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COMPENSATION.

Mauy men who fully ailmit the
injuetice ancl the maleficence of the
private ownership of lsnd ; who sre
fully seizell of the fact that this
system is the main causs of the rn-
voluntary povorty of the masseg of
the people. and of the vice, degradt-
tion, aud misery ol millious upor)
miil ions of human beings; who see
that these evils oannot be removed
from our sooiety without the abolition
of tbe cxisling land-system, neverthe.
Iess connot give their aclberence to its
removal, however gradual, unlegg com-
pensation is paid to present owners o[
lanil. They admit that ihe Single
Tax eystonr is an efficient remeily for
these social evils, but they consider it
bo tre tainoeil with injuetioe because it
provides no compensetion to prcgeni
lanriowners.

One can rrnderstanal. ancl can even
sJvrrrpat,lr ise with these scruples. It is
the nalurrrl arrcl inevitable resuli of
any socia l  rn jnsbice,  long-cont inued,
t. lrat it cre&Les a seconilary cocle of
morals, which frequently obscures
tlre prinary code, and which sees &
mora,l wrons. not in tbe ooutinuancb
of th" ir, j 'rgtice, but iu the re-establish-
nrerrt of just rela[rons between men.
This is orre of the penaltiea of social
wrong doirrg, and arises from the fact
tlrat t lre abolit ion of tbe wrong, how-
ever earefully enterecl upon, ruust
nevtsrtbeless be atteniled bv some
hnrdslrip to those wbo clerive pecuniary
a'ir4rnt,ages from that wrong-doing.

Yci, wirile admitting that even the
Sinqlo Tax ,qystem may infl ict snme

harJship upon wealthy lanclowners,who
&re no more responsible for the existing
system than ite poorest viotimg, the
confusion of thought whioh oonfountls
harilship with injustioe must be
strongly protesteil against. It is hard
upon an innooent purchaser of lanil
that the existing law cleprives him of
its possession, if it is iligcoveretl that
the lanil tliil not betong to the
seller, that there was a flaw in the
title, anil that the land belongs in
reality to a tbird person, who elaims
it. It wag undoubtedly a hardship
that slaveowners who, acting under
the sanotion of the law, haclpurchased
slaves, should be depriveil of this pro-
perty. ft was equally hard on the
purchasers ofrotten boroughs that the
Euglish Parliement abolisheal them
and extenclecl the franohise.

But in none of these, or the hunilreds
of similar cases of hard.ohip, will in-
justice be alleged, Hardehip and
injustioe, therefore, are not necesrarily
equivalent terms, ancl it ig thus at
least a matter for enquiry whether the
inevitable and relative loss which tbe
abolition of the existing system of
lancl monopoly woulil inflict upon a
few, otherwise wealthy, lanclowners is
en rnJustloe.

To those who consider the private
ownership of land a moral slstem,
beneficent in its consequences, the
question of compensation cannot arise.
They are bound to oppose auy curtail
ment of the rights of landowners &s &n
immoral act. wl2ich eannot be purgeil
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of i ts immoral i ty by compenqation.
:I t l rose, however, wlro are colyi l lce(l
tha t  mora l i t y  u lgeuL ly  demrr rds  the
aboji t ion of t l r is systcm, orrght f i rst
nnd foremost to a.k thernselves whnt
is the thing for wir ich e^mperrsatiotr is
a,skeal. Not for the lancl,  for the Single
Tax system, even i f  carr ied to i t ,sr
ult imate isgne, would trot t ieprivp any
ynan o f  h is  land,  l f  he  so  l i ked ,  he
mrsht cor:t  rnrrs tc own a whole
s , l r in t ry ,  a r r  fa r  ag  t l rp  S ta te  i s  cor r '
c  rned.  A l l  tha t  t l re  S ta te  wou l t l  ask
of t l re owners of lan,l  is, that they
-  l ro r r ld  compensatc  i l re r r fe l low c i t i zuns
f',rr the special privilege accortled to
ihem,  o f  c la imi r rg  as  t l re i r  ow l r  I l l o re
proi lucrrve lancl than al l  ohhers can
obtain. ' t i re Single Tdx cyst/etn arms
at  t l re  g radun l  aho l i t io r r  o fa l l  taxes  or t
production and t lre subst,tu[ iou lbr t l re
sa,ne of a tax on the anrtual value of
the bare land, exclusive of improve-
ments, [hat is, on the ground rent,
until in gootl time the wlrole of this
grouncl rent is annually taken by the
ti tnte. The absorption ol the ground

