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Action

O N C E M O R E a lead to the municipal agitation for the
rating of land values has been given by the London
County Council, which at its meeting on 26th July
decided to promote legislation in the next session of
Parliament. It adopted by 83 votes to 44 the report
of the Finance Committee making this recommendation
in a fully documented Report, the text of which along
with an extensive report of the debate in the council
is given in our pages. The decision is a step of the
greatest significance for the influence it will have
wherever the Land Value policy is being promoted
whether at home or abroad.

P a r l i a m e n t Already

Petitioned

Since March, 1934, when the Labour Party obtained
a majority the Council has shown its consistent determination to advance this reform. O n 15th May, 1934, it
passed a resolution deploring the decision of the
Government to repeal the land value tax provisions of
the Snowden Finance Act of 1931, as the valuation to
be made under that Act would have facilitated the
rating of land values.
O n 16th October, 1934, the Council instructed its
Finance Committee to report on the incidence of local
rating and whether powers should be sought to rate
land values. In pursuance of that instruction the
Finance Committee on 14th July, 1936, presented an
exhaustive and comprehensive report on the whole
question of Rating Site Values (afterwards reprinted as
a n official publication). This report with its recommendation that the Government be urged to introduce
legislation to empower local authorities to levy a rate on
site values was approved by a large majority.

Committee making this recommendation proposes that
the Council should be empowered to levy a rate of 2s. in
the pound (ten per cent) on the annual site value of
land. It contains, also, an outline of the provisions
to be inserted in the Bill for giving effect to this policy.
So far back as 1901 and 1902 Bills were promoted in
Parliament at the instance of the L.C.C., but failed to
make progress. Many changes have since taken place
in the law relating to land and to rating. T h e Bill
now to be drafted must therefore differ in detail from the
former ones. Its preparation will be a valuable and
constructive service to local authorities generally,
although it must relate to London only.
What reception the Bill will meet with in Parliament
remains to be seen. T h e opposition on the County
Council used the argument that a change of such
magnitude should not be made in legislation relating
only to one area. It soon emerged in the discussion
that the objection was to the application of the principle
in any degree whatever. Let it be hoped that Parliament will take a wiser and more generous view, and will
allow this measure to proceed.

" Worst Land Menace of A l l ! "
Under this title John Bull the weekly paper with a
circulation of a million and a half has a remarkable
article in its issue of 23rd July. It is illustrated and
occupies two full pages, being headed : " Land, more
land is the most argent need of Britain's great defence
programme. For there are factories and aerodromes to
be built. And this national necessity will produce a
body of ' New Rich '—the Millionaires of the Empty
Acres—who will reap their harvest from T H E W O R S T
LAND M E N A C E O F A L L . " W e can judge that the
author has had access to our own columns for the
revelations he makes, as he quotes instance after instance
T h e R e p l y to t h e G o v e r n m e n t
This request was refused, and the London County that will be familiar to our readers. He deals not only
Council, determined not to let the matter rest, has now with land wanted for defence but also with the ransom
resolved to exercise its right to promote legislation prices (compared with the value they had before for
relating to London. The report of the Finance rating purposes) of sites acquired for playing fields,
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hospitals, roads and railway extensions, etc. While he
suggests a n immediate step as a matter of urgency of
prohibiting the purchase of land for aerodromes and W a r
Department purposes, and its acquisition only by rental
(the State having the future opportunity of applying
for revision) he says : " There is only one remedy, one
way to beat the growing land menace and John Bull has
long been its advocate. Put the Finance Act of 1931
back on the Statute Book. . . . T h e first action of
the National Government was to suspend its operation.
And then Baldwin, in spite of his promise, has the Act
repealed. Untold millions have flowed into the pockets
of the landowners through the repealing of that measure.
. . . W e must never give u p trying to get a National
Land Valuation Scheme back on the Statute Book.
. . .
If all united in a d e m a n d for its return, the
age of land plunder would be over and the benefits
accruing from the land would return to the people."
Mr A. G. Gardiner on Vanishing Allotments
If land value taxation is the policy of John Bull, not
all its contributors keep in line. M r A. G. Gardiner in
the issue of 4th J u n e is alarmed at the decrease in allotments, pointing out that since 1920 no fewer than 60,000
acres have gone out of cultivation. It is obvious, he
says, that new legislation is urgently needed to deal
with this great matter, it begins " a matter which mainly
affects the towns where land is scarce and dear." His
proposal is that Parliament should subsidize allotments
and money should be lent to allotment associations at a
low interest and on a generous scale.
But as it is the price of the ' dear and scarce ' land that
makes the barrier to allotments (and what other barrier
is there ?) it is disappointing that M r Gardiner has no
suggestion except to hand out the money of taxpayers in
a manner that would simply stiffen and increase this
monopoly price, so that even his scheme of making the
soil produce cabbages and potatoes at a loss would come
to nothing.
T h e point is that the land is not scarce and it is only
dear, for gardens a n d houses as well, because our tax
system has made it so. T o quote two relevant examples
of the conditions any town or district can present :
Chislehurst—Sidcup wanted allotments (Bromley and
Kent Times, 23rd April, 1937) and had to pay £ 3 5 0 for
3 i acres. I n Bristol (Evening World, 9th March, 1937)
the Council had to pay £ 6 5 0 for four acres at H o m e
Close and the Orcharding, Shirehampton. These are
bits of the acres a n d acres of agricultural land, only
obtainable at prices squeezing every useful and desirable
development, but which are wholly exempt from local
taxation. M r Gardiner knows, we believe, how to deal
with this monopoly ; and it is not by throwing more
food to Cerberus.
Mr Chamberlain Upsets the F a r m e r s
T h e Prime Minister's speech at Kettering, on 2nd J u l y ,
in which he disagreed with the idea that we ought
ourselves to grow at home all the food we need aroused
a storm of opposition from farmers and landlords.
They took it, no doubt, as an indication that the
Government was not prepared to impose more tariffs on
imported food. If that is the Prime Minister's intention,
it is to be welcomed. O n the other hand there is not
the slightest indication of any intention to do what is
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really needed, namely, to secure the break-up of large a n d
badly cultivated estates and to reduct the price of land
so that it can be made available for small farmers a n d
smallholders.
T h e policy of subsidies and tariffs has encouraged the
growing of some things which might be better produced
abroad and it has kept the price of land at a n unduly
high level. No one can help being disquieted at the
contrast between agricultural conditions here and in
such a country as Denmark, and yet the land here is
naturally more fertile and might be used to produce a n
a b u n d a n t supply of fresh food at moderate prices so
urgently needed for the health and happiness of the town
worker.
The Views of League of Nations Experts
T h e world is faced with an imminent economic crisis
according to a report by the League of Nations financial
experts referred to by the Geneva correspondent of the
Manchester Guardian (12th July). T h e document speaks
of " the profound and disturbing change " which has
overtaken the world's economy during the past twelve
months. There has been a serious recession in the
United States, and a distinct set-back in the United
Kingdom and France. Between December, 1936, a n d
March, 1938, United States industrial production fell b y
one-third. During the first three months of 1938 world
industrial production lost all the ground it had gained
in the two previous years and was about 15 per cent
below that of 1929. T h e adverse effect of the decline of
production in the United States on the economy of
other countries is m a d e manifest in the fact that it
absorbs 40 per cent of the world's raw material exports.
T h e effect on the Latin American republics has been
particularly marked.
It does not appear that the report suggests any
remedies. T h e condition of the United States is very
significant. Those in this country who extolled the
merits of the New Deal have lapsed into silence. T h e
policy of trying to raise prices artificially by restricting
production, paying people not to produce, and encouraging them to hold land idle has had its inevitable
result.
The Difficulty of Land Acquisition
T h e number of compulsory purchase orders for the
acquisition of land made by local authorities and confirmed by the Ministry of Transport during each of the
years 1934—1937 was 48, 100, 178 and 205 respectively
— M r Burgin answering M r D. Grenfell in the H of C
27th July, 1938. As compulsory powers are only
resorted to when the price appears to be excessive, or
owners refuse to treat at all, these figures speak for the
barriers that land monopoly does interpose against
roads, or new and improved communications. And
often enough local authorities are induced to pay a
price demanded rather than incur the costs and delays
of the compulsory power and arbitration proceedings.
A similar question was asked of the Board of Education
by Col J . C. Wedgwood, with information promised.
O n the 28th July, M r Ellis Smith asked the Minister of
Health for like facts, who, however, regretted that " such
a list which would comprise nearly 2,000 separate items
is not available." Even with that statement the Minister
said quite a lot : land prices in no fewer than 2,000
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cases were so high that local authorities felt impelled
to use the machinery of the Land Acquisition Act in
the effort to get them reduced.
No Rates on Air Raid Shelters
T h e Government's measure for exempting structures
made for air raid protection has passed through both
Houses of Parliament. It provides that no person shall,
in respect of any period, be liable to pay rates in respect
of a hereditament which is intended to be occupied and
used solely for the purpose of affording such protection
as aforesaid, and which is not occupied or used for any
other purpose, or be deemed to be in occupation thereof
for rating purposes.
It also provides that in ascertaining the value for
rating purposes of a hereditament no regard shall be
had :—
(a) to any room or other part of the hereditament which has been added at any time after the
hereditament was first assessed, or was included in the
hereditament before it was first assessed, solely for
the purpose of affording protection in the event of
hostile attack from the air, and which is not occupied
or used for any other purpose ;
(b) to any structural alterations or improvements to the hereditament (not being the addition
of any such room or other part as aforesaid) made
at any time after the hereditament was first assessed,
solely for the purpose of affording such protection as
aforesaid.
Thus it is admitted that rates are a penalty upon
making improvements, and with equal logic it may be
argued that all buildings and improvements should be
disregarded in making the valuations.
The Growth of Municipal Debt
T h e gross outstanding loan debt of all local authorities
in England and Wales at the end of 1935—36 was
£ 1,451,306,298—-Mr Elliot giving M r Stokes this
information in the H of C on 21st July, but the Minister
of Health was not able to say how much of the debt was
incurred in buying land. Answering Capt P. Macdonald in the H of G on 8th February last, M r Bernays
said the total local government debt in England and
Wales was £555,000,000 in 1920. Well it would be
to discover how much of the huge addition of nearly
1,000 millions in debt has been incurred in ransoming
monopoly ; and as to the whole of the debt, what burden
is thrown on ratepayers in interest and redemption
maintaining a new " rentier " class ; what is the annual
charge in terms of the average local rate per £ of rateable value over the whole country ?
Proximity Value
In a recent issue of The Times (15th July) reference
is made to some forthcoming sales of property. Referring
to a house in Princes Gardens, South Kensington, it
says, " Princes Gardens is central for the Royal Albert
Hall, Kensington Gardens, the Art Galleries, the
Museums, and scientific and technical collections. I n
time it will have the added advantage of proximity to
the National T h e a t r e . "
Another property is thus described, " Close to Cockfosters Station of the Piccadilly ' tube ' are five freehold
sites, each with a frontage of 20ft., the entirety being a
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quarter of an acre. ' Multiple ' traders have already
opened shops within a few yards of the property, and a
picture theatre is being opened quite near. About
3,000 houses have been built, a n d the spot is full of the
usual evidences of increasing value consequent on ' tube '
extension."
Such are the factors which create land value—not
what the owner has done but what the public has done.
Why should not that value go back to the public which
made it ?
A Conference in Wales
Alarm concerning the increasing burden of rates was
expressed at a conference of North Caernarvonshire
local authorities held at Conway, on 20th July.
A memorandum prepared by M r H. W. Povey,
borough treasurer of Conway, described the position
created by the ever-increasing rates as one which caused
considerable disquiet. T h e net expenditure of local
authorities throughout the country in 1936, he said, was
£165,000,000, an increase of £10,000,000 over the
previous year, the largest proportion of the money being
taken u p by education, public health, and highway
services.
Turning to the position in Conway, M r Povey said
that as a result of an inquiry it was found that the 125
tenants of council houses in the borough paid from 20
per cent to 30 per cent of their income in rent and rates.
After a discussion a resolution was passed suggesting
to the Government the desirability of investigating the
increasing burden of local government expenditure.
Further resolutions advocated the revision of the present
basis of local rating, redistribution of Government
grants for highway and education services, a n d equalisation of the charge for public assistance. In addition
to deciding to send copies of the resolution to national
associations of local authorities, the conference resolved
to make representations to the Government Committee
now dealing with the question of rating.
These authorities should be reminded of the large and
representative conference of local authorities held in
Cardiff, in September, 1935, at which a resolution in
favour of rating land values was adopted. Municipalities should make it clear to the Government what they
want done, and if they are determined and united they
can make their will prevail.
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THE GOOD SOCIETY
D I S T R A C T E D AS the politically-minded world is by conflicting theories as to the proper forms and functions of
Government, a welcome should be assured to M r
Walter Lippman's recently published book The Good
Society. This is not, as its title might suggest, another
excursion into the realm of imagination and the
discovery of an Utopia where all goes right and nothing
goes wrong. It is a sane and patient examination of the
principles that must guide the progress of society if it
is to arrive ultimately at a condition that can be called
" Good." Its range of observation is world-wide. T h e
information it conveys and the explanations it offers
of the subtle influences that have produced the kaleidoscopic change of recent years, carry conviction of their
trustworthiness. T h e reader who " skips " any of its
389 pages or skims lightly over its closely compacted
arguments is defrauding himself of intellectual enlightenment and spiritual stimulus.
T h e earlier chapters of the book take the form of a
valiant defence of nineteenth century liberalism. M r
Lippman believes that for a hundred years after the
publication of The Wealth of Nations, the pioneers of
liberalism were marching along the right road. They saw
clearly that the salvation of society hinged upon the
emancipation of h u m a n energy from the limitations and
handicaps due to special privileges, monopolies and
restrictions. H e shows in copious detail what those
pioneers did accomplish in removing barriers to h u m a n
freedom ; and it is unquestionable that in liberty of
speech, of thought, of creed and personal behaviour, we
owe them much. But about the year 1870—before
Liberalism had fulfilled its mission of adapting the
structure of society through the liberation of its citizens
to the new economy that had come with the Machine and
the Industrial Revolution—a change began to show
itself. I n the partially emancipated condition of society
all the forms of economic injustice had not yet been
eliminated, and poverty still prevailed despite rapidly
increasing wealth. Discontent and rebellion became rife,
and middle and upper-class consciences began to prick.
T h e n came the captivating idea of planning and control
of industrial conditions from above, facilitated by the
rapid concentration of capital through new laws
permitting incorporation and limited liability.
This
movement M r L i p p m a n calls " Collectivism " as meaning the treatment of men as masses of material to be
handled rather than as individuals with separate and
inviolable souls to be taken account of.
Meantime,
Liberalism had, in M r Lippman's words, " r u n up a
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blind alley and come to a dead end," leaving us, their
successors, with many problems to solve as best we can.
" W e belong," he adds, " t o a generation that has lost
its w a y , " and the remaining chapters may be described
as a search for clues to the re-discovery of the right way.
T h e trouble with the contemporary Collectivist is that
his intentions are good though his errors are fundamental. H e has become imbued with the idea that
government may be reduced to ark art with definite
formulae according to which men and women m a y be
impelled along the upward path. There are many reasons
to show why this must be impossible. In the first place
the material the governmental authority deals with does
not react as do the insensate atoms upon which all our
arts are based. And in the second place the executives of
the controlling authority, being merely human, must
necessarily lack the vision and understanding, and the
super-human qualities appropriate to such a task.
Carlyle remarks somewhere that when the blind lead the
blind there is always a possibility that the destination
may be reached with careful going and the aid of a good
stick ; but, he asks, when the squinting lead the squinting what chance is there of arriving at the goal ?
Authoritarians always fail to allow, not only for the
obliquity of vision, and the personal bias and prejudice
to which all men are liable, but to the inherent limitations of h u m a n nature—limitations, to lose consciousness of which is to imperil our sanity. They do not
realize that no man has yet been born wise enough and
good enough to govern another m a n for that other man's
good. For there is a " something " in that other m a n
that is the best part of him—a something that nobody
knows of, that he himself is perhaps unaware of—an
inviolable essence, a residual sub-consciousness which
can be " g o v e r n e d " rightly only by being allowed
self-expression—in a word, by Liberty.
W e may pass for the moment the chapters on " T h e
ascendancy of Collectivism," and " T h e wars of a
collectivist world," to those entitled " T h e debacle of
Liberalism," and " T h e agenda of Liberalism."
The
idea that holds these later chapters together a n d gives
the book its unity and coherence, lies in the author's
conviction that the industrial revolution to which we
are committed, with its change-over from the old selfsufficient mode of earning livings to the new mode of
specialization with sub-division of labour and worldwide markets, calls for a new social philosophy quite
other than that of Collectivism or overhead planning.
It calls for a government that recognizes its true function
as being that of a dispenser of Justice and Equity among
its citizens, and a protector against the exactions of
monopoly or privilege in any form. Thus we might
supervise a game of whist, not with the purpose of
telling the players what to play, but solely to prevent
cheating and to detect any departure from the rules of
the game or the conventions of fair play.
T h a t we must of very necessity return to this kind
of government, by whatever name we shall call it, M r
Lippman prophesies with the confidence of a m a n of
science who has caught sight of an irrefragable law of
Nature. I n some respects it may be unlike the liberalism of which we still have some more or less hazy
memories. It will not be of the Spencerian " hands
o f f " type which Huxley contemptuously described as
" Administrative Nihilism."
Indeed latter-day liberals
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may think M r Lippman's agenda of governmental
functions so comprehensive as to come perilously near
to that of the overhead planner. But a careful reading
of the chapter will show that every item in his agenda
conforms to the guiding principle of an ideal liberalism—
that of sweeping away all monopolies, from those of the
natural resources to the privilege of issuing money,
and then by process of law modifying such inequalities of bargaining power as may remain. And if any
one entertains a doubt as to whether M r Lippman is
" sound " on the land and taxation question or fully
realizes its vital relation to social well-being, we beg
him to read and re-read pages 276 and 277, remembering
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at the same time that he is treating of general principles
and not of the application of t h e m in practice.
As a peroration to a most praiseworthy book the final
chapter " O n this Rock " is admirable. T h e Rock on
which our author takes his stand is the dignity and the
incommensurability of the h u m a n soul.
As between
liberty and dictatorship in any form we m a y quote
his own words—" It is just here I submit, that the ultimate issue is joined, on the question whether men shall
be treated as inviolable persons or as things to be disposed of ; it is here that the struggle between barbarism
and civilization, between despotism and liberty, has
always been fought ; and here it must still be fought."
ALEX

