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INTRODUCTION

The period from 1837 to 1854 has been styled '
by John Rogers Commons as the most loquacious in the
history of thp nineteenth century. Certainly the vari-
ety of reforms and reformers, emerging during those years,
tended to substantiate such a generalizations The Panic
of 1837 marked a transition in the struggle for equal
rights from the political to the social and economic
arena, a transition in which the influence of the num-
erous off-brand movements was particularly strong. Sig-
nificantly, a large part of that influence was exerted
in the direction of modifying or changing the existing
status of property. The reaction to the Kansaq-ﬁebraska
Act of 1854 brought the reform movement back into the
political realm. The Republican party, which emerged,
had served to integrate some of the forces of discontent.

In the following pages, an attempt will be
made to represent some of these reflections on property
from the standpoint of their historical origins, develop-
ment, and effect, The interpretations of property, which
have been used, are descriptive rather than legalistic

in nature, These descriptive interpretations seem better



adapted to a discussion of property inm its relationships
to the rather tempestuous reform movements. In conse-
quenealof the necessity of limiting the scope of the
paper, the hovements discussed have been limited to those
of Owenism, Association, and land reform, In addition,
it has been necegsary to limit the treatment of men and
ideas to a select few, While these choices are somewhat
'arbitrary, an effort has been made to choose those who
wrote prominently on the subject or who offer a measure
of contrast,.

The sources used have been generally adeguate
to the purpose stated and need little elaboration here,
Hany of the sources have been derived from the t en volume
- Documentary History of American Industrial Society edited
by John R, Commons and Associates, The acknowledgement
‘of wh&taver interpretations were implied in the original

selection of these sources by the editors is hereby made,



CHAPTER I
THE HISTORICAL BACKGROUND

The attempts toward redistribution of property,
new methods of group living, and social rero;m, which
reached their height during the hectic decade of the
1840's, were not new to history. The agrarian movement
found a precedent in the Roman Republic, the group move=
ments could make reference to Plato, and social reformers
found a notable example in Christ of Nazereth, They rep-
resented merely another phase of the class struggle; a
struggle which found at least a part of its basis centered
on the institution of property.

The various reformers and their opponents did
not forget these precedents., lowever, the conceptions of
property developed in seventeenth century England proved
to be more readily adaptable to their needs., This was
particularly true of the writings of John Locke, 1632-1704
and James Harrington, 1611-1677. locke's contribution was
in fitting a theory of property to the individualistie
attitude of Puritanism, while Harrington was principally,
concerned with limiting property to the public interest.

These basic doctrines were strongly emphasized in poste



revelutionary America and continued to prevail throughout
the period when agriculture remained supreme over induse
try. '

The labor theory of property, as advanced by
Locke, considered matter as a gift of nature, Accord-
ingly, when anyone applied his labor to matter, he was
assuming the natural right to property subject to the
limitation of what he could actually use., Any surplus
exceeded the laws of nature, Consequently, property
created by the labor of thQ’individual was an extremely
personal thing, Walton H. Hamilton expressed this indi-
vidualistic tendency of lLocke in the following manners:

Locke never disassociates property from

the personality of which it is an ex-

pressiony because it is the creation

of man it has the sacredness which he

attaches to human life itself,l
?urtharmore,.property wags designated in the broad sense,
being a composite of "lives, liberties, and estates",
The very reason that it existed was due to the necessity
for individual liberty.

Since property existed prior to government, the

latter was in a sense superimposed upon it. In no ine-

ptance was government to extend beyond the protection of

lyalton H, Hamilton, "Property According to Locke",
Yale Low Journal, XLI (1932), p. 868,



society in their lives, liberties, and poecsessions. Sume
marizing, the essence of Locke's definition was the con-
cept of natural property, owing its existence to the
application of personal labor and owing its preservation
to the establishment of government,

A different approach appeared in the philosophy
of Harrington, He maintained that the distribution of
political power and the distribution of property were
synonomous, He revealed something of his ideas in the
following statement:

And if the whole people be landlords

or hold the lands so divided among

them that no one man or number of men,

within the compass of the few or the

aristocracy overbalance them, the

empire, without the intarfonition of

force, is a commonwealth,

In order to preserve such a commonwealth or
republic, he maintained that an agrarian law was neces=
sary., ©Simply defined, an agrarian was a law to maintain
the distribution of lénd and to prevent anyone from seize
ing political power through the medium of a monopoly of
landa.2 In the absence of such a regulation, he feared

that class relations would deteriorate to the point of

1Jamea Harrington, The Commonwealth of Oce
(London: George Routle&gi and Sons, Iéﬁg), De I%

BHarrington, ibid., pp. 39-40.
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sedition, He cited the agrarian agitatioﬁ oceurring in
Rome in the time of the éraoohi as an example,

The influenca.of both Locke and Harrington
was evident in the later years of the eighteenth century.
Adam Smith, the leading economist of the period, repeated
the labor theory in the following manner: “The properiy
which every man has in his own labor, as it is the origi-
nal foundation of all other property, so it is the mogt -
sacred and inviolable."l Smith was elaborating an econ-
omic doctrine of laissez faire and found that the labor
theory fitted his needs well.‘ It seemed even better
adapted to the pre-industrial society which prevailed in
America, The almost unlimited natural resources, com=
bined with the opportunity existing for their exploita-
tion, were well suited to a theory of property which iden-
tified itself with personalitye?® In a similar manner, the
land ownership and limitation idens of Harrington cone
stantly re-appeared in the writings of Paine, Jefferson,
and the National Reformers.

Propert& proved to be one of the basic issues

of the poste-revolutionary periods The founding fathers

1pdam Smith, The Wealth of Nat (Mod,Lib, ed.;
New York: Random House, incCe, 1937), pps 121-2,

®Hamilton, op. eit., D. 876s
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were sharply divided in their views, Thomas Paine and
Thomas Jefferson, and to a lesser extent James Eadison;
were representative of the more liberal viewpoint. Ope
posed to them were the conservatives, John Adams and
Alexander Hamilton, while John Taylor of Carcline re-
presented an opinion similar to that of the Physiocrats
in France., Faine and Jefferson supported a modified
agrarian programj Madison merely restated the influence
of property in government. Adams proved to be the best
exaépla of the conservative position since Hamilton's
ideas on property were simply the result of his concern
for the finances of the new govermment., Taylor's ideas
belonged to another generation,

In his writings on agrarian justice, Paine
evolved a systematic theory of property. Ilis purpose
was to find & basis for an aquality of rights. 7o that
eﬁd,,he considered government as being a necessary evil,
Admitting that inequality of possessions was in accorde
ance with the differing abilities, ambitions, and nae
tures of men, he nevertheless recognized a need for a
’oohtrol over property which would prevent it from becoging
an exclusive right, The instrument which he proposed to
use to gain-that control was civil govermment., Furthere

more, government would need to recognize that the rights



to property, which were actually rights of a secondary
nature, were only one among many.1

In the interest 6! creating an equality of
rights toward property, he davisod a classification of
the types of property into natural and artificial, Na=
tural property was that inherited from the Creator and
- consisted of the earth, air, and water, Artificial
property was the creation of man, Although man was borm
with an equal right to natural property, such a provision
did not apply to the artificial type. For example, men
had an equal right to land, but Bot to cultivated or im-
proved land, since in the second instance each did not
contribute in the éame proportion.

