difference between the price of raw material on the other side of the ocean and the

market on this? Of course, this is added to price of the finishedsic product and the consumer must pay the

bill, or in other words, pays the tax or duty, indirectly it is true, but nevertheless the money comes out of the

pockets of all the consumers of wire, in whatever shape or form it may be, the farmers paying the largest

proportion of this extraordinary duty because they are the largest consumers, the majority of the product

going into the manufacture of barb fence wire.

Now, when we come to consider its effect upon the workingmen about which our high protective tariff

friends prate so much, that view is entirely fallacious and misleading. There are in all about five thousand

workingmen employed in the manufacture of barb fence wire, nails, telephone and telegraph wires, and

various other forms into which wire is turned, such as screws, hooks, etc., where there are perhaps less than

five hundred workmen employed in rod mills, so that you will see the five thousand workmen are working at

a disadvantage on account of the dear raw material for the benefit of the few who are producers of rods.

This is entirely contrary to the spirit and genius of our American government, which is founded upon the

principle of “the greatest good to the greatest number.” This is taxing the many for the benefit of the few.

Sic in the original; probably “six-tenths of a cent per pound”.
Sic in the original; probably “added to the price of the finished product”.
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The question of tariff as relates to steel wire rods is no longer a local question. It effects every consumersic

north, south, east and west, but the great west and south are the principle sufferers,52 because they are the

largest consumers and are non-producers of this material. Now, a whole volume might be written upon the

subject; but as I am not a writer of political economy and have not the time nor inclination to enter into all

the details connected with the tariff, I trust that I have made the matter sufficiently clear and plain so that

you will understand why this tariff is oppressive, and as before stated, it not being a local question, it should

not be a political one.

It cannot be explained by the other side why the few large producers in the state of Pennsylvania should

require all the balance of this vast nation with its millions of consumers, to pay tribute to them. It is a very

unjust thing and like all other wrongs and fallacies it must eventually be done away with. Our republican

friends may be able to make political clap-trap and buncombe out of it for the want of a real issue between

the two parties at the present time in this great country, but truth and right will eventually prevail. This

high protective tariff system will, when properly understood by the people of this country, be done away

with, just as slavery and other great evils which have fixed themselves upon the body politic, have been

abolished. Very truly yours,

T. MCCOSH.

The single tax idea is in the air. Here, for instance, the American Machinist, in commenting on the injustice done to

established manufacturing enterprises by exempting new ones from taxation for a term of years, as is now

frequently done by cities and towns, shows clearly its perception that the taxation of land values and the

exemption of all improvements would be the best and fairest way of collecting revenue. It says:

It is not true in anything like a general sense that the increase in the value of real estate caused by the

acquisition of new enterprises is a partial recompense to the old concerns, because high land values per se

are not advantageous to manufacturers, but just to the contrary; a given piece of land purchased and used

for manufacturing purposes at $25 per acre is in no way improved for manufacturing purposes because its

value afterward increases to $1,000 per acre, and such increase in value, if brought about by the growth of

the town consequent upon industrial development, cannot be justly held to be any offset against the

increased burdens laid upon its owners in the way of taxation. Besides, such a distinction between old and

new enterprises often leads to strange

p. 5, col. 6
> inconsistencies; for instance, towns are sometimes put into the position of saying to new enterprises, “Come to

us, we will charge you nothing for the privilege of owning land, and building shops, and putting in machinery; and

whatever extra expense may be caused to us by your coming in the way of increased water works capacity, fire

protection, police, lighting, etc., we will assess upon those already here; you shall have none of it to pay;” while on

the other hand it says to the old establishments, “If you, by your enterprise, build up your business so that it

becomes necessary for you to enlarge your works, and to use twice as much machinery, and employ twice as many

men as you now employ, though your doing so may be fully as advantageous to the town as the establishment here

The “American Machinist” on Taxation of Manufactories.

Sic in the original; probably “It affects every consumer”.
Sic in the original; probably “the principal sufferers”.
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of a new manufacturing concern, yet your taxes shall be promptly doubled; you shall pay a fine for your activity

and enterprise.”

The Chicago Tribune thinks that the so-called anti-alien landlord act of Illinois was butchered in the legislature by

Mr. Scully’s friends, and will fail of its purpose of compelling the great alien landlord to let go his holdings in that

state. But, says the Tribune:

There is a law, enacted at the same time as the so-called anti lien landlord actsic, which may be made

effectual in forcing Sully to let go,54 his grip on his Illinois tenants. This is “an act to prevent alien landlords

from including the payment of taxes in the rent of farm lands as part of the rental thereof.” The Scully

leases provided that the taxes should be included in the rental. This was a bribe to his tenants to keep down

taxes, and, therefore, to discourage local improvements, the making of roads, the construction of bridges

and the maintenance of good schools. The effect of the new law preventing the inclusion of the taxes as part

of the rental has been that the taxes have been increased, local improvements have been made, the schools

have been improved and are maintained for seven or eight months in the year, and Scully finds that his

Illinois farms are not so profitable as they were some years ago. Increased assessments will naturally follow

the improvements, and Mr. Scully’s profits may continue to decline until he is willing to sell out. This

excellent little law of only a dozen lines may be utilized by the good people of Logan, Sangamon, McLean

and Grundy counties to “clean out” Scully and rid the state of him before he gets his final papers.

The truth is that the Mills bill does not go far enough in the direction of a lower revenue or a freer trade. It is

simply the best that could be passed.—[New York World.

Six months ago all the free traders in this country could hardly be reckoned by hundreds; now it is not too much

to say that they are hundreds of thousands.—[Boston Globe.

If the tariff on foreign products is levied for the “protected” laborers, why don’t they get as much for making the

article as the tariff on it amounts to?—[Buena Vista, Cal., Democrat.

The object of a protective tariff is to increase prices of certain kinds of goods by insuring to the manufacturer a

profit on his work. If this is not class legislation, what would you call it?—[Dayton, O., Workman.

The passage of the Mills bill is the presage of a great success in November. It proves that a principle as old as the

party has reasserted itself, and has pushed from the minds of men long controlled by the necessities of the civil

war the heresy of protection.—[Memphis Appeal.

Teaching Tenants a Lesson Exceedingly Dangerous to All Landlordism.

THE BEATING OF THE DRUMS.

Sic in the original; probably “anti-alien landlord act”.
Sic in the original; probably “forcing Scully to let go”.
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The republicans of the house skulked from the issue because they could not harmonize their free traders,

moderate protectionist and monopoly protectionistssic; and the republicans of the senate finally accepted the

responsibility of formulating a bill only when supreme political necessities demanded it.—[Philadelphia Times.

They do say that Senator Allison, who was the head and front of the republican senatorial scheme to get up a

“substitute” for the Mills bill, has heard from his state. There are several farmers in Iowa who believe in this

proposition of Mr. Mills’s: “It is time the poor people should be considered in the reduction of taxation.”—

[Cincinnati Enquirer.

Whatever may be the fate of the Mills bill, there will be no step backward. The bill may be defeated in the senate—

its defeat is more than probable—but just as surely as its enemies reject it in their partisan short-sightedness, so

surely will another and more thorough measure be pressed to passage in the next congress.—[Philadelphia Record.

Harrison will be defeated because he is the nominee of the party which favors high taxation. He leads the party of

monopoly, of trusts, and of syndicates, the party which says the poor man must yield a portion of his earnings to

be dumped into the coffers of the protected millionaire and into the national treasury to be used in extravagant

expenditure.—[Omaha, Neb., Herald.

It is a serious question whether we shall push further a policy of restriction which narrows our relations with the

rest of the world by advancing the interest of favored industries at the expense of the masses of the people, or

whether we shall stop where we are and gradually return to a fiscal system that would permit and promote a

symmetrical and uncrippled growth of all the industries which our unrivaled natural resources invite us to

establish.—[Philadelphia Record.

The value of the final passage of the Mills bill, or any other tariff reduction measure is greater than the actual

reform it accomplishes. It would increase the number of advocates for tariff reform. Take the wool growers, for

instance. When wool is definitely placed on the free list and the industry has been brought to the natural level of

the unprotected part of the country it is not likely that the wool growers will vote to keep others on a pedestal.

Every reduction of the unjust tariff knocks the scales of self-interest from somebody’s eyes.—[St. Louis Post-

Dispatch.

It is a well known fact that Germany takes a leading share in exports of woolen fabrics to the United States. The

question then arises: What influence will the removal of the duties on wool in the United States have upon

German woolen industries? It must be admitted that the effect can be in no wise favorable, as the American

woolen industries after the repeal of the wool duties will experience a great impulse and will make such progress

that German exports of woolen goods to the United states must undergosic a serious decline.—[Leipsic, Germany,

Textile Industry.

[The following form of petition has been adopted by the New York single tax league. We print it in such form that

it can be cut out and pasted on a sheet of paper. Printed blanks, however, may be obtained from Benjamin Urner,

6 Harrison street, New York.]

To the senate and assembly of the state of New York:

SINGLE TAX PETITION.

Sic in the original; probably “moderate protectionists and monopoly protectionists”.
Sic in the original; probably “the United States must undergo”.
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We, the undersigned, citizens of the state of New York, deeply impressed by the injustice of the present system of

taxation, which falls upon the poor more heavily than upon the rich, leads to corruption and evasion, discourages

those who add to the wealth of the state and permits forestallers and speculators to withhold from use the natural

opportunities of labor, do hereby, without respect to political divisions, ask your honorable bodies to pass such

acts as shall provide,

1.—That in all assessments for taxation the value of land shall be ascertained and returned separately from all

improvements.

2.—That all taxes, state, county and municipal, shall be assessed and collected upon the value of the land alone, so

that no one shall be taxed upon the improvements he may make, and the lot, farm, mine or other natural

opportunity that has been improved and is being used, shall bear no higher tax than the lot, farm, mine or other

natural opportunity of the same value which remains unimproved and unused,

[The petition text ends here at the foot of the page, with a comma; no continuation line is printed.]
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Law and Politics.

NEW YORK.—(1) Can a person who is not a citizen of the United States sell real estate or leave it to his heirs in

this country?

Give me the views of the democratic and republican platforms in the ensuing campaign.

If the republican and democratic nominees for president should die, would the republican and democratic

nominees for vice-president take their place?

RAYMOND.

At common law an alien could not take real estate by inheritance, nor could any one, either native or alien,

inherit from or through him; but he could buy and sell real estate, subject to the right of the government to

divest him of his title by a direct proceeding for that purpose. This is the law in this country, except as it has

been altered by legislative enactments. In New York state the legislature has provided that a citizen may

take from or through an alien; that a resident alien who has taken the preliminary steps of nationalizationsic

and intends to become a citizen may take real estate, but cannot lease it until he is naturalized, and that if a

resident alien conveys or wills real estate and dies, the grantee or devisee, whether citizen or alien, may hold

the real estate so conveyed or willed, provided that if he be an alien of full age he cannot hold against the

state unless he proves his intention to become a citizen. In New York, therefore, a person who is not a

citizen of the United States may sell or will real estate to resident aliens who intend to become citizens, and

if his heirs are citizens they may inherit from him.

The republican platform declares in favor of a protective tariff levied nominally upon imports, but

intended to restrict importation. The democratic platform declares against this policy; and though it does

not pronounce in favor of free trade, points in that direction.

Not necessarily. Should a candidate for president die before election, the national committee of his party

would probably name a substitute, who might or might not be the present candidate for vice-president.

Should he die after election, but before the electoral college performed its functions, the electors of his

party would in their discretion name another person for president.

Tory Protectionists.

MINNEAPOLIS, Minn.—Is it not a fact that Messrs. Gladstone, Parnell, Davitt and their co-workers are free

traders? Is is not alsosic a a fact that Messrs. Salisbury, Balfour and their advisers are protectionists?

QUERIES AND ANSWERS.

1. 

2. 

1. 

2. 

3. 

Sic in the original; probably “naturalization”.
Sic in the original; probably “Is it not also”.
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J. L. FROST.

Gladstone, Parnell and Davitt are free traders; and their party, so far as any party distinction exists in England on

the issue of protection or free trade, is a free trade party. Whether or not Salisbury and Balfour are protectionists I

do not know; but the protection element in England belongs to the tory party. It was the tory party that fought for

protection until it was compelled to succumb to the efforts of men like Cobden, who taught English democrats to

see that protection is a weapon of landlordism.

Protection in France and Germany.

AUBURN, N. Y.—Our tariff is said to average [47.10?] per cent. Please inform me through THE STANDARD what

is the average in France and Germany. If I am correctly informed their tariffs are as high as ours. Protectionists

claim that the high tariff is what induces people to come to the United States. The blessed tariff does not seem to

have the same effect in other countries.

PRESCOTT A. PARKER.

I have never undertaken to compute the average tariff in France or Germany. I am informed that protection in

France though less than in the United States is much greater than in England, and that in Germany it is about the

same as in the United States, while in Russia and Italy it is higher.

What really induces people to come to the United States is the better opportunity it affords to make a living. This

is not due to the tariff, but is in spite of it, and would be much greater if the tariff were abolished. That there is

more emigration from the countries of higher protection goes to prove that it is not protection, but something

else, that makes our opportunities to earn a living better than they are abroad. If it were protection German and

Italian emigration ought to stop, and Englishmen should turn their faces toward Germany and Italy. Protection

cannot cheapen land; on the con- trary its tendency is to increase its value. Whatever does that is injurious to

labor, for cheap land makes high wages and dear land makes low wages.

Money and Trade.

PHILADELPHIA.—A and B have an argument concerning the following points:

B contends that money has no value in itself, excepting its material worth—in other words, that if a

workman receives a ten dollar note as wages, he has not received the wealth due for his labor, but merely an

evidence legally entitling him to that amount of wealth.

B holds that a reduction of ten or fifteen per cent of the average duties would not necessarily result in a

reduction of the total income from tariff revenue.

A claims that any balance of commerce between two countries (nations) is settled by money, which B

denies, asserting that such balances are settled by bullion.