MACKENDRICK.

THE WEST INDIES AND OTHER DEPENDENCIES
Col Josiah C. Wedgwood, M.P., on the Causes of Unrest
D E B A T E on the Colonial Office Vote, House of
Commons 14th J u n e , the Secretary of State, M r Malcolm
MacDonald announced the Government's decision to
appoint a Royal Commission to inquire into the social
and economic conditions of the British West Indies and
that a scheme of land settlement (by purchase of land)
had been decided upon for Jamaica. M r Lloyd George
took part and approved the land purchase plan.
Colonel Josiah C. Wedgwood said : H e disagreed
completely with M r Lloyd George if he thought that by
putting up money in this country, we could do justice
to the people in the West Indies. T h a t method had
been tried and it left us with the situation we see to-day.
W e want a Royal Commission, not to find out the facts,
but to do a little straight, honest, economic thinking.
T h e late lamented M r Malthus wept bitterly at the
prospect of a world which would be over-populated and
underfed. H e discovered 100 years ago that we were
moving towards a condition where population would
out-run subsistence. We know that that has not
happened. As population has increased and inventions
have grown, foodstuffs, instead of becoming scarcer have
become more abundant. Malthus and his despairing
theories were upset completely by the late M r Henry
George. T h e right hon Gentleman appears still to be
labouring under the Malthusian tragedy. Henry
George, said in quite simple language, that " Men and
hawks eat chickens, but the difference between the two
is this, the more hawks the fewer chickens, but the more
men the more chickens." And ever since Malthus's
day we have been having more men and more chickens.
T h e Secretary of State for the Colonies suggested t h a t
the combination of the increased population and the
increased productivity of the land in Barbados and Porto
Rico and elsewhere was ruining the people of the West
Indies and was the damaging result of natural economic
laws. Did he believe that an increase of population or
an increase of production was a disaster to the world ?
If that were so, they should surrender themselves to the
hope of higher tariffs, land monopoly and a bloody war.
T h e idea that if we halved the population of this country,
or the Barbados, there would be greater prosperity and
more employment was the economics of the madhouse.
In a great part of the Empire, in Kenya, in parts of
the West Coast of Africa, in Tanganyika, in Nyasaland
and in Northern Rhodesia different methods were
devised by the people who need workers to get labour
cheap. In Kenya they h a d the method of the hut tax,
which forced the people to go out to earn money in
order to pay their hut tax. In Nyasaland, they had a
restriction on the number of natives who leave the
IN THE

country to go and work elsewhere in order that they may
work cheaply instead for employers in Nyasaland.
Every sort of device is used, but chiefly the device of
taking away the land from the native so that he cannot
employ himself.
Col Wedgwood contrasted the conditions in Nigeria,
where for the last 30 years there had been no trouble.
Why was that ? Because a system of land tenure had
been established giving satisfaction. All the farmers in
Nigeria held their land with security of tenure, subject
to paying the rent to the State, which rent was regulated
every 7 or 14 years, not according to the use that a
m a n makes of it, but according to the land value. There
you h a d free peasantry cultivating their own land and
suffering neither from under-employment nor from overemployment.
In J a m a i c a the Governor has put forward a scheme,
accepted by the Government, whereby £500,000 would
be spent in buying land in order to settle the peasants
upon it. T h e British people would be paying interest
on that £500,000. W e were buying up the land from
the people who own it and have taken it from the native
inhabitants of the island, and handing the land back
to the natives and settling them upon the land ! If they
would but apply the taxation of land values, it would
produce the land settlement t h a t is needed, without
coming to this country for money to buy out the landlords
in those Colonies.
An example of Government action was what happened
in regard to Newfoundland. T h e Royal Commission
had advocated a tax in order to break u p the big estates
and force the land into the market and into production.
T h a t was not adopted. Here we had an impartial
body of commissioners inquiring into things on the spot
and making this recommendation, but the Colonial
Office said : " T h a t is heresy. W e must do these other
things, but we will leave that o u t . "
Referring finally to the troubles in Palestine, Col
Wedgwood said : I n Palestine, the land was at the root
of the evil. As long as the price of land is inconceivably
high, you will have unemployment and stagnation in
the country. T h e r e are acres and acres, square miles
of the country, which could be redeemed and be made
productive, but which is still held out of the market while
Jews are starving in Poland a n d Vienna. T h e land is
there for them if they were given the opportunity to use
it.

Cities Held to Ransom. Pamphlet. Price id.
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THE LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL
PROMOTION OF A LAND VALUE RATING BILL
At its meeting on 26th July, the London County Council, by vote of 83 to 44, accepting the report
of its Finance Committee, decided " that legislation be promoted in the Session of Parliament 1938-39 to
provide for the rating of site values ; and that the costs and expenses of promoting such legislation be
defrayed out of the County f u n d . " Text of the Finance Committee's report is given on another page.

THE DEBATE IN COUNCIL
(Abridged. Report)
The Right Hon. the Chairman of the Council,
M r E W A R T G. C U L P I N , presided.
M r C. L A T H A M (Chairman of Finance Committee)
submitting the Report of the Finance Committee to
the Council, said :
Some few years ago, the Council had under consideration the question of rating site values and decided that,
in view of the possibility of a readjustment of the rating
system, the matter should be adjourned until the Government's proposals were available. T h a t so-called readjustment took place through the medium of the Local
Government Act of 1929, but so far from relieving the
anxiety of local government administrators" as to the
provision of necessary local government expenditure, it
is unquestionable and unquestioned that the operation
of the Local Government Act of 1929 has now cast a
further inequitable burden upon a selected class of
ratepayers. If the problem before 1929 was acute and
calling for remedy, it is much more so now ; and with
every year which passes, the problem will become
increasingly acute, if only for the reason that, as each
year passes, local government administrators are nearer
to the time when the loss resulting from derating will
cease to be made up by way of direct grants, even in
part, and will become part of the complicated formula
under the Local Government Act. Therefore, these
proposals are submitted for the purpose of enabling the
contribution towards the provision of social services to
be wider in its scope and more just in its operation.
It cannot be argued that the owners of site values do
not receive, both an indirect and a direct profit and
benefit from local government and public activity.
They are the recipients in many cases of effortless
benefits which arise from public expenditure and public
activity, and from the satisfaction of communal needs
and communal desires. There is never a road projected,
a railway cut, a housing estate planned or an open space
preserved, but that, either directly or indirectly, the
owners of adjacent land stand to benefit, in some cases
in a very marked degree. Yet when local authorities
or public authorities require land to discharge the duties
cast upon them, either by Parliament or by public
demand, they frequently have to pay prices for the land
out of all relation to the value at which the land stood
in the rate book, if indeed it stood in the rate book at
all. Moreover, as is frequently the case, the remaining
land, or the adjoining land, which is frequently in the
same ownership, increases in value very substantially,
and so the owners of the site value are in the happy
position, not infrequently, of getting it both ways,
whereas the local authority is in the unhappy position
of never having it any way.
The owner of site values has no costs of production.
The costs of production are borne by the community.
His function in many cases—a function which has
become perhaps a profession in certain quarters—is
merely to wait and receive. Like most other property
under the present economic system, land ownership