Following a similar line of reasoning to that
of Hkrrington,-Paine sought to find a:method of protect-
ing the rights to natural property or to land, He de-
cided that a ground rent'ahould be charged on all land to
create a large national fund, Since the institution of
landed property had been responsible Tor the deprivation
of the natural inheritance and rights to land of a large

section of the population, he proposed to pay the sum of

 nomas Paine, The Life ag% Yorks of Tngg%g Paine,
V. edit, Wm, M, Van der Weyde (New Hochelle, N, ¥Y,?
Thomas Paine National Historical Association, 1925),
Pe 227,




fifteen pounds sterling to each person upon reaching the
age of twenty-one, These payments, which would be financed
by the ground rents and paid out of the national fund, 9
were designed to serve as part compensation for their
losses,

Paine revealed the influence of Harrington in
ianother particular; namely, that of distribution of ‘
property and political sovereignty going.hand in hand,

He stated: "he who robs a man of property will next
try to disarm him of his rights."} Bngland provided him
with a classic examplej namely, the huge landed wealth
centered in the membership of the House af Lords, These
"counterfeit" aristocrats had been crecated by a robbery
of natural property. | |

Jefferson's ideas did not differ greatly { rom
those of Paine, except in the matter of conaistencyq The
latter may be due to the fact that he did not write exe
tensively on property. Accordingly, his letiers have been
the main source for determining his views. He found his
motives in a desire to alleviate misery and poverty, cone
ditions which especially impressed him during a trip to

Prance in 1785, His conclusions followed the same general

iP&iB‘, Ib;ﬂ., Pe 230,
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pattern as those of Paine and revealed again the influe
ence of Locke and Harrington.

A letter, written from France and addressed to

James Madison, expressed his viewpoint:

I am conscious that an equal division of

property is impracticable, but the conse-

quences of this enormous inequality proe-

dueing so much misery to the bulk of man-

kind, legislators cannot invent too many

devices for subdividing property, only

taking care to let their subdivisions go

hand in hand with ihe natural affections

of the human mind,
To further this subdivision; he favored destroying the
last vestiges of primogeniture, and he advocated that the
inheritance should pass to all the children on an equal
basis, loreover, he urged a progressive method of taxae
tion, with examptions for the property of lower values

On the other hand, if appropriations of the
land were allowed, it became the responsibility of human
society to provide other employment for the destitutes
He stated: "Whenever there are in any country unculti-
vated lands and unemployed poor, it is clear that the laws
of property have been so far extended as to violate

natural right."2 Therefore, it was in the interest of

v ’

IThomas Jefferson, The Wri s of Thomas Jefferson,
XIX (Library ed,j Washington D, é.: The Thomas Jeiferson
Memorial Association of the United States, 1903-5) p. 18,
2Jeff’erson, Ibid., XVI, p. ix,.
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soeiety to see that as many as possible owned a small
portion of land, since it ias evident that the lande
holders were the most loyal and valuable citizens of
the state,

‘ In later years, there was some evidence that
Jefferson's views were changing, His earlier horror of
a manufacturing society was tempered by the following
remark:’ "I am nét one of thesej experience has taught
me that manufacturers are now as necessary to our inde-
pendence as to our comfort."® Similarly, his earlier .
agrarianism seemed to be gqualified by doubts For example,
his remarks on land as a common stock and his plaas‘for
division of property do not seem to be reconciled to his
firm insistence on the rights of inhéritance. But despie
the fact that he lacked the singularity of purpose exhibi-
ted by Paine, he remained a representative example of the
element which served to challenge the status of property.

In presenting the conservative position of the

post-revolutionary era, it has been traditional to eme
phasize Hamilton. However, for the purposes of an analysis

of property, John Adams affords a better example, Like

lprancis W, Coker, Democr Liverty, and P
(New York: The lMacmillan Egmpany, 19455, Pe 462,
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Jefferson, he varied his viewpoint as the years passed;
but there was a consisteney in his defense of the sacrede
ness of property, in his ideas on the position and form
of government in respect to it, and in regard to the ar-
guments over equality and inequality,

Adams saw only one alternative as possible for
a soeciety which did not recognize the sacredness of the
status of property, That alternative was anarchy and
tyranny, To prevent the occurrence of the latter, re-
spect for property was a primary necessity, regardless of
the extent of its quantity or Quality. During the tem-
pestuous period of 1789, he remarked that the people,
after fighting a long war in defense of property, had
forgotten that property was sacred.t

Under such conditions, the structure of govern-
ment would have to be arranged so as to keep the execu=-
tive power out of the hands of the people. A theory of
a balance of power between social classes was suggested
by Adam's remark: ",... and give the property and 1libe-
erty of the rich a security in a senate, against the en-
croachments of the poor in a popular ascembly."?

1john Adams, The Works of Joun hdams, IX, edit. Cnar-

les Francis Adams (Boston: Little, Brown; and Company, 1856),
Pe 560, ,
‘ 2pdams, Ibid., VI, p. 89.
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He revealed the influence of Harrington again., PFrop-
erty was synonomous with land in his view, and he thus
qualified Harrington's theory by considering the aiign-
ment to be between political power and ownership in
land, It was the only type of property in which he had
any faith,

He continually insisted on the maintainence of
the Qeourity of property. ZHquality of property was an
impossibility, made impossible by the fact that accumus
lation of property was a certainty, In a series of
letters to John Taylor, he strongly asserted his view
that a society which tried to establish an arbitrary
division of property could not long existsel There would
ariaa a necessity for a new division every day, and in his
own words:

Howhere, not in the completest despotisms,

. does human nature show itself so completely
depraved, so nearly approaching an egual
mixture of brutality and devilism as in
the last stages of such a democracy,=

Through the complexities of transaetioné. the property
of the community was shifting every hour anyway.

In a like manner, Adams was shifting at least

solte of his opinions, Considering property qualifications

11bid,, p. 459,
21bids, p. 90.
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for the suffrage, he remarked in 1776 that few men withe
out property had an independent power of judgment, Yet
in 1819, he viewed a distinction between voters as objec-
tionable as ha;editary distinctions., In aédition, the
same Adams, who in 1776 had declared that a balance of
power could best be maintained by a division of land
into small quantities, stated in 1789 that the unlimie
ted American democracy was tyrannizing the rich, Per-
haps these seeming contradictions merely reflected the
changing times and conditions., Generally, we can con~
sider Adams as a strict defender of property interests,

The Federaliﬁté went into oblivion and the
"era of good feeling" begans As this later period was
drawing to a close, two writers on the subject of prop=-
erty became prominent, The first waé Chancellor Jameg
Kent who reviewed thﬁ étatua of property in the light
of a developing American common law, The other was tﬁe
colorful John Taylor of Caroline who viewed property
from the position of a person who deified the qualities
of Qn agricultural society.

With the publication in 1820 of Kent's Commen-
taries of American lLaw, the first significant legal
writings on property in America appeared., While his
theories differed somewhat from those of Locke, they
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oxhibit@d the same strong tendency toward individualisme
They were indicative of an effort to present the legal
status of property as a result of historical development
and experience, Accordingly, they made a contribution
to the framing of an American common law which is based
on the idaa that law is not a part of the sovereign
will but is to be discovered,l

Kent found the origin of property not in labor
but in occupahoy. With the passing of time and the growe
ing complexities of scciety, the titles to property were
strengthened, the rights of transfer and inheritance
developed, and the need for government as the instrument
to. protect property arose,

Since property had been granted to mankind for
Qhe purpose of stimulating ambition, he felt that the
right of acquisition should be rigidly preserved. How-
ever, ite use would have to be compatible with the gen~
eral welfare of society, Recognizing that a difference
existed between the abilities and interests of indivi-
duals, he insisted that an equality of property was a

violation of the law of nature, He expressed the belief

]

1Roseoe Pound, "The Place of Judge Story in the Mak-
ing of American Law," American law Review, XLVIII (Oct.,
1914) p. 689, _
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that a reasonable equality would be maintained in the
following manners

When the laws allow a free circulation

to property by the abolition of perpetui-

ties, entailments, the claims of primo-

geniture, and all inequalities of descent,

the operation of the steady laws of nature

will, of themselves, preserve a proper

equilibrium, and dissipate the moundg of

property as fast as they accumulate,
He discounted Locke's idea of the inseparability o{ 1lib-
erty and property. Liberty was primarily the result of
the structure of the government, the carrying out of
justice, and the ability and intelligence of the people,
Therefore, any association with an equality of property
was remote,

Inheritance was represented as an absolute
right with just as sound a basis as any other disposition
of property, Since the better title of the children had
been recognized throughout history and was founded in man's
domestic life, he felt that it was far superior to the

rights of the stranger.g

Another type of acquisition ereated difficulties.

