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Land, Labour, and Liberty; 

OR, 

THE A B C OP REFORM. 

By Leonard Hall. 

A FORE WORD. 
The following is an attempt to boil down and simplify the main argu¬ ments of that band of thinkers who believe—and have proved to the hilt— 

that the Labour question and the Land question are one. 
Those who wish to study the subject in this light have only to drop a 

postcard to the Clarion office, 72, Fleet Street, E.C., or to Mr. Jos. Hyder, Land Nationalisation Society, 47, Victoria Street, Westminster, S.W., to 
receive a catalogue of cheap pamphlets and books dealing with the whole 
issue from end to end, from the pens of such writers as Professor Alfred 
Russel Wallace, Henry George, Michael Fliirsclieim, A. J. Ogilvy, Mr. 
John A. Hobson, and Mr. Chas. Wicksteed—to which earnest and able 
company in particular I am personally so indebted. L. H. 

November 12th, 1898. 

Part I. 

THE EVIL. 

Reformers are still sanguine enough to horje that the mass of 
the people will gradually awake to the two big facts staring them 
right in the eyes and digging them perpetually in the ribs:— 

1. That they are suffering from great social injustices; 
2. That they are possessed of absolute powers for remedying 

those injustices; 
and that sooner or later they will make up their minds to use 
those powers in order to right those wrongs. 

" Either the people 
must save themselves or remain for ever damned." 

That we cannot fly to heaven is no reason why we should 
despair of climbing further from hell. 
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If the realisation of the Earthly Paradise is but an idle dream, 
that does not rid us of what Zola calls " the eternal question of 
striving for more justice, and therefore less suffering, in the 
world." 

It is impossible that we can stay where we are—the one fixed 
law of things is their unfixity. But, even if it could last, the 
present system will not do at all. Its ailments are mortal, and 
need the surgeon's knife. 

Land wastes, capital rusts, labour writhes. 

According to the Board of Trade returns for the last quarter of 
a century, our trade, both home and export, continues to decline 
ominously in comparison with the steady and rapid increase of 
our population. Clearly there is something vitally 

' 
wrong with 

the works "! 

WHAT IS IT? 

Certainly it is not that Dame Nature is too niggardly to provide 
plenty for all. For, in spite of monopolist obstruction, and of 
the wanton wholesale wastefulness of our present beggar-my- 
neighbour methods, Nature does already provide, at any rate, 
enough for all. 

There are more foodstuffs going bad in our square miles of 
superfluous retail shops and warehouses ; being dumped into the 
sea in the interests of the fish-market monojuolies ; lying rotting 
in fields and orchards because of railroad and canal monopolies -t 
or even being fed to the sporting dogs, horses, game, and the like 
belonging to idle rich jtcrsons, than would feed abundantly all 
the ill-nourished. 

Apart from, and independent of, all that, however, is the 
standing, staring crime that there are millions of acres of good 
available land in this country lying absolutely unused and un¬ 
cultivated. 

As to other necessaries of life than food, it was demonstrated 
at the Industrial Remuneration Conference that our present 
mechanical power is equivalent to the manual labour of 1,000' 
millions of able-bodied men (and there are only 40 millions to be 
supported). 

How comes it, then, that we are not all easily able to provide 
ourselves with abundant necessaries, comforts, and enjoyments in 
lifelong security 

If it is naturally possible, it cannot be socially impossible- 
And it isn't. 



Carlyle wrote : " There is not a horse in England, able and 
willing to work, but has due food and lodging, and goes about 
sleek-coated, satisfied in heart. And you say, it is impossible for 
you It is impossible for us to believe it to be impossible. The 
human brain, looking at these sleek English horses, refuses to 
believe in such impossibility for English men." 

That large masses of British workpeople are less cared for and 
worse treated than horses, is simply because they are asses. 