B claims that “land” (meaning that term to embrace all the natural elements and forces) never produces

wealth without the application of labor.

As we have no works of reference at hand, will you kindly state which is right and oblige?

W. F.

B is right. Money as such is but a measure of values and medium of exchange. Let a workman receive for

wages two silver half dollars, each stamped by the United States as money of that denomination; with these

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

1. 
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he can buy one dollar’s worth of anything in the market, including one dollar’s worth of silver bullion. But

if he hammer out the stamp, thus changing his two pieces of money into a commodity, he cannot buy a

dollar’s worth of anything with them. They will then buy but about four-fifths of a dollar’s worth of

anything, including silver bullion. So money (excepting the material of which it is composed) is not wealth:

and when a laborer receives money he is not receiving the wealth due him but only an

p. 6, col. 2
evidence of title to wealth of a certain value.

B is right again. It would not necessarily reduce the total income from the tariff; it might increase it. If the

average reduction were made by scaling down all duties, the tendency would be to increase the revenue; if it

were made by enlarging the free list, the tendency would be to diminish the revenue; if it were made in part

by reducing duties and in part by abolishing them, the tendency would be to increase or diminish revenue

in accordance with the effect on the importation of dutiable goods. If the tariff on hardware were 35 per

cent; on dry goods, 50 per cent; and on wooden ware, 15 per cent, the putting of wooden ware on the free

list would make an average reduction of 5 per cent, but that would not encourage the importation of

hardware and dry goods, on which the duty was unchanged, and revenues would fall off by the amount that

had been received from duty on wooden ware. If the rate on hardware were reduced to 30, on dry goods to

45, and on wooden ware to 10, that, too, would make an average reduction of 5 per cent, and by

encouraging importation might increase revenues. This will illustrate the principle, but no one can predict

with exactness the effect on revenues of a reduction of duties. The framers of the Mills bill claim that the

free list will more than offset any increase of revenues from mere reductions.

Balances between nations are not settled altogether by either money or bullion. Suppose the balance of

trade at any time to be against England and in our favor, then the five pound draft which an Irish servant

girl sends to her parents in Ireland to pay their rent, helps to settle the balance. The girl deposits the value

of five pounds in one of our banks; the bank gives her a draft on a Dublin bank, and the Dublin bank pays

five pounds to the girl’s parents. The New York bank will then be indebted to the Dublin bank in the sum of

five pounds, and in the adjustment of national balances England’s debt to us will be reduced by the amount

of that transaction, though neither money nor bullion will have crossed the Atlantic. The same thing occurs

when charitable contributions, mining dividends and other payments without consideration are

transferred from one country to another. But what A and B have in mind is the ultimate balance which is

settled, according to the common notion, by a shipment of money. As to that B is right. Though the debtor

nation may ship money, the creditor nation receives it, not as money, but as bullion. The material of which

the money is composed is assayed and the bullion value, not the money value, is credited. So that in fact all

ultimate balances of trade are settled with commodities.

B is right again. Wealth is some- thing which labor has produced from land. Land has some of the

characteristics of wealth, as value and utility, and is therefore often mistaken for wealth; but to regard it as

such leads to confusion of thought. It is not material by what terms different things are distinguished, but it

is of the highest importance that the terms shall always be used so as to distinguish things that essentially

differ. If the term “wealth” be appiedsic to a natural element on which no labor has been expended, it is used

as a synonym of the term “land.” You can readily see what confusion must result from sometimes using

these terms as interchangeable and at other times as distinct. If we use “wealth” to distinguish products of

land and labor, we cannot use it to describe either land or labor.

1. 

2. 

3. 

Sic in the original; probably “applied”.
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The Tariff and Trusts.

CENTRAL FALLS, R. I.—Please explain the following: You say that with free trade it would be impossible for trusts

to exist. Now, I understand, that there is no duty on coffee; still within the last month there has been a corner in

that, and when we took the duty off coffee an export duty was put on it. Now wool being a necessity, why can’t

they (on the other side) put an export duty on that, providing we let it come in our ports free.

J. G.

THE STANDARD has not said that with free trade it would be impossible for trusts to exist. What we have said

and say now is that it would be more difficult for trusts to exist. Trusts will not be impossible until production as

well as exchange is free.

What you call a corner in coffee was not a corner; it was only a gambling transaction on the exchange. Such

transactions cannot be prevented, and are not particularly injurious to any one but the gambler who loses. They

are limited in extent by the confidence which one gambler has in the ability of the other to pay his losses.

The Brazilian export duty was not put on coffee because we took off the import duty. It was put on before, and it

affected countries which made no change of import duty, as well as ours. That export duty was imposed solely for

local or personal reasons, and could not have been collected off buying nations if coffee had not been a national

monopolysic. If we should put an export duty on wheat, who would pay it? Not the foreign buyer, but the domestic

producer. But if we had a monopoly of wheat raising we could within certain limits compel the foreign buyer to

pay export duties. And this principle answers your question about wool. A foreign country having a monopoly of a

certain kind of wool which we use could make us pay an export duty, which would relieve the land owners of that

country at the expense of its wool producers, whose profits and wages would be lower in consequence of our

smaller demand. But because a foreign country might by an export duty incidentally injure our producers and

directly ly injure their own, is no reason why we should directly injure ours by an import duty.

Coal Miners.

NEWARK.—At a political stump harangue here in Newark the other evening, the protectionist speakers, after a

long discourse on the benefits derived from the tariff of 1842, the magnificent history and principles of the

republican party since 1861, the great achievement of gaining control of the government when its finances were

in a deplorable condition, and leaving it in 1884 with a handsome surplus effected by the tariff, brought forth two

illustrations of their principles, namely, that coal is brought from England merely as ballast, and that the wages of

the English pauper miner is so low that we cannot pay our miners the present standard of wages

p. 6, col. 3
and compete with this labor; next, that wool can be raised so cheaply in Great Britain that our stock raisers would

be obliged to sell their sheep for mutton, as it would be impossible to compete with foreign wool growers.

May I ask you what the difference in wages between English and Pennsylvania miners really is? The fallacy of the

latter is easily discernible.

R. JORALEMON.

The difference between the wages of coal miners in England and in the United States is not less than twelve cents

a ton in favor of the English miner. The wages for mining coal here is from sixty-seven cents a ton down to forty

cents, and in England it is from seventy-nine cents upward. Besides this difference in money wages, the English

Sic in the original; probably “a natural monopoly (uncertain; may be intended)”.
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miner gets his own coal free while the Pennsylvania miner is charged for it at mine prices—between $2 and $3 a

ton.

There is something sublime in the im- pudence which claims that the tariff on coal is maintained for the benefit of

the miners, when the miners get sixty-seven cents a ton for mining and the tariff duty is seventy-five cents a ton. If

there were no tariff the miners, according to protection logic, would have to work for nothing and pay eight cents

a ton for the privilege.

American Patriotism.

CHICAGO.—I have been reading up your land theory and would like to ask a question or two in reference to it.

Suppose we adopt the scheme of taxing land values, and as a result wages take an upward tendency, would

not the volume of immigration to this country beeomesic so great as to almost, if not at times entirely, check

that advance, and thereby deprive us of the benefit (or full benefit) of the change? High wages are bound to

attract the people of the entire globe to the spot where they are paid, and the higher they are the quicker

they will get there, so it seems useless to me to raise the “standard of comfort” in this country unless

something is done to shut off the tide of immigration.

But assuming that your answer is that the opportunities will be such that we could accommodate any influx

that might occur, there is another point to be considered. Would it not bring upon us people of other

countries at such a rate as to practically extinguish our individuality as a nation? Already the foreign

element is a deciding factor in politics, and we go about in constant fear of offending German or Irish

voters, and simply because they are German or Irish. Most of these people cling to their own language, read

their own newspapers, celebrate their old country holidays; in fact, try to make things in this country as

near to the one they left as possible. In fact they have no sympathy with our institutions, and take no pride

in the past history of our country. Love of country, the mainspring of patriotism, is wanting; they are here

simply and solely for the almighty dollar.

These facts are impressed on me more to-day than ever before; it is my first Fourth of July in Chicago, and the

lack of interest shown in the day is painful to one who was brought up in the east. Not a cent was appropriated by

the city for public celebration; in fact, we have no Fourth here—how can we when two-thirds of the people are

foreign born and know nothing about it? In view of these facts would not the adoption of your plan overwhelm us

with people who would swallow us instead of our swallowing them?

A. H. HAWKES.

In your second question you have anticipated the answer to your first. Our opportunities are practically

unlimited. We could put the population of the world in these states, if unused land were free, without

checking the advance of wages. Indeed, the greater the number that came the higher would our wages rise.

But the whole population of the world would not come. The depopulation of other countries by emigration

to this would cause a decline of land values abroad until the condition of working people there would be

raised so nearly to a level with the condition here that emigration would check itself. There is another and

more important consideration, which is that the single tax once adopted in a country of the magnitude of

the United States, and its benefits demonstrated, no other country could long avoid its adoption.

The only kind of immigration that could extinguish our individuality would be that of a different race. Our

national characteristic results from opportunities for the enjoyment of freedom which are greater than the

1. 

2. 

1. 

2. 

Sic in the original; probably “become”.
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opportunities of other freedom loving people. Any of these peoples coming to us and finding here such

liberty as the single tax would secure to all, would immediately develop the one great American

characteristic which is already latent among them. Witness the case of English, Irish, German and other

immigrants who have been fortunate enough to better their condition here.

If foreigners put the almighty dollar above the love for their adopted country they are not worse than Americans

who do the same. The lack of interest shown in the celebration of the Fourth of July is not an alien characteristic.

Indeed, I am inclined to think that you will find the traditions of that day dearer to the immigrant than to most of

our native born population.

English Revenues.

BROOKLYN, N. Y.—It would be very interesting to myself and perhaps to many of your readers if you would tell us

how Great Britain raises her revenue for the support of the government?

E. F. BLAISDELL.

Partly by a tax on real estate of four shillings to the pound, based on valuations of the latter part of the

seventeenth century; partly by stamp duties; partly by excise; partly by duties on imports. These are the principal

sources of national revenue.

Panics and Free Trade.

NEW YORK.—(1) Was there a panic in this country in 1857 on account of a reduction of the tariff ?

A high tariff advocate is trying to convince me that if we had free trade in this country it would shut up all

our manufacturing establishments. Is that true?

A SINGLE TAX CONVERT.

No. There was a short panic in 1857 due to wildcat banking and land speculation, and the tariff was

reduced the same year; but the panic was not due to the reduction. The tariff was reduced from a protective

to a revenue basis in 1846, and it is conceded by well informed protectionists that times were prosperous

from that year down to 1861, with the exception of the six months’ panic of ’57. This alone is enough to

show that the panic of ’57

p. 6, col. 4
was not caused by the tariff reduction of that year. That two things happen at about the same time does not prove

that one is the cause of the other. But protectionists constantly get tangled in the fallacy that it does. Your

question is an example. The protectionist argues: The tariff was reduced in 1857; there was a panic in 1857;

therefore the reduction of the tariff caused the panic. He might as well adopt this syllogism: The tariff was

reduced in 1857; James Buchanan was inaugurated president in 1857; therefore the reduction of the tariff caused

the inauguration. When the protectionist can show you that a panic has followed a reduction of tariff, and that

there is no other cause for the panic than the tariff reduction, you may accept his conclusion.

Don’t let him fool you. This is the latest dodge of the protected monopolist who wants to continue in the

enjoyment of his pleasure. Would cutlery factories close if the tariff were taken off steel? would steel mills

close if it were taken off of iron? would iron furnaces close if it were taken off of coal? Not at all. What

would happen would be this: The owners of iron and coal mines would get less royalty, the iron furnace

would get its ores cheaper, the steel mills would get its iron cheaper, the cutlery factory would get its steel

cheaper, and as the people would get their cutlery cheaper they would buy more, and the business of

1. 

1. 

1. 

Vol. IV, No. 5 (Whole No. 83), August 4, 1888 Page 6 of 8

68



making cutlery, steel and iron would be greater than before. So with all kinds of manufacturing. The tariff

simply increases the profits of monopolies at the expense of consumers.

How a Farmer Sees It.

AMY, Dunn County, Wis.—I am a farmer, over seventy years of age. I am in favor of taxes being mostly placed on

land, and of all of them being taken off improvements and the products of useful labor. If it could be done, I would like

to have all bonds, mortgages and notes taxed, as I think they do not always represent honest labor. Bankers’ notes,

I think, ought to be taxed to death, as they are fictitious money, and represent only fraud. I am aware the land tax

will greatly reduce the cash value of my land, but it will continue to give as good crops as before, and if I wish to

sell and move to another place other land will also be cheap; so I lose nothing if I buy again. I have some boys; if

they should buy they will not have to pay the earnings of so many years for it as I did for mine. I find that the

direct taxes I pay are trifling compared to the indirect ones I pay every time I buy store goods, machinery and

other items necessary to the farmer. Tariff, transportation, commissions, interest on fictitious money and on

watered stock and rents of dwellings and stores compel the merchants to buy cheap and sell dear. This tends to

impoverish farmers and all the merchant’s customers, and when the merchant’s customers are poor it is not easy

for them (the merchants) to get rich.

Protection against the causes of foreign and domestic pauperism and bankruptcy is the kind of protection I would

like best.

HENRY BROWN.

The single tax will reach the bonds, mortgages and notes to which you object. So far as any of these are burdens

upon industry they are the fruits of land monopoly. If land were free, as under the single tax it would be, there

soon would be no bonds, mortgages or notes which did not truly represent labor products. Then the bond holder,

the mortgage holder and the note holder, instead of being to a greater or less degree in partnership with the

landlord (often being in individual cases the landlord’s superior), would be in partnership with the producer,

aiding as well as dividing with him, and no where reaping except as he had sown.

Bankers’ notes are now taxed out of existence, but this is for the benefit of national banks, which are invested with

the privilege of providing the community with money. It seems to me clear that all money of whatsoever material

made should be coined exclusively by the general government.