"ent by the State woulil, rro doubb,
reJsen, ancl uhimately abol ish tbe sale-
able value of tl.re bare lantl, and it is
for this loss of lantl value that com-
?sosstion is alemarldecl.

t 'hie land value, t l terefore, ie the
oapitalised velue of the rent which the
owner expects to be able to exact from
ihe users of the land. Ib is not the
land itself, but the right to exact reut,
to tax his fel low-men for the uee of
land, which the owner has purchased.
A tax on this rertt, tlierefore, cloes not
t rke from t iro owner any wealth wbich
he Lras aoquiretl in the prr,st, but it does
iake some vrealth which he expectg to
obtaiu in the future. Tfe'single Tar
sysrem woulcl not tax rents paicl in
the past. Tliough the owlers never
lr,rvo tr&,l  any moral r ight to tax their
fei low-men. the weaiuh whiclr such
pa.t taxar, ion has brouglrt  to t l teir
coffers rvi l l  remain uutouulled. What
tLe Single'Iax arms at is, to tahe a
porbion of future grounil rent for
tbe benefit of the community, to whom
i l  L , . long* ,  a "d  t l ra t  the  propor t ion  so

restorecl to i ts r ightful owners shal l  be
rncreasetl from time to tinre. It aimc
not at r ighting any past wrong, but
does aim at the prevention of future
wrong. Tlre wealtb which the land.
owner appropriates as rent bas to be
made by the labour of the lanrl-users.
In  the  pas t  tbe  Sta te  l ras  compel led
all rnen to haud part of the pro<iuce o{
their labour to the orvuers of land ;
we demand rhrrt the Stahe shal l  cease
to  comrn i t  th is  in jns t i ce  i r r  the  fu tu le .
The dernancl tbr c'rmpens,rt ion, ihere. '
fo re ,  s imp ly  rneaus  t l ra [  t l re  $uate
shali  continue to lend i t ,s po,lver to the
owners of lar ld in their effort to appr,r.
p r ia te  tbo  rvea l th  wh ich  o t [e r l  rn  r l<e ,
r-rr that i t  shal l  cornperts&te therrr l i l r
no  longer  enab l ing  thern  to  do  th i *
W l ( ) 1 1 1 .

No r  i s  i l r i s  a l l ,  l i r r  j f  . 91 . . ; l p r l r sa ' u i r r i :
we r ' u  p , t i r l  t L r .  w r r ,  r g  v , ' : - : ,C  t , , , "  , : . . r . "  ;
i t  rvout . l  r r rerc ly takc aiotLei '  s i rap".
For  tbe  Sta to  has  nr tb inq  wh ich  i t
can give in comperrsation.- Nor can
tlre irdividu.- l ls who cornpose rtre iJr,ar,e
give present wealth lbr lar-rd valne*,
for r l l  the lel l  wealth in the crunrre
wou ld  bc  i t rsu f i i i : i e r r l  to  pav  f ' r l  L I re  r i .
The deuro,rd, 0ireretbre, is r lrar, t tre
Sta te  sha l l  i ssuc  bon i ls  to  t l re  va l r re  n f
t lro lanrl ,  and t,hat intere.t shal l
be  pa i r l  on  tbese bonds.  ' , f t r i s  i r r te r "s t
car t  on ly  be  pa id  o t r l  o f  t ,ax , l ' , i ' ,n  - ( )u t
of taxcs leviecl uporr tire produce of
labour. Therefore theexist ing irr ju*t ice
woulcl continue for ever. ll'he State
would continue to rol.r the wor:kers h-rl
the benefi t ,  of landowners, t l re wirole
clifrerenee being that the proeoeds nf
the robbery wouli l  be cal led " in-
tereso " instead of " rent, ' '  antl  that
the privilege to rob would bd trafficked
in under the name oI " bonds " irrstead
of " l ,rnal."

Moreover, if any landowner is en-
t i t lei l  to oompensation, al l  landowners
are. Yet i t  is absolutely impossible
to give compensaiion to all. 'I'lre vas[
majori ty of the ownerg of laucl far
rDore [hf l ,n 150,000 out of t i re 185,000
in Vicioria, woulcl not only have tcr
provicle their own compensation, but
part of that of the wealthy landownerr