Five minutes' reflection should be enough to convince the 
stupidest clown in England that the present grotesquely unfair 
and inadequate reward of labour ; the monstrous inequalities of 
fortune and opportunity as between one man and another, and 
one class and another ; the depopulation of the country and the 
overcrowding of the towns ; the helplessness of trade unions in 
face of unemployed labour and organised capital; the im¬ 
possibility of our present crippled " Co-operative" movement 
touching more than the outer fringe of the problem ; in a word, 
all the vital industrial evils, and most of what we call the 
social ills of our time, are neither reasonable results of " 

progress 
" 

nor yet necessary features of human society at all—but the 
direct consequences of a fundamental evil, a foundation blander, 
which, being removed, society would right itself spontaneously. 

That fundamental evil consists in private proprietorship over 
natural resources—-in sectional monopoly of the land, and 
consequent sectional monopoly of all the means of labour and 
production—giving power to the possessors to blackmail (levy 
tribute from) all industry; giving them power to tax, fine, or 
charge the whole of the rest of the population for permitting 
us to labour or live at all; even giving them power to prevent 
many from labouring at all; thus padlocking production, 
handcuffing exchange, artificially restricting the field of industry, 
and creating an enormous host of lack-alls, poverty-stricken 
bondsmen, with low wages or no wages wherewith to buy the 
products of their fellows, and the consequent strangulation and 
ruination of what ought to be our magnificent and unlimited 
home market. 

Not only is the land monoply in itself the greatest and most 
vicious of all monopolies; it is the parent, the source, the pillar of 
all other monopolies—for the simple reason, in the simple words 
of the late Henry George, that " Man is a land animal; he 
can't live in the air or the water, but only on and from the land." 

In England some 15,000 out of our total 39,000,000 people 
hold 50,000,000 out of our total 72,000,000 acres. The proportion 
of the land-owners to the landless varies in different countries, 
but thf> proportion is not the point: 



It must be clear that if one section (small or large) of the 
community exclusively possess and control what the whole of the 
rest of the community absolutely depend on for livelihood and 
life, that that possessing section holds all the rest—the great 
majority—at its mercy. It is so in fact. Let the worker to-day— 
not only the landless and moneyless man who wants to exert his 
muscles and brains in self-support, but also the man of enterprise 
and business—let him turn to the right of him or to the left of 
him, to the front or to the rear, and he is met by this intolerable 
alternative : If you trespass here you will be prosecuted ; if you 
toil or contrive here, you will be plundered. 

Freehold property in land gives the land-interest a death-grip on 
everything and everybody, up to heaven and clown to hell. 

Compared with the exactions of landlordism, Shakespeare's 
Shylock was a soft-hearted Samaritan. If the landlord bond 
is drafted in modern lawyer's jargon, it will be found stipulating 
not only for the simple pound of flesh, but likewise for the 
epidermis, the cartilages, the capillaries, the veins and arteries, 
the blood or sanguinary fluid, and all other appurtenances 
thereunto belonging and therewith usually held and enjoyed. 

Thus we discover a direct connection of cause and effect 
between the froth at the top of society and the dregs at the 
bottom; and are driven by observation, personal experience, 
and history, to identify the bulk of our present social difficulties 
with the bad, woefully mistaken, monstrously unjust economic 
forms (that is—labour and property relations) upon which society 
is built. 

Land, labour, and capital are the three factors needed to make 
wealth: 

The trouble to-day plainly does not arise from lack of land, nor 
from lack of capital, nor from lack of labour—there being an 
immense superabundance of all three, side by side, at the same 
moment. 

The trouble plainly does arise partly (1) from the monstrous 
misuse and abuse of land, labour, and capital; and partly (2) from 
the total prevention of their use by the land and capital monopolies. 

In a word, the difficulty consists in the systematised separation, 
the arbitrary divorce, of labour from the means of labour; the pre¬ 
posterously topsy-turvy arrangement under which land and 
capital own and exploit the workers, instead of the workers 
owning and exploiting land and capital. Under this arrange¬ 
ment the worker has to try and subsist on that part of his 



earnings which he does happen to get—called wages; whilst the 
master-class flourish on that part of his earnings which they take 
care he doesn't happen to get—called rent and interest. 

But it is not merely a fairer contribution to, and a fairer 
distribution of, the national wealth that is required. At the 
present output even this would leave us all comparatively poor. 