This concerned the occupancy and the improvements made

i&ames Kent, Commentaries of Awerican law, edit,
John M, Gould (1l4th ed.; Boston: Little, Brown, and Com-
pany, 1896) p. 511,

2Ibid., ps 509.
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on land where tﬁe title was in doubt or was disregarded,
Kent stated that, under the English law and the common _
law of the United States, the possessor made éueh improve-
ments at his own peril. Only when property had been
entered after a diligent inquiry into the matter of the
title had been made would a claim for compensation in ree
turn for improvements exist in the eyss of the law, Other-
_wiue there was no moral obligation whidh required a legal
owner to pay for improvements that he had never authorized.

Kent's contribution was principally based on his
recognition of the historical development of the legal
concepts of property. The jurist provided a good illus-
tration of the above when he stated that "the universal-
ity of a rule or ebligation is pretty good evidence that
it has its foundation in natural 1aw;;1 In the succeed-
ing years, many of these rules were to be changed by the
universality of public opinion, In addition, new rules
and obligations, more in #ceord with the rapidly changing
American society, were due to be formulated,

The writings of John Taylor of Caroline revealed
a hostility to such changing conditions, Even at the time

that he wrote, his doctrines, which were similar to those

11bid., p. 508,
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of the French pPhysiocrats, were being rapidly outmoded,

Nevertheless, his ideas were largely applicable to the
‘planter elass and many remainéd as points of issue
throughout tha&fellawing half centurys

Taylor, like so many of the men of his time,
maintained that the amount of labor determined the
value of property. Since agriculture was the true
basls of the economy, it followed that agricul tural
 labor was more important thanm any other type. He ex-
tan&aé his classification of property into a threefold
division, True property was derived through nature.
True private property was "a politicdal being permanently
guided by good moral principles”,! The third type was
an artificial, legal property which found its origin in
special privelege, This centered around a paper system
and consisted of banking, funding, and tha protaetiva ’
tariff, This artifieial property represented no increase.
in the national wealth, PFurthermore, since it was not a“
true type of property it was not entitled to the consti-
tutional guarantees inherant in the laws ?f the lands

:ﬁugena T, HMudge, The Social Phil 1y John lay-
or of Carcline (New York: ‘ ity Press,

s De 164,
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In order to secure such guarantees to the
security of property, he felt that the rights to life,
liberty, and property would have to be considered as
inseparable. Accordingly, action taken against any ele-
ment would injure the other parts and the whole also.

. But Taylor emphasized the freedom of property rather

than the actions of civil government as the main protect-
ing feature, On the basis of such freedom he felt that
governments centered on natural rights could be disting-
uished from those depending on an arbitrary foundation.
Government was theoretically evil because it “proaupposed
an invasion of property".l Under a free society, its
position should be that of a trustee and not that of a
sovereign, Finally, in texing for its support, it was
Justified in aaseéaing property on the basis of a use for
social purposes only. Taylor feared the conseguences of
a confiscatory tax poliey.

Equality was represented ascontrary to nature..
However, in order to sustain a republican type of govern=
ment, a wide distribution of wealth was necessary, This
could best be accomplished by establishing a freedom of

pro erty, a freedom which insured that those who produced

11bid., p. 164.
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the wealth would retain it.

Finally, the period from 1829 to 1836 emerged
as the incubation period for the reform movements. Al-
though it was involved extensively in labor and political
issues, there were a number of ideas fo;mulatbd which
found their culmination in the land reform movement or-
ganized later, '

The most significant of these figures was Thomas
Skidmore, who in 1829 published a book entitled, The
Rights of Man to Propertys Borrowing from the phrasing
of the Declaration of Independence, he substituted the
phrase;'ﬁifo liberty and property'"for that of "life, liberty,
and the pursuit of happiness. " He called for a collective
ownership of property and particularly of labor-saving
machinery, The latter had been created into an evil when
it should have been an enlightenment, He did not disguise
‘his radical nature which was emphasized by the following
statements

It will be conceded, no doubt, that 1

have shown enough to justify my fellow

citizens in pulling down the present

edifice of society, and to 1nduoi them
to build a new one in its stead,

icharlea Sotheran, Horace Gre&lox and Other Pioneers
of Americanp Socia | (New York: tchell Kennerley,

lgpo 0l.
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For A short time, he managed to exert his %n-
fluence in the Workingmen's and Agrarian parties, but
his violen£ manner soon led to his removal, -Dominating
the reports and resalutions at the Agrarian party cone
vention in October, 1829, Skidmore tock the occasion to
. attack the government, banking, the church, and the aris-
tocracy. Two months later, at a meeting of the reorgane
ized Vorkingmen's party, the more conservative elements
shouted him down,

Aligned against 8kidmore were Robert Dale Owen,
the son of Robert Owen, and Frances Wright, a famous
social reformer. Both had been prominént in various
group~-living and educational experiments during this
period, However, the appearance of George Henry ZEvans,
who was to emerge as one of the principal leaders in the
movement for land reform, proved more significant, An
early member of the Workingman's party, who directed his
efforts for labor reform in the newspaper field, he was
greatly influenced by Skidmore, In addition, he was a
diligent student of the writings of Paine and Jefferson.
His literary efforts were delayed when a deluge of con-
spiracy cases was directed against the labor organiza-
tions., This impact, in combination with the effects of

the panic of 1837, broke up the labor movamgnt.
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The arguments on property thus were centered
around the same men who wére prominent in the formation
of government in the posi-revolutionary era, 7They bor=-
rowed some of their ideas from seventeenth century ing-
land and even from the continent, but the influence of
American conditions was due to predominate, With the
beginnings of the labor political movement around 1829,
new ideas of property emerged and were publicized., But
this organization was premature, and it was not until
the new scocial and economic re-organization schemes
came into prominence following the panic that the "off

brand" movements were again of significances



CHAPTER II
THE LAND REFORM MOVEMENT - -

There were times during the period from 1837
to 1854 when attempts were made to designate between
ownership in land and ownership in property. Yet, even
when the explanations seemed reasonable, the term prop-
erty would inevitably reappear, The sanctity surrounding
it thus continued to plague the efforts of the land re-
formers.

Generally, those efforts can be explained by
reviewing the principal men and ideas centered in the
organization of the National Reform Association, In
addition, we can determine something of the significance
to the status of property by a study of the reactions to
the ideas and propcaed¥meaauras of such a groups, These
are exemplified largely through conflicts between indi-
viduals expressed in their writings, in the press, and
in the halls of both the state and national legislative
bodies.

To a large degree, the story of the land reform

movement in the United States is the story of George H.



Bvans, 1805-1856, The son of English immigrants, he
attached himself to the labor movement while still a
young mane Like Horace Greeley and Henry George, he
educated himself while working as a printers thus joine
ing the ranks of the "intellectual printers" who were
prominent in the nineteenth century.!

During the period in which we are interested,
Bvans propagandized through the columne of two of his
newspapers, the Working Man's Advocate and Young America,
While he had earlier expressed agrarian doctrines some-
what similar to those of Skidmore, a change occurred in
his thinking at this time. Throwing aside the idea of
an equal division of property, he concentrated his attene
tibp on a division of the public domain in the interest
of helping to relieve the misery of the laboring classes,
During the period from 1844 to 1849, Evans led the moves
ment for the freedom of the publie lands, for homestead
exemption, and for a limitation on the quantity of land
that could be held by a single individual,.