The effect of the land value tax on you as a farmer and your sons as a farmer’s sons you see clearly and correctly,

and you are not too old to make the farmers of your neighborhood see this as clearly as you do. Can you not give

some of your time to the work of impressing upon the minds of your friends the fact which you so simply and

forcibly express in your letter?

JASON WALTERS, Sullin, Mass.—The uniform envelope system of voting does not, and could not be so modified

as to secure that secrecy and purity of the ballot for which the Australian method is designed. So long as private

parties are permitted to supply ballots an excuse for corrupt machinery exists, and bribery and intimidation can

be carried on. Massachusetts has adopted the Australian method and you will soon be ready to admit from

experience that it is superior to any possible modification of the envelope system.

LOUIS F. POST.
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What effect a reduction of the tariff on fruits would have on the fruit growing industries of California, is the

subject of a long article in the San Francisco Morning Call and the answer is, a most profoundly disastrous effect.

Germany, Hungary, France, Spain, Italy, Cuba and the West Indies would cover our docks and break down our

(Italian) fruit stands with pauper grapes, oranges and lemons, not to speak of the almonds, walnuts, raisins and

prunes which the big grocers will be able to sell for a song. One man interviewed talks about the “narrow margin

of profits” which will be still further narrowed. Mr. Wormser says the Mills bill [illegible] “cut down the profits of

production materially.” Another man says, “It would have a serious effect.”

If the reader of the Morning Call will take the issue of July 19, which contains this article and when he reaches the

end of the article, will skip across to the right one column, his eye will light on the following little paragraph under

the head of “Coast Items:”

A wealthy orchardist at Vacaville, who has a large force at work cutting and drying his crop, states that for

the $75 daily outlay he can easily see a return of $300 when his crop is disposed of.

For every $75 outlay the orchardist takes in $300. This is the “narrow margin of profits” which the Mills bill seeks

to still further narrow.

Chicago Evening Journal.

It is claimed that the Mills bill is not a free trade measure because it reduces protection only 5 per cent. Do not fool

yourself nor be fooled by others. Five per cent towards free trade is one-twentieth of the entire distance. The next

step will be to remove 10 per cent of what remains. After that, the removal of larger proportions will be easy, and

within a few years it will be all gone.

p. 6, col. 5

Alice Staple Carter.

Last night I saw the mermaids ride On shore bound waves with music wild, And watched them where, against the

cliffs, Their bowers of snowy foam they piled.

All night they worked; but when the dawn Came blushing rosy o’er the deep, The sea, grown weary of the toil,

Recalled his waves, and sank to sleep.

The mermaids wept, and combed their hair, Melted were all their foam wreathed bowers, ’Till one sweet mermaid

sang, “Let’s make New arbors of the white sea flowers.”

“Yes, yes,” they cried; and hand in hand, Sank through the blue depths joyously; And now, I ween, they’re

gathering flowers In the bright gardens of the sea.

Look Out for that Margin of Profits.

How the Mills Bill Will Develop.

A Sea Idyll.
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Chambers’s Journal.

In the early part of June last year, a friend and myself wandering in that portion of old Paris famous for its

historical associations, stayed our steps before the gilded portals of the newly restored palais de justice, one of the

most imposing monuments in that fairest of cities. It is superfluous to attempt to narrate all the purposes to which

that building has been put since the period of its occupation by the kings of France up to the present time. The

portion which more particularly demands our attention is the “Conciergerie,” the gloomy old Paris prison, and one

of the most famous in the annals of France. The name of this ancient prison of the royal palace is derived from

the concierge (keeper). Occupying the left wing of the palais de justice, running parallel with the Seine, it is one of

the principal existing monuments of the great revolution. A permit bearing the signature of the prefect of police

being necessary before admittance could be gained, our first care was to call at the prefecture, where, on

presentation of our cards, the required authorization bearing our names was accorded us. Crossing the broad open

courtyard of the police barracks, we retraced our steps to the quai de l’Horologe, which runs parallel to the river

Seine. On the northeast corner of the tour de l’Horologe, near the pont au Change, is fixed the oldest public clock

in France, having been constructed in 1370 by Henry de Vic, a German clockmaker, and restored in 1852. It is

flanked by two figures representing Justice and Piety.

A short walk along the bank of the river brought us to a sentry of the Garde republicaine on duty before a heavily

barred gate. The bell was rung; and presenting our authority to a gate keeper, we were duly admitted within the

precincts. We traversed a rectangular court yard, and on turning to the right, noticed a pointed doorway secured

by a heavily barred door, on the top of which in stone letters, was the word, “Conciergerie.” We then handed our

permit to a warder, and were admitted into the ancient guard room of St. Louis, stilled used as suchsic by the

guardians on duty. After scrutinizing our ticket, he opened another barred gate, and descending some steps, we

found ourselves in the famous state prison where the principal scenes of the revolutionary drama of 1789 to 1795

were enacted. In a large and lofty hall with Gothic pillars and groined ceiling, we awaited the official conductor

who was to show us round.

On the right of the entrance two staircases lead to the council chamber on the one side and to the director’s

apartments on the other. The two rooms facing the quay are respect- ively situated in two pointed turrets, called

Tour de Castille and Tour de Cesar. The rooms in the Tour de Cesar were used as a prison for Prince Pierre

Bonaparte in 1870, and in January 1883 for Prince Jerome Napoleon. The third turret is known as Tour d’Argent,

formerly used as the king’s treasury, and originally the apartments of Queen Blanche, the mother of St. Louis. The

fourth, at the extreme end of the building, in olden days used as a torture chamber, is derisively called La Tour de

Bonbec, because the prisoners’ cries were often heard piercing the thick walls with agonizing shrieks. Listeners

used to exclaim, “Il a bon bec,” alluding to the cries of the hapless and suffering victims.

Quitting the entrance hall, a second broad hall dimly lighted, separated by a grille from the first, is entered.

It bears the historic name of the rue de Paris, because during the Reign of Terror two hundred and fifty prisoners

were huddled together in this passage. We were informed by the warder who showed us through—a man of seventy

years of age and who has held nearly fifty years the post of keeper at the Conciergerie—that the late emperor,

when Prince Napoleon, after his unlucky manifesto, used here to take his daily exercise, no doubt pondering on

the vicissitudes of his eventful life. To the left, the visitor looks down into the Salle St. Louis, a large gothic crypt,

with groined ceiling and supported upon stone pillars in the same style of architecture. At each angle of the hall

are four immense open fireplaces, and a staircase, which formerly led to the Seine. This hall was formerly used as a

A VISIT TO “LA CONCIERGERIE,” STATE PRISON OF PARIS.

Sic in the original; probably “still used as such”.

Vol. IV, No. 5 (Whole No. 83), August 4, 1888 Page 6 of 8

71



refectory for the servants and others of the king’s household. It was recently proposed to have cells placed in this

hall, but as it was originally ten feet lower than the level of the quay, it was judged unsatisfactory from a sanitary

point of view, and was abandoned.

After viewing this ancient hall, we passed into a small corridor, the walls being whitewashed and kept very clean.

It is here that the prisoners’ bread is stored. The officials say with a charming self-satisfied air: “Here is made the

best prison bread in the world.” According to their opinion, “Messieurs les prisonniers” are not badly treated in the

Conciergerie. At the end of this corridor in which the bread is kept, an old iron gateway now blocked up, is seen.

This we were told, was the old Conciergerie entrance. Through here Marie Antoinette went to the scaffold on the

16th of October, 1793, in the dreaded tombereau vehicle, which called there daily for its human freight to feed the

hungry guillotine.

To the right of this corridor is a small square room, the furniture composed of a rusty stove and some camp

bedsteads. In this dark room was imprisoned the celebrated marquis de Lavelette, condemned to death for joining

the Emperor Napoleon on his return from Elba in 1815, but who, on the day before that fixed for his execution, in

December of that year, escaped in his wife’s clothes, leaving her hidden in his prison bed. Three Englishmen who

aided him in his escape were subsequently sentenced to three months’ imprisonment. Lavelette returned to Paris

in 1820, and died in retirement ten years later. In an adjoining room, now used as a kitchen for one of the officers

of the prison, Marshal Ney was confined, when he used to disturb the marquis de Lavelette by playing the flute.

On the 7th of December, 1815, the gallant marshal was shot in the garden of the Luxembourg for joining the

emperor. When an attempt was made to blindfold him, he tore away the bandage and indignantly exclaimed:

“Have you forgotten that for twenty-six years I have lived among bullets?” and laying his hand upon his heart,

called out with a steady voice: “Aim true. France for ever! Fire!” In this cell was also detained the famous poet,

Andre Chenier.

Outside is a large square courtyard, in the middle of which stands a circular stone; this is the last vestige of the

Montgomery tower—finally demolished in 1789—where the unfortunate Count Montgomery, who accidentally,

but mortally wounded Henry II of France, was imprisoned after the fatal tournament.

In one corner of this courtyard stands a heavy stone trough, pompously called a fountain. In this basin, during the

revolution, the court ladies and aristocratic beauties were in the habit of washing their linen en famille. The

courtyard at that time was nicknamed by the republicans the Boulevard de Gand, an ironical allusion to the then

fashionable promenade.

Many notable persons left the Conciergerie during that sanguinary period, among whom were the Duc d’Orleans,

Mme. Du Barry, Mme. Roland, Danton and others, without mentioning Robespierre, Custine, St. Just, and others

of the revolutionary tribunal. Opposite Andre Chenier’s window, as they still call it at the prison, are the grated

bars

p. 6, col. 6
behind which Louis Napoleon and his faithful friends, Morny and Conneau, were put under lock and key. This

court yard is deeply interesting when we hear the illustrious names of those who have paced its stone flags

unwillingly, and fain would we linger a little longer here; but the most interesting portion of the prison, Marie

Antoinette’s cell, remains to be visited. Proceeding along another dimly lighted passage, at the end of which is a

large square opening and a dead wall, stand, on the left, two dirty yellow doors. One is condemned; the second

closes with a ponderous lock. From his girdle our guide takes the self-same key as that used at the time of the

imprisonment of Marie Antoinette, and we are ushered into the last earthly dwelling place of that unfortunate

queen. The doorway is very low, and we are obliged to stoop in passing through. This was so arranged—we are told

—in order to force the proud and royal head to bend before her persecutors. Tradition states that as the queen left
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her cell on her way to the scaffold in her sweeping robes, she failed to stoop low enough, and so struck her

forehead against the top of the doorway as she passed out. The cell, after the restora- tion in 1816, was

transformed into a small chapel. It is paved with dark red bricks of a corrugated pattern, the same as existed in

1793. A white marble monument on the left of the entrance, is surmounted by an urn with a Latin inscription,

stating that in this cell Marie-Antoinette-Josephe-Jeanne d’Autriche, wife of Louis XVI, was confined for seventy-

six days before her execution. On an altar stand a crucifix and two candlesticks. The crucifix still occupies the

position it did in the hapless queen’s day, and no doubt many a time was fervently embraced by her in her hour of

fearful trial. A lamp is also suspended from the ceiling.

There are in this cell two paintings, one by Drolling, representing the queen partaking her last sacrament; the

other representing her removal from the Temple to the Conciergerie. The queen’s furniture at that epoch

consisted of a wooden table, a straw chair and a truckle bedstead placed against one of the walls. The last named

has since been removed.

A second cell, supposed to have been Marie-Antoinette’s oratory, contains a portrait of the unfortunate queen. In

the recess of the window in this cell, out of reach of the vandals, is an old fashioned arm chair, the favorite seat of

the queen at the Tuileries. It was sent to the prison by Louis XVIII, to be kept there as a relic. It is in the Louis XVI

style, covered with silk, but so faded as to be almost colorless. From this cell we enter the chapel, furnished with

rows of wooden pews, and a marble altar like a sarcophagus surmounted by brass candelabra. This chapel is

interesting from its associations with the massacre of the Girondists on the 2d of September, 1792. The small

doorway through which the victims walked out, one after the other, and were foully murdered outside, still exists

in the chapel. On the walls at either side may be seen the remains of the autographs, now almost entirely effaced,

traced by the hands of the brave and ill-fated victims when in here on the eve of their execution. Mass used to be

said here; and at the far end, above the stone archways, may still be seen the places where the female prisoners

attended divine worship. A wonderfully realistic painting, by Muliersic, of this chapel with prisoners huddled

together, used to hang in the museum of the Luxembourg, entitled “Last Days of the Reign of Terror.”

At the present time, prisoners are only kept at the Conciergerie who are awaiting trial.

West St. Paul, Minn., Times.

Every workman by this time ought to recognize the fact that capital will pay labor just what it can get and no

more, and that when there is an excess of labor over the demand for it the wage rate falls, and that no amount of

duty on imported commodities will alter that fact.

Since the labor party of Connecticut has decided to put a state ticket in the field the Naugatuck Agitator suggests

that—

The democrats and greenbackers of Wisconsin have again fused as they did in 1884 when they came within a

narrow margin of victory. The prospects for success is much brighter now than it was then.

Now Find Out What Limits Opportunities to Labor, and You’ve Got It.

STRAWS WHICH SHOW THE WIND.

Sic in the original; probably “Muller (Charles Louis Müller)”.
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The Washington Post is authority for the the statement that over thirty members of congress are advocates of the

single tax on land values as proposed by Henry George.—[Albany Press and Knickerbocker.

What workmen want, here as everywhere, is plenty of work. Plenty of work means good wages. It is only when

work is slack that wages are low. When work abounds, and the employer has to go in search of the workman,

wages rise.—[San Francisco Examiner.

Give the wage worker all he earns and he will be able to eat better food, have better health and morals, live in more

comfortable houses, educate his children better—in short, make the whole nation more prosperous, from the

richest to the poorest.—[The Texas Tribune, San Antonio.

The platform should be confined to a very few of the most urgent reforms, particularly to demand for an absolute

secret ballot law. With a law of this kind most of the difficulties in running an independent campaign would be

overcome. The whole expense of printing and peddling tickets would be obviated and the new party with nothing

but principle to stand upon could use its limited means in the propagation of its ideas.