Private rent and interest are not only a hand in the worker's 
pocket and a millstone around his neck, but also handcuffs on 
his wrists and manacles on his feet. The real evil is not only 
what they take from the workers (£700,000,000 annually), but that 
they prevent the workers from producing ten times more. 

As the lean and melancholy lodger explained to his landlady, 
"It's not that I mind so much about the bugs, ma'am; but the 
truth is, I haint got the blood to spare." That bug, monopoly, 
bleeds the workers white, and industry dry. 

No doubt at this point we shall be challenged by some profes¬ 
sional white-washer, or some rest-and-be-thankful trade-union 
official, or some divi-drunk co-operator, with the reproachful 
reminder that " after all, the working classes have been able to 
save something like £200,000,000 during the last half century." 
Yes, it is perfectly true, and in its truth lies all the shame. For 
whilst in 1845 the total wealth of this country was estimated at 
4,000,000,000, it is now estimated at over £12,000,000,000. So 
that, in exactly the same period that the less unfortunate or the 
more stingy of the working classes have been painfully scraping 
together their wretched two hundred millions, on the other hand, 
the monopolist classes, without denying themselves anything, 
and whilst producing comparatively nothing, have piled up an 
additional eight thousand millions. 

The superfluous handful of mere possessors remain the flowers 
and foliage of society; the three-quarters of the nation of indis¬ 
pensable producers remain the manure. 

Part II. 

RiGHTS AND WRONGS. 

It is true that many of those relics of barbarism—those back 
numbers of civilisation—the parsons and the politicians, are still 
daring to prate to those who have patience to hearken to them, 
that these violent contrasts of riches and penury, waste and 
want, arrogance and servility, are due not to economic forms at 
all, but "to natural laws and necessities!" That proposition is 
a gratuitous insult to the five senses of the greenest amongst us. 



Of course our reply is, that it might be a law of Nature that the 
idle, the improvident, or the drunken should starve (though there 
are thousands of idle, improvident, and even drunken persons in 
this country who, so far from starving, have more riches than 
they know how to spend; .where does " the law of Nature " come 
in for these But it is clearly no law of Nature that the bulk of 
those vho toil remain poor, working life out to keep life in, whilst 
those who are richest do little or nothing to produce wealth, but, 
on the contrary, are often directly interested in systematically 
suppressing and limiting the production of wealth, securing the 
greater private gain in proportion to the greater general loss; 
indeed, depending solely for their own profit upon maintaining 
an artificial famine. 

That those who won't work should want, would be quite right 
and rational. (Yet it is the fact that most of those who, so far 
from wanting, are luxuriating on the fat of the land, neither do 
nor will work. The various occupations of extracting other 
people's earnings by rent, interest, and speculation, are not " work." They are the whole mischief.) But that large bodies 
of men and women who are able and willing to work should be 
prevented by monopolists from working, as is the case in all 
strikes and lock-outs, and with the permanent fringe of unwill¬ 
ingly unemployed persons, is surely neither right, rational, nor 
defensible from any conceivable point of view. 

We are not fighting against personal unequalness as such, nor 
against personal poverty as such, nor against personal luxury as 
such—but against organised, systematised, legalised plunder and 
injustice as such. 

Unequalness of bodily energies, mental gifts, or pure luck, there 
will always be. Indeed, the more variety of character and powers 
the better. But unequalness of rights, and especially of the 
most vital right of all—the right to earn an adequate living, and 
to reap the full fruits of one's efforts—that kind of unequalness 
there need not be and ought not to be. 

Either all have equal rights or none have any, said Condorcet. 
With every stomach and back that are born to be fed and 

clothed, there are born also a brain and a pair of hands where¬ 
with to feed and clothe them. We demand such economic 
reforms (that is, such re-adjustments in the relations of land, 
labour, and capital) as will give fair play and free play to every 
one of those brains and every pair of those hands. 

What would be the effect of such reforms Given equal 
opportunities for all, and freedom of production and exchange, 
and having regard to our immense mechanical and natural 

?#&- 



resources, it is clear that even the slowest and simplest among 
us could easily produce more exchangeable wealth than would 
suffice to supply the common needs of life. Under such condi¬ 
tions, therefore, material sufficiency and well-being would be 
ensured to everyone who was willing to work usefully. Poverty, 
as we know it to-day—class poverty, mass poverty—would be no 
longer possible. 