The philosophy with which he concerned himself
was significant more for its tenacity and aingular;ty of

189113 Perlman, A Theor he or Moveme
(New York: The Macmillan gampany, iQQgi, Pe 156.




25

purpose than for any new type of reasonings &vans had
carefully studied the writings of Thomas Paine and

Thomas Jefferson, and from these agrarian ideas had cone
ceived the idea of aiding the laboring classes by issuing
grants of land,

In July, 1844, he was instrumental in forming
the National Reform Union. The preamble of this organie
zation made an excellent statement describing its purposes

sess.Hature is not unjust. The Power

who called forth these mechanical forces

did not call them forth for our destruc=~

tions Our refuge is upon the soil, in

all its freshness and fertility, our

heritage is on the public domain, in all

its boundless wealth and infinite vari-

gty.l
The reformers expressed a belief in man's inalienable
rights to "1ife, liberty, and the use of such a portion .
‘'of the earth, and the other elements, as shall be suffi-
cient to provide them with a means of subsistence,"®

The reports issued by this group defined the
public lands as a capital stock from which the existing
- generation had only a right to the profits, Therefore,

any attempt to legislate in the interest of speculators

fWorkigg Man's Advooau (New York, N.Y,), July 6, 1844,
in John ommons, ooumentar Histo o America I

trial Society, VII (Clevela ot hur lar.
COmpany. 151%5, Pe 296,

zYougg America (New York, N.Y,), Nov. 8, 1845, in Com-
EIOBI, Ibid.. p. 311.
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was a robbery of the property which rightfully belonged
to posterity, America, which lived under a Constitution
"so just and equal that it may well lay claim to a divine
origin", must not fall into the errors which created the
aristocracy of Europe,l Accordingly, it should be in the
interest of a republic to increase the number of its
freeholders, With that purpose in mind, they determined
to sound out all candidates for public office on theai
issues, asserting that those who opposed them were not
Republicans, but Monarahisﬁs,

If Evans was the founder of the Reform Associa-
tion, Horace Greeley, 1811-1872, was its patron saint,
Few men have represented so many movements in the space
of a lifetime, He rebelled against the poverty that
existed, Accordingly, he plaeed the columns of his news-
‘paper, the New York Tribune, at the disposal of the vari=-

ous reform groups, including the land reformers, While
his contribution was principally th;t ef an organinar and
a propagandist, he was a thorough student and his writings
reflected the ideas that he supported.

Greeley did not give the land reform movement

his unqualified approval, He entertained the fear that

1Workig§ Man's Advocate, July 6, 1844, in Commons,
Ibid., pp. 297=8,
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the opening of the public domain would draw away a part
of the population and lower the real estate values of the
older states, Nevertheless, it was his opinion that the
doctrines were important enough to be given earnest cone
sideration. le waved aside the objections of those who
associated land reform with the radicals,

The Tribune édikor saw no particular attack
en,estaﬁlished property in the program of the National
Reform Association. He insisted that the public domain
was the common property of all the citizgna of the country.
His own proposals carried a provision that the law should
take from no man what was lawfully his. Since he 1ntend;d
to set a maximum on the amount of land that could be acqui-
red, it was necessary for him to devise an arrangement to
offset the effects of inheritance. This he proposed to
do by requiring anyone who inherited lands beyond a set
maximum to sell the excess portion within a year after ,
gaining possession, The remainder of his program called
for the disposal of the public lands to actual set;lera
only on the basis of their needs and a decree making
homesteads up to forty acres inalienable from moftg&ge
foreclosure or similar actions

The inevitable reaction to such a program was

not long in arrivings At times it expressed itself in
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mere diaouséion; On other pceaaions, bitter attacks on
the reformers were launched by the forces which supported
what Adams had called the sacredness of property. The
queer relationship which developed between Lvans and
Gerrit Smith, the abolitionist and philanthropist, was
of a more unique natures Significantly, the leaders of
the Reform Association were not backward in entering
into these conflictss It is probable that they sensed
the propaganda value inherant in keeping the isauep COM=
stantly before the publice

Greeley's inquisitive nature carried him inte
the middle of more than one conflict.,. One of the most
interesting involved a squabble over pre-emption rights
in Wisconsin, The Green Goun}y Claim Society had been
organized in 1845 for the express purpose of protecting
the claims of actual settlers against the evils of spebu-
lations Accordingly, when a settler had registered with
their organization and had made some specified improve=-
ments upon the property, they insured the protection of
his claim. Their methods were extra-legal and reﬁuired
any encroacher to make a settlement with their Committee
of Justice. Furthermore, a nocig& and economic boycott
was enforced against such persons, It was essentially a

vigilante organization which exercised the power of publie
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opinion instead of depending on legal justices, They
maintained that laws were imperfect and that speculas
tors had taken advantage of these laws to the detriment
of their fellow men.>

The vigilantes were warned of the consequences
of such law-Qnying measures, However, Greeley took a
more patient views, To him it represented an excellent
opportunity to portray the conditions which were inevite-
able unless the program of land reform was instituted.
He stated that "there are legal rights which no man can
enforce but at the certain peril of his property, his
peace, and probably of his li}e also".® 1In the absence
of an unexpired claim of pre-emption, a squatter could
lose out to anyone who jumped his claim and made the heu-
essary payments to the land officers, Since in many in-
stances, hundreds of dollars of improvements had been made
on the land when such action was taken, Greeley maintained
that the settlers would inevitably resort to strong arm

methodss

The alternative that existed to settle this con-
flict between the legal and the practical rights to prop-
erty was National Reform., The public lands would have to

legugg America, December 12, 1845, in Commons, Ibid.,
Pe 48,

2New York Weekly Tribune, July 17, 1847, in Commons,
Ibid., Ps 50e
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be closed to speculation through the medium of a sale in
limited quantities to actual settlers onlye.

Bvans proved to be of an even more tempestuous
nature. Significantly, a newspaper debate in which he
angagad Alderman Cute of the New York Sun, gave one of
the best indications of his change of thought. This new
regard for the sanctity of property and the devalqpment
of the "new agrarianism® have been mentioned before,

The subject of the debate was the French Revolution and
‘the effects of the philosophy which it produceds

In answering Cute's description of the agrarian
law of the Revolution as an act which called for an equal
division of property, Hvans answered that an agrarian law
applied only to a division of land, His previous attacks
on property had been tempered by his new belief in the
rights of the individual to the products of his labor,
Repeatedly, his opponent insisted that the "rights to
property" were unnatural, Evans, exhibiting the tenacity
which became almost monotonous, answered again and again
_that it was & "right to land" with which he was concerned.l

A second rhase of their discussion concerned

&quality. Alderman Cute insisted that equality of right

8, February 15, 1845, in Com-
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was limited to political right alone. Evans replied that
it was a political right that the rights of man to land
be protected. Otherwise the political organization ekisted
for no beneficial purpose, Answering the statement that
"Democracy does not mean Vandaliem", he maintained that
America should not make the error the French had made but
should create a‘large body of freeholderse’

Under constant attack, Bvans maintained his

pecitions In 1845, the gaﬁ York Commercial Advertiser
emphasized that the freedom of the acquisition and enjoye

ment of property must be maintained and that the National
Reform movement was a return to barbarism. BEvans recalled
the nature of previous attacks, Some sixteen years pre-
viously, the Workingmén's party had been called "a party
emerging from the slime of this community, more beastly .
and terrible than the Lgyptian Typhon“.2 He congratulated
the National Reformers on this change in the attitude of
the aristoeratic press.

A practical demonstration of a voluntary dis-
tribution of pioperty was gained through Bvans's associae

tion with Gerrit Smith., The latter was a wealthy land

1Ib1d., in QOMBORB, Iblgog Pe 31,
®Ibid., Feb, 22, 1845, in Commons, Ibids, De 39
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owner in New York who was nominated as a candidate for
President at the convention of the Liberty lLeague in
June, 1847, He was a strong abolitionist and an advo-
cate of temperance, Lvan's intention was to convert him
to land reform, He cleverly played on the weaknesses of
Smith, arguing that the poverty existing in the north
was due to wage slavery, Was it not, he asked, just as
distasteful as the chattel slavery of thé gouth? Since
Smith's large land holdings were in conflict with the
principles of reform, it was pointed out that he was
‘adding to the degradation of labor, Bvans emphasized
this inconsistency.

Smith replied, indicating his distrust of a
movement which he thought would fail, He aaaertedlthat '
Zvans had justified slavery and suggested a violation of
law, lioreover, he expressed the opinion that many éf the
large estates were heavily in debt and could not be dis-
posed of until the creditors were satisfied, e added:
"eonvince me that a principle is right in the abstract
and I will reduce it to practice if I can",!