eswell. For ae they own only €500
worth of lancl values or less, tlre ioxo-
tion which the payment of interest
woulcl neoessimte, woulcl take out of
their pookets a great cleal more than
the interest on from €50 to €600
worth of bonils would amount to.
Therefore tlre great m*jority of land-
owners would bc in a worse position
if compensation were poitl than if the
whole of the land values were taxed
away at once, wibhout any compensa-
tion otber than the enormous realuo-
tion in taxation which the abolition of
all existing taxes anal burclens would
give them. The real demanil there-
fore is not that lantlowners shall be
cotn.rurrsatetl ; thrt is a m irrife-.t im-
porsibility. It is that a few land-
owrrers--t,bose wiro owrr the mosI
valu'rble or the rnosb extensive area,s
6f la111l-{11nll be oompensaoeri at th r
expdnic of all tbe ottrer laldowrrers
and non-lanilowners ; tbat for th,r
benufii of these few the State shall
conrinue lbr ever to misuse its powel
arrd to rob all other cil izerrs oT the
fruits of their labour. This is whar
conrpensaliorr means, and this is de-
marr,led ou [be plea of just icc. Surely
justioe uever took stranger shape irr
hrrm'rn brain tlran this.

N')r nrurJt ic be foreotten that if the
Sra e hns no rnoral rlsht to Dut an en(l
to rnjustice wit hout p"aying'coorpu,rra
t,ion, no irrdividual c&n posseSs suoh ,L
rigiru. For the .fllrte is ruerely the
sum of lhe intlividuols whioh oomposn
ir Henoe it follows that morality
lbrlr rlr a slave tro run away from his
orvner; or at least compels him to
retnnr into captivity unless he pays
his value in coin of the realm to his
f()rroer owner. Englishmen boast that
the slave who puts his foot on Englioh
soi l ,  aye,  on r l ie  deck of  au Errghsl r
rn rrr-()f-war, is a free man. But if
ttr is rlootrine of compenration is a true
dociline, there ig very little to boast
6lrour. For in thet case the ceDtain
is rnerely an reoe:rsory in an ait of
theft ; he helps the slave to gteal him.
gelf frorn hir owner, and all English-
t np4  pq .p t j p i * o fo  i n  i h i .  i - r r nn r l l  ao t .

It is, however, saicl that the Stato,
by abstaining from taxing land, en.
courageal men in the expectation that
lancl values nevor woukl be taxecl, and
ttrat therefore the State is bounal to
pay compensation if it now taxes them.
Ig the State then bouncl to compensate
rnen tbr the failure of their exoecta-
t,icns ? If a new railway is opened
wirich diverts tbe traffie from lhe
coach-road previously useal, is the
State bound to compensate the inn-
keepers on tha,t roaal for their loss of
trade ? If the State should promote
the oheap protluct ion of aluminium,
woukl it be bounil to compensate the
owners of ironworks ? If it lights
cities with electricity, is it bounal to
compensste the owners of gasworks ?
In al l  these cases the State i l isappoints
the expectations of rnen who did ser-
vice to the comtnunity, and destroys
the value of-rightful pioperty belon!-
ins tc them.- In no such case is i t
ever considerecl to be urorally ir,cum-
bent upou the Stete to pay compensa-
t ion. Yet, when the Sbate disappoints
the unreasouable expectat ion of larrr l .
owners that i t  worrid coutinue [() ( ]o
wrong, to leave in t lreirpo*seirsiorr r, i re
rent which belongs ro t l re wlrole
people, colnpensatiol l  is t lernan,le, l .
Obviously, i f  the State is no, ur<lral l .y
bound to pay compen.qrrt iorr t i rr  r les-
troying r ightfut properly, rt  c&rrnotr l ,e
rnor ' i r , l l y  bour r r l  to  l ,ay  co ,np tsnsr r t r { rn
tbr deslroJing proper[y arl tnit tct l ly
immora l .  Fur ther r r ro le ,  I t r i s  8 , r ' ;1 r r -
ment  p rovokes  the  c l rq r r i ry ,  how , r i i l
i t  come about t l rat the tJtate lai erl  to
tax land values; or; speaking lr ist,rr i-
cal ly, how carne caxes ou [he pr(,( luco
of labour to ire substi tuted frrr trxes oq
Iand values ? There can be orr ly ()ne
&nswer tc this question. ' l 'he rrnjrr*t
ohange woe made, and the irr jrrsl ice
was coutinued, becarrse lautiorvnt.rs ag
a class self irhty misused t lreir pol icicat
power for the purpose r)f  rrntaxirrg
thernselves and taxrng t lrc rest ol elrc
people, The plea t irat corup"nsatiorr
must bc paicl on acoonnt of the Srate
havrrrg fai ied bo tax Iaud values rrr t i re
pac t ,  t l r l ro fn ro  i r rvo l ' , ' cs  t l ro  e r . ' im t l rs t



injustice mus{ aot be romoved beoause
ite existeuoe ie alue to past couup-
tion,

Iis ailmiseion woukl likewise foster
future corruption. The State has it
within i ts 