The evil is plainly man-made, and can, therefore, be man- 
unmade. 

The bitter opposition of the monopolist classes and their para¬ 
site tools and agents to the reforms we demand is due to their 
dread not that these reforms will take their property, but that 
these reforms will stop them from any longer taking the people's 
property. 

Intelligent Socialism is an attack, not upon rightful forms, but 
upon wrongful forms, of private property. It is also a defence 
of rightful forms of public property. 

Property, in its only legitimate sense, means products of labour. 
The only rational right of property would be the right everyone 
ought to have to the full fruits of his work. 

Possession and enjoyment of products should be proportionate 
to performance. To-day, in the bulk of cases, the contrary is the 
rule ; those who perform the hardest and most useful work receive 
and possess the least; those who receive and possess the most 
do the least useful service to society in exchange for the benefits 
they enjoy. 

The simple explanation of this is, that whilst it is just and 
well that one should own and enjoy what he can produce from 
Nature, yet no man (in a civilised society, necessarily based on 
division of labour) can, without the grossest injustice to his fellows, 
own Nature herself—the common sources of our common life. 

Equal access for all to the means of production and exchange— 
that is the first essential of personal freedom, of public justice, of 
the common Avelfare. It is the one really important right of 
Man and of Labour, carrying with it all other rights. And we 
have not got it. The contrary practice at present in vogue, of 
intrusting all the land and means of production to private ex¬ 
ploiters, on the theory that they would make the best of them, is 
finally discredited by the persistency with which they have made 
the worst of them, from the point of view of the public interest. 

The rational purpose of railroads is not firstly to produce 
dividends for idle shareholders, but to carry goods and passengers 
about as economically and conveniently as may be. The rational 
function of cloth factories is not primarily to pile up fortunes 
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for private families, but to make cloth for people's backs. The 
rational function of land is not to produce rack-rents for private 
landowners, but to supply food, foothold, and public revenue for 
the community as a whole. In a word, the purpose of a rational 
social system would be not to produce blackmail for privileged, 
sections, but to provide every hand and brain worker with the 
means of efficient citizenship and with the opportunities of joyous 
life ; rendering it impossible—as it is intolerable—that any man 
who is wiMing to work usefully should be unable to live whole¬ 
somely and securely; and reconciling the two great human cur¬ 
rents—the rights of the individual and the rights of the mass. 

We do not want molly-coddling, artificially-incubating, restrict¬ 
ing, and regimentalising. These policies conflict with Evolution¬ 
ary Law and lead to moral flabbiness and racial decay. We do 
want liberating on terms of equity. 

Equity may be defined as mutual fairplay in social relations— 
that is, the contrary of privilege. 

Freedom may be defined as self-ownership—the will and the 
means to be responsible for oneself. 

That this demand of the awakened individual for sovereignty 
over his own faculties—for the fullest personal liberty along with 
the greatest general justice—involves equality of rights to the use of 
the raw materials of the globe, is the vital proposition that I trust 
this humble essay may help to establish. 

Part III. 

TRADE AND THE LAND QUESTION. 

To re-state the case : The root evil is an economic one, and 
consists in the exclusive oumership by some of those things that are 
essential to the existence of all—in one word, MONOPOLY. 

The land (including, of course, the minerals under it, and the 
roads, railways, canals, and harbours on and around it), being the 
source of all production and of all livelihood, should be public pro¬ 
perty, not pnvaie property; should be the collective trust of the 
whole community, not the monopoly perquisite of individuals 
and cliques; and should be administered and allotted by the 
community on lines and terms that would secure the equal rights 
of each and produce the greatest benefits for the whole. 

