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PREFATORY NOTE.

IT is right shortly to explain the oceasion and
nature of the following essay. [t fell to me, as
Honorary President of the Glasgow University
Indeépendent Club, to give the toast of the evening
at the dinner of the Club, on the 4th of March 1884,
and cartain members of committee had expressed a
wish that I should combine with the tcast a ward or
two on the Land Question. On the Thureday pre-
ceding the Tuesday of the dinner, I read, in the
Edinburgh papers, a report of a speech by Mr Henry
George on the preceding evening, The time that
intervened did not allow much; but I prepared a
few relativa remarks, that divided themselves info
two parta: the first part having to do with general
principles, and the second more particularly with
the mentioned deliverances of Mr George. Any-
thing that could be said, in such ecircumatances,
and on such a subject, was necessarily summary.




6 . Prefatory Note.

Lut it so happened that, in erder mot Lo intrude
upon, or exclude, tha other speakers, I saw it to be
my duty wholly to withhold, in what I said, all that
enboerned the Land Question. That is what is now
offored here; and not to interfers with the possible
facility of &_spoken discourse, it remains, but for a
phrasa or twe, guite onmaltered, It is to be hoped
that a Hght touch on the general principles of a sub-
jert in the air at present will prove not unweleome.
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IthisE a few considerations may be mot out of
place at present, on that scheme of the hour which,
in landable aspiration for the extinction of sll human
want, would propose to realize ab last the equality of
mankind throngh that community of property that
» Flato fabled. It is a big subject, and T do not propose
now to do more than break ground on it, with a few
remarks a3 well on general prineciples as on what the
newspapers make salient at present. In these, for
example, I rend three or fonr days ago the report of
a speech by Mr Henry George,

Mr. George is, for the most part, oceupied there
with the evils of paverty, And it is a fact that there
is very great poverty on the part of large numbers of
the population all over the world at present. This,
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in trutl, invelves the burning question of the day;
. #nd one eannot teke it il of any man who comes
forward with ganerows fealings to point it out to us,
to call for & remody, snd even propose one. I am
not 50 sure, however, of the cfficacy of the remedy
proposed, as I am of the existence of the appalling
malody. In enid spesch, at all events, I find all that
representa this remedy, or that calls for any remark
of mine, to be contained in the fow words that I shall
BOW, Just as they come, quote - —

W14 in jush am Lund beegmes taken up that wages fall and
poverty and panperiam avise. The man who owns the land of
the eountry virtoelly owns the people of that country. He
{Hrx George) would give everybody equal rights of land. Pro-
prictorship is not necessary to the best wee of and improvement
of land.  Wheat i neceasary i o full security to the lebourer ar
the investor that he should reap the nataral rewards of Lis
. investmient or hie labour. In the United States there are at

- present millions of nores that would be cultivated bat for the
fact that they are held by dogs in the manger, who will neither
enltiyate the land themselves, hor allow any one elss to culki-
vate it; unless they get a higher prico. Vast tracts of land in
this country {Scotland) that used’ to-breed men, now breed
sheep ; mmiles of land, from which even the sheep have heen
driven, are occupied by deer.  The renson for the nationalization
of land is, that it is not the product of human labomr. It is
not just to nationalize cupital, mackinery, and the like”

I put these words together as containing a]l—
ahsolutely all in the report—that demands one word
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of comment or eounter-argumentation’; and T mean
that wae shall see each of thein again ag my courss of
1 4 treating the general theme proceeds. .

That general theme is the community of property.
There aré no ambages with Mr George, so far, at loast,
as the land is concerned, He would have the state
simply assume it, and without a faxthing of compensa-~
tion to the landlords, Taking the report of last Wed-
nesday’s lecture as given in tha Edinburgh papers of
the Thursday,~and I have fairly end literally quoted
from them,—Mr George, it wenld apperr, answers in
the negative the direct question, * Was it also just to
nationslize capital, machinery, and the like2* But
surely this negative iz a partieularly blind, contradict-
ory, inconsistent, snd unnressoned one—surely we
musk see that no scheme that would nationalize land
cowld escape iu the end from going te the extreme
and nationalizing sll and sundry. [tisquite evident,
in fact, that the nutionalization of the land would not
[ only be unjust, but it wounld be incomplete end

ineffectual; it would be a simple failure voless it
were followed up by the thorough-going nationalization
of everything whatever. Mr George, indeed, is almost
D unjust to himgelf in bringing himsalf to concede, to
some mere individual prejudice, the exception of
capital, ete. For he thus leaves room to the énemy