The tramp is a result of our present social system, and a reproach to it. He is not much of a compliment to the

effort of our legislature. He proves our boasted civilization a failure up to this point at least. He is a living protest

against monopoly and injustice and a warning to us that we must reform our social system if we would last as a

nation. A tramp at the base of a social pyramid and a millionaire at the top is no good omen. With the foundation

rotten the whole structure must fall or be rebuilt.—[Topeka, Kan., Post.

Scarcely a day passes but the contributions of large sums for campaign purposes are noted. The expenses of every

election in New York city is generally estimated at one million of dollars, while the lowest estimate made of the

sums that will be expended in the country in this campaign is twenty millions of dollars, or, substantially, two

dollars for each voter. Can all this be prevented? The most effective remedy so far suggested is the Australian

system of voting.—[Albany Press and Knickerbocker.

The law that taxes personal property, whether imported or domestic, compels the consumer to pay the tax.

Personal property of all kinds is the product of labor, and to place a tax or fine on this product is a violation of

man’s natural right to the full enjoyment of his liberty to use his hands industrially. If the state has a right to take

a part of what the laborer produces, it may take all, and thus subject him to abject slavery. The revenue needed by

the state or nation can be obtained by taxing land values that the people themselves have created, and that

therefore properly and rightfully belong to the people.—[Pearsall, Tex., Sun.

A man should see what he is about. Public business should be done in plain sight, and so that plain men can see it.

Above all, every man should see and know exactly what he is paying to the government. It would be good if all

taxes were paid in visible coin by the taxed citizen direct into the hand of the tax-gatherer; then every man would

see what he paid, and would know what he paid, and would FEEL what he paid. Only think what an immense

barrier that state of things would raise up against government wastefulness. On a system like that, how long would

our government be able to keep a useless hoard of seventy or a hundred million dollars locked up at Washington

out of the hands of the people who have a right to it?—[San Francisco Weekly Star.
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Charles Mackay.

What do we want? Our daily bread; Leave to earn it by our skill; Leave to labor freely for it, Leave to buy it where

we will: For ’tis hard upon the many— Hard, unpitied by the few, To starve and die for want of work, Or live half

starved with work to do.

What do we want? Our daily bread; Fair reward for labor done: Daily bread for wives and children; All our wants

are merged in one. When the fierce fiend hunger grips us, Evil fancies clog our brains, Vengeance settles on our

hearts, and Frenzy gallops through our brainssic.

What do we want? Our daily bread; Give us that; all else will come— Self respect and self denial, And the

happiness of home; Kindly feelings, education, Liberty for act and thought; And surety that, whate’er befall, Our

children shall be fed and taught.

Texas Pensions Her Idlers and Prosecutes Her Workers.

Houston, Texas, Echo.

Henry George maintains that the present system of taxation is crude, expensive and corrupt, and in addition

thereto is a sort of fine on production. In our opinion Henry George is right, and we need not go further to prove

the correctness of his views than the assessor’s tax list notice for 1887, now before us. In special notes on the

blank we read the following important questions which the assessor puts to every producer or nonproducer:

“Have you erected any new building since April 12, 1887? On what lot of land? What was the entire cost thereof,

paid and unpaid, on the 11th of April, 1887? Did you make any additions or improvements on any building

owned by you since April 12, 1886? On what lot or land situated? What was the entire cost thereof, paid and

unpaid, on April 11, 1887? Was any building owned by you removed from April 12, 1886, to April 11, 1887? On

what lot or land situated? If removed, to what place?”

It will thus be seen that the assessor follows up the producer with an eagle eye, and when found adds a penalty to

whatever he produces; but the man who waits the advent of population to make his land valuable scarcely ever

pays additional tax until he commences to improve it, when the assessor adds the penalty under the provisions of

the law. In this state realty, unimproved, is is valued only once in ten years, thus favoring the speculator, while the

man who makes two blades of grass grow where but one grew before, or erects houses, is made to pay the penalty

Our Daily Bread.

STUPIDITY INCARNATE.

Sic in the original; probably “Frenzy gallops through our veins”.
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before the shingles are on or the paint dry. The fixed improvements on land are subject to tax when the carpenter

and contractersic have the plans drawn, while the real estate monopolist whose acres adjoining are greatly

enhanced in dollars, the assesser,66 passes him by as the owner of “unproductive” or “wild land.” Thus a premium

is paid to the non-producer and a penalty laid on the worker. Society, under such custom or law, permits the

loafers to levy indirect tribute on the workers.

Cornhill Magazine.

Mammoths have been found in the Siberian tundra, buried where they sank in up to their necks among the soft

slush, and preserved ever since, partly like tinned meats by the exclusion of the air, and partly like Australian

mutton by the effects of frost. The most interesting find was that made by a young Russian engineer of the name

of Benkendorf, who steaming in a small cutter up the Indigirka river, saw during a flood, to his immense delight, a

real dead mammoth with its eyes open and its hairy trunk moving restlessly through the turbid water, bobbing up

and down merrily in the stream before him. There is a well-known Swiss story of the wrinkled old woman in a

mountain village who recognizes in the fresh corpse of a young man just brought down among the ice of a glacier

to the point where it melts into an Alpine torrent, the features of her lover, lost half a century before in the

yawning mouth of a deep crevasse. But what is half a century of iced humanity to a hundred thousand years of

preserved mammoth? Benkendorf lassoed the extinct monster, whose hind limbs still stuck firm in the frozen

earth and observed with interest that it stood upright, showing conclusively the manner in which it met its death;

it had sunk in through the soft mud and there been frozen hard by the yet unmelted Siberian ice of the glacial

epoch. Even the contents of the stomach were still preserved and as they consisted of pine needles and fir cones,

they indicated at once the nature of the mammoth’s original food and the climate of the country at the time when

he lived there.

“Picture to yourself,” says Benkendorf, “an elephant whose body is covered with thick fur; a beast thirteen feet in

height and fifteen in length, with tusks eight feet long, thick and curving outward at their ends, a stout trunk

running to six feet, colossal limbs of immense thickness, and a tail naked up to the end, where it terminates in a

thick tuft of coarse hair. My animal was fat and well nourished; death had overtaken him in the flower of his age.

His parchment ears lay turned up over his head; about his back and shoulders he had stiff hair a foot in length,

hanging down like the mane of the bison. On his body the long outer hair was deep brown, and coarsely rooted;

beneath it appeared everywhere a coat of wool, warm and soft and thick and of a yellowish brown or auburn color.

Our giant was well protected against the cold. As compared with the Indian elephant, his head was coarse, his

brain case low, small and narrow, his trunk and mouth much larger. The teeth were powerful. The open eyes made

the creature look as if it were alive, and we fancied it might move in a moment and crush us in its anger.”

American Machinist.

We hear a great deal about the wonderful precision and accuracy of machinery in these days, and of course it is

wonderful; but the degree of accuracy to which the human hand can be trained is equally wonderful.

Playing cards are required to be cut with the sides quite parallel to each other, because if a pack be trimmed by the

machine slightly wider at one end than at the other, and they become turned “end for end” in dealing, the excess in

What a Mammoth Looks Like.

Skill of the Hands.
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width of some cards over others at the end of the pack will be double the variation in any one card, which would

facilitate cheating, a very minute variation being perceptible. The men who test these cards for this, make calipers

of their finger and thumb, and by passing them along from one end to the other, detect a difference in width

between the two ends which it is difficult to measure by any other means.

There are men employed in factories where dried yeast is made whose business it is to put the yeast into packages

weighing a certain amount each. It is on a table in front of them in a large plastic mass, and there are scales for

weighing it; but the men do not use the scales, they simply separate from the mass with their hands a lump of it

and put it up, and you may choose at random and put it on the scales and it will weigh exactly the right amount,

the scales beam just balancing.

Where large numbers of eggs are handled and shipped to market, there is a process known as “candleing” eggs,

which consists in taking them up in the hands (usually two eggs in each hand at a time), and, holding them up

before a lighted candle, the light shining through them reveals to the practiced eye the exact condition of the

contents. But some of the men soon get so that they do not need to use the candle, the mere contact of their hands

with the shells denoting the condition of the egg just as infallibly and much more quickly. And they distinguish in

that way not merely eggs which are decidedly bad, but those which are just barely beginning to lose their

freshness.

Here are three different ways in which ex

p. 7, col. 2

treme skill of the hands is shown by persistent training: First, in detecting slight differences in magnitude; second,

in weight; and lastly, in texture or character of surface handled.

Chambers’s Journal.

One day we placed in the case a large meat fly, which immediately flew through the web, tearing it in a destructive

manner. The spider at once came down and repaired it; and in a few minutes the fly was once more in the web,

struggling hard. This time the spider came within about half an inch of the fly, made a strong cord fast to three of

the outside lines of the net, and then running quickly over the back of the fly, she made the cord fast on the other

sides. On this cord we noticed tiny beads hanging, of a clear looking substance, which, as the fly struggled, ad

hered to its wings, impeding its movements. Leaving the fly for nearly two minutes, by which time he was almost

exhausted, the spider once more drew near, and quickly had him by the back. Swaying her body from side to side

at the same time, she soon bound him with three cords, which she guided about over the fly with her hind feet in a

wonderfully rapid manner. She then pierced him on the side of the trunk, from which place she did not again

loose until the fly was dead. Making a slight repast, she bound the remains securely in the web for future meals.

This same spider we have now. Last September she completely destroyed her web, and spun a bright yellow

cocoon on the top of the glass, and laid, as near as we have yet examined, about three hundred and sixty eggs. She

has since then remained hanging on this cocoon. Her body before she laid the eggs was as large as a small bean; it

is now (January) not much larger than a grain of rape seed. She refuses all food, and appears in a dormant, if not a

dying state.

The Spider in Captivity.

Sic in the original; probably “contractor”.
Sic in the original; probably “assessor”.
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THE TARIFF QUESTION.

PROTECTION OR FREE TRADE? by Henry George; paper, 35 cents.

THE EXISTING TARIFF, fully indexed so that the rate on each article can readily be found, 25 cents.

LEADING SPEECHES ON THE MILLS BILL, containing the speeches of Mills of Texas, McMillan of Tennessee,

Wilson of West Virginia, Scott of Pennsylvania, Cox of New York and Carlisle of Kentucky on the democratic side,

and Reed of Maine, McKinley of Ohio, Burrows of Michigan, Butterworth of Ohio and Kelley of Pennsylvania on

the republican side: 50 cents.

Sent, postage paid, on receipt of price, or

THE THREE BOOKS FOR ONE DOLLAR.

PUBLISHER STANDARD 12 Union Square, New York.

TARIFF TRACTS.

The following Tracts on the Tariff Question are published in the Land and Labor Library:

No. 57. “Protection as a Universal Need.” Henry George. 4 pages.

No. 60. “The Tariff Question.” Henry George. 4 pages.

No. 63. “American Protection and British Free Trade.” Henry George. 4 pages.

No. 69. “Protection and Wages.” Henry George. 8 pages.

No. 70. “The Common Sense of the Tariff Question.” Thomas G. Shearman. 8 pages.

No. 72. “Protection the Friend of Labor?” Thomas G. Shearman. 8 pages.

No. 75. “A Short Tariff History.” Thomas G. Shearman. 2 pages.

No. 76. “Plain Talk to Protectionists.” Thomas G. Shearman. 4 pages.

No. 77. “An Address to Workingmen on the Tariff Question.” Henry George. 4 pages.

A set of these Tracts will be sent to any address for ten cents.

Prices in quantities free by mail. Two-page tracts—50 copies, 10 cents; 100 copies, 15 cents; 1,000 copies, $1;

5,000 copies, $4.25.

Four-page tracts—25 copies, 10 cents; 100 copies, 25 cents; 1,000 copies, $2; 5,000 copies, $8 50.

NEW PUBLICATIONS.

[Advertisement] THE TARIFF QUESTION.

[Advertisement] TARIFF TRACTS.
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Eight-page tracts—25 copies, 20 cents; 100 copies, 50 cents; 1,000 copies, $4; 5,000 copies, $17.

Address PUBLISHER STANDARD, 12 Union Square, New York.

BOUND VOLUMES OF THE STANDARD.

A limited number of bound volumes of THE STANDARD, in heavy boards, are offered for sale at the following

prices:

Volumes 1 and 2, bound in a single volume, $5.00. (Postage 75 cents extra.) Volume 2, bound separately, $3.50.

(Postage 50 cents extra.)

Address THE STANDARD, 12 Union square, east, New York.

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.

HEAVEN AND ITS WONDERS, THE WORLD OF SPIRITS AND HELL, described from things heard and seen, by

EMANUEL SWEDENBORG, “Servant of the Lord Jesus Christ.” Also THE LAST JUDGMENT, as witnessed by him

in the spiritual world in 1757; The Doctrine of Life, The Sacred Scriptures, The New Jerusalem and its Heavenly

Doctrine, in all, 750 octavo pages mailed prepaid for $1.00. Discount to the trade. Address, American Swedenborg

Printing and Publishing Society, 20 Cooper Union, New York City.

A. J. STEERS,

GENERAL BROKER,

39 NASSAU STREET, NEW YORK.

LOANS ARRANGED ON

Real Estate. On Endowment, Tontine and Life Insurance Policies in Regular Companies; On Undivided Interests

in Estates, and on Staple Lines of Merchandise on Storage.

PROMPT ATTENTION. LOWEST RATES.

[Advertisement] BOUND VOLUMES OF THE STANDARD.

[Advertisement] THE SINGLE TAX. (Union Printing Co.)

[Advertisement] American Swedenborg Printing and Publishing Society

[Advertisement] A. J. STEERS, General Broker
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HEADQUARTERS FOR POLITICAL NET BANNERS, TRANSPARENCIES, AND CAMPAIGN EQUIPMENTS.

M. R. LEVY & CO., 27 WOOSTLR STREET, NEW YORK.

HOLLAND’S COFFEE AND DINING ROOMS, [123?] Fourth avenue, Bet. 13th and 14th sts.

