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quel were to deprive hii of bis scat,
under the pretencc Iliat lie being also an
itnvîted guest, liad an equai riglit to it. At
tbe grand banquet of nature spread Ibefore
us by the benign aînd bouniteous Creator,
ail iien are but invited guests. At tiat
banquet places are îîot assigned, and ac-
cording as ecd ghiest is usiîered iii, lie
ciîooses lus seat and no oiie (:au deî>rive
hin> of bis tîtle to it, because il is liased
upon prior occupation.

Tlhis riglit is so fundanîcuital that ils
inviolabilitv is recognized by every,
civilized liatiouî, but it is espe-cially sacred
10 tle Englisli race, wlîose %vhole legal
edifice is reared uiport a basis of liistoricai,
riglits, wliicb is but ai %vider extension of
the prîncîple of prior occupation.

'rhus on the side of history, MNr. George
stands confuted by the esîablislicd facîs
of tbe prescrnt as well as b)y tlîc traditions
of the past.

But how does lie deal %viîl bis probleîîî
froin the point of abstract renson ? i- is
prînciple, as alrcady stated is, " 'I'lere
can be no cxclusive possession and enjoy-
ment of anythirig not tlîe product of
labor, therefore, the recognition of privite
property iii land is wrong." lile clearly
explains lus argumient, but fails 1<> prove
that only tue îîrodîucîs of lalior cain lie
possessed and enjoyed. lîis statinent
cannot be îakcn as graîîîed, for "oîîîînion
sense denies i. Ib inst lie clear o aIlI
tlîat in ai tarin imîprovcd b>' patient toil,
or in a block of inarble %vilîi lis been
fasiîioned mbt a statue, the iniprovcient
is inseperable froni thie uîîaterial and cani-
flot lie enjoyed tinless tue inaterial lie
possessed by hîm who %vorked it. But, even
acceptin.the tlîeory tlîat labor put in
concrete forni on niaterial tlîiîgs, gives
the only tille to, ownerslîip, still priv'atc
property in land is just. If I clear a,
field, fence il in and put a bouse upon il,
I put niy labor ii concrete formn. A use-
lcss piece of land lias b)y iny industry
been converted mbt a productive one.
Now, if I ani deprived of riglît to own
this field, I ai deprivcd of ilie product
of îny honest exertion, just as would bie
the miner, if dcnied tle right 10 own the
gold w~hich by bis tou lie lias extracîc.-I
froin the bosoni of the cartb. Mi\oreover,
if land cannoe belong ho a privale owner,
necitiier can it lie owned by a corporationî,
a state or a nation. Sîarting froi tic
principle that God has given the cartii to

the sons of nien and that it belongs to
thetn in coninion, we intist conc.lude îh:îî
11o body of nien can lay claini to any por),
lion of the cautli. But MN-r. George leies
this and herein, lie displays his inic(bi
sisîcu cy.

I-le denies Ille titlc of the h lividual ('m
the -grouind thiat -ill land is coiniiosi
proi)erty, bîut .allows Iliat .1 body of ilin
lias a, righit to p)ossess a1 portion omf tlw
cartli (roin which, îley iay exclude the
lest of niankind. *Io lie consistent %viîiî
the priiiple ihat ail lanîd is coiniion, lie
sliousd deny t0 :îny coînînunîity the riit
10 own land ; lie slild dcîîy to a !State
the rigi.ih 10 putt up) barriers and malrk out
a fronitier ; lie should (lefy Io a niationi
the i ight to defend the land that lias beeni
inoistened by the b)100( of thcir ancestors
for genierations, the land thiat lias beenl
ilheir cradie and tlîat is to lie their grave.

*'liîus, ly Ilie rigid eniforcenlient of this
j)ernicious d(ct rine, p:îtriotisnîi would 1)e
coule an cniplv sound ; UIl ties of
nationality would lie severed and oui
niost sa.crcd institutions wvould fait, into
chaos. Na>', iore, in ils finaI resuits,
if not iii ils direct ainis, it ilst ilevitahly1)
lead 10 soc:ialisili and coliiiiuisin. If lie
wvlio> hy hIe sweat of liis brow rec:liinis
the sterîle su,ý Wlio chianges the %vilder-
ties% into a bloonîiing garden, is nul
cntitlC(1 t0 ixssess the object, tIts trans-
forîned, tlien wvlî> shild lie lic thus fatvoired
wliio fasliions the deatli-dcaling liow, w'io
breathes life mbt the rude iarlile, or
wbo liartiesses the steani aind Ilie ligli:niin-
to bis service ? For cxcept, in hIe reainîs
of the ideal, in tbe arts and sciences, înl;i,
juîoperiy speaking, produccs notliing. 1le
only triisforms tie frce gifts of nature:
tic Oak, the n>eîtal, Ilie Stone or the laifd
front an object quite valtielcss iniicief
mbto one' of varie(] 1utility 1>3' inîp)ressiing
ulpon bilat object: the starnp of his biands.
work-lîis own idca.

Tt iiiust ilîns liecomnc evidetit t0 aul tuai
land nationalization, in ils iultiniate cotise-
quences, nicans <:onîzîîunisîn, ind roi.
iiîiiiisii inîs the destruction of tiat
noble civilizxaîioi whicli is the pride of
nulodurul iari. For it woîîld, rob liue of
evcry incentive to exertion, and our exist-
cnce w<>ulr bc one stecîîcd in idlencss nd
Sloth, cxcept wlien rouscd into activity hy
tic laslî of the tyrant, the ta3k-iiîaster. Ail
zanhiîioii of perfccting our faculfties atid of
,tlîcrcby paining distinction and indeîîcnd
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