has become substantially impersonal. The public
conscience of this country was, I think, affronted when
it learned recently that one man could deal with half a
great city in South Wales, without let or hindrance by
those who had made the value of the City, and without
consideration for those who had to carry out the work
which made the city what it is.
We are not alone in believing that the rating of site
values is one of the necessary and appropriate approaches
to a readjustment and remodelling of the present rating
system. There are persons of all parties engaged in
local government up and down this country who have
been forced to a like conclusion, and who realize that
unless something is done, and done quickly, the finances
of local government may well become too top-heavy ;
and they take the view, as we do, that one of the
approaches is by way of the rating of site values.
Desirable as it is that there should be appropriate grants
from State funds for what are national services, and
whilst I should be the last person in the world to seek
to diminish the right of local authorities to receive
proper grants from State funds, it is nevertheless true
that the defects in our system of rating cannot be
remedied by a mere recourse to national funds. National
funds, like local government funds, come from the public
purse. What we are seeking is an adjustment, by way of
an appropriate contribution towards public expenditure,
from that section of the community which at present
stands to gain materially from public expenditure.
The scope of the proposals is set out clearly in the Report
of the Finance Committee.
We are all concerned in London with the question
of traffic congestion. We have before us for consideration the Bressey Report. We know on the figures
of the Ministry of Transport that the implementation of
the Bressey recommendations within the County would
run into a very large sum of money, and it is precisely
in the most congested districts that the cost will be highest.
In short, the owners of site values in those districts will
receive higher prices for their property because of the
congestion which the local authorities will be asked to
relieve ; and when that relief has been effected, the
land which will remain will have a steadily rising value.
If there were any matter upon which a fair contribution
towards expenditure could be properly demanded, it is
especially with regard to the provision of proper traffic
facilities inside and without the Metropolis.
The scope of the proposals embraces a rate upon the
annual site value of land. The amount of the rate
proposed is 2s in the £ , and the estimated gross yield
some £3,000,000 a year. The valuation will be done by
the present existing machinery of the rating authorities ;
the proceeds should be credited to the General County
Account ; and the incidence should be upon the owners.
Tenants should have the right of payment and of deduction, in the same way as they have in connection with
Schedule A taxes. The proposals have been designed at
the initial stage fairly to apportion a fair contribution
from the owners of site values.
Finally, we may be asked why this Council should be
asking Parliament to permit the rating of site values
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within the County only. Following the presentation of
the Report to the Council in July, 1936, we made
representations to the then Minister of Health, asking
the Government to promote legislation to permit of the
rating of site values generally in the country. W e
received an acknowledgment of that representation.
We later learned, through the instrumentality of a
question six months after, that the Government proposed
to take no action. W e are so seized of the manifest
injustice of the present system, that the Finance Committee considered it would be lacking in its duty if it
did not recommend the Council—having regard to the
failure of the Government to take action—to take action
within the limits permitted to it, namely as regards the
County of London.
SIR S A M U E L G L U C K S T E I N ( M u n i c i p a l Reformer)
said they had all been interested in M r . Latham's
presentation of the proposals on " equitable grounds,"
but his measure of equity and that of M r Latham were
entirely different. For more than 300 years the present
system of rating, which was admittedly not flawless,
had stood the test and been found to be fundamentally
just. When the Bill of the present majority on the
Council, for the rating of empty property, was before
the House, Sir Kingsley Wood, the then Minister of
Health, said that a change of such magnitude should be
applied to the country as a whole, and that as the
Government had no intention of introducing such legislation, he could not ask the House to vote for the
Council's Bill. T h e rating of site values was no less
a national question, and it was fair to assume that the
Government would adopt that attitude. So far as he
could see, there was no urgency attaching to the proposal.
T H E R E V A. G. P R I C H A R D (West Islington
—Lab.) : Is it not urgent to stop robbery ?
SIR S A M U E L G L U C K S T E I N , continuing, said the
present system spread the burden of rates upon both
landlord and occupier, and if community action increased
the value of land, it also increased the value of buildings
upon the land. It could not be said that the landowner
had a monopoly of the result of community action.
Community action might in certain cases even diminish
the value of land. This would happen if a dust destructor were erected in Bond Street. T h e great
landowners of a century ago were the most advanced
thinkers on town planning that the community ever
possessed, and it was largely due to their foresight that
the great Squares in the West End of London existed for
the benefit of the people. Under the present proposal,
he supposed the value of those Squares would have to be
taken into account, and the owner would be rated for
a piece of vacant land which he was not allowed to
develop. I n 1928, the Duke of Westminister granted a
lease to the Westminster City Council of an area of over
five acres for the erection of working class dwellings.
T h e rent charged was If a year and the period of the
lease was 999 years. If he understood the project before
the Council, the Duke would have to pay a rate of 2s
in the £ upon the value of the land. So that members
opposite might be quite sure they would inflict the full
measure of penalty upon a landowner, they had the
impertinence to incorporate in this project a provision
to the effect that the rate should be payable by the
owner of the site value, whether there were any contract,
past or present, in existence or not, so that their legislaton would have retrospective effect. This rate of 2s
in the £ would apply even to derated properties, notwithstanding that the object of derating was to free
industry from the burden of rates, in order that goods
might be produced cheaper. T h e fact that the local
authority had to do all the valuation and collection, and
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then hand over every penny to the London County
Council, was in itself an injustice to the 28 Metropolitan
Borough Councils. Rates were levied largely for
personal services, and those services were not rendered
to the landowner. If land was vacant, the services of a
fire brigade were not wanted. T h e education service
also was not primarily a charge upon the landowner.
Members opposite had learned nothing from their lesson
in 1936, and the present proposals arose merely from a
desire to penalize a special class of property owner.
M R F. C. R. D O U G L A S (Labour) : T h e Council
will, at any rate, thank Sir Samuel Gluckstein for leaving
no doubt whatsoever as to the attitude which the
Opposition are proposing to take on this question.
They have not only condemned the proposal on its
merits, but they have also committed themselves to the
proposition that the existing system of rating works well
and is equitable in its incidence. We join issue with
them on both those propositions.
T h e existing system of rating is levied entirely upon
the occupiers of property, and not at all upon the owners
of property, and it is levied upon people in proportion
to the rent which they pay for the occupation of property ;
and for the vast majority of the citizens of London it is
perfectly true that the amount of rent which they pay is
larger, in proportion to their incomes, the poorer they
are. T h a t is a fact which everybody recognizes. T h e
poorer a m a n is, the larger proportion of his income he
has to pay in rent for the house he occupies, and the
present system of rating, which Sir Samuel Gluckstein
defends as equitable, is in fact a piece of regressive
taxation which falls more severely upon the poor than
upon the rich. It is a system of taxation which
penalizes the development of land for every productive
purpose. If you think of three sites of equal value, side
by side, one of which is completely unused, one has upon
it old-fashioned, antiquated buildings, which are no
longer suited to the development of the city, while upon
the third you have modern, up-to-date buildings which
develop the earning capacity of the site, then the first is
liable to pay no rates, the second pays a very limited
proportion, and the third is rated up to the hilt. T h a t
system obviously is a penalty upon the development of
industry and enterprise. Conversely, it is a premium
which is offered to every land speculator who holds his
land back from development and deprives the community of the opportunity of using it, and I am surprised
that Sir Samuel Gluckstein should have laid down the
proposition that the present system of rating is substantiallyjust. O n the contrary, it can be defended neither
upon the ground of equity, nor on its economic effects.
Sir Samuel Gluckstein attacks our present proposition
upon the ground that it is not equitable to require a
contribution from the owners of land. He refers, by
way of illustration, to the case of the Fire Brigade, which
he says is set up entirely for the benefit of others, and not
for the benefit of the landowners. I wonder how much
anybody would pay in rent for a site in London if there
were no fire brigade service. He says also that education
is a service rendered only to occupiers, and that it has
no effect upon the value of land. I wonder whether
people would be willing to live in London if there were
no education service such as we provide. In fact, there
is no public service which is usefully rendered to the
community which does not have the effect of increasing
the value of land. Every enterprise which makes this,
or any other city, a more agreeable, more convenient,
or more profitable place to live in, inevitably involves
that the owners of land in the city will be able to exact
a higher rent for the privilege of living in it ; and all
these public services, and the private activities carried on
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in businesses, tend to raise still further the price which
has to be paid for land, but under our existing system of
local rating the owners of land values are not called
upon, as such, to contribute one single penny.
Sir Samuel Gluckstein has drawn attention to the
provision in the Bill as drafted, allowing persons who are
called upon to pay site value rate to deduct a corresponding
proportion of the rate from the rent which they have to
pay to the freeholder or superior lessor, as the case may
be, and it is said that it is a n unwarrantable interference with private contracts entered into between
individuals, by which tenants and lessees are obliged to
pay the rates. T h a t is not a proposition for which there
can be any foundation in law or in morals. T h e State
has always exercised the prerogative of interfering with
contracts when it found their terms to be inequitable.
I n the case of income tax, Schedule A, which is a case in
parallel, the State took upon itself to say that lessees of
property should be entitled to deduct from the rents
which they pay a corresponding proportion of the
income tax, irrespective of any private agreement entered
into between the landlord and the tenant. T o lay down
any other proposition is to say that private contracts
can prevent the State from exercising its power, and if
that position is allowed to be established, the power of
the State to interfere with existing injustices will be
destroyed completely.
Let me quote a statement m a d e by a gentleman who
was universally recognized as one of the most eminent
jurists this country has ever produced—the late Lord
Moulton. Dealing with this particular argument that
it is improper and unfair, he says : " Yet the fallacy
of this argument is easily made evident. It falls to the
ground so soon as it is conceded that the State has a
right to impose new taxes. If it is right for the State to
impose a tax upon a class of persons, it is right to take
all necessary precautions to ensure that it shall actually
fall upon and be paid by that class and not by some other."
I may say that that proposition has been confirmed by
the highest Court of Appeal in this country, when the
rights of the Town Council of Johannesburg were challenged to do precisely the thing which we are advocating
here.
.
T h e n also Sir Samuel Gluckstein has given illustrations which I think ought to be dealt with. H e cited
the case of the Duke of Westminster, who has leased
five acres of land a t l j a year for the purpose of erecting
working class dwellings—an action for which I and
everybody else will have the highest commendation. But
Sir Samuel has entirely misunderstood what is very
clearly expressed in the Report on the Agenda to-day
and in the previous Report which was submitted to the
Council by the Finance Committee in 1936. There is
no proposal that the Duke of Westminster should be
required to pay rates on the whole of the site value when
he has parted with it for a great many years and is only
receiving that shilling, but only that he should pay 2s in
the pound on that one shilling, and that will cause him
no inconvenience, I a m sure.
T h e n again, Sir Samuel also referred to the Squares
which have been laid out by proprietors in the West
End of London, the preservation of which has now been
secured by Statute, so that they cannot be built upon in
the future. It is suggested that those Squares would be
liable to taxation or to rating under this proposal as if
they were unrestricted. T h a t is not at all the proposition which the Finance Committee has submitted to
this Council. As a matter of fact, the benefit of those
Squares inures to the property adjacent to them, which
is rendered more valuable and commands a higher rent
on that account ; and so far as enhancement takes
place in the adjoining property, those properties will be
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valued accordingly and will pay rates accordingly ;
but as to the contention that we are imposing a tax on
land which is restricted from development and used for
public amenity, there is no such proposal before the
Council.
Then we come to another point, and that is that
this legislation ought to be opposed because it applies
only to the County of London, and that legislation of
this character ought to apply to the whole of England
and Wales. I observe also that the Leader of the
Opposition has pinned his faith to that proposition in a
statement published in The Times this morning, which
says : " W e consider that any legislation of this kind
should be national and not local." We are in agreement
with Sir Harold Webbe, and it was precisely that
proposition which we put up to the Government, that
they should produce legislation which would be of a
national character and which would be for the benefit
of all municipalities in this country, and not merely
for the benefit of London. T h e Government, unfortunately, did not see eye to eye with us in that matter.
Having, therefore, exhausted that avenue of approach,
we are thrown back upon our own resources. T h e
law of this country does not allow us to introduce
legislation for the benefit of other local authorities, but
purely for the benefit of ourselves, and so we are, by
force of circumstances, compelled to restrict the application of this measure to the County of London.
I wonder what the objection really is ? If this is a
beneficial measure, why should the County of London
be deprived of it ? It is not a measure which would
inflict any injury upon any other local authority, though
it might be of great benefit to us. Conversely, if it is a
measure which is detrimental in itself, why should it
be extended to the whole country ? Sir Harold Webbe
cannot have it both ways.
S I R H A R O L D WEBBE (Mun. Ref., Leader of the
Opposition) : I made it perfectly clear that national
legislation of this kind would be opposed by me as
strenuously as I knew how.
M R D O U G L A S : I am sorry to hear that, because
members of the Opposition are placing themselves in a
terrible position. T h e ratepayers are becoming more
and more dissatisfied with the existing system of rating,
and that dissatisfaction is not confined to London, and is
not so acute in London as elsewhere. T h a t dissatisfaction is becoming so acute that the Government
has been forced by pressure of public opinion to defer
for a period of two years the valuation for rating which
requires to be made in the provinces, and I can only
surmise—because I am not in the confidence of the
Government—and I can only suspect that the period
of two years is devised in order to make certain that the
next General Election will be well over before the valuation will have to be made. I suggest to members
opposite that there is a case here which they ought to
accept if they really wish to retain their power nationally.
Sir Harold Webbe has said that " i t is impossible to
conceive legislation of this kind being made for one area."
What he finds impossible is something which has been
done time and again in the British Dominions, where
legislation of this character is perfectly common. In
New Zealand and the Transvaal, and in the Cape
Province, local authorities are given an option whether
they shall rate site values or not. M a n y of them do,
but not all of them, and that discrimination between one
area and another exists. It may be said there is a
difference because all of them have the option, but the
great city of Pittsburg and the city of Scranton in
Pennsylvania enjoy special legislation, which is confined to them out of all the cities in the United States,
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by which they are enabled to operate this proposition,
and they levy a rate on site values which is double as
m u c h as the rate levied on improvements. No calamity
has overtaken those cities, and no calamity would
overtake London. T h e only thing would be that the
burden of local rating would be distributed more equitably, and owners would be compelled to use land instead
of leaving it idle, because it would not be profitable to
leave it idle. There would be a tendency for the value
of land to fall, and that is something which would be an
advantage to this city, because every public improvement is handicapped by the enormous price which has to
be paid for land. Recently there has been a report by
Sir Charles Bressey, in which street widenings are
recommended to the Ministry of Transport which would
cost anything from 80 to 120 million pounds, the major
part of which would be compensation for land, and if
that scheme of improvement is ever carried out, the
permanent benefit o f i t will go to those who own the land.
Let me remind the Council of what happened years
ago in connection with Waterloo Bridge, when a toll
had to be paid for crossing the bridge of a halfpenny
each person in each direction. When the toll was
removed*, the rents of the working class houses on the
South side of the river increased by sixpence a week
—exactly the amount of the toll which was saved—and
the same thing is in effect happening to-day. This
Council is rebuilding Waterloo Bridge and making a
better thing of it. There will be more traffic there in
the future. W h a t will the result be ? Here is an
extract from a statement by the Chairman of the
Company which owns one of the buildings on the North
side—the owners of Brettenham House. I n reply to a
question by one of the shareholders as to the progress
made in rebuilding the bridge, he said it would take
three years to complete, but when Waterloo Bridge was
completed and the main through route from North to
South was in full use, it would double the value of Brettenh a m House. M a y I point out that it will not double
the value of the bricks and mortar. T o build a new
Brettenham House would not cost more. T h e appreciation is in the land upon which it is sited, and that is
the permanent beneficial result of every public improvement.
We are advocating something to-day which is simple
and practicable, and which ought to be put into operation for the benefit of the vast majority of the ratepayers
of London.
M R R U P E R T BRABNER (Mun. Ref.) congratulated M r Douglas and thanked him for his " extremely
clear and dispassionate and, on the whole I think,
extremely fair speech on this controversial subject."
M r Prichard had said it was urgent to stop robbery,
but this sort of robbery had been going on for hundreds
of years, and it was likely to go on for some considerable
time, because members opposite knew they would not
get their Bill through. Without committing his party,
he (Mr Brabner) was personally in favour of a reasoned,
equitable and efficient tax on increment value of land,
but the scheme now submitted did not provide a fair
and reasonable way of taxing. A man as intelligent as
M r Douglas could not stultify himself by saying that the
whole value of land at any given time was provided by
the action of the community. If, for instance, a cinema
were suddenly built next door to a back garden, the
value of the garden would be increased a hundredfold.
Was the occupier of the garden to pay an increased site
value because the neighbouring plot of land was being
fully developed, while he was entirely content to keep
* In 1878, at a cost of £500,000 of public money, to buy out the
toll gatherers,—EDITOR, L. & L,
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his land as a garden ? Aerodromes were being constructed throughout the country on land which before
was of little value, and because of that it might be argued
that a field of wheat near an aerodrome had increased
many times in value. Was a site value tax to be paid
on that ? According to M r Douglas, it must pay
increased tax. T h a t was not a fair basis of taxation, and
it was far removed from the principle of " ability to
pay." Was it reasonable to expect that everyone who
owned land was better able to pay than a m a n who
owned, say, pigs or pianos ? His party was against a
system of taxation which would discriminate unreasonably between the m a n who had one commodity and the
man who had another. At the risk of playing into
the hands of the majority party, and speaking purely
for himself, some of them believed that when there was a
scarcity in any commodity, that scarcity should not be
put to use against the community. T h e only way to
handle such a position was to say, " This is something in
which the community must have first cut." M r Latham
appeared to have the sole idea of " getting at the
landowners as a class," and the Opposition was opposed
to that way of looking at a great proposal, which ought
to be handled with more reason and more thought for
others.
M R C. W G I B S O N (Lab.) felt that M r Brabner
found himself in a position of great personal difficulty.
Really, he should have been on the Labour benches,
but he was " mixed u p with the wrong party " and,
therefore, unable to give support to the proposition
before the Council.
After quoting figures from the Finance Committee
Report of 1936 to show the unfair prices the Council had
been compelled to pay for land, and pointing out the
countries where rating of site values was already in operation, M r Gibson said that the fact that there were many
large cities in the British Commonwealth of Nations
and foreign countries which had adopted this method of
raising rates was clear evidence that it would work, if
given a fair chance. From Governmental inquiries
conducted over a long period of years it was clear that
those conducting the inquiries had been compelled to
come to the conclusion that the present rating system was
unfair and unjust, and that the landowner avoided
paying his fair proportion of the total cost of municipal
services.
M R F R A N K R Y E (Mun. Ref.) continued the
debate and concluded by saying that the proposal was
purely political propaganda and it was not seriously
intended by the party opposite. It would be shameful
and unjust if the scheme were accepted without a
proportionate reduction in the existing system of
assessment.
M R G. H O U S E (North St. Pancras—Lab.) : As to
the attitude of working-class owners of houses, referred
to by M r Rye, it must be remembered that working
class houses were built on sites where the value of the
property was higher than that of the land. If the rating
burden were transferred from the house to the land, it
would confer a benefit on the working classes, and
those owning their own houses would bless the proposal
rather than criticise it. T h e rating of Land Values
would certainly ease the position, because it would
definitely bring u r b a n land into the market, and that
would cheapen house rents in urban districts and lessen
congestion in the central areas. Government and
municipal grants and subsidies were collected by the
landowner as they percolated through the municipality
from the pockets of the tenants.
M R L A T H A M (replying on the discussion) said that
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if ever a devastating answer to a speech had been made
in that Chamber, it was M r Douglas's answer to Sir
Samuel Gluckstein's speech. M r Douglas had not only
proved that most of the points were fallacious, but that
in some respects they were out of accord with known
practice in this country. Regarding the criticism that
a landowner would not require the services of a fire
brigade, Sir Samuel Gluckstein apparently contemplated
that land was likely to remain vacant in London for a
length of time, but the Chairman of the Housing
Committee would like information as to any land likely
to remain vacant. He (Mr Latham) agreed with Sir
Samuel that it was not only the landowner who benefited
from public activity and public expenditure. But it
had to be remembered that it was only the landowner
who made no contribution, no specific and direct
contribution, either to the expenditure or, qua owner, to
the activity. He left the burden of both to other people
and enjoyed the benefits. It was with a desire to correct
that manifest injustice that the present proposals had
been submitted to the Council.