MRS. AGATHA MUNIER ATKINS WILL continue to receive pupils in solo singing and vocal sight reading at her

residence. 223 E. 32d street, New York.

CONCORD CO-OPERATIVE PRINTING COMPANY (Ld.) 104 Elm street, cor. Canal, N. Y. BOOK, JOB AND

NEWSPAPER PRINTING.

p. 7, col. 3

THE MANSION HOUSE.

SARATOGA SPRINGS, N. Y.

Will be open for guests the first of June.

This house is situated a mile east of the Town hall, Saratoga Springs, and three minutes’ walk from Excelsior

spring and park.

It has wide piazzas and a fine shady lawn, with tennis and croquet grounds, and combines the advantages of

Saratoga with the greater coolness and purer air of the country. The fine old woods of the park extend from the

spring to the village, and the drives and walks through them are always shady and inviting.

The drainage is perfect and the house is supplied with pure spring water.

The office is supplied with a telephone, and a conveyance will make trips to and from the village at stated times.

Accommodations for private carriages.

HANNAH T. PAUL,

[Advertisement] M. R. Levy & Co., Political Net Banners

[Advertisement] HOLLAND’S Coffee and Dining Rooms

[Advertisement] Mrs. Agatha Munier Atkins, Singing

PRINTING.

[Advertisement] Concord Co-operative Printing Company

[Advertisement] THE MANSION HOUSE, Saratoga Springs
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CAMPAIGN BANNER AND OUTFIT CO., 46 VESEY STREET, NEW YORK.

[Advertisement] Campaign Banner and Outfit Co. 
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p7_fig1

[Illustration: United States flag on a staff with cord and tassels; no caption.]

OPEN WORK POLITICAL NET BANNERS, With first-class Portraits of all Candidates.

Largest Manufacturers of Net Banners and Campaign Equipments in the United States.

R. CROWE, TAILOR, 11 ANN STREET (Third Floor), New York. General Repairing, Altering, Cleaning and

Scouring Done. Communication by Postal Card promptly attended to.

[Advertisement] R. Crowe, Tailor
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MISCELLANEOUS.
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[Advertisement] The Keystone Watch Club Co.
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[Illustration: display advertisement in an ornamental frame of scroll banners; at upper right a circular seal “THE

KEYSTONE WATCH CLUB” with a keystone emblem, ringed by “PHILA. OFFICE” and “904 WALNUT STREET”. The

side banners list branch offices; their small lettering is [illegible] except fragments such as “NEW YORK”,

“PITTSBURGH”, “CHICAGO”, “ST. PAUL”, “ST. LOUIS”.]

THE BEST WAY To get a First-Class Watch is in our Co-Operative Clubs. Fine Watches at the Lowest Cash Prices,

ONLY $1.00 A WEEK.

Thousands of the best $38.00 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 other improvements found in no other watch. They are absolutely the only Dust and Damp-proof

Movements made in the World, and are jeweled 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 $75

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

The Keystone Watch Club Co 904 Walnut St. PHILADELPHIA, PA.

$10 OUR 14-Karat Gold Filled CHAIN is guaranteed to wear 20 Years, and is 33⅓% 14-Karat Solid Gold Look for

the stamps —K. W. C. Co. 14 K. FLD.— and buy the BEST.

AGENTS WANTED. We refer to any Commercial Agency.

For Sale by
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[Illustration: circular trade-mark stamp lettered “HAND MADE” and “S.M.M.P.A.” around a central emblem.]

Trade-Mark.—Registered.

[Advertisement] Canned Goods made by Organized Labor (S.M.M.P.A.)
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Canned Goods WITH THIS STAMP IN THE BOTTOM OF CANS ARE Free from Poison, AND ARE MADE BY

ORGANIZED LABOR.

p7_fig4

[Illustration: T-shaped trade emblem, white letters on black: “THE GREAT AMERICAN T E A COMPANY”.]

GOOD NEWS TO LADIES.

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

beautiful Gold Band or Moss Rose China Tea Set, Dinner Set, Gold Band Moss Rose Toilet Set, Watch, Brass Lamp,

Castor, or Webster’s Dictionary. For particulars address

THE GREAT AMERICAN TEA CO., P. O. Box 289. 31 and 33 Vesey St., New York.

[Advertisement] The Great American Tea Co.
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CHARLES B. SCHAIDNER, PHOTOGRAPHER, 2280 Third avenue, cor. 124th street, New York. Children’s

Photographs by instantaneous process a specialty

JAMES BOGAN, PRINCIPAL AGENT for James Means’ $3 and $4 shoes. 226 BOWERY, near Prince street.

[Advertisement] Charles B. Schaidner, Photographer

[Advertisement] James Bogan, Shoes
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[Advertisement] Coogan Bros. 
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p7_fig5

[Illustration: engraving of a five-story store front with horse-drawn delivery wagons and pedestrians in the street.

Signboards on the facade: “COOGAN BROTHERS” [partly legible]; “WHOLESALE [AND RETAIL?] FURNITURE [&]

CARPETS [&c?]” [partly legible]; “BEDDING [&?] WAREROOMS” [partly legible]; a fourth band [illegible]; over the

ground floor: “125 COOGAN BRO’S 121”.]

COOGAN BROS., CARPET AND FURNITURE DEALERS, COR. BOWERY AND GRAND STS.

TO THE SINGLE TAX MEN OF WEST VIRGINIA: Will the single tax men in West Virginia please send their

addresses to me at this point. Send the names of all the George men you know of in your neighborhood and be

particular to give post office address. A state organization is proposed and any suggestions or information will be

carefully considered. W. I. BOREMAN, Parkersburg, Wood county, West Virginia.

KANSAS STATE LECTURER.—THE undersigned state lecturer and member of the state central committee is now

ready to respond to calls for work anywhere in the state of Kansas. Address Rev. W. M. GOODNER, box [353?],

Larned, Kan.

REGULAR MEETINGS OF THE CLEVEland land and labor club are held on Monday evenings at 8 o’clock, room

6, No. 56 Public square. Everyone is cordially invited to attend our meetings.

SINGLE TAX CLUB MEETINGS.

[Notice] To the Single Tax Men of West Virginia

[Notice] Kansas State Lecturer

[Notice] Regular Meetings of the Cleveland Land and Labor Club

[Advertisement] Briggs’ Pianos
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p7_fig6

[Illustration: display advertisement with an engraving of an upright piano in a frame wreathed with foliage; a pointing

banner reads “SEND FOR CATALOGUE”.]

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
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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.

250 pages.

CONTENTS:

Introductory.—THE PROBLEM.

Book I.—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 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 explainedsic.!

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.

HENRY GEORGE’S WORKS.

[Advertisement] PROGRESS AND POVERTY.

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

CONTENTS:

The increasing importance of social questions.

Political dangers.

Coming increase of social pressure.

Two opposing tendencies.

The march of concentration.

The wrong in existing social conditions.

Is it the best of all possible worlds?

That we all might be rich.

First principles.

The rights of man.

Dumping garbage.

Over-production.

Unemployed labor.

The effects of machinery.

Slavery and slavery.

Public debts and indirect taxation.

The functions of government.

[Advertisement] SOCIAL PROBLEMS.

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 

10. 

11. 

12. 

13. 

14. 

15. 

16. 

17. 
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What we must do.

The great reform.

The American farmer.

City and country.

Conclusion.

PROTECTION OR FREE TRADE?

An Examination of the Tariff Question with Especial Regard to the Interests of Labor.

BY HENRY GEORGE.

CONTENTS.

I. Introductory. II. Clearing ground. III. Of method. IV. Protection as a universa needsic. V. The protective unit. VI.

Trade. VII. 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.

87 pages.

PROPERTY IN LAND.

A Passage-at-Arms Between the Duke of Argyll and Henry George.

77 pages.

18. 

19. 

20. 

21. 

22. 

[Advertisement] PROTECTION OR FREE TRADE?

[Advertisement] THE LAND QUESTION.

[Advertisement] PROPERTY IN LAND.

Sic in the original; probably “universal need”.
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FORTSCHRITT AND ARMUTH.

(Progress and Poverty in German.) TRANSLATION OF C. D. F. GUTSCHOW.

430 pages.

PRICE LIST.

Progress and Poverty, paper ………. $ 35 ” ” cloth ………. 1 00 ” ” half calf or half morocco ………. 2 50 Social Problems,

paper ………. 20 ” ” cloth ………. 1 00 ” ” half calf or half morocco ………. 2 50 Protection or Free Tradesic? paper ……….

35 ” ” 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 rdersic.

HENRY GEORGE, 12 Union square, New York.
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BELFORD, CLARKE & CO.’S NEW PUBLICATIONS.

A Novel with a Plot: THE TRUTH ABOUT TRISTREM VARICK.

A Novel with a Plot:

THE TRUTH ABOUT TRISTREM VARICK.

By Edgar Saltus, author of “Mr. Incoul’s Misadventure,” etc.

12mo., Cloth, $1. Paper Covers, 50 cents.

In this novel Mr. Saltus has treated a subject hitherto unexploited in fiction. The scene is Fifth avenue, the action

emotional, the plot a surprise. “There is,” some one has said, “as much mud in the upper classes as in the lower;

only in the former it is gilded.” This aphorism might serve as epigraph to “Tristrem Varick.”

Thirteenth thousand ready April 1.

THE TARIFF ON IMPORTS INTO THE UNITED STATES AND THE FREE LIST,

THE TARIFF ON IMPORTS INTO THE UNITED STATES AND THE FREE LIST,

[Advertisement] FORTSCHRITT AND ARMUTHsic.

NEW PUBLICATIONS.

[Advertisement] Belford, Clarke & Co.’s New Publications

Sic in the original; probably “FORTSCHRITT UND ARMUTH”.
Sic in the original; probably “Protection or Free Trade?”.
Sic in the original; probably “imported on order.”.
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As contained in act of March 3, 1883, also the Hawaiian Reciprocity Treaty, and extracts from the Navigation and

Oleomargarine acts.

Indexed. 12mo., Paper Covers, 25 cents.

ASHES OF THE FUTURE.

ASHES OF THE FUTURE.

By Edward Heron-Allen.

Beautifully printed in the best French style, with an illustrated cover, 50 cents.

“The story is of absorbing interest.”—Chicago Journal.

“The work of a very vigorous and cultivated pen, as well as of a deep thinking and fervid brain. It is the story of a

restless lover of too many things, and of too many good women whose hearts he breaks and whose lives he

shatters.”—Brooklyn Eagle.

“MES AMOURS.”

“MES AMOURS.”

Confessions: Passionate and Playful.

Written to me by people, celebrated and obscure, and my answers to some of them. With an introduction and

notes. Illustrated, small 4to, with portrait, $1.25. Selina Dolaro, author of the play “In the Fashion.”

“It is seldom that the English reader happens upon a book of verses so full of French humor as this pretty volume.

‘Ma Belle Amie,’ the opening selection . . . is edited with a running fire of comments that renders it delightful. The

‘afterthoughts’ affixed to all the verses are often very clever and womanish.”—New York Herald.

PRINCE COASTWIND’S VICTORY;

PRINCE COASTWIND’S VICTORY; OR, The Fairy Bride of Croton Lake.

By Mrs. Miles H. McNamara.

With illustrations. Small 4to, cloth, illustrated cover, $1.00.

“A pretty fairy story, which will delight while it taxes the credulity of young readers. The book is tastefully printed

and in handsome covers, and inclosed in a box ready for mailing.”—Chicago Inter Ocean.

THE ROMANCE OF A QUIET WATERING PLACE.

THE ROMANCE OF A QUIET WATERING PLACE.

12mo. Cloth, $1.00. Paper, 50 cents.

Thirty French illustrations by Graves.

By a New York Society Lady.
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A SLAVE OF CIRCUMSTANCES.

A SLAVE OF CIRCUMSTANCES.

By E. DeLancey Pierson.

12mo. Cloth, $1.00. Paper, 50 cents.

A Novel of Incident, Plot and Action. Scene, Fifth Avenue, New York.

IN PRESS: A DREAM AND A FORGETTING.

IN PRESS:

A DREAM AND A FORGETTING.

By Julian Hawthorne.

12mo. Cloth, $1.00. Paper, 50 cents.

Mr. Hawthorne’s latest and most interesting novel.

HIS WAY AND HER WILL.

HIS WAY AND HER WILL.

Author unknown.

12mo. Cloth, $1.00. Paper, 50 cents.

A great New York Society Novel.

SOPHIA-ADELAIDE.

SOPHIA-ADELAIDE.

Illustrated with Portraits of the Princess.

Paper covers, 50 cents.

“The Deserted Daughter of Queen Victoria and Prince Albert.” An awful story of romantic life by a Princess.

CHESTNUTS NEW AND OLD.

CHESTNUTS NEW AND OLD.

By Bill Nye.

12mo., cloth, $1; paper cover, 50 cents.

His Last and Funniest Book.

THE POLITICS OF LABOR.

THE POLITICS OF LABOR.
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By Phillips Thompson.

Cloth, gilt top, $1.25.

“An original and masterly work on the great question of the hour, the relations between capital and labor.” Written

for workingmen in a clear, plain and forcible style. Competent critics predict that it will be the hand book for

laboring men wherever the English language is spoken.

PECK’S IRISH FRIEND, PHELAN GEOGHEAGAN.

PECK’S IRISH FRIEND, PHELAN GEOGHEAGAN.

By George W. Peck, jr.

Illustrated by True Williams.

12mo., cloth, $1; paper, 25 cents.

“Mr. Peck has made quite a reputation as a dialect writer, and his Geogheagan Sketches have been well received.”—

Milwaukee News.

THE QUESTION OF THE DAY. ANTI-POVERTY AND PROGRESS.

THE QUESTION OF THE DAY.

ANTI-POVERTY AND PROGRESS.

By Sister M. Frances Clare (The Nun of Kenmare.)

12mo, paper, 50 cents.