The editor of the Working Man's Advocate would

not concede the point from the standpoint of principles -

11bia,, July 20, 1844, in Commons, Ibid., Ps 357
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Large estates had beqn appropriated falsely, and thﬂ
people retained a basic right to the land secured in
such a manner, However, in the interest of avoiding a
clash between natural and conventional rights, the Nat-
ional Reform Association insisted only that the publie
domain be protected against any such appropriation in
the future,

By the summer of 1846, Smith was apparently
convinced., In a letter to a group of ministers, he re-
ferred to himself as an agrarian and said that he hoped
to confer some three thousand deeds to land to .needy pere
sons,} Wnile he still believed that the most religious
use of property was that of redeeming slaves, he now en-
deavored to settle a large group of colored people on his
lands, OSome time later he conferred gifts of land or
money on one thousand while persons, making Evans one of
the executors of the transactions '

A a result of his philanthropie venture, he
was exposed to a considerable amount of ridicule, His
gifts were disputéd as worthless and some of the titles
were challenged, However, Smith had previously admitted

10&taviua B, Frothingham, Ge (New Yorks
George Putnam's Son's, 1878), De .
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that some of the titles were in doubt and that some of
the land was inferior. But more important to our pur-
pose is the fact that he was now talking like a National
Reformer, In the letter delegating the instructions for
the second group of gifis, he stated:

seoo One of my deepest convictions is,

that every person who can, should make

himself the acknowledged owner of a

piece of land, His doing so would hasten

the day when the right to the soil shall

be as absolute, universal, and eq as

the right to the light and the air.
Furthermore, he eéxpressed the opinion that all the governe
ments of the earth refused to recognize the right of the
people to the soil, Ie pledged himself to vote only for
candidates who would.

Propagandizing the movement in an attempt to
win over the publié proved & more diffiodit matter,s 1In
January, 1846, a vigorous movement centered around the
slogan "Vote Yourself a Farm" was initiated., It repeated
the old demands for land limitation, free homesteads for
actual settlers only, and a right to sell improvements,

Bvans carried on the efforts of land reform

through the columns of the Working Man's Advocate until

ﬁ__ii-. Pe 109,
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1849, when he returned to lew Jersey., During the last
two years, little was aecémpliahsd. The influence of
the group had decreased sharply, though there was evi~‘
dence that it was still in existence in 1850. By this
time the forces which were to make it obsolete were well
under way, The Free So0il party had appeared on the
scene and taken up the cry for homesteads, In addition,
the Fugitive Slave lLaw of the Compromise of 1850 had
'aharpened the breach between the free and slave states,
The fate of the public lands had become a national issue,
Finally, the conflict resulting from the Kansas«lebraska
Act of 1854 insured the rise and success of the Republie-
can Party,

The early legislative period which preceded
this climax reflects some intense debates on property
in land, These wefe of both state and national origin,
and centered around a bill for 1and limitation in Viscon-
gin and the Homestead bill of Andrew Johnson of Tennessee
on the national scene.

The uproar in Wisconein was over a bill which
called for limiting the dwnership of land of any one
perscn to three hundred and twenty acres., City dwellers

- were in a like manner to be limited to two lots,.



36

\

; 8ince there appeared to be eonsidérablo backe
ing for the measure, the forces of property were alerted,
A large scale demonstration held in Milwaukie in‘Fobru-
. ary, 1851, voiced again the arguments against agrarian-
ism, In definite terms they asked their representatives
and senators to destroy the attackAon property and labor
and to uphold the interests of the state, The serioi of
resolutions which they issued are worthy of close atten-
tion.

In the first instance, they disclaimed the
existence of a class struggle or of a priveleged class
in America, While they recognized that such measures
as agrarianism might actually be a necessity under the
feudal conditions existing in certain parts of the world,
in America they represented an attack upon the rights of
property and 1abor.1 :

Such an attack was indicative of a lack‘of
apﬁreciation of the sacredness of property. John Adams
had viewed with alarm the development of a aimilar'atti-
tude half a cgntury before, Significantly, ﬁhis was
merely the age old idea of property as the foundation of

;n wankie Daily Sentinel and Gazette, Feb, 1?& 1851,
"in Commons, ﬁﬁcggegfarx History, 7115 {Op. Cit.), ps B6s

i
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society bveing repeated,

They upheld the doctrine of property as a
right created in return for labor; they declared that,
"the law of nature knows no property".* Therefore an
attack on property was resolved into an attack on labor, .
But nature was the sole creator and it was impossible to
discriminate in limiting the accumulation of any type of
property. :

Concluding, the resolutions voiced a fear of
the consequences to the state if such a measure were
passeds Capital and labor would be discouragod;from
entering the state, industry would be disrupted, and a
fall in the value of property would be inevitable, IHowe
ever, these consequences never developed, for on Harch
10, 1851, the land limitation bill was defeated,

Similar legislation was proposed and petitioned
for in both New York and Ohio, but it failed;to materiale
ize in either state, A select committee of the New York
legiglature reported that no legal justification for land
limitation existed, and in regard to protection under the
law, that quantity of property was not a factor to be
considered, It was apparent that the era of state legis-
lation in regulation of property had not yet arrived,

llbid, in Commons, Ibid., p. 57.



38,

Although the introduction of the Johnson bill
in thercongrosu in 1846 inaugerated the legislation for
a homestead act, the principal interest in the measure
dated from 1849, Generally, the bill provided for the
granting of one hundred sixty acres of land, subject to
certain requirements of residence, cultivation, and the
filing of affadavits concerning the total estate and the
moral character of the individual, There was a growing
interest in such a measure, Andrew Johnson remakked in
1850 that some of the most prominent politicians in the
country were engaged in a struggle to see who would take
the lead in the measure, The reasons for the new inter-
est can only be suggested since they existed in the inde=
terminates of cause and effect. Perhaps the petitions
flowing in from various parts of the country were create
ing an effect, Perhaps it was indicative of the politie-
cian's ability to determine the flow of public opinionj
an opinion which was making the new Free Soil party a
definite threat, A growing aversion to the activities
of speculators was certainly a factor, Speaking on the
activities of these individuals who had persuaded sole :
diers to part with their land warrants at terrific dis~
counts, Thomas H, Benton remarkedg "Bvery bill which

contains the word assignee, in connection with these

f



39

warrants, I shall oppoau”;l

Leading the efforts to secure a homeatead bill
were Andrew Johnson of Tenneaéee and Galusha A, Grow of
Ponﬁsylvania, Opposition was not lacking, Mainly, it
emphasized the value of the public lands as a means of
federal revenue, and concerned itself with the familiar
terms of equality, agrarianism, and the security of prop-
erty.

During the ysar 1836, the income from the sale
of public lands had exceeded the amount gained from the
customs, Despite the fact that these revenues had drop-
ped sharply, there were many who feared a bill which
would jeopardize this source of income, On the other
hand, Representative Grow challenged the position of the
govermment in using the natural rights of its citizens
as a source of income, IHe maintained that property was
the suitable basis for taxation, Andrew Johnson sought
to prove that the govermment stood to gain more revenue
over & period of years by bringing the lands into use
than it did by the proceeds of a sale, He even found it
expedient to quote from the Bible: "The land shall not

be sold foreverjy For the land is mine, for ye are

lgongressional Globe, XVIII, 2nd Sess., 30th Conge
(New Series; Washington, 5. Cst Blair and Rives, 1849),
Pe 265,
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strangers and sojourners with me,"l

In direct contrast, Representative Timothy
Jenkins of New York placed Congress in théﬂposition of
& trustee of the publie lands. He questioned the right
of the trustee to dispose of the trust estate.? 8ince
property was oonatantly under attack, it was his opinicn
that one legislative concession would lead to another.

In addition, the homestead program faced an in-
creasing opposition from the South, The large property
owners saw evidence of an implied threat to slavery.

They feared the establishment of a high tariff to replace
the loss of land sale revenues, Representative Averett
of Virginia stormed against this effort to rob the tax '
paying constitueney which he servod;

The poéition taken by Representative Sutherland
of New York was typical of those who insisted that such
a law sought to equalize the distribution of property.