and were entitled to a fair hearing. If it were the case
that certain influences had already prejudiced the issue
before the legislation had reached Parliament, it would
be most unfair and most improper.

(The Report of the Committee was adopted after
three Divisions—one on the motion for the Reception
of the Report and two on the detailed recommendations (a) and (b). T h e voting in these divisions was :
on the motion for reception, 83 for, 44 against ; on
the other two motions, 82 for, 45 against).

At the meeting of Birmingham City Council on 28th
J u n e an amendment to a report of the General Purposes
Committee was moved by Councillor Bradbeer, seconded
by Councillor Sawyer, that :—
In view of the increasing burden which is being
placed upon local authorities owing to the high cost
of land needed for public works and improvements,
this Council instructs the General Purposes Committee
to consider in conjunction with the Finance Committee
the desirability of the passing of legislation whereby
local authorities would be enabled to levy a rate
based upon land values ; and that the General
Purposes Committee be, and they are hereby,
requested to report as to placing this matter before
the Association of Municipal Corporations with a
view to the Association pressing the Government to
pass the necessary legislation.
This amendment was accepted by the chairman of
the committee and adopted by the council without a
division.

MR HERBERT MORRISON'S VIEWS
A LARGE part of the Speech made by M r Herbert
Morrison, M.P., the Leader of the London County
Council, addressing the Annual Sports of the South
Hackney Labour Party on 1st August, was repeated in
the news reports over the wireless (National station) the
same evening. M r Morrison, The Times report, said :—
T h e decision of the London County Council to
promote legislation during the next Parliamentary
Session for the rating of site values in the administrative
County of London was one of vital importance to London
ratepayers.
The Bill was a great measure for the relief of the
general body of London ratepayers. " We are not
animated by any spirit of spite or a desire to damage
the interests of any particular section of the community,"
he said. " It is for us a matter of justice. No less is it
a matter of justice for the general body of London ratepayers, who now, through rates on buildings, carry the
whole burden of municipal expenditure. By rating
the owner of land we shall thereby secure a better
distribution of municipal taxation.
" It is right that the owner of land should carry a
share of the burden. His land would be worth very
little if this great population of London engaged in
work, trade, and industry were not present to make
London as valuable as it is. Apart from that, municipal
activities themselves enable Londoners, to get a higher
rent for their land. Nearly every public improvement
increases the value of neighbouring land, and yet, in
spite of the fact that large sums are paid in compensation
to landowners by a public authority, they contribute
nothing to the municipal treasury."
The Municipal Reform Party on the County Council,
which opposed the proposed legislation, went further
and said that they knew already that the legislation
would be rejected by Parliament. He hoped this was
not true. If it were true, it would reveal a most improper situation. The Council would be going to the
High Court of Parliament for certain legislative powers,

*

*

*

Through the action the L.C.C. is taking, Land
Value Rating has had an extremely good press, in
many descriptive articles explaining the objects of the
Bill, with correspondence also prompted in letters to
editors. In The People of 24th July there was a notable
interview with Mr Herbert Morrison on the subject.
The August issue of The London News (organ of the
London Labour Party) carried a well displayed article
by Mr Charles Latham, J.P., chairman of the Finance
Committee of the L.C.C., explaining the proposals, and
interviews with him appeared in the principal London
newspapers on the day preceding the debate in the
Council.

PROGRESS IN BIRMINGHAM

LABOUR PARTY SPEAKERS' NOTES
The " Notes for Speakers " issued by the Labour
Party headquarters were added to on 1 st July with a set
of four cards dealing with the Taxation of Land Values
and quoting facts and figures with respect to the price
of land—the " object lessons " revealing the injustice of
our land and taxation system. Notorious are the instances
of land purchased for aerodromes and this first set of
cards of the kind, which we understand are to be issued
month by month, expose the land racket in connection
with Ringway in Cheshire, Langton Ouse in Yorks,
Blackpool, Bristol, Doncaster and other places. Acknowledgment is made to Land & Liberty as the chief source of
the information given and of the lessons to be learned
from the facts. Speakers are reminded of the Land
Values Rating Bill introduced by M r A. MacLaren
in the H of C on 26th November, 1937, which the
Tory majority in the House voted down.

T h e value of t h i s paper d o e s not end
w i t h YOUR reading it. Your b u s i n e s s
associate, your neighbour or your f e l l o w
w o r k e r m a y not have s e e n it. . . .
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HOW THE COMMONS WERE ENCLOSED
(With acknowledgments to the " News C h r o n i c l e " and Mr Stanley Baron, whose weekly contributions in the
Saturday supplement deal most interestingly with open-air life. The following is extracted from the article of
23rd July on Lydford Common, near Dartmoor, which the War Office seeks to acquire as an artillery range.)
a common ? I t may be almost anything from
a little strip of rough pasture, r u n n i n g between hedges,
to, as a t Lydford, a big area of high moorland where
only sheep can crop a living.
T h e r e are two different theories explaining the origin
of c o m m o n lands. O n e declares that they were the
waste lands of the manors which the king granted to
individual lords, who in t u r n were called upon, as a
condition of the grant, to permit the exercise of pasturage
and other rights on the wastes by the manorial tenants.
T h e other goes farther back still and asserts that commons
were in the first place lands owned in common by village
communities, a n d only later passed into the possession
of a single person, w h o doled out various rights and
privileges to his fellows.
W H A T IS

T H E MANORIAL

SYSTEM

However that may be, the manorial system was
completely established by the thirteenth century. I n
the reign of H e n r y I I I no less t h a n two-thirds of England
was subject to c o m m o n rights, under private ownership
and it was then that the struggle between the lords of
the m a n o r , as owners of the soil, a n d the freehold a n d
copyhold tenants, as holders of the rights, was first
begun. I t was to continue for six-and-a-half centuries,
until a misguided gentleman who wanted to build
houses on H a m p s t e a d H e a t h sought the protection, for
this purpose, of the medieval Statute of M e r t o n . T h a t
statute, which was m a d e in 1235 for the express purpose
of enabling lords of the manor to whittle down the lands
where their tenants kept cattle, cut turf a n d timber and
perhaps d u g sand or gravel, was only repealed in 1893.
COMMISSION'S F A I L U R E

T h o u g h theoretically it gave some protection to the
tenant classes, it was in effect the first Enclosure Act a n d
under it common land was so rapidly reduced a n d
complaint so widespread that in 1548 a royal commission
was appointed " for the redress of inclosures " a n d to
inquire into the violation of law in ten counties where
the m a i n complaints h a d risen. T h e commission was a
total failure, however, a n d inclosures continued u n a b a t e d
until the time arrived, at last, when the powers of
enclosing under the Statute of M e r t o n , leaving even the
shadow of a sufficiency for the commoners, were
practically exhausted. I n other words, so m u c h h a d
already been enclosed that no more could be taken
without a flagrant infringement of the commoners'
rights, which h a d already been pared to a m i n i m u m .
I n the seventeenth century, therefore, a new device
for inclosure h a d to b e m a d e a n d the outcome of the
search for it was the system of Enclosure Acts.
ECONOMIC DIVISIONS

U n d e r this system any enclosure which could not be
covered by the Statute of M e r t o n required the sanction
of Parliament a n d a special Act h a d to be passed to
legalize it. T h e reason advanced for the passing of
such Acts was that under individual ownership land
could b e dealt with m o r e economically a n d productively
t h a n w h e n divided between numerous small proprietors
or retained unenclosed a n d uncultivated a n d furnishing
only t h e poorest kind of " rough grazing."
U n d e r the c o m m o n system the freehold a n d copyhold
tenants held strips of common land usually divided into

three great fields known as the C o m m o n Fields or
L a m m a s L a n d , one field in each year being allowed to
lie fallow. T h e remainder of the common, with the
waste, was used for pasturage. Both kinds of land had
previously been enclosed a n d the new Enclosure Acts
hastened the progress.
H A R D S H I P FOR YEOMEN

W i t h i n 200 years over 4,700 separate Enclosure Acts
were passed a n d various estimates of the area of commonable land enclosed u n d e r t h e m p u t the total somewhere
between 5,000,000 and 7,175,000 acres. Divorced from
his rights on c o m m o n land the small yeoman farmer
could not operate his holding successfully and in most
cases was eventually compelled to sell out at whatever
price (if any) the great landowner chose to pay him.
M u c h hardship ensued a n d the effect was the virtual
extinction of the yeoman or peasant class.
While inclosure could be excused on the plea of
national necessity it must not b e forgotten that a very
large proportion of the land enclosed was never cultivated
at all, b u t simply went to swell the parks or game
preserves of the lords of the manors. T h e enclosures
were carried out, too, without any regard to the interest
of the agricultural labourers who, as the virtual successors
of the serfs of feudal times, h a d no rights recognized in
law unless they were the owners of land.
IMPORTANCE OF COMMONS

Until the passing of the General Enclosures Act of
1845 n o public inquiries were held when proposals for
inclosure were made. Thereafter, however, it was
required that local inquiries held by independent
commissioners must give consideration to all such
schemes a n d prepare reports before the passing of an
Act.
T h u s the way was paved for acceptance of the wider
view that commons were of importance not to landowners
a n d farmers only, b u t perhaps even more to the public
as a means of obtaining air a n d exercise. N o scheme
promoted to-day, by a private person, for the appropriation of any part of a c o m m o n , has the faintest chance of
gaining acceptance unless d u e regard is paid to this
public need.
At Lydford, a n d in other places, they are now
beginning to say that w h a t is proper for a private person
is equally so for a government d e p a r t m e n t , and that the
W a r Office case (if ever it h a d one) for riding unquestioned over every other interest is as dead as the
m u t t o n which once fed over Lydford C o m m o n .
A

GREAT INIQUITY
By Leo Tolstoy

N e w Edition of this Famous Pronouncement
In a Pamphlet of 28 Pages. Price jd.