“Discusses some of the questions recently brought to public notice by Henry George and Father McGlynn.” She is

opposed to the land theory of the former on the ground that it is not in accord with the Christian religion. . . . She

criticises somewhat severely several of the clergy of her own church.”—New York Sun.

THE LAND OF THE NIHILIST RUSSIA.

THE LAND OF THE NIHILIST RUSSIA.

By W. E. Curtis.

12mo, cloth, $1.

Over one hundred engravings. A guide book.

Send for complete catalogue.

BELFORD, CLARKE & CO., PUBLISHERS, Chicago and New York.

p. 7, col. 6
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THE LAND AND LABOR LIBRARY.—We are now publishing under the title of “The Land and Labor Library” a

series of short tracts on various phases of the social problem. These pamphlets contain facts, figures and

arguments expressed in concise, vigorous language easily understood. As a means of propaganda we recommend

them to all who desire to help on the movement for social reform. Those who wish to have these tracts placed

where they will do good but who are unable personally to attend to their distribution, can remit the price to us, as

we have every facility for sending them where they are needed and will be read.

The following have already appeared:

No. 1. “First Principles.” By Henry George. 4 pages. No. 2. “Land and Taxation.” A conversation between David

Dudley Field and Henry George. 4 pages. No. 3. “The Right to the Use of the Earth.” By Herbert Spencer. 4 pages.

No. 4. “A Christian Minister on the Remedy for Poverty.” A sermon by the Rev. Hugh O. Pentecost of Newark, N. J.

2 pages. No. 5. “A Sum in Proportion.” By T. L. McCready. 2 pages. No. 6. “The Settler’s Nightmare.” By Louis F.

Post. 4 pages. No. 7. “New York’s Docks: The True Mode of Raising Revenue.” By J. W. Sullivan. 4 pages. No. 8.

“Unemployed Labor.” By Henry George. 4 pages. No. 9. “Voices for Reform.” 2 pages. No. 10. “A Mysterious

Disappearance.” By Lewis Freeland. 6 pages. No. 11. “How to Increase Profits.” By A. J. Steers. 2 pages. No. 12. “The

American Farmer.” By Henry George. 4 pages. No. 13. “Sailors’ Snug Harbor and the Randall Farm.” By W. T.

Croasdale. 12 pages. No. 14. “The Collegiate Church and the Shoemaker’s Field.” By W. T. Croasdale. 12 pages.

No. 15. “Only a Dream.” By Abner C. Thomas. 4 pages. No. 16. “The Anti-Poverty Society.” Dr. McGlynn’s address

at the first meeting. 8 pages. No. 17. “The Cross of the New Crusade.” A poem. By David Rorty. 2 pages. No. 18. “It

is the Law of Christ.” By Rev. S. H. Spencer of Henry, Ill. 4 pages. No. 19. “My Landlord. By John Jonessic. 4 pages.

No. 20.”Thou Shalt Not Steal.” An address by Henry George before the Anti-Poverty Society. 8 pages. No. 21.

“Christianity and Poverty.” An address by Father Huntington before the Anti-poverty society. 4 pages. No. 22.

“Poverty and Christianity.” An address by Rev. Hugh O. Pentecost before the Anti-poverty society. 8 pages. No. 23.

“The Single Tax.” By Thomas G. Shearman. 8 pages. No. 24. “Hymns of the New Crusade”—No. 1. 4 pages. No. 25.

“Hymns of the New Crusade”—No. 2. 4 pages. No. 26. “Religion vs. Robbery.” Address by Rev. Dr. McGlynn before

the New York Anti-poverty society, June 12, 1887. 8 pages. 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,73.) 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,74. 2 pages. No. 46. “Taxing Land Values.” (German.) Henry

NEW PUBLICATIONS.

[Advertisement] THE LAND AND LABOR LIBRARY.

Sic in the original; probably ““My Landlord.” By John Jones.”.
Sic in the original; probably “Socialism—Its Truth and Its Error. (German.)”.
Sic in the original; probably “No. 45. Platform …”.
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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. 8 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 Illustration.” 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.” Bartholomew Appleby. 2 pages. No. 66. “A Lawyer’s

Reply to Criticisms.” Samuel B. Clarke. 16 pages. No. 67. “A Piece of Land” By the late Francis G. Shaw. 2 pages.

No. 68. “The Tax on Buildings.” William T. Croasdale. 8 pages. No. 69. “Protection and Wages.” Henry George. 8

pages. No. 70. “The Common Sense of the Tariff Question.” Thomas G. Shearman. 8 pages. No. 71. “My Butcher

Woman and My Grocery Man,75. William McCabe. 4 pages. No. 72.”Protection the Friend of Labor?” Thomas G.

Shearman. 8 pages. No. 73. “Property in Land.” Henry George. Price, 15 cents. No. 74. “Social Problems.” Henry

George. Price, 35 cents,76. No. 75. “A Short Tariff History.” Thomas G. Shearman. 2 pages. No. 76. “Plain Talk to

Protectionists.” Thomas G. Shearman. 4 pages. No. 77. An Address to Workingmen on the Tariff Question. Henry

George. 4 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. 8 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.

SWEDISH.

No. 52. “The Case Plainly Stated.” H. F. Ring. 8 pages.

Prices, free by mail: 2-page tracts—50 copies, 10 cents; 100 copies, 15 cents; 1,000 copies, $1; 5,000 copies, $4.25.

Four-page tracts—25 copies, 10 cents; 100 copies, 25 cents; 1,000 copies, $2; 5,000 copies, $8.50.

Six-page tracts—25 copies, 15 cents; 100 copies, 37 cents; 1,000 copies, $3; 5,000 copies, $12.75.

Eight-page tracts—25 copies, [20?] cents; 100 copies 50 cents; 1,000 copies, $4; 5,000 copies, $17.

Twelve-page tracts—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?].

A special selection, comprising thirty or more of the most popular tracts, will be sent for 20 cents.

Other numbers in preparation.

Address HENRY GEORGE, 12 Union square, New York city.

Sic in the original; probably “My Butcher Woman and My Grocery Man.”.
Sic in the original; probably “Price, 20 cents (?)”.
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THE NEW CHRISTIANITY.—A bi-weekly independent journal, recognizing the fatherhood of God and

brotherhood of man as the essentials of religion, and Emanuel Swedenborg as the illumined instrument of the

new dispensation and era now so manifestly beginning.

In sympathy with every movement toward the realization of the Lord’s kingdom on earth, and having no desire to

build up a sect or to interfere with any one’s church relation, it opens its columns to all religious, moral and social

questions, guided by one principle alone—the thought and love of USE.

Editors, B. F. Barrett and S. H. Spencer. Price, $2 a year. Sample copies free. Address NEW CHRISTIANITY,

Germantown, Pa.

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 The Reformersic, a sixteen page journal. Address, ANTI-POVERTY PRESS, [179?]

Lexington ave., N. Y.

THE DEMOCRAT.

A RADICAL REVIEW MONTHLY.

The Democrat advocates Land Resumption and those [r?]eforms which are necessary to make the English people

a free people. It asks “compensation” not for those who have benefited by unjust legislation, but for those who

have suffered thereby.

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

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

[Advertisement] THE NEW CHRISTIANITY.

[Advertisement] ANTI-POVERTY DOCTRINES IN A NUTSHELL.

[Advertisement] THE DEMOCRAT.

Sic in the original; probably “to The Reformer,”.
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An Economic Brush Heap.

Mark Twain once wrote a piece of which he felt very proud, and to which he was wont to refer as an illustration of

the ease with which the ordinary reader can be induced to believe the most utterly absurd story, if only the

absurdities are so arranged and varnished over with irrelevant statements and verbiage that it requires a little

mental effort to detect them. The sketch in question was a description of a harrowing tragedy of some sort, and

turned upon the finding of a gashed and mutilated body. The condition of the body was nowhere described in full,

but scattered through the entire sketch were little incidental statements of the horrible atrocities that had been

perpetrated upon it. In one place the reader was told that the right leg had been cut off and the right arm bent as if

in a paroxysm of pain, with the thumb pressed hard against the nose. Then came a lot of description of

surrounding scenery, followed by a statement that the left arm was missing. andsic the fingers of the right hand

spread out like a fan. And so on through the entire sketch, which was a pretty lengthy one. The left leg was gone,

the head was missing; the body had been cut in two and the lower part carried off. The viscera had been taken out;

the upper half of the body was gone: the right arm couldn’t be found. Altogether the dead man was in a horrible

condition. The story was widely quoted, and it was quite a long time before anybody found out that it was all a

joke, and that Mark Twain had been describing the corpse of Mr. Nobody with his thumb to his nose.

What Mark Twain did intentionally and with much labor, a great many men do unintentionally and without effort

of any kind, save that of dipping the pen in the ink at intervals and guiding it along the surface of the paper.

These men have minds which Mr. Croasdale once aptly described as brush heaps—in which all sorts of facts and

fancies are heaped together, higgledy-piggledy, without order or arrangement, ends sticking up in all directions,

branches intertangling—a terrible mess altogether. When one of these men wants to write something he just goes

to his brush heap and yanks; and out of the tangled mess that answers to his yanking he constructs—by the simple

process of flinging it down—a smaller brush heap, which he rejoicingly calls an essay, and sends to the magazines.

And the funny thing about it all is that if the brush heap man only has sufficient ignorance to thoroughly believe

in himself he will find plenty of people who will read his essays as men take patent medicines, with a feeling that

the stuff must be good, or it wouldn’t be offered them.

The Rev. G. H. Hubbard is one of these brush heap men. He lives at North Cambridge, Mass.; and he has written

for the New Englander and Yale Review an essay on “The Economics of Speculation,” which is a very tangled mess

indeed. THE STANDARD reader who wants to look at Mr. Hubbard’s brush heap as Mr. Hubbard flings it down

must invest thirty cents in the magazine containing it. The most we can do is to take here and there a stick or two,

and lay them alongside each other.

CURRENT THOUGHT.

Sic in the original; probably “missing, and”.
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Of course, Mr. Hubbard falls foul of “Progress and Poverty.” In these economic brush heap minds, whatever

projecting end you may happen to pull on, “Progress and Poverty” is pretty sure to come out with the rest of the

tangle. Here is what the reverend Hubbard’s first yank brings forth:

In his work on “Progress and Poverty” Mr. George says: “Production and consumption fail to meet and

satisfy each other. How does this inability arise? It is evidently and by common consent the result of

speculation. But of speculation in what? Certainly not of speculation in things which are the products of

labor—in agricultural or mineral productions, or manufactured goods; for the effect of speculation in such

things, as is well shown in current treatises which spare me the necessity of illustration, is simply to equalize

supply and demand, and to steady the interplay of production and consumption by an action analogous to

that of a fly wheel in a machine. Therefore, if speculation be the cause of these industrial depressions, it

must be speculation in things not the production of labor, but yet necessary to the exertion of labor in the

production of wealth—of things of fixed quantity: that is to say, it must be speculation in land.”

This is the way in which the founder of the great anti-poverty society disposes of the question of

speculation and makes it pay tribute to his pet theory. His conclusion is at once illogical in itself and wholly

inconsistent with observed facts. Speculation is speculation, wherever it appears, and its nature and effects

are everywhere the same. The most casual study shows us that speculation in land is a mere peccadillo when

compared with the other forms of speculation carried on in America.

Mr. Hubbard’s brush is brittle. It must have lain rotting in his mind a long time. If he had managed to pull out a

little more of “Progress and Poverty” he would have discovered that Henry George—who, by the way, didn’t found

the anti-poverty society—by no means “disposes of the question of speculation” in that curt fashion. The passage

quoted is from the first chapter of book V, in which the author traces the cause of industrial depressions to the

fact that industrial activity always and invariably increases the value of land, and in doing so narrows the field for

its own employment; and fortifies his argument, not only with undisputed facts, but with prophecy which has

been fulfilled to the letter.

However, when we lay hold of another piece of Mr. Hubbard’s brush, we find that he is willing to admit at least a

part of the argument of “Progress and Poverty.” He doesn’t believe that speculation in land has anything to do

with industrial depression. But he is quite willing to admit that speculation in other things has nothing to do with

it either.

Doubtless Mr. George, in the expression “current treatises,” refers among others to the works of John Stuart

Mill, who says: “The operations of speculative dealers are useful to the public when profitable to

themselves; and though they are somewhat injurious to the public by heightening the fluctuations which

their more usual office is to alleviate, yet whenever this happens the speculators are the greatest losers.”

Similar statements

p. 8, col. 2
may be found in the writings of other well known economists. With them I have no dispute; for their meaning is clear to

one who reads their works, and the truthfulness of their conclusions is unquestioned.

All right. Speculation in land is harmless; and speculation in other things is a benefit to society. Surely, then,

Mr. Hubbard is going to speak in praise of speculation. It must be so, for he tells us:

Saints speculate and sinners speculate. Not only bankers and brokers, but merchants, mechanics, lawyers,

doctors, legislators, ministers of the gospel, dry goods clerks, newsboys and bootblacks endeavor to multiply

their legitimate earnings by some form of speculation. Even ladies who must earn their own livelihood are
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trying their skill in the way of speculation; and many a snug little fortune has been accumulated by the keen

speculating instinct of women.

A thing that saints and ministers of the gospel do—a thing, moreover, that will multiply legitimate earnings—must

be an essentially good thing to do—especially since the ungodly, as well as the saints and ministers, indulge in it.

But wait a bit. Turn over a couple of leaves and see what you think of this:

In our great metropolis we see “grinding poverty and fabulous wealth walk side by side.” In the tenements

and attics are huddled together multitudes of poor workers of every sort struggling night and day against

starvation, not a few of them driven to lives of sin or a suicide’s death by the powers of despair. Close by

them, on the grand avenues, we may meet men whose fortunes are almost incredible. The Vanderbilt

property exceeds two hundred millions of dollars, and Jay Gould forgets whether he signed a check for five

millions or fifty millions. What is the cause of this inequality? What has taken the money from the pockets

of the many and swept it into the coffers of the few? I answer in a word—Speculation.