Instead of which, here is a country—(" our " 
country we call it 

in our moments of hilarity, since many of us are vagrants on the 
roads, and most of us trespassers off them)—the land of which is 
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not used in the general interest at all, but only in the interest of 
one class, and that a comparatively small class. The use of 
British land is determined not by what can be got out of it in 
general wealth, but only by the amount of rack-rent or specula¬ 
tive selling price that can be squeezed out of it by given indivi¬ 
duals. And the facts show that the greater the hardships and 
the sorer the struggles of the people as a consequence, so the 
higher the rent and the bigger the selling price that can be 
extorted from them. In London alone the value added to the 
property of the landlords, utterly apart from a single ha'porth of 
improvements or expenditure by the landlords, amounted to 
£110,000,000 between 1866 and 1891. The agricultural value of 
the land on which London stands is about £16,000 a year; but 
the rents drawn from London amount to £16,000,000 a year! 
The same process, in proportion, has been and is going on in 
every other centre of the population. All of that added value, as 
well as the original value, has been earned and made, not by the 
landlords and mortgagees who are pocketing it, but by the whole 
of the industrious part of the community—its growth, presence, 
and general advance. In common decency, therefore, that enor¬ 
mous revenue should be spent by the community who earn it for 
its collective purposes—for the reduction of rates and taxes on the 
one hand, and. the fiducing of new public enterprises on the other. 

Think, for a moment, what an enormous and. permanent impulse 
to our home trades and industries such an addition to the general 
purchasing power, such a raising of the resources of public life, 
would mean. 

It is a fatal error to suppose that the land question is specially 
a rural or agricultural one. Quito the reverse. 

Apart from the paralysing effect of nature-monopoly direct 
upon the life and industry of the nation, what we call industrial 
depression—bad trade—is still further gravely aggravated by one 
of the secondary effects of monopoly, viz., the sinister dispro¬ 
portion it creates between the forces engaged in production, as 
compared with the forces engaged in distribuiion; the fearfully 
lop-sided balance it creates between the number of those engaged 
in making things as compared with the number of those engaged 
in selling (or trying to sell) things. Also, for a long xDeriod now, 
the number of those engaged in producing necessaries has borne 
far too low a ratio to the number of those engaged in producing 
tmnecessaries. As monopoly shuts people out from getting useful 
livelihoods, they are driven to useless occupations—as useless as 
the digging of holes in order to fill them up again. What this 
country is rotting for is the want of more and better producers of 
necessaries—more and better market-gardeners, fruit-growers, 
foresters, general farmers, wool-workers, builders, and useful 
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makers generally. Instead of which, the present system is 
giving us more and more wow-producers—more and more shop¬ 
keepers, middlemen, commercial travellers, advertising agents, 
insurance agents, flunkeys, jockeys, tipsters, frippery-finery 
dealers, and wasters generally. 

According to the last Census returns, we find that whilst the 
agricultural class shows a terrible decline, and the industrial 
class has barely kept pace with the population as a whole, on the 
other hand the commercial or selling class shows an increase of 
over J/2, per cent, inside 10 years. 

As that process goes on, as it is bound to do, we shall shortly 
find ourselves in the same unhappy position as the old ladies of 
Jersey, who had to resort to getting their livings by taking in 
each other's washing. 

To restore the true balance of industry and social stability! 
it will be necessary not only to open up useful employment for 
all who don't work now, both rich and poor, but also to 
enormously increase the proportion of our producers of necessaries. 

That can, of course, only be done by throwing open the source 
of all production—the Land. 

It is true that the Ten-por-cent. philanthrophists, the Rule 
Britannia politicians, and the marionette newspaper-writers, 
who all pretend to believe in some mysterious solution of the 
social problem by which everyone is to climb on to everyone else's 
back, and we are all to lift ourselves up by our own boot-strings, 
continue to insist that the path of salvation lies in our opening 
up still more foreign markets for our products. But in face of the 
naked facts, such a proposition can only come from a fool or a 
knave. It is the same thing as saying, We are poor—that is, we 
have too few goods; therefore we will remedy the situation hy 
finding further Africans, Manchurians, &c, to take more of 
them! 

More foreign markets, thousands of miles away, always fickle 
and unreliable, and costing vast sums in taxation annually to 
open up and keep open while right here, at our own doorsteps, 
are hundreds of thousands—at least 20 millions—of our own 
countrymen wanting more and better feeding, more and better 
clothing, more and better housing, more and better everything 
that makes life livable! 

What blasphemy from the point of view of patriotism! What 
sheer lunacy from the point of view of business! 