" People do not argue with the teaching of Henry
George, they simply do not know it. And it is
impossible to do otherwise with his teaching, for he
who becomes acquainted with it cannot but agree."—
Leo

Tolstoy.

Published by t h e H e n r y George Foundation,
34 Knightrider Street, London, E.C.4
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MORE FACTS ABOUT THE LAND BLOCKADE
T h e D u k e of Devonshire, speaking in t h e House of Lords, 20th J u l y , on the R e p o r t of t h e Overseas Settlement
Board, said : " I n m a n y p a r t s of t h e world to-day we are looked on as dogs in the manger, occupying a very
large portion of t h e e a r t h ' s surface, preventing others from occupying it, a n d either unable or unwilling to
develop it a n d occupy it ourselves. T h a t f r a m e of mind on t h e p a r t of the land-hungry nations is not
conducive t o peaceful or settled international relations." The conditions t h e Duke describes obtain inside
every c o u n t r y . W h o are t h e " we " who are acting as dogs in t h e manger ? H o w m a n y of t h e " we "
t h e i n h a b i t a n t s of t h e British Isles, own or monopolize land in t h e Dominions or h a v e a n y b e t t e r or easier
access to it t h a n t h e other " l a n d h u n g r y " nations ? T h e D u k e surely has t h e most i n t i m a t e acquaintance
with t h e results of t h e British l a n d monopoly as shown in h a r d times, house famine a n d enforced unemploym e n t of nearly 2,000,000 British people. Month b y m o n t h instances of high-priced land h a v e been
published in these columns. I n recent weeks some fifty questions were asked in t h e House of Commons
a b o u t similar instances a n d of t h e i n f o r m a t i o n obtained we reprint as m u c h as our space will allow.
Brentford and Chiswick—Housing. H of C,
18th July, 1938, the Minister of Health replying to
Rev J . Barr : For 1.8 acres of land acquired compulsorily by the Council from Messrs Allnat at Field Lane,
on the Syon Estate, the arbitrator awarded a price of
£3,230. The owners had wanted £4,500 (Brentford and
Chiswick Times, 22nd October, 1937) and the district
valuer placed the value at £750. How did the arbitrator arrive at his figure ? T h a t is never revealed.
But whoever is right, the land was worthless on the
valuation roll, the Minister of Health saying that " at
the date of purchase the land was derated as agricultural
land."
Burnley—Price £10,185 but Rateable Value
£20 16s. H of C, 14th July, 1938, the Minister of
Health replying to Col J . C. Wedgwood : On recommendation of the General Purposes Committee, the
Burnley Town Council acquired 48J acres in the Brunshaw Road district paying a price of £210 per acre—a
total of £10,185. " T h e land," said the Minister, " has
been derated as agricultural land except for a small part
of it which is occupied by some wooden huts and a
garage and of which the rateable value is £ 2 0 ] 6s."
Clowne, Notts—No Houses for the Aged. H of C,
18th July, 1938, the Parliamentary Secretary to the
Ministry of Health replying to M r J . Henderson : The
Rural District Council has abandoned a proposal to
purchase 4 acres of land at Church Lane for £830 and
they have deferred the question of purchasing any land
in the Clowne Parish. The land was wanted for housing
aged couples (Worksop Guardian, 19th November) and
the Council had originally been asked to pay £360 per
acre for it. Things remain as they were—an admitted
house famine, and land held at ransom prices on which
owners contribute nothing to the rates.
Derbyshire—Mental Hospital.
H of C, 7th July,
1938, the Minister of Health replying to M r H. G.
McGhee : The County Council had to pay £4,285
for 291 acres of the Mickleover Manor Estate wanted
by the County mental hospital committee, but no information could be given as to the previous rateable value.
The sanity of the public in general must be badly afflicted
that permits such ransom to landlordism to continue.
Feltham,
Middlesex—Public
Open
Space.
H of C, 20th July, 1938, the Parliamentary Secretary to
the Ministry of Health replying to M r E. Dunn :
For 34 acres of the Glebe Estate sold by M r W. G.
Collins to the Feltham U.D.C., the purchase price was
£13,326 and " p r i o r to purchase the land was agri-

cultural and therefore derated." As reported in the
Middlesex Chronicle (31st July, 1937) negotiations had
begun back in 1935. The owner wanted £26,947 and
the matter was taken to arbitration, which resulted
like other such cases in handing to the landowners not
quite as much as he had coveted of the wealth others
produce.
Glasgow—Castlemilk Housing Scheme. H of C,
22nd July, 1938, the Secretary of State for Scotland
replying to M r Hugh Dalton : Glasgow Corporation
has acquired the Castlemilk mansion house and policies
of total area 1,478 acres. Rateable value previous to
purchase was £714. The price paid was £154,000 and
in addition there is an annual charge by way of feu duty,
stipend and land tax of £72 16J. 8d. The price of
£154,000 at (say) 4 per cent is equivalent to an annual
value of £6,160 ; add the annual charge as above of
£ 7 2 odd ; total £6,232 representing in annual value
what the Corporation has to pay. But the annual value
for assessing rates receivable was £714. The contrast
condemns the present rating system and the land
purchase schemes as well, which only result in exacting
more tribute from the people, the last way indeed to
solve the housing or any other social problem.
Hertfordshire—County Schools.
H of C, J u n e
16th the Minister of Health replying to M r H. Graham
White : The Herts C.C. were paying out of borrowed
money the sum of £1,857 for 3-43 acres at Hillside
Avenue, Boreham Wood, and £6,300 for 22-413 acres
at Sandridge Lane, St. Albans. Rates were previously
not payable on either of the sites, one being unoccupied
and the other agricultural land and therefore derated.
The prices of these rate-exempt sites for schools and
playgrounds work out respectively at £ 5 3 8 and £281 per
acre.
Kirkcaldy—Housing Site. H of C, 21st J u ne, 1938,
the Secretary for Scotland replying to M r T. Kennedy :
At arbitration the Kirkcaldy Town Council was required
to
pay £13,270 for 67 acres of Smeaton Farm belonging
to Col St Clair Oswald. Before acquisition, the annual
rental of the land had been £156 0s. 10d. and the net
rateable value had been £ 1 7 15J. The Minister said
that the rental was the " main consideration " in determining the price ; but however he regards it, we see
that the price was 85 times the rental and it was 747
times the net rateable value, while the net rateable value
was only one-eighth of the annual rental.
Longfield, Kent—Children denied Playground.
H of C, 14th July, 1938, the Minister of Health replying
to M r W. Dobbie : Longfield Parish Council has
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abandoned a proposal to acquire 5 acres and 16 poles of
land at Longfield Hill the price being £875 plus necessary
costs. They were now trying to find a smaller site.
This confirms the reported discussion in the Parish
Council (Greenwich Reporter, 22nd January, 1938) when
one Councillor drew loud applause in asserting that the
whole scheme was leaning toward " bleeding the ratepayers." They were committed to the purchase of
another eight acres in the centre of the Parish which had
been town planned for allotments and could be used as
a playground ; but as to this land M r Dobbie was told
by the Minister that " no agreement had been reached
with the owner." While these wanted and high-priced
lands are withheld, not a penny in rates are levied on
them ; in this way the monopolist is armed to the
teeth as he bleeds the community.
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Minister " had no information as to the rateable value
of the site which was previously in agricultural occupation
as market gardens and allotments "—in other words the
land was exempt from assessment. Yet the price when
the land was wanted for helping employment was at the
rate of £ 3 6 4 per acre.

London—Parliament Square.
The
contrast
between the " rateable value " as it is arrived at under
the present rating law and the real market value of the
site upon which premises stand in certain situations is
shown very markedly in the information M r George
Lansbury got in the H of C on 13th July, 1938, from the
First Commissioner of Works. The amount paid by
the Middlesex County Council for the Westminster
House site and buildings, Nos 14 and 15 Great George
Street, facing Parliament Square, had been £373,000.
The site was 11,000 sq ft and the previous rateable value
of the premises, previous to demolition of the buildings,
had been £6,300.
The price of the site is equivalent to £1,477,080 per
acre.
The Middlesex County Council bought the land to
prevent the erection of a huge block of commercial
offices spoiling the square, and unless Parliament and the
Westminster and London Councils will contribute
towards the cost of acquiring the site for enlarging the
square, Middlesex will build their own county offices
upon it. But the Commissioner of Works said that the
Government found it impossible to make such contribution. This case was mentioned with great indignation by Sir John Withers, Conservative Member
for Cambridge University, when he supported the
demand for the Taxation of Land Values in the debate
on the Budget, 27th April, 1938. Sir J o h n voted for
M r Maclaren's Land Value Rating Bill which was
introduced, and defeated, in the House of Commons on
26th November, 1937.
Nottingham—Municipal Land Purchase. H of C,
7th July, 1938, with reference to the land acquired
by the Nottingham Estates Committee for housing,
education, playing fields and other purposes, the
Minister of Health informed Rev J. Barr that the following prices had been paid : £100 per acre to Messrs
T. Jackson for approx. 202 acres ; £150 per acre for
approx. 19 acres to the Grange Estates Wollaton Ltd ;
and £ 1 2 8 per acre for approx. 29 acres to Mr S.
Taylor. The total works out at £26,526 for 250 acres
and the whole of it was previously exempt from rating
" being agricultural lands." A further purchase was an
area of 8,^769 sq yds for a schools playing field on Valley
Road at a price of £2,500. The rateable value had
previously been £ 4 5 ; the price works out at £1,380 per
acre.
Sunderland—Factory Site in Distressed Area.
H of C, 7th July, 1938, the Minister of Labour replying
to M r W. J . Stewart : The price paid for the Pallion
Site (area 17 acres as stated in the Minister's previous
answer on 1st Feb.) was £6,210 and the site was being
developed for factories, the whole expenditure on which
was being met out of the Special Areas Fund. T h e

Wiltshire—A Tank Exercise Ground. H of C,
19th July, 1938, the Secretary of State for War replying
to Mr Wedgwood Benn : In 1936 at St Joan in Gore
Cross, 1,475 acres were purchased as part of the Imber
training area, for purposes of a large Tank Corps camp
and depot. The price paid was £45,000. T h e
Minister said he had " no information " as to the previous
rateable value, the land had been used for farming.
In other words it was derated. When instead of paying
the rent of land to the community the owner takes money
out of the public purse, he can assure us how valuable
the land really is.
Worcestershire—For Military Purposes. H of C,
13th July, 1938, the Secretary of State for Air
replying to M r G. Ridley : For the purpose of Royal
Air Force stores, portions of the three farms Moors Farm,
Ryelands Farm and Bradford Farm in the parishes of
Hartlebury, Elmley Lovett and Stone had been acquired.
Total area was 141 acres at a price of £15,900. Also
18 acres had been acquired at Rustock for £1,900. The
average price of all this land which was " agricultural
and consequently derated " was £112 per acre.
Manchester.—Land Famine. The Daily Express,
15th June, reports : High land values in central
Manchester threaten the success of corporation plans
to build flats for rehousing more than 6,000 slumdwellers. The land would cost more than £7,000 an
acre, and the complete scheme more than £1,000,000.
In its preliminary version, the scheme is for the erection
of 1,368 flats in large blocks, on a site in Bradford
Road, now scheduled for clearance. Opposition is
expected because of the high cost. A member of the
housing committee said : " We are in a cleft stick.
We are under an obligation to rehouse these people,
but cannot find land at a reasonable price. Except
on our southern boundary, where rehousing would
isolate many people from their work, there is a definite
land famine."
More Examples. Other places referred to in the
recent questions in Parliament include : Aberystwyth,
Bath, Benton, Birmingham (New Aircraft Factory),
Botley, Cardiff, Chertsey, Colchester, Croydon, Dovedale Park, Finchley, Hebden Bridge, Kidlington, Margate, Marlow, Norfolk County, Norwich, Nuneaton,
Perranzabuloe, Pitsea, Portsmouth, Rottingdean, St.
Albans, Sedgefield Plain, Sheffield, Stretford, Wallingford, Walsali, Wesham, Wetherby, Whittlesey, Widnes,
Woking, York. Readers may have particulars on
application.
Speaker's Handbook. There is no instruction
better than the practical " object lesson." It is the
kind of information constantly in demand, so that the
new Speaker's Handbook, which is in preparation,
containing hundreds of instances from all over the
country, will be sure to have a ready reception. We
hope soon to be able to announce the date of publication.
A. W. M.

A Free Copy of " Land & Liberty " is an invitation
to become a Subscriber. Monthly, 2d. By
Post, 2s. 6d. a Year,
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HOLIDAYS WITH PAY
Mr Andrew MacLaren, M.P., on the Proposal
ON THE report stage of the Holidays with Pay Bill,
House of Commons, 22nd July, M r Andrew MacLaren
said :—
T h e economic facts are that if the working classes
could determine their own wages by making their
labour power a little more expensive, such Bills as this
would not be necessary. Where, however, we have a
state of society in which unemployment determines
wages and keeps wages at a deadly level, we get Bills of
this kind. It is the pursuit of the old fallacious idea that
Parliament can raise wages. It cannot. Wages can be
raised only when there are more jobs than men to fill
them. I n a society which keeps a certain margin of
unemployed people constantly seeking employment
wages are determined by that margin. There will be
a rise in the costs of production, because this is directly
a charge against the costs. It is not in the real sense an
increase of wages which the workers have been able to
extract by means of their economic power. Every
worker should be able to demand the full value of his
services, and then he would not be beholden to anybody
for holidays with pay. So this Bill, with all its verbosity,
with all its commissions of inquiry, with all the printers'
ink that has been spent upon it, means this and nothing
else, if economics have any meaning at all—that the
whole of the cost is cast back on to the consumers of
commodities, and they will pay for it.