Whew! We’ve heard some pretty hard things said about saints and ministers of the gospel, but never before

anything so hard as this. And by a “reverend,” too! Now give another yank at the brush heap:

A. T. Stewart was not a speculator, yet at his death he was worth fifty million dollars. John Jacob Astor

accumulated twenty millions, of which only a small portion was the fruit of speculation. The elder

Vanderbilt amassed a fortune of from sixty to a hundred millions, much of it entirely independent of

speculation. . . . When Mr. Vanderbilt obtained control of the Harlem railroad, and by his skillful

management raised the price of the stock from about twenty per cent of the par value to over two hundred

per cent, the profit derived was natural and legitimate. The increase in the price of stock indicated a

corresponding rise in value brought about by the improved condition of the railroad.

Speculation in land at least not an evil. Speculation in other things a decided good. Speculation the chief cause of

poverty. The elder Vanderbilt not a speculator. Honestly, now, did you ever see a heap of brush more tangled and

confused? It’s good—it’s bad—it is—it isn’t—what the mischief does the man mean? Take the rest of the heap to

pieces, and see if we can find out. So! A pull altogether now, and here it comes. Now we shall learn something:

We must carefully distinguish between the two different senses in which the word speculation is used. When

Mr. Mill and economists of his class use the word they apply it to transactions based upon the actual

possession and exchange of the commodities involved. The man who buys up the surplus wheat crop this

year that he may profit by the probable shortage next year is a speculator in this sense of the word. So also is

the man who buys railroad or bank stocks and holds them till an increase in their value enables him to sell

them at a good profit. Speculation in land belongs strictly to this same class, since it implies the actual

buying and selling of land. I do not know that there is any form of speculation in land that does not imply a

real transfer of ownership. . . The man who actually buys a number of shares in some good railway and

receives his dividends from the earnings of the road, however large those dividends may be, is deriving

profits for which the work of the railroad is an adequate return to society. The man who buys a whole

railroad at once is not necessarily a speculator any more than is the grocer who buys a dozen of eggs in the

expectation of selling them again at a profit.

This is the kind of speculation that the Rev. Hubbard believes in. It isn’t speculation to speculate in things,

provided you really speculate; in other words, provided you really buy the things and expect to make a profit by

their rise in value. If a man engineers a corner in wheat he isn’t speculating, so long as he buys up all the wheat

offered him. On the other hand, if he doesn’t buy all the wheat offered him he is speculating; and since a wheat deal
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so managed would very soon peter out, his crime brings its own punishment. It isn’t speculation to speculate

successfully. A speculation only becomes a speculation when the speculator speculates in such a way as to make it

certain that the speculation will fail. This is a crooked piece of brush indeed. And when we yanked it out of the

pile we brought this twisted up with it:

The commercial history of America abounds with illustrations of the way in which the prices of the most

necessary articles are artificially raised and lowered when there has been no real inequality of supply and

demand. Corners in wheat, gold, iron and coal are of frequent occurrence. Thousands of poor people may be

starving for want of bread while millions of bushels of wheat lie stored away in the elevators, held to compel

a rise in prices. And when the rise comes a few men are made rich by means of the injury they have inflicted

on society. All this is plainly evil.

This is funny. If a man “buys up the surplus wheat crop this year that he may profit by the probable shortage next

year,” he is conferring a benefit on mankind. But if he holds it in an elevator “to compel a rise in prices” he is doing

something “plainly evil.” The Rev. Hubbard is hard to please. Let us take another pull at his brush heap and see

what else it yields:

The form of speculation which prevails most extensively in our country to-day is wholly different from this.

It consists in the transfer of paper contracts merely and has little or no foundation in actual exchange of

commodities. It is in reality a form of gambling upon the chances of a rise or fall in the price of any

commodity and is carried on without reference to real possession. Thousands of young men speculate in

stocks who never have money enough at any time to purchase whole shares of any stock. Having scraped

together a few dollars they invest in “margins,” that is, they deposit with a broker enough money to cover the

change in value of a few shares of stock within a limited

p. 8, col. 3
range. If the stock falls to the limit within the time specified, the depositor loses his money. If it rises, he wins the

amount of increase. In either case he has not owned a single share of stock, and perhaps his broker has not.

Similar to this are the methods of speculation in the various exchanges. While a few men really buy and sell wheat,

the majority of speculators buy and sell promises. . .

The paper contracts of the various exchanges already mentioned, involving billions of dollars, imply an

actual loss on one side and gain on the other of hundreds of millions. This enormous sum of money does

not represent any benefit conferred upon the community, but is absorbed by the fortunate speculators

without any return whatever, leaving the country at large so much poorer. Worse than this, real prices

everywhere are largely determined, not by the natural law of supply and demand, but by the fictitious prices

of speculators. Men pay for bread, not what it costs to raise the wheat and manufacture and carry it to them,

but what can be extorted from them by the tricks and combinations of exchange gamblers. The variations in

the prices of the different necessary commodities as reported in the exchanges are felt most keenly by the

poor laborers of the world. Every transaction of a speculative nature increases the cost of the commodity

handled by the amount of profit made.

This is a fresh line of thought with a vengeance. The men who buy and sell on margin are the wicked speculators

who do all the mischief. The quotations on our exchanges are settled without the actual delivery of the things sold.

Stranger than all, when A wins a bet from B about the price of stock, it is the public at large, and not B, who pays

the loss. The reverend essayist evidently knows nothing about exchanges, or he would be ashamed to put his name

to such utter bosh as that.

Vol. IV, No. 5 (Whole No. 83), August 4, 1888 Page 8 of 8

107



And yet the Rev. G. H. Hubbard is probably a well meaning man, who would think clearly if he knew how—nay,

more, who could think clearly if he would only try. His trouble is, that like many another hasty writer, he uses his

reasoning faculty, not in forming his opinions, but simply and altogether in defending them. The social tangle that

perplexes him into making this extraordinary exhibition of himself is easily unraveled by anyone who will take the

trouble to trace causes and effects, and resist the temptation to take things for granted. We advise the

Rev. Mr. Hubbard to burn his brush heap, study facts, and do a little real thinking.

Moral Principle in Public Affairs.

Why should we not give over discussing questions of political expediency and sectional or class interests, and aim

simply to do what is right? This is the question that W. L. Trenholin propounds in the July Forum:

Here is the core of the trouble that besets our times: here is the chief, but a hidden, source of the social

unrest, the industrial disorders, that mar the symmetry of American prosperity; economic truth has not

acquired ethical force.

In the United States society is constructed altogether upon the industrial basis, and modern industry is a

living organism framed upon a vast network of reciprocal relations and dependencies. The currents of its

life circulate with the velocity to which steam impels; electricity is its nerve force, the sciences are its

faculties, the arts constitute its members, its great heart throbs with all the productive energies of nature

raised to incalculable power by the mechanical achievements of human invention. Each man or woman or

child who works, each human being who contributes to the matter or to the force which together constitute

the totality of our industry, sustains some relation to every other such contributor; every person is an

industrial point where the capillaries of supply and of distribution coalesce; every one is incessantly

emitting the products of his industry and absorbing the products of others’ industries; the channels of

general distribution and supply are gorged with the superfluities of all on the way to supply the deficiencies

of all.

Natural laws pervade this wonderful system and sustain it. Nothing but natural law could hold its myriad

forces in balanced play, guide through its mazes such masses of material, adjust to every man’s back his

burden of labor, bring to every mouth its daily bread. Natural law would go further, apportioning to every

man his due share of industrial opportunity and his proper dividend in the total product of wealth; but

man, voter and legislator, doctrinaire and charlatan, man in his unwisdom has presumed to interfere.

Statute laws, usurping the function of natural laws and invading their sphere, have projected disorder into

the machinery; the rythmsic of its movements is disturbed, abnormal conditions are created, so that our

wondrous resources, energies and achievements are running abnormally to two products, millionaires and

mendicants!

Natural laws, when obstructed or overborne, transfer their energy to sub-laws, and in our case such sub-laws

have produced, on the one hand, corporations and trusts, on the other hand labor organizations. The first

are castles and strongholds of accumulated wealth, the second are the walled cities and intrenched camps of

the “producers of wealth.” Here is war where we should have peace, and where nature would have

maintained peace but for man’s meddling.

A rapidly expanding industry demands absolute freedom of environment; within and beyond the

peripheries it successively transcends there must be room for both the old and the new activities, scope for
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constantly augmenting forces, no obstructions, no counteractions. These conditions do not exist among us;

no wonder that the old frames and casings are strained and cracked by the energies pent within them, for no

strength of material can resist the force exerted by cell multiplication in natural growth.

This great expansion of industry is not quite a hundred years old; but see how it has changed the physical

face of the country, the occupations of the people, their social habits. What corresponding changes have we

made in our laws, civil and criminal? How have we adjusted conveyances of property to the accelerated

movement in the transfer of ownership? What efforts have been made to modify the precedents and the

practice of our courts in harmony with the new relations generated by the spirit of industry that

impregnates every source of individual or corporate activity? The material gains of the century cannot be

computed, its intellectual progress has been bewildering, in literature and in art there has been a veritable

efflorescence, science has attained a development beyond the scope of eighteenth century conjecture; but in

economics we have stood still, nay, we have even drifted back from where our fathers were fifty years ago.

The one science of all others which can enable us to take proper account of our gain in wealth, in productive

force, in commercial effectiveness; the one science that can teach us to make this wealth a national blessing

p. 8, col. 4
without its becoming a social curse; the one science that can enlighten us as to the duties arising out of industrial

relations, and guide us in grafting a new morality upon the dead wood of the old systems, has been, and still is,

neglected among us. We have passed under a new social dispensation, but the light of its gospel is denied to us. In

our colleges and universities economic science has less vitality than the dead languages; in legislatures and in

congress it has not passed beyond the stage of superstition. Statesmen account it foolishness; to the politician it is

a stumbling block.

But there is a higher and nobler view of the situation. Let it be admitted, for the sake of argument, that

economic truth has an ethical sanction; let it be admitted also that economic science can adjust equitably

the relations of capital, labor and all other factors of wealth; must it not follow that both religion and

morality will thus have the door opened to them to reoccupy their old seats of social anthoritysic? Will not

religion be inspired to formulate a nineteenth century statement of one’s duty to one’s neighbor and

stimulated to enforce the observance of the duties thus defined? Will not morality take jurisdiction of

economic offenses and a conscience be evolved that is capable of comprehending the true inwardness of

“the management of properties?”

He who believes that God governs the universe must also believe that the laws of nature are his ordinances;

and he who feels it a duty to learn and to live up to the written word of God cannot escape the obligation to

learn and to live up to those laws which he has wrought into the very nature of things, and which he has

fitted the human mind to discern, define and classify, and which he compels it to recognize as belonging to

the highest order of verities. The scientific man realizes that the laws of nature represent absolute truth,

that their invariability is not only indispensable to existence but is the fundamental concept of all

reasoning, and therefore the ultimate basis of every form and degree of belief; while the theologian must

recognize in them the ordinances of that constitution with which God has endowed the universe, the

conditions prescribed by infinite wisdom for the eternal exercise of infinite power.

The sanction of scientific truth being complete and the economic organization of society being obvious, can

it be doubted that there is the very highest obligation resting upon every one to study this science, or at

Sic in the original; probably “rhythm”.
Sic in the original; probably “authority”.
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least to see that those who have mastered it are intrusted with the making or the administering of the laws

which impinge upon industrial interests and adjustments? It is only through the medium of this science that

we can fully realize how true it is that we are “members one of another;” it is only by its light that we can

fully live up to the golden rule, “Whatsoever ye would that men should do unto you, do ye unto them;” it is

only by its teachings that we can allay the turmoil between capital and labor, adjust the economic rights of

the community to the industrial freedom of the individual, and reconcile the security of property with the

progress of society; it is only by its aid that we can detect and remove influences that are now disturbing the

equitable distribution of wealth and threatening us with calamities of portentous magnitude.

All true. There is no more delightful study than economic science. There is none whose truths are more intimately

connected and intertwined with religion. Political economy is the hither side of God’s garment—the science of

God’s kingdom upon earth. It teaches men how to live in accordance with the precepts of Christ, taking no

thought for the morrow, laying up no treasure, giving to those that ask, and loving their neighbors as themselves.

Mr. Trenholin’ssic appeal for moral principle in public affairs is an illustration of the way in which men’s mind are,

82 turning from darkness into light—from the cold and sordid selfishness of political empiricism to the radiant

glory of scientific truth.

A Mixed Up Professor.

To the graduates of Smith college the name of John B. Clark, A. M., is no doubt familiar. For the information of

others it may be stated that he is professor of history and political science at Smith college. Smith college is in

Massachusetts.

Professor Clark possesses an excitable temper and a mental organism of great complexity, two qualities which he

displays with effect in a recent publication of the American economic association(1). It having been proposed to

tax land up to its full rental value, Professor Clark is excited to great wrath.

“Would it be robbery?” he exclaims. “No, it would be the quintessence of robbery. The act of the highwayman, who

should demand your money, take it from your purse, and complacently present to you the purse itself as the sole

thing to which you have a right, would be in comparison a mild offense.”

But here it seems to occur to the professor that such an exhibition of temper is unbecoming the occupant of the

chair of history and political science in Smith, and after retiring for a moment into the innermost recesses of his

complex mental organism, he emerges with the remark that “the logic of the two cases would be identical.”

As THE STANDARD reader is not quick to perceive the logical identity of a proposition to take from his purse the

money which a man has earned with a proposition that the community shall annually take from a land owner the

value which it annually gives to his land, it may interest them to note the processes by which Professor Clark

arrives at his “logical” conclusion. If they have ever found pleasure in attempting to analyze an atom or to realize

infinite space, they will enjoy following the professor word by word and thought by thought in his book; but if

they have not had this mental discipline, they should at least take a preliminary course of “fifteen puzzle.”