B In his opinion, the bill was agrarian and its supporters

based their justification for it upon natural rights and

. lcoggresnéonal Globe, XIX, Apps., lst Sess., 31st Cong.
(Washington D,C.s John C, Rives, 1849-50), p. 950, quoting
Holy Bible, Leviticus 25323,

2jppendix to the Congressional G e, XXV, lst Sess.,
32nd Cong. (%kahingfon 5.5.: John C, ﬁfvoa, 1852), p« 428.
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not upon the laws of their country. Since this doctrine
of natural rights was inconsistent with the security of
property, there was a grave danger involved, For induse
try was dependent upon the security of property, and
industry was the source of all wealth, This was essen-
tially the argument put forward by the industrialists
of the eastern states, They complained of a shortage
of labor, and of the high cost of labor as a reason for
the need-of the protective tariff, They feared a loss
to themselves if such an agrarian measure was passeds

To the ory of agrarianism, Representative
Grow had a ready answer, Associating such a cry with
the forces of reaction, he stated;

That is the alarm ory of the devotee

of the pasty, with which he has ever

attempted to resist all reforms and

innovations upon established usages,

since Socrates was poisoned with the

hamlogk and Galileo condemned to the
rack,

Had not the history of America been a story of the level-
ling process? In proving this point, he upheld the idoa
that the prosperity of a nation was dependent on the
distribution and not the quantity of wealth. Conseguently,

\
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the homestead bill would be raising the standard of Ameri-
can society not in the derogatory sense of levelling, but
by raising the standards of the lower classes through the
medium of granting them land, Those who worried over the
status of property simply did not recognize the fact that
truth and society are progressive,l

Finally, the proposed homestead legislation of
this period fell far short of what the National Reform
Association would have desired. Furthermore, even these
emasculated versions were not destined to become law at
this time, However, the program had passed from the
hands of the off brand organizations into the control
of major political groups. It was now certain that the
issue of the dispos;tian of the public lands would have
to be met, '

Obviously, the congressional battle over the
disposal of the public domain had taken on all the a§~ i
pects of a political issue, replete with pressure groups
and sectional interests, Petitions poured into the offices
of the staté legislatures and into the Congress. Some
found their way into the state and national records, but
more often these memorials were disregarded by the legise

lative and congressional committees, However, the attitude

h ]

llb;dl
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toward land reform was improving, and many were beginning
to look upon it as a preventive rather than a reform
measure, Nevertheless, the issue was not destined to be

compromised easily.



CHAPTER III
PROPERTY UNDER ASSOCIATION AND OWENISH

The record of the group-living experiments,
initiated or revived within this period, was not impres-
sive from the standpoint of longevity., The modified
version of Fourierism, which came to be called Associa-
t}on, reached its height from 1842 to 1846 and slowly
faded out as the widely scattered experiments failed,

The decline of Owenism was of a different nature, Hav-
ing failed in the experiment at New Harmony, Indiana,
Robert Owen launched his last great propaganda campaign
in America during the years from 1845 to 1847, He
achieved little success,

From the standpoint of the method of organizae
tion of property, there was a wide divergence between the
two groups. Association was based on the investment of
capital on a joint stock basis, while Owenism faybrodva
community property status. Acoordingiy,,ﬁhey are treated
separately with a study of the contrast between them foi-
lowing. As in the case of land reform, the reaction to
these groups found a good deal of its interest centered

around the institution of. property. The propaganda element
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both from the standpoint of defense and refutation, was
not lacking, Finally, the influence of property as a
factor in the failure of the group-living experiments is
reviewed.

The term Association evolved from the objection
by the American organizers to some of the features of
Fourierism, Furthermore, they did not understand some of
Foufier's philosophy., Generally accepted were his ideas
on industrial organization, joint stock capita;ization,
and dividends,! As the movement developed, the influence
of the French social re-organizer rapidly decreased, and
Agsociation becam; primarily an A&erican development.

Albvert Brisbane, 1809«1890, brought the ideas
of Fourier to the United States. Fossessed of a scholarly,
inquisitive character, he had contacted the Fourier move~
ment while traveling in France., The idea that institue
tions could be made to fit the nature of man particularly
appealed to him, In 1839, he published his first work,v

Brisbane on Association. Its purpose was to show the

American people the benefits of such a plan, Shortly

afterwards, he came into centact with Greeley., From the

1John R, Commons, Documentary History of American
Industrial Society, VII . s)s De 147,
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standpoint of developing a system of propaganda, he could
have made no better acquaintance, At his request, Greeley
made a study of Association. Typically, he fell for this
new type of social reform, and during the years from 1842
to 1844, he donated space in the Tribune for a column on
Aasoeiation.

Brisbane defined Association in the following
manner: "It is the organizgtion, on scientific principles,
of the primary unit in the social ordgr."l Of these
scientific principles, we are primarily concetned with
the manner of capitalization of the property. Generally,
few restrictions existed in the choice of investors, 7
Lither residents or non-residents were free to invest
in the undertaking, The propaganda stressed the need
for an unlimited amount of capital which would be recaién,
ted for by stock certificates of a set valuation. The
volume of certificates issued would represent the total
capitalization based on the value of the property at the
time that the organization was formed, :

‘ The Associationists assumed an early success

in their venture, copying the percentage dividends that

lAlhert Brisbane, A liental Biogr (Bostons Arena
Publishing Company, 1893), p. 248,
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had been formulated by Fourier. 1In the event of an in-
crease in the value of the property, one~fourth of the
addition was to go to the investors and three fourths
to the laborers, These dividends would be determined
by an annual appraisal and accounting. Furthermore,
a sinking fund was to be created to pay off the invese
tors who might wish to withdraw their capital on the
date of expiration,

The Tribupe voiced an enthusiastic appeal
for investors, promising them a larger return than
they could expect in any other instance. The bold
opinion was expressed that, with little risk involved,
the capital would doublo in value in four or five years.
This optimism reflected the views of Brisbane, who emphae
sized the efficiency value of group-living in contrast
to the disruption which prevailed under a competitive
system, The appeal closed with an implied threat of a
sacial revolution which gight destroy the wealthy in ;hs

“... event that the people became desperate.t

With such a system of investment prevailing, it

wag evident that Association developed as a compromise

1wa York Daily Tribune, April 2, 1845, in Commons,
Documentary Hisbory, VIL (gpe. cite.), pp. 165-6.
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with the existing conditions., Richard T, Ely has stated
the principle in the following manner: "It was an attempt
- to modify essentially the principle of private property,
and to change human feeling with reference to it while
still retaining it."1 The oonsequenées of such a pro=-
gram will be made apparent when we review some instances
of failure,

~Oweniem never attempted to make such a compro-
mise, This was due in part to a feeling that the break
with the old society must be complete, Owen, realizing
that he could not change the age-old institutions of
England overnight, proposed to win the support of the
people by d emonstration, He felt that the greater effi-
ciency of his program would soon be made appareni. When
such a state had been reached, the govermment could buy
up the land thaﬁ was offered for sale at the market price.2
Eventually, the last vestiges of private property would
be destroyed, and the new order would be well established,
It was with the hope of demonstrating in a scciety which
was closer to nature that he turned his attention to

America, ’

« 1Richard T, Ely, The Labor lioveme America (New
York: Thomas Y, Crowell and Company, 1886), p. 22,

2Robert Owen, The Rexo;ut%gg In the Mind and Practice
of the Human Race (London: ZLffingham Wilson, no date),

Pe 42,
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The story of the New Harmony, Indiana, experie
ment was the result. Owen felt that he could create an
enviromment in this new location which would be the
master of human nature,® To that end, he restated his
idea that the model village must be "founded on the
principle of united labor, expenditure, property, and
equal priveleges".,? Before the experiment failed in
1888, he had invested and lost forty thousand pounds,
which represented four~fifths of his entire fortune,

Owen returned to England in 1829, lieanwhile,
the society, which had once boasted of complete equality
and common property, dissolved., kiost of the prope}ty was
purchased or leased by individuals. Sixteen years later
he returned to the United States, still entertaining the
hope of seeing his ideas put into practice. By this time,
one of his sons, Robert Dale Owen, was a member of the
Hbuée of Representatives of the National Congress, His
father mentioned that the use of the free mailing privel-
eges through the Representative's office was a great aid
to him in furthering the propaganda campaign that he
conducted for the following three years,