UNEMPLOYMENT ASSISTANCE BOARD
AND LOW WAGES
R E P O R T OF the Unemployment Assistance Board
was discussed in the House of Commons, 18th July, in
the Debate on the Civil Estimates. " This report,"
said M r C. R. Attlee, the Leader of the Labour Party,
" covers a n immense mass of h u m a n misery and a mass
of hopelessness. It shows a huge proportion of our
fellow-citizens to be the victims of a n economic system,
and their being maintained by elaborate and very
costly machinery. It deals with only one section of the
unemployed, that is, those who come under the Board,
who are only one portion of the enormous army of
more t h a n 1,800,000 unemployed. And when one reads
the report it is clear that there is another huge army of
the economically distressed, that is those who work for
very low wages. W h a t we face is a huge poverty
problem at a time when we are supposed to be enjoying
relative prosperity in the richest country in the world
after seven years of a Government of all the talents."
A most striking disclosure was that the Board " has
found that the amount it gives even on its interpretation
of needs, is in some cases in excess of the amount the
applicants can earn in full work. A sample relating to
more t h a n half a million cases showed that the assessments approach closely to the level of wages over a wide
range. Lord Rushcliffe (the Chairman of the Board)
had said ' these facts and considerations have farreaching implications.' O n e of these implications was
that a very large section of wage-earners do not receive
when working an amount in excess of the amount
required for bare subsistence . . . and the real
answer to Lord Rushcliffe's problem is not the reduction
of unemployment assistance but the raising of wage
standards."
But how to raise the general level of wages was not
the subject of the debate. M r R. R , Stokes, following,
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said he knew he would be out of order in putting forward
a cure but he offered the Minister a yardstick whereby
he could measure the extent to which a cure could be
effected in this country alone—the extent to which
unemployment could be cured by putting the land to
proper use. " Unemployment can be abolished simply
by making full use of the resources of nature that we
happen to have." And he concluded with a quotation
from Tolstoy : " I would like to think that we landlord
parasites, reared by and having received leisure for
mental work through the people's labour, will understand our sin and, independently of our personal
advantage, in the name of the truth that condemns us,
will endeavour to undo it."

THE SALE OF THE BUTE CARDIFF
ESTATES
IN OUR J u n e issue the sale of land in Cardiff by Mountjoy
Ltd. (the Marquis of Bute's estate) was reported. T h e
following further information appearing in The Times
of 5th July is worth putting on record :
With the registration of Western Ground Rents,
Limited, announced yesterday, it is revealed that the
syndicate formed to purchase the Bute Estate, Cardiff, is
composed of the Equity and Law Life Assurance Society
and the Clerical Medical and General Life Assurance
Society, acting in conjunction with Shop Investments,
Limited, of Queen Street, Mayfair. Shop Investments,
Limited, is a public company quoted on the London
Stock Exchange, which already owns properties valued
at more t h a n £1,000,000.
According to Jordan's Daily Register, Western Ground
Rents, Limited, has been registered " to acquire, hold,
and manage " the estate. Normal capital is £600,000
in £ 1 shares, and the directors are Lord Kennet (chairman), who was Sir Edward Hilton Young, former
Minister of Health in the National Government ; M r
A. H. Rowell, of Beaconsfield, Bucks ; M r W. T. Aitken,
of Stone Buildings, Lincoln's Inn ; M r L. Wigram, of
Campden Hill, W . ; and M r J . G. Foster, of King's
Bench Walk, Temple, E.C.
T h e Press Association understands that the sum
necessary to complete the purchase will be privately
subscribed. T h e estate comprises ground-rents secured
upon 20,000 houses, 1,000 shops, 250 public-houses,
several theatres, and cinemas, and a large part of Cardiff
Docks. T h e sale became known last May. T h e vendors
were Mountjoy, Limited, the board of which consists of
Lord Bute, Lord Robert Crichton-Stuart, Lord Dumfries,
and M r A. E. Young. They administer the estates
owned by Lord Bute.
Lord Rennet is a director of the Equity and Law Life
Assurance Society, and M r A. H . Rowell is actuary to
the Clerical Medical and General Life Assurance
Company. M r William Aitken, a director of Shop
Investments, Limited, is a nephew of Lord Beaverbrook. M r J . G. Foster is also a director of Shop
Investments, Limited. M r Lionel Wigram, in whose
name the contract was signed, is the head of Wigram and
Co., solicitors, and a director of many property companies.
T h e estate has been described as being worth some
£20,000,000 in reversion, but the actual purchase price
is naturally considerably less.
T h e chief parties to this transaction appear to be
insurance companies who are going on adding to their
investments in land values although they are under
notice the Taxation of Land Values is an active political
issue. When this policy takes effect they will have no
case for seeking exemption from its operation.
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LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL
Report of the Finance Committee (No. i)
6th and 13th July, 1938.
Legislative proposal—Rating of site values
1—On 14th July, 1936 (pp. 37-57), the Council
considered a full report from us on the subject of the
present rating system and the question of seeking
parliamentary powers to institute a system of rating site
values, and on our recommendation decided :—
(а) T h a t the Council is of opinion that the
present rating system is inequitable in its incidence,
that site value is a subject peculiarly suited to local
taxation by reason of its arising from community
influences, including local expenditure, and that it
is accordingly desirable that the present burden of
local expenditure should be transferred either wholly
or in part from rates to a rate on site value.
(б) T h a t H . M . Government be informed of
the opinion expressed in the foregoing resolution (a)
and be urged to introduce legislation at an early
date to empower local authorities to levy a rate on
site value.
A communication was accordingly sent to the Minister
of Health who replied on 28th July, 1936, stating that
the resolution of the Council had been noted. Six
months later, in a reply to a question in the House of
Commons on the subject, the Minister stated that he did
not contemplate the introduction of legislation for the
purpose. In the light of this statement the Council
on 9th February, 1937 (p. 65), on our recommendation,
expressed regret that H . M . Government had not seen
its way to introduce the desired legislation.
We have since had under consideration the question
of what further steps the Council should be advised to
take in the matter. T h e case for the rating of site values
was fully set out in our comprehensive report on 14th
July, 1936, and we do not, therefore, propose to reiterate
the arguments here. W e arranged, however, for a copy
of this report to be sent in advance to each member of
the Council with a view to affording the fullest possible
information on the subject. T h e inequalities and prejudicial effects of the existing rating system as disclosed
by the report are, in our opinion, so great that the matter
should not be allowed to rest without some attempt being
made by the Council to remedy the present unsatisfactory position so far as London is concerned. We
accordingly propose that, as H . M . Government have
failed to move in the matter, the Council should itself
promote legislation to enable some part of the rate
burden which is at present shared on an inequitable basis
by the occupiers of land and buildings to be transferred
to the owners of site values.
It will be observed that the Council's resolutions of
14th July, 1936, were in general terms and did not cover
matters of detail involved in the application of the
principle of the rating of site values. Certain aspects of
the matter were, however, dealt with on broad lines in
our report as follows —
" T h e site value rate might be imposed either
on capital value or annual value. I n order not to
create too much disturbance in the initial stages it
is desirable that the new system should be applied
gradually, and spread over a period of years in
order to ease the burden, as is being done in the case
of the redistribution nationally of Exchequer Grants
provided for by the Local Government Act, 1929,
and the adjustment, under section 100 of the Act,
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of local increases and decreases in rates arising
generally from the operation of the Act.
As regards the question of collection, the site
value rate might be collected in the first instance
from the ratepayer, who, if he should be the occupier,
should have power to recover from his immediate
lessor by deduction from his next payment of rent,
as in the case of income tax under Schedule A.
Similarly where there is a string of lessees, deduction
should be made by each lessee in proportion to the
rent paid by him. I n cases, however, where the
ratepaying occupier only holds a short tenancy it
might be considered unreasonable to require him
to advance the site value rate out of his own pocket,
in which case the rate might be made payable in
the first instance by his immediate lessor."
We have given careful consideration to the more
important matters which would have to be dealt with
in the Bill, and we submit below suggestions as to the
manner in which they should be dealt with.
I.

Scope of the Bill

The Council's resolutions contemplated the promotion of a Bill by
H . M . Government under which a power to rate site values would be
given to local authorities generally, but as it is now proposed that
the Council should promote the legislation its scope would be limited
to the Administrative County of London, including the City of
London and the Inner and Middle Temples.
II.

The site values rate

Annual or capital value basis—Our previous report indicates that the
site value rate might be imposed either on capital value or on annual
value. W e suggest that as in the case of the Council's Bill of 1901
the rate should be on the basis of annual value.
Amount of site value rate—It is not proposed that the whole of the
rate burden should be transferred to the site value rate and in our
previous report it was suggested that the rate should be applied
gradually over a period of years in order to ease the burden. For
the purposes of the intended Bill provision should be made for levying
a site value rate of Is. in the £ (the amount inserted in the Council's
Bill of 1901). As and when it is deemed desirable to increase the
rate, the question of promoting further legislation should then be
considered.
,
Until the total annual site value is ascertained the yield of a site
value rate of 2s. in the £ cannot be stated. Assuming, however, that
the total annual site value amounted to £30,000,000 the yield of
a 2s. rate would be £3,000,000.
Collection—From the point of view of economy it is suggested that
the existing rating authorities should be made responsible for the
collection of the site value rate.
Precepts—We think that the Council should issue precepts as in the
case of the county rate for the gross produce of the rate calculated on
the total site value of each rating area, and that the Council should
have power to remit any amounts uncollected if reasonable grounds
are shown by the rating authority. Any such amounts are likely to
be small.
Application of Proceeds—It is suggested that the proceeds of the site
value rate should be credited to the general county account.
As regards the question of giving the City Corporation and the
Metropolitan Borough Councils a power to levy an independent site
value rate in their own behalf, we are of opinion that this would
introduce an unnecessary complication, and it is very desirable that
the procedure in relation to the rating of site values should be as
simple as possible.
Liability for rate and persons to be rated—The intention is that the
incidence of the rate should be upon the respective owners of site
values and it will be necessary to provide in the Bill that any past or
future provision or stipulation having the effect of relieving, in whole
or in part, any person entitled to receipt of rent from any liability in
respect of any site value rate shall be void. As regards the actual
collection of the site value rate, the procedure should be in accordance
with that set out in the above extract from our report of 14th July,
1936, requiring generally that the occupier shall pay the rate in the
first instance.
The report proposed that in the case of short tenancies the
immediate lessor should be rated direct, instead of indirectly through
the occupier, and for this purpose we propose that provisions somewhat similar to those relating to the payment of income tax under
Schedule A by the landlord instead of the occupier should be
adopted. It would, however, be necessary to include a proviso that
in the event of default in such cases by the person primarily chargeable, the rating authority should have power to collect the rate from
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the occupier who should be entitled to deduct the amount paid by
him from his next payment of rent.
In the case of unoccupied land and property, the person having
an immediate right of occupation should be the person to be rated.
Recovery—The site value rate should we think be made a charge on
the land with power to the rating authority of sale and similar powers
to those of mortgagees. Remedies for recovery should also be
included similar to those contained in the London Rating (Unoccupied Hereditaments) Bill of 1936 which provided for the recovery
of any amount due in a summary manner as a civil debt and for
arrears to be paid by future occupiers out of future payments of rent.
Exemptions—Exemptions should be limited to those properties only
which are at present exempted, otherwise than under the provisions
of the Local Government Act, 1929, from the payment of ordinary
rates. In such cases, however, if the occupier is not the owner, and
a rent is paid in respect of the occupation there should be liability
on the occupier to pay site value rate on so much of the rent paid as
is not in excess of the site value. There should, of course, be a right
of deduction from rent as in other cases.
De-rated properties—We do not suggest that the properties de-rated
in pursuance of the Local Government Act, 1929, should be exempted
from the site value rate.
Government property—It will, of course, not be possible to provide in
the Bill for the site value rate to be levied generally on property
owned by H . M . Government. Where, however, such property is
let on lease and the annual site value exceeds the rent payable to
the Crown under the lease, provision should be made for the site
value rate to be paid in such cases on the amount of such excess as
a charge on the lessee as owner of the excess value.
Where property is occupied by the Crown under lease, the lessor
should be made liable for the payment of the site value rate on so
much of the rent received as is not in excess of the annual site value.
As the Council is aware, there is no statutory liability upon H . M .
Government to pay rates on the property which it occupies, but it
is customary for the Government to make contributions in lieu of
rates, which are deemed to be the equivalent of what the Government would pay if there were a statutory liability upon it to pay
rates similar to that imposed upon the ordinary ratepayers. The
rating of site values would have the effect of reducing the rate in the
£ for ordinary rates and as a result the contributions paid in lieu of
such rates by H . M . Government would pro tanto be reduced. In
these circumstances and having regard to the existing practice it is
not unreasonable to assume that H . M . Government would be willing
to extend the same favourable consideration in relation to the site
value rate as it does in the case of ordinary rates.
III. Valuation
Definition of annual site value—We suggest that the definition of
annual site value should follow the lines of the definition which was
contained in section 11 (1) and (4) of the Finance Act, 1931, with
appropriate modifications, including, inter alia, a modification to
provide for annual value, instead of capital value.
Unit of valuation—The unit of valuation should, as provided in the
Bill of 1901, be the area of land which comprises, or is included in,
any hereditament. In the case, however, of any building comprising
several separately rated hereditaments, such as flats, the site of the
building with its curtilage should be considered as a unit of valuation,
and the person having the interest therein next above the interest of
the occupiers should be liable to pay the site value rate.
Valuers—The valuation should be carried out by the valuers
appointed and paid by the respective rating authorities. The duty of
the valuers should be limited to the assessment of the total annual
site value of each unit of valuation.
The incidence of the initial charge as between the various persons
interested in a site will be governed by the proposed scheme of
deduction from rents and it is not, therefore, considered necessary
for separate assessments to be made of each separate interest in a
unit of valuation.
Valuation list—Separate columns should be provided in the valuation lists, and the rating authorities should be required to insert the
annual site value of each unit of valuation as assessed by the valuers
and the names of the persons to be rated ; and the assessment committees should insert the annual site value as finally determined by
them.
Revision—In our opinion the valuation should remain fixed for the
quinquennial period in respect of which it is made. It will, however,
be necessary to provide for apportionments to be made intermediately where a division of, or alteration of, a land unit occurs
during the quinquennium.
Objections—The ordinary procedure as to objections before the
assessment committee to the valuation ascertained by the valuers
should be given to any person liable to pay any part of the site value
rate. It may be advisable to grant the right of objection to any
person who has to bear any part of the site value rate.
We are also of opinion that the Council, as a Council, as distinct
from its position as a ratepayer, should be given the right of objection
and appeal as respects any valuation.