The fact of course is, that the exactions of private Rent and 
Interest [Interest is simply one of the forms of private Rent] 
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prevent the producers from buying back as much as they produce. 
If the small percentage of the population (the monopolist rich) 
who absorb the largest proportion of our national income spent it 
on goods, the evil would, be very much less; but the incomes of 
the very rich are far in excess of their power to consume, great 
as that is, and they have left to them an annual surplus which, 
instead of being spent on products of labour, is re-invested in 
further tribute-forcing privileges, and so the progressively ruinous 
sweat-tax of compound interest is set up, and under-consumption 
of goods (mistaken by some for over-production becomes more 
and more disastrous and permanent. It is because someone's 
goods cannot be sold, which, in its turn, is because the masses 
are fleeced of a heavy percentage of their due purchasing power, 
that we have the witless and continual outcry for more foreign 
markets: 

It is to the opening up and development of our home market 
right here in our own country, amongst our own people, that we 
must turn, and turn quickly, if we are to avert that national 
shipwreck that seems to threaten. For in any case the world- 
market is closing up, and each year sees every foreign country 
investing more and more in manufacturing industries on its own 
account. 

Nature has provided in our own island all that is necessary to 
produce as great a civilisation and as fine a race of men and 
women as this world can hope for, if only we had conditions of 
equity, freedom, and sound economy. But for over half-a-century 
we have been committing industrial suicide. By laying waste 
our own land, and throwing ourselves upon the mercy of the 
foreign food producers for our supply of eatables, paying them 
for food with artificial manufactures, we have been truly buying 
in the dearest market and selling in the clieapest—deliberately 
sacrificing the millions and the future to the millionares and the 
moment. It cannot be too vigorously insisted that the true 
prosperity of this country depends upon conditions with which 
the amount of our foreign trade has absolutely nothing whatever 
to do. Whilst, as to the bearing of our foreign trade upon the 
true prosperity of other countries, whilst we are not posing as 
Little Englanders, yet our sympathy must naturally go out to 
the Canadian Indian who, asked if he was aware that the Sun 
never sets upon the Queen's dominions and if he knew the 
reason why, replied that he supposed it is because Heaven is 
afraid to trust the British in the dark. 

Britain's true wealth—her only real wealth—consists in 
Britain's own people and Britain's own land. 

All employment comes directly from the land. All the supplies 
of all the trades come directly from the earth. It is only by 
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working directly on the land, in extracting its raw products, as 
in the cases of the grower or the miner; or indirectly on the 
land by working those products up, as in the cases of the 
weaver, the mechanic, the builder, and so forth, that employment 
and livelihood for the worker, and wealth for the nation, can be 
had at all. 

If the injustice of land monopoly is great in the country, by 
robbing the grower of his improvements, or scaring him from 
making any (for the certainty of his rent being consequently 
raised or his improvements confiscated by the landowner); by 
robbing the country labourer of his natural employment; by 
robbing the nation of its own legitimate independent food 
supply; and by laying waste vast tracts of the surface—the 
injustice is even greater in the towns, if only by reason of the 
greater numbers whose interests are now involved: (1) By 
flooding the town labour markets with surplus labourers, and so 
—by their competition between each other for jobs of any sort 
at any terms, rather than starve—keeping wages down at the 
privation point; (2) by robbing the town workers of that proper 
and legitimate home market which a flourishing and propor¬ 
tionately numerous agricultural population would afford; (3) 
by the bloated rentals in cities, only made possible by driving 
and crowding the people into our unnaturally swollen centres; 
and (4) by the continuous re-investment of those enormous rent 
extortions in all those secondary monopolies of transit, finance, 
and business generally which can only arise from the primary 
monopoly of the soil, and which complete this devil's chain 
of the subjection of labour and the dependence of the com¬ 
munity. 

Part IV. 

THE REMEDY. 