Professor Clark first sets about to define capital:

Ask a manufacturer, “What is your capital?” and he will probably express his answer in dollars. Ask him “In

what is your capital invested?” and he will specify the buildings, machines, land, materials, etc., in which his

Sic in the original; probably “Trenholm’s”.
Sic in the original; probably “men’s minds are”.
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productive fund now chances to be embodied. These concrete things will figure in his thought as the

containers of his capital; while the content itself will appear to him to be a value, an abstract quantum of

wealth.

This colloquial distinction between what capital is and what it is invested in, or to put it more accurately than

Professor Clark does, between what a man’s capital amounts to and in what it consists, the professor adopts for

purposes of scientific analysis, giving to the former the term

“Capital and Its Earnings.” May, 1888: American economic association, Baltimore, Md.

p. 8, col. 5
“pure capital” and to the latter “concrete capital:”

Capital in the concrete consists of commodities that aid production. It is instrumental wealth—that which

directly satisfies no natural wants, but helps men to obtain the things that satisfy them.

Having now got a definition which includes land, since that is “a commodity that aids production,” and twenty

years ago would have included slaves, as they were “commodities that aided production,” and would include the

ocean, if it were parceled out to owners by metes and bounds, for its parcels would then be “commodities that aid

production,” the professor describes “pure capital” as—

An abstract fund, the destiny of which is to migrate through an endless series of outward forms. . . . It lives

by transmigration. Pure capital stays longer in some forms than in others. It remains for an instant in steam,

and for an hour in the fuel that generates it. It stays for weeks in unfinished products, for years in the

machines that make them, and for decades in the buildings that house them. How long may it remain in the

land under the buildings? Here, indeed, is an exception to the rule of endless wandering. Pure capital that

rests itself in landsic is at liberty to stay there indefinitely.

If the professor’s mental organism had been less complex it might have occurred to him that the fact that “pure

capital that vests itself in land”—his mode of describing land value—may stay there indefinitely, indicates a rule as

to land instead of an exception to a rule of capital. But in that case he could not have shown the logical identity

between highway robbery and a certain system of taxation; so let it pass.

We now have capital neatly bisected into the pure and the concrete, the latter including the earth, which isn’t

capital at all if labor products are. The process, it will be observed, is much the same as if we should so analyze

Professor Clark as to describe his distinguishing title as the “pure professor,” and the professor himself as the

“concrete professor,” with a definition for the latter comprehensive enough to include Smith college itself.

The next step is to distribute the earnings of capital. Here again the professor makes an exploration of the field of

business colloquialisms. When a man receives an income from the value of a thing, is it not a percentage, and does

he not call it interest? And when he receives an income for the use of the thing itself, does he not call it rent?

Therefore, the professor calls the income of “pure” capital interest, and the income of “concrete” capital he calls

rent:

The entire income resulting from the ownership of property is thus interest when regarded in one way; it is

rent when regarded in another. Ascertain the total market value of all instruments of production, find what

proportion of that amount these instruments annually earn for their owners, and you have the total income

1. 

Sic in the original; probably “vests itself in land”.
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of the property holding class, as such, in the guise of interest. Make a list of the instruments themselves and

place opposite to the name of each the sum that it annually earns, add these amounts and you have the total

income of the property owning class, as such, in the guise of rent. In this connection practical thought

makes no distinction between land and other material instruments that are let to hire, and neither should

science do so.

But why science should regard the same thing as two different things is not explained. Recurring to our analysis of

Professor Clark into the pure professor and the concrete professor, we might illustrate this division of the

earnings of capital by a similar division of Professor Clark’s salary. When regarded as the income of the “pure”

professor we might call it interest; when regarded as the income of the “concrete” professor, we might call it rent.

And pray, would that throw any light upon the nature of the professor’s salary?

In political economy, as in any other science, when the same thing approaches in two guises, it is pretty safe to

suspect that at least one guise is a disguise. And that is precisely what we find here. This division of capital into

pure and concrete and this twofold name for the same income of one capital are not adopted merely because they

lead to complexity, and therefore gratify a natural craving of the author, but because the complexity to which they

lead confuses the natural and obvious distinction between land, the natural source of production, and capital, an

artificial agent of production, and between the interest of capital, which is an increase of the capital, and rent of

land, which is a mere toll or tax for its use. Professor Clark in making this unique outline of political economy to

meet the emergency which so excited his temper, appears to have taken a hint from the youthful artist who drew a

cat with six legs and wrote under it: “I know that a real cat has only four legs, but I put six on this one so it could

run away from the dog.”

But the professor makes an admission which is fatal to his six-legged cat. He says:

Land is an aggregation of three kinds of utility. It has properties that man did not create and cannot

destroy; it has others that mankind, by collective action, create; and still others that individuals impart by

the direct employment of labor.

Now it is plain that the last of these utilities has a characteristic which the other two lack, namely, that it is a

product of individual labor. This difference demands a distinct classification, which is usually made by classifying

the latter utility with capital, the characteristics of which—utility, value, labor product—are common to both. But

the professor “skips the difference” and proceeds:

Rent is paid for utilities of the second and third kinds. These qualities of the soil that are in the fullest sense

original and indestructible, the qualities that would have existed if man had never been created, and that

would continue in their present condition if the human race were to perish, have at present no direct

influence on rent.

There is a good deal of cautious qualification here, but the statement is sufficiently positive to show that the

author has never discovered, bought or leased, an iron, coal or paint mine, or an oil well. He recognizes what he

calls the “place utility” of land, which is created by man through the advance of settlement, and the exclusion of

railroadssic and other improvements that “annihilate distance.” This place utility, however, can never be

p. 8, col. 6
a full monopoly, because “man is making the world accessible;” but we look in vain for any natural explanation of

the right of the owners of the “place” to appropriate to their own use the “utility” which they do not create. But it is

just at this point that the six legged cat is expected to bring its extra legs into play. It is not food, clothing, shelter

Sic in the original; probably “extension of railroads”.
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and the comforts and luxuries of civilization that are the prime subject of property right, but “wealth in the

abstract, mainly in the form of pure capital;” which—

When invested in land has the same rights that elsewhere belong to it. Whether nature or society, or

individual man made the earth as an economic entity, man makes by personal sacrifice the value that he pays

for it. That value is the subject of his claim.

An argument equally applicable if applied to the value of a slave, and vicious in either case because it ignores the

fundamental principle that no human power can confer upon any man a moral right, by way of investment or

otherwise, to confiscate the earnings of other men.

Professor Clark is withal somewhat of a humorist. After tiring himself and his readers with a description of the

complex process of constructing an artificial economic cat with legs enough to get away from a natural economic

dog, he drops into such diverting trifles as that our nation is “a home-owning community;” that it keeps “the door

of land ownership open,” and that the man who does not buy it either has no pure capital, orsic has what is to him a

better use for it.” The last joke seems to be an adaption of an old one by an Irishman who said there was no real

famine in Ireland because “Ivery body was atin’, savin thim as wasn’t hungry, and thim as had nothing to ate!” The

other jokes are probably original.

“It is the Value of the Improvement Only, and Not the Earth Itself, That is Individual Property.”

The extract printed below is from Thomas Paine’s pamphlet, published in 1795sic, entitled “Agrarian Justice.” This

pamphlet was issued as a reply to a sermon of Watson, bishop of Llandoff,87, entitled “The wisdom and goodness

of God in having made both rich and poor:”

Taking, then, the matter upon this ground, the first principle of civilization ought to have been, and ought

still to be, that the condition of every person born into the world after a state of civilization commences

ought not to have been worse than if he had been born before that period. But the fact is that the condition

of millions 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 of the present day. I will show how this fact happened.

It is a position not to be convertedsic that the earth in its natural, uncultivated state was, and ever would

have continued to be, 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 in the property of the soil, and in

all its natural productions, vegetable and animal.

But the earth in its natural state, as before said, is capable of supporting but a small number of inhabitants

compared with what it is capable of doing in a cultivated state. And as it is impossible to separate the

improvement made by cultivation from the land itself upon which that improvement is made, the idea of

landed property arose from that inseparable connection; but it is nevertheless true that it is the value of the

THOMAS PAINE ON AGRARIAN JUSTICE.

Sic in the original; probably “opening quotation mark before”either””.
Sic in the original; probably “1797 (pamphlet written 1795–96, published 1797)”.
Sic in the original; probably “Llandaff”.
Sic in the original; probably “not to be controverted (Paine’s text)”.
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improvement only, and not the earth itself, that is individual property. Every proprietor, therefore, of

cultivated land owes to the community a ground rent, for I know no better term to express the idea by, for

the land which he holds; and it is from this ground rent that the fund proposed in this plan is to issue.

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; neither did

the Creator of the earth open a land office from whence the first title deeds should issue. From whence then

arose the idea of landed property? I answer as before 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 that improvement was made. The value of the improvement so far exceeded the

value of the natural earth, at that time, as to absorb it; till in the end the common right of all became

compounded into the cultivated right of the individual. But they are, nevertheless, distinct species of rights,

and will continue to be so as long as the world endures.

It is only by tracing things to their origin that we can gain rightful ideas of them; and it is by gaining such

ideas that we discover the boundary that divides right from wrong, and which teaches every man to know

his own. I have entitled this tract “Agrarian Justice,” to designate it from “Agrarian Lawsic.” Nothing could be

more unjust than an agrarian law in a country improved by cultivation; for though every man, as an

inhabitant of the earth, is a joint proprietor of it in its natural state, it does not follow that he is a joint

proprietor of cultivated earth. The additional value made by cultivation, after the system was admitted,

became the property of those who did it, or who inherited it from them, or who purchased it. It had

originally an owner; whilst, therefore, I advocate the right, and interest myself in the hard case of all those

who have been thrown out of their natural inheritance by the introduction of the system of landed

property, I equally defend the right of the possessor to the part which is his.

Cultivation is one of the greatest natural improvements made by human invention. It has given to created

earth a tenfold value. But the land monopoly that began with it has produced the greatest evil. It has

dispossessed more than half the inhabitants of every nation of their natural inheritance, without providing

for them, as ought to have been done, an indemnification for that loss; and has thereby created a species of

poverty and wretchedness that did not exist before.

In advocating the case of the persons thus dispossessed, it is a right and not a charity that I am pleading for.

But it is that kind of right which, being neglected at first, could not be brought forward afterward till heaven

had opened the way by a revolution in the system of government.

It’s Very Clear.

Toronto Grip.

“Don’t you see,” said the manufacturer to the workingman, “that a duty on imports protects me, because it enables

me to get higher prices from the home consumer than I could otherwise get.”

“Yes,” replied the workingman, “and I am a home consumer.”

“True,” responded the manufacturer, “but you can afford to pay the higher prices because the tariff gives me big

profits and I am therefore able to pay you wages in proportion.”

Sic in the original; probably “to distinguish it from”Agrarian Law.” (Paine’s wording as usually printed; editor to verify)”.
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“Why don’t you do so then?” asked the workingman.

“Because I am not in the philanthropy line of business, and I don’t have to. Labor comes in free of duty, and the

competition of laborers governs the rate of wages.”

“I see,” said the workingman. “I never could clearly understand before how the tariff kept up wages, but of course I

see it now.”
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filled solid with ink (e.g. “large”,

“the”, “some”, “fire”,

“sometimes”, “should”, “and”)

same words

4 To Help Single Tax Strangers. labo[blotted] labor

5 [Men and Things: Sulgrave Manor for sale] entrance (r damaged, reads

“entı ance”)

entrance

5 [Men and Things: Powderly’s advice] justice (u damaged, reads “j!

stice”)

justice

5 [Men and Things: the Reading railroad] large (r and g damaged) large

5 [Men and Things: the Reading railroad] control (o missing) control

5 [Men and Things: Russian wheat and the

American tariff ]

is (s damaged) is

5 [Men and Things: landlords and home industry] foll toll

5 WIRE RODS. fact to be (t damaged, reads

“io”)

fact to be

6 Tory Protectionists. also a a fact also a fact

6 Money and Trade. mcrease (i damaged/joined) increase (broken

type)

6 Panics and Free Trade. tne cutlery factory (h

damaged)

the (broken type)

6 STRAWS WHICH SHOW THE WIND. authority for the the statement for the statement
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Page Article As read in the scan Written as

6 STRAWS WHICH SHOW THE WIND. should l e done (b broken) be (broken type)

7 STUPIDITY INCARNATE. is is valued is valued

7 Skill of the Hands. th[blot]ir their

7 HEADQUARTERS FOR POLITICAL NET

BANNERS,

WOOSTLR WOOSTER

7 THE MANSION HOUSE. SARATCGA SP?INGS

(damaged O, R, I)

SARATOGA

SPRINGS

7 THE MANSION HOUSE. a vantages”, “t he” (letters

broken/missing)

“advantages”,

“the”

7 GOOD NEWS TO LADIES. Dinner S t (letter missing) Dinner Set

7 HENRY GEORGE’S WORKS. I troductory” (n missing) and

“250” with broken final 0

“Introductory”,

“250”

7 HENRY GEORGE’S WORKS. Clearir?g (damaged n) Clearing

7 BELFORD, CLARKE & CO.’S NEW

PUBLICATIONS.

NEW ??BLICATIONS. (P and

U badly struck)

NEW

PUBLICATIONS.

7 THE LAND AND LABOR LIBRARY. Hen? (final letters badly struck

at line end)

Henry

7 THE DEMOCRAT. New Br?ige street (d badly

struck)

New Bridge street

8 Moral Principle in Public Affairs. Trenholin Trenholm

8 Moral Principle in Public Affairs. ’orm form

8 A Mixed Up Professor. r?nt (damaged e) rent

8 A Mixed Up Professor. heie (damaged r) here

8 THOMAS PAINE ON AGRARIAN JUSTICE. then (damaged/faint letters) their

8 THOMAS PAINE ON AGRARIAN JUSTICE. ca?e ?f (faint/damaged) case of

8 THOMAS PAINE ON AGRARIAN JUSTICE. rig?t (damaged h) right

8 THOMAS PAINE ON AGRARIAN JUSTICE. goverament government
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