1G,D.H. Cole, The Life of Robert Owen (London: Mace
millan and Company Ltd., 30), Pe 241,

21pid., p. 225.
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Owen's views had not changeds Again he spoke
of the unlimited potentialities of the United States
which were undeveloped due to the system of society
that prevailed, It seemed to him to represent a sort
of mental slavery, shaped by a system which actually
was in conflict with the Constitution.! In calling for
a World Convention to meet in Néw York on Cctober 1,
~1845, the aging poc;a; raformai warned the American
people 6! the evils of competition and speculations

From Owen's interest in the development of the
Aséociation movement, we can get an idea of the contrast
between the two groups, No gquarrel existed between them,
although the Associationists withdrew from the 1845
World's Gonvéntion after taking part for several days.
In another instance, the Associationist's Convention,
meeting in New York during April of 1844, refused to
allow the seating of two Owenite delegates, because they
objected to the interpretations on the divine order of
gociety and upon property. ;

This divine order of society and its relatione
ship to the Associationists found expression in the

iﬁhw ngal World (London, EBngland), Dec, 13, 1844
Pe isg, in Commons, Documentary History, VII (op. ci .5.
p' 5.
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Preamble to the Convention. The introduction was pre-
sented by W, H. Channing, famed Unitarian minister and
an early leader in the Brook Farm experiment at West
Roxbury, Massachusetts., It stateds

His prineciple was love, its application

Jjustice; its practice brotherly coopera-

tion., In the devotedness and disinter-

estedness of the Prophet af Nazareth

wag the birth of Association. Associa-

tion is Christianity, carried into

every relation and detail of l1ife,l
In contrast to this was the rationalism and materialism
of Owen, The belief that human character was formed
by the economic enviromment and that any set of habits
could be given to human society remained foremost in
his thinking. G. D, H. Cole has expressed the belief
that Owen actually preceded and anticipated Marxism in
this respect, The principle of rationalism was expres-
sed by an Owenite who was in the process of questioning
some of Brisbane's statements as follows:

We Owenites maintain that our prineiples

being the result of matters of fact, and

not fiction, reality and not vision, -

demonstration and not theory, settle
these all important questions on such

ltne Phalanx (New York, N. Y.), April 20, 1844, Dppe
103-106, in Commons, lIbid., p. 110.
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a base as not to be shaken by the scrue-

tiny of the philosopher, the penetra-

tion of the divine, nor the talent of

the eloquent,

Essentially, the feeling of Owen was that Association
represented a transition from the competitive society.
However, in the movement for a better system he felt
that the Associationists would have to get rid of their
outmoded opinions,

In his criticism of those opinions, he = tressed
the institution of private property. Owenism never re-
treated from the principle of communal property. Its
founder traced much of the degradation of the human race
to the selfishness developed in tha»struggle for propertye.
While admitting its necessity as a motivating force in
an irrational society, he felt that the new human nature,
which his economic system would create, would need no
such stimulus. One of his greatest doubts concerning
Asgociation centered on the impossibility of reconciling
the differences in property ownership., However, the
Associationists, or at least the philosophers and leaders

of the movement, resented being classed among the Commun~

ist groups. They argued in vague terms for a just distri-
pution of property and for the development of human

-

1Herald of the New no§a1 World (New York, N. Y.),
Feb. 4, 41, in EOMOM, ,blgop Pe 223,
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gociety, both collectively and individuallyesl They bole
stered these uncertain principles with further expres-
sion of the religious aspects of Association,

The contrast emanating from the reaction fo
the groupdiving experiments was of & sharper character,
Since the Association settlements were more numerous
and wi&espread and ﬁeru possessed of the means to propa-
gandize, the great majority of the attacks were directed
ageinst them, The most significant of these centered
around Greeley and Brisbane., The former engaged in a
newspaper debate with Henr& Jo Raymond of the conserva-
tive Courier and Enguirer of New York, Brisbane has
recorded a milder type of discussion in which he reviewed
economic conditions with John C, Calhoun.

Raymond, a former employee of the Tribune,
waatcd no time in attacking the property status as organ-
ized under Association, He agserted that property, the
basis of society, was being challenged and threatened
with destruction, Furthermore, he questioned Greeley on
the matter of who was to retain the control of these
organizations. The Tribune editor replied that the prop-
erty would be vested in those who contributed the capital

lrhe Harbinger (Brook Farm; West Roxbury, Mass.),
May 13, 1848, pp. 12«13, in Commons, Ibid., p. 238,
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which established the property, When his opponent de~
scribed this as a large scale extension of the landlord
and ienant system, Greeley found it necessary to explain
how labor could gain property. His argument assumed a
great increase in the value of the property over the
original amount of the invested capitals, This increase
would be both created and owned by labor. 3Since the
origiral investors owned only so much stock, new stick
would be issued for the amount of the incresse in the
value of the prOperﬁy. Of this amount only one-fourth
would be credited to the original stock with three-fourths
going to labor, Raymond was not convinced, IHe douﬁtod
that labor would have anything to buy with, 1In addition,
if prosperity prevailed, the investors would not be likely
to sell their stouk except at inoreased values.1

Greely also had his troubles with some local
: ng York ministers, Answering to'a Dr, Potts, who had
charged in a sermon that the Tribune was agrarian, he
stated that this attempt to asscciate the programs of
social reform with the enemies of Christianity deserved
onl& revuke, As ;n afterthought,he remarked that, ".sees

few among the divines are as well salaried as he i8".2

iJames Parton, e Life race Gree (Bostons
HoughtoneMiffiin Company, 18 s PPe «177.

glblgs s DPs 238,
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To the "well fed thoughtlessness" of a Dr, Hawks, he re-
plied that the Socialists might favor dividing the property
of the doctors of divinity among the laborers who actually
supported them, He suggested a number of Biblical refe
erences on agrarianism to them, including the twenty~fifth
chapter of Leviticus.

Albvert Brisbane, associated in the propaganda
movement through his column in the Tribune, shared the
impact of the reaction along with Greeley, He recalled
having been represented as atheistic, immoral, communistic,
and a fomenter of class warfare., He feared that the del-
uge of attacks by so many papers would endanger Associa=
tion itself, the movement which one of the papers had
called a system of "prosaic monasticism”.l

Brisbane's discussions with Calhoun were of a
milder nature, He met the southerner on a trip to VWashe
}ngten in 1842, and spent several evenings with him in
discussion. Calhoun asserted his feeling that the North
was running into anarchy through the medium of the class
struggle. He accepted the thesis that the laboring groups
of the area were living under a system of wage slaverys

Accordingly, the southern way of life should be maintained

1Br19bane, A Mental Biography (op. gite), Pe 210,
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in order to bridge over this dangerous period., In what
Brisbane considered to be typically Calvinistic terms,
he expressed the belief that the individual should dire
ect his efforts toward securing a state of order. Brise
bane countered with his idea for the new society which
would elevate the status of human nature.,’ It was a
typical discussion between a pair of intellectuals,
differing markedly in their opinions, but, neverthelecss,
respecting each other, At a later date, Brisbane came
to share Calhoun's views of the disintegration of north-
ern society.

A Society did not disintegrate, but Asscciation
did., One after another the communities broke‘up, with
their members resuming an individualistic life, Of the
thirty-four establishments started in America, the North
American Phalanx at Red Bank, N. J. lasted the longest,
dating from 1843 to 1855, A variety of reasons for the
failures have been suggested, Hasty organization, ignore
ance, lack of loyalty, and the acceptance of mémbera who
poesessed no property have all been liated. Brisbane re=-
lated that Brook Farm failed because its members did not
find expression for their ambitions, In addition, he of-

fered the following explanation for the demise of the
Notth American Phalanx}

11bid,, p. 223.




57

Towards the last, the imagination of

many of its members began to picture

the broader, more independent fields

of action in the great competitive

life gf the individual in eiviliga-

tion.