LIBERTY

SEPTEMBER,

Appeals—Appeals against the decision of the assessment committees
should be limited to Quarter Sessions and there should be no appeal
to special Sessions.
IV. Date of operation
If practicable, the site value rate should come into operation as from
April, 1941, and provision should be made for the determination of
the annual site value of each hereditament to come into force at
that date.
V . Saving for general exchequer grant, etc.
Rate-borne expenditure is one of the factors employed in determining the amount of the general exchequer contribution, and the
latter affects the general exchequer grants payable to local authorities. It may, therefore, be desirable to make it clear that
expenditure met out of the proceeds of the site value rate shall be
deemed to be rate-borne expenditure for purposes of the provisions
of the Local Government Act, 1929.
Similar savings should be provided if necessary in relation to the
Board of Education elementary education grant formula and the
deficiency grant under the provisions of the Housing Town Planning,
etc., Act, 1919, and the Housing Act, 1936.
V I . General
It will be appreciated that our recommendations are designed to
implement the policy contemplated by the resolutions of the Council
of 14th July, 1936, and prescribe the detailed provisions for giving
efTect thereto. Other points of varying importance not dealt with
in our proposals may arise in the course of drafting the Bill, as to
which we will, if necessary, consult the Council in due course.
As the proposals will involve the placing of duties and financial
obligations on the rating authorities, we have given instructions for
the Metropolitan Boroughs Standing Joint Committee and the City
of London Corporation to be consulted at appropriate stages during
the preparation of the proposed Bill.
The solicitor has advised that in promoting the legislation the
procedure under the Borough Funds Acts should be complied with
and that as the proposals involve a material change, by way of private
legislation, in the law contained in the general statutes relating to
rating, it is possible that objection may be taken to the proposals on
this ground. Under this procedure ten clear days' notice has to be
given by public advertisement that the Council proposes to consider
on a specified date as to promoting the legislation and to decide out
of what fund the cost of promoting the legislation should be paid.
We have authorised the issue of the public notice. In accordance
with the provisions of the Borough Funds Acts the resolution to
be effective must be passed by an absolute majority of the whole
Council. W e have consulted the Parliamentary Committee and the
General Purposes Committee have decided that the matter is urgent
for the purpose of standing order 215 (A).
RECOMMENDATION

We recommend :—
(a) T h a t legislation be promoted in the session of
Parliament 1938-39 to provide for the rating of site
values in the administrative county of London ; and
that the cost and expenses of promoting such legislation
be defrayed out of the county fund.
(b) T h a t the legislation referred to in the foregoing
resolution (a) do provide for :—
(i) A separate valuation of the annual site
value of each hereditament or, in certain cases, such
as a building consisting of separately rated flats,
the annual site value of the building with its curtilage ;
(ii) the valuation to be ascertained by the
respective rating authorities and the values so
ascertained to be entered in the valuation list by
means of separate columns ;
(iii) the first valuation to be made so as to
come into operation at the same date as the next
quinquennial valuation lists (April, 1941) and to be
made thereafter, quinquennially ;
(iv) an apportionment of the annual site
value to be made during a quinquennial period, if
there occurs a division of, or an alteration to, a site,
the subject of an assessment in the quinquennial
list ;
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(v) the hearing before the assessment committee of objections to the annual value of a site
appearing in the valuation list and the making of
appeals to quarter sessions against the decision of
an assessment committee on the hearing of such an
objection ;
(vi) the amount of the yearly rate on site
values as from April, 1941, to be two shillings in the
£ and to be collected by the rating authority ;
(vii) the Council to precept on the rating
authorities for the amount of the gross produce of
the rate calculated on the total annual site value
of each rating area, with power in certain cases to
remit amounts uncollected by a rating authority ;
(viii) the proceeds of the rate to be credited
to the general county account ;
(ix) the incidence of the rate to be upon the
respective owners of the site value (generally by
means of deductions from rent), any past or future
provision in contracts having the effect of relieving,
in whole or in part, any person entitled to receipt of
rent from any liability in respect of any site value
rate to be void, and the occupier, in normal cases,
to pay the rate in the first instance ;
(x) without prejudice to any other remedy
the site value rate to be recoverable in a summary
manner, or in certain cases, for arrears to be paid by
future occupiers and deducted from their rent, and
to be made a charge on the land with power to the
rating authority of sale and powers similar to those
of mortgagees ;
(xi) exemptions from the rate to be limited
generally to those properties only which are at present
exempted otherwise than under the provisions of the
Local Government Act, 1929, from the payment of
ordinary rates ;
(xii) incidental and machinery matters.

T h e Land Values Group of the Parliamentary
Labour Party, which numbers about 30 members of
Parliament, has set u p a special Drafting Committee,
consisting of Sir Stafford Cripps, M r R. R. Stokes,
M r D. R . Grenfell, M r A. MacLaren, M r S. S. Silverm a n and M r J . Parker, to formulate a Bill for the
Rating of Land Values, to be introduced into the House
next session.
This Group has written to a number of local authorities that have adopted resolutions in favour of Land
Value Rating calling their attention to the Bill the L.C.C.
is promoting and suggesting that they again make
representations to Parliament in favour of the policy.
A Land Values Convention in the Houldsworth Hall,
Manchester, is being arranged for 26th NovemberSeveral members of the Group have seats in Lancashire
and neighbouring constituencies.
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PROBLEMS OF LOCAL GOVERNMENT
Mr Arthur Greenwood, M.P., on Rating
At the annual conference of the Institute of Municipal
Treasurers and Accountants, held on 17th June, M r
Arthur Greenwood, P.C., M.P., gave an address on
Modern Problems of Local Government. In the course
of this he said that there was a real difficulty about the
raising of local finance. T h e system was not a good one
and since de-rating came in it had become worse.
After mentioning that when he was Minister of Health
he had wanted to propose the repeal of de-rating, he
continued :—
" It is unfair to segregate certain classes of people who
profit by rate expenditure and relieve them of their
fair share of the burden. It is impossible to obscure the
fact that the de-rating of certain kinds of hereditaments,
in the long run, is bound to place a heavier burden on to
the householder. Of that I think you can have no kind
of doubt at all, and having regard to the fact that broadly
speaking, rates are regressive and fall relatively most
heavily on the poor rather than on the rich, there is a
limit to the amount by which you can raise the rates."
As to an alternative source of revenue he deprecated
using the profits of trading services in relief of rates, and
said we must look elsewhere. " I do not think myself
that the rating of land values would in the long run work
out equitably, but I can see a case and I put this suggestion to you. I can see a case for the Government
establishing a system of national taxation of land values
the proceeds from which should be devoted, in agreed
proportions, to local authorities. T h e developments made
by local authorities, inevitably result in the improvement
of site values and there is a strong case for any tax on site
values being used for the benefit of local authorities. It
has this advantage, that the more they develop their
own resources and their own towns, the more would the
local authorities expect from the yield of this national
taxation. I a m satisfied, because I went into it in very
great detail when I was about to be struck from office,
that it would be perfectly practicable for the Treasury to
collect a tax of that kind, and I a m satisfied also that a
formula could be devised. In fact, a rough formula has
been devised for the allocation of the yield of such a tax
to local authorities. I want to make it clear to you that
what I am suggesting is not anything in the nature of a
Government grant.
It is local authorities' money
collected for them by the Government and, therefore, it
is not to be measured as part of any Block Grant system
whatever."
As M r Greenwood did not explain why he thought
that the rating of land values might not work out equitably, that statement must remain as a matter of opinion
and not of argument. T h e facts are that wherever in
the world the rating of land values has been tried in
practice there have been few or no complaints except
on the part of a small number of large land owners or
land speculators.
It is well to know that one who has had actual
experience as the head of that Department of State
which is concerned with local government is convinced
that land values must be a source of revenue for local
purposes, whatever be the machinery for achieving that.
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NEWS OF THE MOVEMENT
THE UNITED COMMITTEE FOR THE TAXATION OF
L A N D V A L U E S , L T D . , 34 Knightrider Street, St. Paul's,
London, E.C.4. A. W . Madsen, Secretary ; F. C. R. Douglas,
Assistant Secretary ; W. R. Lester and C. E. Crompton,
Hon Treasurers. (Telephone: City 6701. Telegrams: " Eulav,
Cent, London.")
In the Committee's board room, commencing in October, three
economic classes weekly will be held under the auspices of the
Henry George School of Social Science. One of the teachers,
Mr W. E. Fox, will hold classes also, in Battersea at Latchmere Baths,
Latchmere Road and at the Central Library, 265 Lavender Hill,
the former starting on Wednesday, 12 th October and the latter on
Friday, 21st October and each continuing fortnightly thereafter until
March.
As an outcome of the meeting reported last month when a working
Committee was formed with Mr W. E. Fox as hon secy, several
friends have written offering their homes for weekly class meetings,
or giving other assistance. Thus, classes are in contemplation in
Dulwich, Brixton, Winchmore Hill, Surbiton and Mill Hill.
Volunteers are wanted who will help in advertising these classes
and obtaining students for them.
The recent communication Mr Lester sent to a large number of
readers and supporters of the United Committee has brought a
fair response to date together with promised contributions to be made
good before the end of the year. Letters were in many cases accompanied by orders in single numbers and in quantity for Mr Owen's
new pamphlet (published by the Henry George Foundation, A
Philosophy of Peace. It has been well received on all hands—price
2d., one dozen at li. 6d., post free.
ENGLISH LEAGUE FOR THE T A X A T I O N OF LAND
V A L U E S : Frederick Verinder, General Secretary, 34
Knightrider Street, St. Paul's, London, E.C.4. (Telephone :
City 6701).
The thanks of our H o n Treasurer and of the Executive are due,
and are hereby tendered, to the Members of the League who have
already responded to Mr Chancellor's appeal for increased financial
support. In nearly every case, the help has come in the form of a
" donation " from a member whose annual subscription has
already been paid.
There is still time, before the Autumn work
begins, for those members, who have not yet responded, to do so.
It is also a real help to the officials of the League, if members pay
their subscriptions promptly on the first application.
The General Secretary is sending his annual circular to a large
number of Societies with an offer to send a speaker to one or more
of their meetings. Many members of political, co-operative,
ratepayers', religious, debating or other societies, can help in this
work by suggesting to their committees that a League speaker be
invited. Mr Chancellor would specially welcome any invitation
to address a Rotary Club.
Mr W. E. Fox, hon Secretary of the proposed Debating Club,
reports : " The work of preparing the syllabus is making good
progress ; a dozen important bookings have been made up to date.
The new Session promises a big step forward in this new branch of
our work. Opportunities for public speaking on the Henry George
philosophy are likely to grow beyond our power to deal with them
during the next few years, and young men and women are badly
needed for this work. T h e Discussion Club offers scope for the
necessary training in debate to any who wish to qualify themselves."
Members and friends who wish to join the Club are invited to send
their names and addresses either to Mr W. E. Fox or to the General
Secretary. The Session opens in October, and the programme
will be published in good time in Land & Liberty.
At their meeting on 26th July, the Executive, acting under
para. 11 of the League's Constitution, unanimously co-opted
Mr W. E. Fox as a member of the Executive.
H E N R Y G E O R G E F R E E D O M L E A G U E : William Reid,
Secretary, 9 Woodside Crescent, Glasgow, C.3. (Telephone :
Douglas 5599).
Glasgow holidays began about the middle of July and other
Scottish towns went on holiday earlier or later in the same month.
There is seldom anything to report of political activities at this
season of the year.
W e again draw attention to the address of the League. Readers
of these notes will find the Rooms open at almost any hour between
10 a.m. and 10 p.m. in August. Thursday evenings are specially
set aside to provide an opportunity for friends from a distance
meeting each other during the period of the Empire Exhibition.
Tramcars run from the Exhibition to Charing Cross, Glasgow, and
9 Woodside Crescent is easily reached from there. The last notes
omitted to mention a visit we had from Mr & Mrs Eustace Davies
and Mr & Mrs Evans, of Cardiff.
In recent times we have had to regret the loss of several ladies and
gentlemen who have had a long connection with the movement.
The Secretary and Mrs Reid attended the funeral service in Glasgow