-power 
to grant many

special privi leges, whioh enable a few
men to enrich themselves at the
expense of t ,he masses of the people.
The establ ishmerrt of the i loctr ine
th, 'b the State cannot withclraw such
privi legos without payment of com-
pens:r t , ion n'orrLl enormousiy st imulate
tlro, i,1f rrts of rvealthy ancl powerful
nl n to eet lrold of srrch privileges,
anrl rniglrt  even irrcluce them to use
tlrc powcrs thus obtained with the
l lrnto{t l rar.huess, for t l te purpose of
ee t t i r rg  r .hem abo l ished- -w i th  com-
pensr r l ion .  As  i t  i s ,  t l re  oormpt ion
rr lrrch r l isgraces so nauy countr ies,
t lre lrr iberl  of leeislatures and even
of clurf s 

'of 
law, orisinates in the

r f f ,rr ts of a fpw to obtai 'r  snclr special
privi ieges. I f  i t  were orrr:e establ ished
t l 'a  [  ( : ( , lnpr 'nsa t ro t t  i s  t l re  o r r l y  a l te r -
r ra t i ve  to  the i r  permar tency ,  th is  cor -
rupl ion wnuld inclease rnanifolcl ,  anrl
qou l r l  ad t l  enor r r rous ly  to  the  most
( l r i l  gprOu{  len ' ie r rC,v  o f  Or r r  t ime.

' l 'here is however, one more al lega-
t iorr wir ich rrught to be dealt with. I t
i s  r ro t ,  i r r f requer r t l y  s ta t *d ,  t l ra t  in
r(), , l l t ,r ' ies wrth dpmocratio inst i tut ions,
t lre rvirole pcople, evetr thoee wlro
srrff , .r  ruugt from the present system,
rr irrst be presurned to lrave given their
corrrrf i l l ,  to i ts establ isbmeDr ancl con-
t innrrree, aral that, therefore, they
lrave lost the r ight to discontinue i t
wir,hout eonnrensat, ion to the berref i .
cin,r ies. I f  r , l r is argument were tenable,
i t  w,rrr l i l  cut tbe ground comptetely
f r r r r r l  u t , ,1 . .  l l re  fee t  o f  those who
arlvance i6. For in t l tat case i t  woult l
be ct lurr l l r  rrrre tLat the whole people,
I l re  ta r r r i .  .  r rp rs  in r : luded,  mr rs t ,  be  pre-
Frr rr rerl  [o irase given their consent to any
(r[ lrer larr ;  thelefore ah6 66 n ]aw tax-
i r rg  la r r r l  ' .a lues  w i t l to t r t  conrpensat ion ,

and that thereforethe lanilownere have
lost all moral olaim to compensation
as soon es such e law is passed.

These and other consialerations prove
that compensation cannot be clairnert
on eny moral ground; that it canuot
be paid without conbinuing the very
wrong for the abolition of which it is
ilemandeil; that it cannot be paid to
all lauclowners, but onl.y to a few of
the more wealthy at the expense ol
the vast majority of landowners ancl
landless men alike : enil thai to admit
itr justioe woukl open the iloor to the
utmost corruption in public afrairs.
Justly does llenry George say:-

" All pleas for compensation on the
abolition of uaequal rights to lantl are
exouses for avoiding rightaud oontinu-
ing wroug; they all, as fully as tho
original wrongdoing, deny ttrat eqnal-
ness wlrich is tLe essenlial of justice.
Where t,bey irave s€ernerl plausrble to
any holesoly-mrnded man, ire wil l, i l
he really exlrnines his thought, see
that this has been so because he
has, though perheps uneonsciously,
eutertained a sympathy for those who
seem to profrt by injustice, which
he htls refused to those who ar€
being injured by rt. He has been
thinking of the few whose inoomes
woulcl be redueed by the restoration
of eqiral rights. He has forgotten the
many who are being impoverished,
clegrodecl, ancl driven out of life by
itJilenial. If he oneo breaks throueir
the tyranny of accustomed ideas airl
truly realises that ali uren &re equally
entit led to the use of the natural oppor-
tunities for ttre l iving of their l ives and
the i levelopment of their powers, he wil l
see the injustice, the wickedness, ol
tlemaniling compensationfor ihe aboli-
tion of the monopoiy of laud. He will
see that if anyone oughb to be com.
pensateal on the abolition of the
wroug, it is tboee who have suffered
by tbe wrong, not those who have
profiterl by it."
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