If the foregoing argumentation will hold water—and I challenge 
my critics to find a leak in its loeic—then to abolish Land 
Monopoly by thoroughgoing methods of LAND SOCIALISATION 
is the next thing to do of those things that are really worth doing. 
Any proposal short of out-and-out Socialisation not only woefully 
fails to meet the case, but risks aggravating and prolonging 
the evil. On the other hand, any wholesale scheme of National- 
sation appears improbable, if not inexpedient, compared with the 
more gradual yet more speedy and certainly more easy methods 
of Municipalisation and Parish Councilisation (along the lines 
of graduated taxation of all unearned incomes and of all large 
inheritances, and public acquisition of the land piecemeal by the 
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funds so raised). But the question of ways and means is, after 
all, quite secondary. Putting out of court all confiscatory pro¬ 
posals (except in the case of continuously unused lands—in 
which there can be no moral and should be no legal claim to 
compensation), whether by bald seizure or ex parte taxation, 
there are a score of admittedly equitable and immediately 
practicable ways. It is only the will that is yet weak. 

One point only do I submit to those Impossibilists who object 
to public acquisition of the land by purchase—even though the pur¬ 
chase money be proposed to be raised by increased Death Duties, 
affecting only the excessively (unjustly) Rich: The question is 
no longer Can we afford to buy back the land but—Can we any 
longer afford not to do so It is not a question of heroics and 
abstract principles, but of immediate practicability, and the 
speediest, and therefore the cheapest line of recovery and restora¬ 
tion. 

The Land Question should be made the Question of the Day. 
Whatever else is done or left undone, the land and its revenues 
must be restored to the nation, and labour, enterprise, and capital 
must be restored to the land. 

Land-socialisation appeals with equal strength to the people's 
pockets and to the people's patriotism; to the sound Indi¬ 
vidualist and to the sound Socialist; and—as a reform measure— 
has the invaluable merit of carrying with it the maximum benefit 
to all, with the minimum inconvenience or hardship to any. 

The principle of this reform is easy to understand. Its 
practical working is automatic simplicity itself. It is capable 
of immediate progressive adoption. Its effects upon the work- 
and-wages conditions of thie people would be felt instantly; it 
would involve the least possible disturbance or dislocation of, 
and from the outset would admittedly yield the most buoyant 
fillip to, every legitimate home trade and industry; and it is 
therefore capable—as pious paternalisms and collectivist abstrac¬ 
tions are not—of rousing the masses to enthusiasm for their own 
direct benefit. 

It is experimentally safe. Whether we gained more or less, we 
could not lose. Whether the success Avere as high as some 
believe, or very much lower, at ieast failure and reaction are 
inconceivable. 

It is no narrow " class " 
movement, but a truly national one— 

recruiting to its banner not merely the manual workers, but also 
(from equally well-grounded motives of self-interest) the business 
man, the tradesman, and the professional classes; the town and 
the country. 
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And, as a watchword, a text, and a campaign cry for the 
British democracy, it utterly eclipses and snuffs out, in root-and- 
branch importance, every other reform-proposal before the public 
—excepting only that for dishing the political fakirs and sup¬ 
planting an effete Parliament by the Referendum. 

Without land-socialisation, no conceivable other reform can have 
any but a tinkering, superficial, artificial, disappointing, and propor¬ 
tionately reactionary effect. As well might one hope to flatten a 
water-bed by sitting down on one end—it only bulges up the 
bigger at the other—as to attempt to deal radically with the 
Labour Question without firstly settling the Land Question. 

The Law of Private Rent is that the landowners always take 
as much rent as the tenants (the public) can afford to pay. 
Therefore, any reform or set of reforms which have merely the 
aim of softening (as distinct from freeing) the lot of the public, 
will be wholly or mostly negatived by any increased means of the 
rent-payers being absorbed automatically by the increased 
pressure of the rent-takers. 

With land-socialisation, the way is made easy for all other 
democratic progress—the direct and indirect expenses of which 
may then be met by the most equitable, natural, and painless 
process possible in social politics : the tapping of the immense 
reservoir of Rent (of which Interest is simply one of the depen¬ 
dent divisions). 