which preceded the interment in Campbeltown of Mrs Harrison,
mother of William Harrison, and widow of one of the founders of the
present organization in Scotland. William Harrison senior helped
in the report of one of Henry George's Glasgow speeches, and was of
material assistance in securing its publication in pamphlet form.
His son is now active in propagating Henry George's ideas and is
ably assisted by Miss Nelly Harrison.
Mr William Toner will be remembered by friends who have left
Glasgow since the days when they met him at meetings with Mrs
Margaret Toner. So far we have not had an opportunity of referring
in these notes to the loss which Mrs Toner has recently suffered.
Many readers of Land & Liberty will be conversant with this item of
news, and they will be joined in sympathy with any who may be
hearing it for the first time.
A very old friend of the movement who was not seen at Glasgow
gatherings although a staunch supporter of the League and of the
United Committee, Mr J. H. Clapperton, of Galashiels, is now gone
from us, and another long connection is broken by death. Mrs
Clapperton recalls in a letter his belief in and devotion to the cause.
The movement is rendered poorer by these losses, and our friends
will appreciate the personal losses sustained by their relatives.
M A N C H E S T E R L E A G U E : Arthur H. Weller, J.P., Secretary,
98 Sandy Lane, Chorlton-cum-Hardy,
Manchester, 21.
(Telephone: Chorlton 2914).
The sequel to the address given by Mr J. D. Slater to the
Rossendale Peace Group (extensive report in the Haslingden Guardian)
was the formation of a Class under the auspices of the Henry
George School of Social Science.
The course consists of ten
meetings, Progress and Poverty the text book, and Mr Slater the
tutor. It started on 8th July with 12 enrolments, and is held every
Friday evening at 7.30 p.m. at Holt's Cafe, Kay Street, Rawtenstall.
Congratulations to Mr Slater on this further result of his efforts to
make the philosophy of Henry George better known in this part of
Lancashire.
Meetings have been addressed as follows : Cloughfold Peace
Group, J . D. Slater ; Sunnyside Young Men's Class, J. D . Slater ;
Alexandra Park Gate, three meetings, E. F. MacClafferty, H. J .
Kitchen and A. H. Weller ; Lymm Rotary Club, A. H. Weller.
An article on the sale of Cardiff's population, which appeared in
the July issue of the Porcupine, was printed in the Warrington Labour
News and JVo Taxes of California. In a recent issue of the Stockport
Express there appeared a brief review of Mr Owen's pamphlet,
A Philosophy of Peace, and quotations from the Porcupine.
Letters from Mrs Sumner and "A young Physiocrat " have been
printed in the Clitheroe Advertiser, and one from the Secretary in
Reconciliation. The Manchester Guardian also published a letter from
Mr R . R . Stokes, M.P.
L I V E R P O O L L E A G U E : F. R. Jones, Hon Secretary, 23 Rocklands Avenue, Bebington, Cheshire. (Meeting R o o m : 21
Harrington Street, Castle Street, Liverpool.)
Several meetings have been arranged for our speakers for the
coming winter session. In the West Kirby Advertiser a number of
members have been participating in correspondence with our
subject as the central theme. One of the regular contributors to
the paper has come out in support of the justice and urgent need
of our reform.
I must here make an urgent appeal to all our members and
supporters who have not yet paid their contributions for the current
year, including subscriptions to Land & Liberty. Only by organized
effort can we hope to put Land Value Taxation on the statute book.
That organized effort must be exerted at the same time internationally, nationally and locally. N o field should be left untouched
It is not sufficient to read and consciously assent. He is a poor
believer or one of weak character who does not do something
personally. Everyone should assist by giving up so much time
weekly. The least one can do is help by prompt payment of subscriptions.
Since several members appear not to have understood the new
rates fixed at the last Annual Meeting I repeat them here : The
yearly membership subscription is 6i., which can be paid if so desired
in sums of 6d. a month. Land & Liberty is 2/6 extra, payable in a
single amount.
CROSBY B O R O U G H H E N R Y G E O R G E F E L L O W S H I P :
(Membership confined to persons who have attended classes of the Henry
George School of Science : present membership, about 24.)
The opening meeting was held on Tuesday, 12 th July, 1938, at
Thomson's Rooms, 17 Crosby Road, N. Waterloo, Mr E. J.
McManus (convener) presiding. Mr S. V . Thompson was
appointed Secretary and Mr A. West, Treasurer. The " Crosby
Henry George Fellowship " was selected as the name of the Discussion Group in preference to the " Crosby Equal Liberty D.G.,"
the " Crosby Social Problems D.G.," and the " Crosby Anti-
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Poverty D.G." The first T U E S D A Y of each month was fixed as
the meeting day. At each meeting a different member will preside
(alphabetical rota) and one hour (or such time as the members
may decide) will be devoted to a discussion of one or more of the
selected subjects, to be opened by one of the members, the remainder
of the time to be taken up by the discussion of such matters as
m e m b e r s may raise.
At the next meeting, (Tuesday, 2nd August),
Mr C. S. Craig, B.A., will preside and Mr A. E. Groom will open
a discussion on " That Progress and Poverty provides the allsufficient remedy for eliminating social injustice and for securing
unity, peace and stability in society."
E.J. McM.
Y O R K S H I R E A N D N O R T H E R N L E A G U E : Fred Skirrow,
Secretary, Tanfield Buildings, 129 Skipton Road, Keighley.
Since our last report press correspondence has been well sustained
by 18 letters in the columns of the Torks Observer and the Bradford
Telegraph and Argus. The writers were Messrs. E. A. Lasseen,
Wni. Thomson, J. W. Booth, A. W. Dakers, G. H. Froggart and the
Secretary.
.
We have been promised space for an article of about 870 words in
each issue of the monthly journal of the Bradford Labour Party.
M I D L A N D L E A G U E : Chapman Wright, Hon Secretary, 20
Cannon Street, Birmingham 2. •
The Birmingham City Council has been paying £ 5 , 4 0 0 a year
rent to the Colmore Trustees for the two acres of land on which is
built the Council House Extension. The Council has now decided
to accept a recent offer of the Trustees to sell the freehold of the
two acres for £163,500. The rent of this and adjacent land in 1806
was thirty shillings an acre.
W E L S H L E A G U E : Eustace A. Davies, Hon. Secretary, 27 Park
Place, Cardiff. (Telephone : 1563).
We are sending out from time to time to selected addresses Mr
Douglas Owen's pamphlet, " A philosophy of Peace and Practical
Steps."
Mr Wreford, of Cardiff, who some time ago took up in the columns
of the Western Mail the question of leasehold enfranchisement is
being supplied with some of our literature and we hope to obtain
his interest for our movement.
Mr Walker, a student of Gardner's class of the H.G.S.S.S. is not
convinced by Henry George teachings and is anxious to put his
criticisms before our members. A meeting will be held on Monday,
5th September, at 7.30 p.m., at the South Wales Miner's Federation
Office, 2 St. Andrew's Crescent, Cardiff, when Mr Walker will
address us. Mr Walker says that probably Professor Stephenson of
the Technical College, Cardiff, and the Rev. J. J. Jerevitch of the
Jewish Synagogue, Cardiff, both of whom are keenly interested in
economic problems, will attend this meeting. The meeting will
be open to the public and members are urged to make it widely
known and to bring their friends along.
As a result of this meeting it is hoped to organize another class
under the auspices of the H.G.S.S.S. with Mr Gardner again kindly
volunteering to act as Tutor.
P O R T S M O U T H L E A G U E : A. H . Stoakes, Hon Secretary,
110 Baffins Road, Portsmouth.
A meeting was held on Tuesday, 26th July, to discuss our future
programme. It is desired to make a more effective appeal to young
people and the active support of the members to this end will be
welcomed.
D E R B Y S H I R E L E A G U E : G. Musson, Hon Secretary, 29 Denby
Lane, Codnor.
At the July meeting of the Ripley (Derbyshire) U.D.C. the Surveyor was instructed to report all sheds which had been erected
without the passing of plans. (Ripley and Heaver News report).
If this is because of the fear that somebody may be avoiding some
payment of rates, let us hope that when the builders of these sheds
are visited by the rate-collector, some glimmerings of reason, on
this question, will dawn upon them and they will realise the utter
folly of our rating system.
The Secretary addressed the Ripley Co-op. Women's Guild on
11th July. The meeting was duly reported in the Ripley Gazette. A
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W H A T IS L A N D V A L U E T A X A T I O N ?
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Mr A. Williams Price writes :—
The law of " taboo " (or " tabu ") is usually associated with
backward races and ancient times ; something that fits in with flint
spear-head and stone war-club. Doubtless the mumbo-jumbo man
dodged many awkward situations by proclaiming that certain matters,
certain questions, certain places, etc., were " t a b o o " ; sometimes
because they were evil, sometimes because they were holy, in either
case the mumbo-jumbo man could thus bluff all enquirers and
other restless folk who did not feel quite satisfied that their environment was " the best of all states, in the best of all possible worlds."
Students, reading of by-gone crimes, follies, and deceptions, may
assume that " We know better now." D o we ?
It is interesting and instructive to note the survival of ancient
habits of thought, in this modern age of mechanics, electricity,
aeroplanes, and margarine. About the year 1800 many tracts
of land were being " enclosed " in this area. The small villages
and hamlets were razed to the ground, and small fragments of the
" common land " were allotted for the homes for heroes of that
day. Now the position has become intolerable. It is discovered
that bad housing, combined with the effects of other evils, interferes
with the supply of cannon-fodder, so local government Councils
are busy buying land and erecting houses thereon. Lord Graspacre,
Sir Squire Western, and Lord Bombast have great influence in, on,
and about these Councils ; the law of " taboo " is invoked so that
the Councils may not perceive that the most suitable sites for building
new villages and/or for extending old ones lie within the boundaries
of the Park Walls, whereon the aborigines dwelt, prior to the
" Enclosures."
The same ancient law of " taboo " has been applied to the
Cardiff Resolution, which advocates the Taxation and Rating of
Land Values. Councils in North Wales are not allowed to consider
and debate this matter : Lord Graspacre, Sir Squire Western, and
Lord Bombast, all three have said " T a b o o . " The more things
change, the more they are the same ! (All names are fictitious.)

WISE

MEN

B y W . R . Lester.
8 pp.

By

W.

R.

WEAR

LITESOME''

A

BELT

A definite
advance
upon
the old suspensory bandages
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It is adjustable and outlasts six suspensory bandages;
unlike these out-of-date articles, which are quickly
destroyed by washing, it is specially made to be washable
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softness and lightness.
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further invitation has been received from the Openwood Gate
Guild to address them on the 16th August, when we hope to send
Mr F. Grace. A number of circulars have been sent out to various
organisations offering speakers for the coming winter and we hope
to fix up more meetings.

Pamphlets
AND

Harold Crossley.
THE

131

LIBERTY

5 / - post

PRICE

4/6
free.

LITESOME
BODY

BELT
FRED

&

SUPPORTER

HURTLEY,

LTD.,

H o s i e r y M a n u f a c t u r e r s , Keighley, York*.

AUGUST,

132

ESPERANTISTS IN CONGRESS
T H I R T I E T H A n n u a l Esperanto Congress was held
in L o n d o n in the week beginning 30th J u l y with some
2,000 delegates in attendance. A feature of the Congress
is the holding of supplementary meetings of groups
interested in any particular m o v e m e n t or topic and we
can congratulate our co-worker, M r E. J . Brierley, in
organizing one of these meetings devoted to the H e n r y
George principle and policy. This was held on Tuesday
afternoon the 2nd August, M r Brierley introducing
discussion under the title Paco kaj la Tero—Peace and the
Land. A leaflet advertising this meeting with the
general caption " W h y W a r ? W h y H e a v y T a x a t i o n
for A r m a m e n t s ? " was distributed to all the delegates.
I t quoted most suitably the final p a r a g r a p h of the C h a p t e r
" T h e Central T r u t h " in Progress and Poverty which has
H e n r y George's famous psean to Liberty : " . . . . But
if, while there is yet time, we t u r n to Justice a n d obey her,
if we trust Liberty a n d follow her, t h e dangers that
now threaten must disappear, the forces that now
menace will t u r n to agencies of elevation . . . . "
T h e British Esperantist carried a n advertisement
of the International U n i o n for L a n d V a l u e T a x a t i o n
a n d Free T r a d e , a n d mentioned the Union's M e m o r a n d u m to the Geneva Economic Conference, which has
been translated into Esperanto.
THE
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H. G. SCHOOL OF ECONOMICS
The Henry George School of Economics operating from the centre
established at 13 Theobald's Road, London, has provided a very
encouraging report of seven months' work. Acting Chairman is
Mr R. R. Stokes, M.P. Activities commenced in November last,
and with the following results, summarising the report. During the
first term 166 students were enrolled in five elementary courses ;
of these 65 completed the course and 53 enrolled for attendance at
advanced classes. During the second term 160 students were
enrolled in a further five elementary classes ; of these 80 finished the
course, but owing, it is imagined, to the approach of summer, only
30 enrolled for the advanced courses. These classes were held in
London, a convenient room for evening meetings having been found
at the address given above. During the third (summer) term 170
students were enrolled in five elementary courses, four in London
and one in Ipswich. Also in London a tutors course has been held.
Thus altogether twenty courses have been conducted, fifteen
elementary, four advanced and one for tutors, making 196 class
meetings of two hours each. The total quantity of copies of Progress
and Poverty sold to first, second and third-term students has been
between 300 and 400. As a means to secure these new students and
adherents, more than 15,000 invitation letters were issued and
advertisements were placed in several journals.
The Ipswich class had excellent reports week by week in the
local newspapers. It was conducted by Mr F. Green, who came each
evening from London.
There are ten tutors at this panel : Messrs H. A. Berens, W.
Heldreth, R. P. Gardiner, Leon MacLaren, A. I,. White, F. Naish,
S. Richards, F. Green, R. J. S. Thompson and H. S. Anderson.
Preparations are in hand for the 1938—39 programme to increase
the classes in London and the number of students, to operate classes
in Ipswich every working evening to establish classes elsewhere, and
to organise correspondence courses.
Another development has been the formation of a Henry George
Fellowship with a membership of over 100 drawn from students
who have completed the courses.
Those associated with so much successful work are to be congratulated. Further particulars with offers of assistance, etc., should
be addressed to Mr Leon MacLaren (Hon Secy, H. G. School of
Economics) at 13 Theobald's Road, London, W.C.2.
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South Kensington, near Earl's Court station—
Comfortably furnished Divan-sitting rooms from
a week. Double Room 30/- a week. Hot
water in rooms. S. John Gee, 99, Lexham Gardens,
W.8. Phone: W E S 6442.

And what a wonderful wringer it is. Everything from
baby's bib to a blanket comes through the pure rubber
rollers so much easier, quicker and drier, and infinitely
cleaner, too, because all the clinging particles of dirt
that rinsing cannot dislodge are removed by the strong,
elastic pressure of the extra thick rollers.
Furthermore, the ACME saves purposeless labour. It
prevents splashing and does not break buttons or
fasteners. Choose an ACME; it carries a ten years free
replacement guarantee and will last a lifetime.
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Packed with the wringer are the standard tub and table clamps
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from seven alternative fixtures, any one of which your Retailer will
supply free of charge in exchange for the unused itandard clamps.
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