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would be in effect putting up the land at auction to whosoever would
pay the highest rent to the state. The demand for land fixes its value,
and hence, if taxes were placed so as very nearly to consume that value,
the man who wished to hold land without using it would have to pay
very nearly what it would be worth to any one who wanted to use it.

And it must be remembered that this would apply, not merely to
agricultural land, but to all land. Mineral land would be thrown open
to use, just as agricultural land; and in the heart of a city no one could
afford to keep land from its most profitable use, or on the outskirts to
demand more for it than the use to which it could at the time be
put would warrant. Everywhere that land had attained a value, taxa-
tion, instead of operating, as now, as a fine upon improvement, would
operate to force improvement. Whoever planted an orchard, or sowed
a field, or built a house, or erected a manufactory, no matter how costly,
would have no more to pay in taxes than if he kept so much land idle.

~ The monopolist of agricultural land would be taxed as much as though
his land were covered with houses and barns, with crops and with
stock. The owner of a vacant city lot would have to pay as much for
the privilege of keeping other people off of it until he wanted to use
it, as his neighbor who has a fine house upon his lot. It would cost as
much to keep a row of tumble-down shanties upon valuable land as
though it were covered with a grand hotel or a pile of great ware-
houses filled with costly goods.

Thus, the bonus that wherever labor is most productive must now
be paid before labor can be exerted would disappear. The farmer
would not have to pay out half his means, or mortgage his labor for
years, in order to obtain land to cultivate; the builder of a city home-
stead would not have to lay out as much for a small lot as for the house
he puts upon it; the company that proposed to erect a manufactory
would not have to expend a great part of its capital for a site. And
what would be paid from year to year to the state would be in lieu
of all taxes now levied upon improvements, machinery, and stock.

Consider the effect of such a change upon the labor market. Com-
petition would no longer be onesided, as now. Instead of laborers
competing with each other for employment, and in their competition
cutting down wages to the point of bare subsistence, employers would
everywhere be competing for laborers, and wages would rise to the fair
earnings of labor. For into the labor market would have entered the
greatest of all competitors for the employment of labor, a competitor
whose demand cannot be satisfied until want is satisfied—the demand
of labor itself. The employers of labor would not have merely to bid
against other employers, all feeling the stimulus of greater trade and
increased profits, but against the ability of laborers to become their