To propose—as certain short-sighted reformers do propose—to 
shelve the land question for the time being, and proceed with a 
programme of promiscuous palliatives and the socialisation of 
other instruments of production, as being more " 

logical," " 
timely," and " 

urgently important," is to put the cart before the 
horse, to waste time and opportunity pouring water into sieves, 
to attack mere effects whilst leaving the root-cause untouched. 
As my friend Joseph Edwards puts it, such a proposal is as if one 
should say it is more important that we should have public 
ownership of taps and water-pipes than public ownership of the 
springs and reservoirs that supply the water. Such a view can, 
indeed, only arise from a misconception of the true character of 
the economic problem which we have to solve. 

It is not " capital" (means of production) we have to fight, 
but monopoly of capital, and monopoly of capital would be 
impossible if there were no monopoly of land. Capital is the 
offspring of labour on land. Freed labour on freed land can always 
produce fresh capital at will and without limit. 

It is not the possession of appliances by an employer, but the- 
denial of access to land (the natural alternative to hired employ¬ 
ment), that flings the worker at the feet of capital. 
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In a Democratic State the community itself, backed by the im¬ 
mense revenue derivable from socialised monopolies (together 
with a mutual credit—non-usurious banking—system), could 
always easily do all the saving and lending required for every 
form and demand of legitimate industry and enterprise. The 
occupation of the professional private financier would simply be 
gone. 

When—monopoly being dead—capital can no longer invest in 
tribute-forcing privileges (claims on others labour), it will have 
only the one alternative of investing in 'useful production; and, as 
J. S. Mill says, capital being highly perishable, and only kept in 
existence by continual re-production by labour, therefore the com¬ 
petition of those possessing capital for such investment would 
speedily bring the rate of interest down to zero, or, at most, to a 
mere risk-and-expenses premium. 

It is true that the land-sweaters and labour-skinners whom 
the people keep on electing to rule and rob them, can still frighten 
noodles by threatening that they will run away from the country 
and take their " 

capital" with them ; that 

They'll ship the mines and farms to Amsterdam, 
The houses and the railways to Peru, 
The canals and docks to Russia, 
The woods and workshops ofi" to Prussia, 
And all the enterprise and brains to Timbuctoo. 

We calmly reply that there is not one single service that all 
the landlords, financiers, and their lesser parasites pretend to 
perform for society that could not be performed far more 
efficiently and infinitely more cheaply without them—in a com¬ 
munity of which (so far as its common necessities and essentially 
co-operative processes went) the needed organisers, superinten¬ 
dents, and officers would be elected agents, instead of self- 
appointed bosses and exploiters. The capitalist of real life, like 
the landlord, does not really supply anything whatever. He 
only controls the things and the people. And when he seems to 
be supplying anything, what is happening is simply that he is 
loosing his grip of something that somebody else has supplied, 
in order to get a tighter grip of something else that somebody 
else is going to supply. And it is this wretched game of 
thimblerig and the three-card trick that we are told we must 
continue to encourage and maintain if our mighty Empire is not 
to crumble and decay! 

When the people of this country make up their minds to run 
it in their own interests, to socialise the monopolies, and to use 
the collective revenues so derived to help to organize their own 
labour, reorganise their industries (largely, no doubt, on sound 
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co-partnership lines, but in all events always with the view to 
enjoying the full proceeds of their work themselves), then not 
only will there be a far fairer distribution of our national wealth, 
but the total product to be distributed will be enormously 
increased : (1) by striking the fetters from the workers' limbs ; 
(2) by absorbing the rich unemployed, the poor unemployed, and 
the several millions of uselessly employed, into the ranks of 
useful work; and (3) by plugging up the terrific leakage and 
waste that are inseparable from our present mad, cannibal 
struggle for life—a struggle on pig-trough lines, in which the 
tendency is for the biggest swine to get away with the most swill 
—a struggle from which the monopolist rich are exempt, and in 
which, for the remaining multitudes, inferiority of conscience 
and brazen self-assertion, rather than superiority of talent and 
high character, secure the prizes, because the present system 
places a special premium upon one quality—the ability to get 
money—at the expense of every other. Even from the most 
•charitable view-point possible, our life to-day is a grotesquely 
unsportsmanlike, tragically unscientific, inverted handicap—in 
which the race is as often to the mean as to the fleet, and the 
battle goes rather to the ruthless than to the strong. 

|TnE END.] 
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