The above explanations Hint that the status of property
may have been a factor., In the case of the Wiseonsin‘
Phalanx at Ceresco, Wisconsin, there seemed to be little
doubt of th§ matter, - The records of its failure ceontinu-
ally refer to the inadequacy of the method of capitéllv
zetion and dividend, to the evil of speculation, and to
the inecreasing concentration of the wealth into the hands
of the few,

The original charter had followed the pattern
of Fourier in that one-fourth of the net increase éf the
value of the property at the end of a year would be |
eredited to capital, This guarantee, together with a
rapid incresse in the value of the property, apparently
caused the trouble, Although three-fourths cof the éiviu
dent wes to go to 1abor,kthc amounts issued to the indi-
viduai laborer were so small that the large stockholders
were increasingly adding to their interests, Furthermore,
it was estimated that over one-half of the atoei was held

by noneresident members,

i

i1vid., p. 213.
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Adding to the complications was a tragic mis-
take which many of the groups recognized too lates, There
wag no provision in the charter to require members to
attach personal and even landed property to the stoeck,
'Individuala who took advantage of this reflected a halfe-
hearted interest in the organization, Speculation
proved a profitable diversion to them,

The rapidly rising value of rezl estate in the

area played into the hands of tha;ppéculatora. They
were interested in seeing the organization broken up in
order to realiéc a greater profit on their investment,
The criginal charter had been established by an act of
incorporation authorized by the legislature of the state
of Wisconsin, It specifically provided for group control
of the property, Accordingly, it was necessary to repeal
this act before the property could be individualized,
The speculators had petitioned the legislature to take
such action.

There remained only one possibility for those
who fav;red and hoved for the maintainence of the group
effort, This wus tq secure new investors to buy out the
gpeculating members and to reorganize on the basis of
no dividends to capital, The factors which encouraged

gpeculation would have to be removed. W, Chase, the most
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pwamtaant leader of the group, spoke out against the
speculators in the following terms:

ssss but men strive to get rich even

by speculating out of the necessities

of one another, this they do every-

where, but here some call it a heinous

sin to do it among those brethren who

profess to be governed by the doftrinea
of Christ in the every day life.

However, more than a lament over the failings of brothﬂrn\
hood was needed., With the personsl property already ine
dividualized, there wes liitle that could be done by
those who favered the continuation of an assocciative
life, The Phalanx disintegrated.

The failure of the Visconsin FPhalanx would seem
to justify the arguments of Raymond as against those of
Greelgy, at least as far as the ownership of the Qtaak
was concerneds The concentration of ownership, which he
had emphasized, was verified by fact, Chase had reported
that several fortunes would be made after the proverty
was individualized,

Fipally, the leaders of the experiment emphae~
sized their belief that philosophy and theory could not

supply tne need for practical experience, In doing so,

18pirit of the Age (New York, N.Y.), Oct. 27, 1849,
in Commons, Documentary History, VII (op. cits), ps 284,
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they expressed the real weakness of Association, a group= -
living experiment that tried to establish too many fixed
patterns, even in consideration of the modifications the
Americans made to the philosophy of Fourier, Incorporas
ting these patterns into their charters, they removed the
flexibility of action necessary to meet changing condis-
tigns. A

~ New Harmony, for which Robert Owen had fusnished
a major share of the capital, had failed in the same
manner., Without stressing agaiﬁ the various reasons
advanced for the failure of the vaficua group#, it can
bg stated that there must have been something in the
American character which rebelled against the associative
life, Inherant in that character Was’& spirit of inde-
‘pandanca. This feeling of independence reflected on the
status of property in varying degree, In its normal
forms, it r@praaéﬁted the universal hope for property on
the part of the individual which had been stressed by Madi-
gon. In its extremés, the evils of speculation appeared.
But in neither case did group~living provide the answer,
Instead, the "conservative powers", which Raymond had cale

led upon to preserve the institution of property, prevailed.

4



CHAPTER IV
EVANS ARD GREELEY: CONTRAST AND SIMILARITY

One of the best classifications of reforms and
reformers appeared with tgo publication of the Communist
Manifesto of Karl Marx and Frederick LEpngels in 1848,
While interested in encouraging every attack on the capi-
talistic society, they were naturally inclined to look
more favorably on bama movements than on others, Gener-
ally, they tended to favor the actions of laboring groups
and to be contemptuous of the reforms advocated by the
utopian and bourgeois Socialists,

S8ignificantly, the views of George H., Evans
and Horace Greeley were, to a considerable extent, simi-
lar to some of the patterns established in the Manifesto.
Evans was the perfect representative of the American |
agrarian reformers, a group which the Communist philoso=-
phers placed among the working class parties., Section
II of the Manifesto encouraged just such an attack on
bourgeois property as a helpful prelude to the inevitable
arrival of the Communist state, While Greeley did not
fit as easily into a particular classification, his
thinking led him toward a similarity to the utopians,
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whom the Marxists at best figured as a rather futile ele~
' meht; The Tribune editor was largely representative of
the hated bourgeocis Socialists,

| The ideas and opinions of Hvans and Greeley
revealed the contrasts and the similarities existing
between them, Since both of them were propagandists,
they were inclined to comuitt themselves freely on the
prevailing issues, Among ?hc issues with which they came
into contact were Communism, agrarianism, group-living
and abolitions In the course of such experience, their
ideas of human nature and of property in general became
evident,. |

Communism existed only to a limited degree in

the America of the 1840's. There were a number of relig-
ious societies who possessed a fairly large membership
and who operated under the conditions of communal prop=
erty. Furthermore, the emphasis of the Owenites was
toward an eventual society in which a form of Communism
would prevail, There was little or no influence from
the Marxism of Europe at this time, Accordingly, the
Communism with which Evans and Greeley came in contact
was primarily that of the religious societies or of the
Owenites,
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We have previously mentioned the change which
occurred in the thinking of Lvans since the early days
of the Workingmen's party. He now asserted that property
was the product of labor and that thé rights of the in-
dividual were to be protected.,  He felt that the homee
steads to be granted to the great landless group of
laborers should be made inalienable to Communism as well
as to confiscation by a default in mortgage or debt pay-
ments! From the fact that society was divided into in-
dividuals, it followed that property must pa maintained
in a similar fashion, The reformer, whom George M,
Stephenson has called an extreme radical for his time,
was enough of aﬁ opportunist to adjust his vidws to the
prevailing public opinions?

Greeley also doubted the practicality of a com-
munistic societys Basically, he felt that it violated
man's tendencies to produce and to acquire, Since all
- practical Socialism seemed to rest on this communistic
basis, he predicted that it would eventually fail, Never-

theless, he recognized that there were a number of

lrewis KMasquerier, 8ociolo {New York: The Author,

1877), pp. 56-61, in Commons, Documentary History, VII

(22: MQ); Pe 293,
2George M, Stephenson, The

Public Lands (Boston: Richard G
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successful colonies and suggested the existence of a

, strong, unified, religious basis as the reason for their

prosperity., In a sense, his views on Communism tended
to justify his belief in Association, He felt that equal-
ity of property was in direct contradiction to the
varying cont?ibutions of the investors and to the differ-
ing abilities and skills of the laborers.!

The similarity of opinion which existed between
them in regard to Communism extended into their concepts
of land reform or agrarianism, 8Since Evans was the spear-

head of this movement, he exhibited again the tenacity'

with which he clung to the doetrine of land as the only

natural right, Almost twenty years of his life was spent
in trying to establish the idea that the division of the
landed property existing in the public domain represented
the only hope for the laboring classes of the eastern

cities, ' :

Greeley's response to this appeal was slower in

*appearing, The radicalism of his later years was hardly

evident in the Greeley who wrote in the following

liorace Greeley, Recollec usy L (New
York:s J. Be Ford and Company, 1868), ps .
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terms concerning the Pre-emption bill bBeing considered by

Congress in 18383
esee It looks like a premium on thrift-
lessness and gambling adventure, There
is no need of it to secure to the real
gsettler his tract at the lowest rate,
custom and terror have done that al~
readys. But now how will a settler be
required to pay for this land at all¥
Will not his pre-emption insure him
against all competitors? However, the
amendments of the House have made the
bill better than it was, and, if they
are retained, its paiaagc may not be
so deeply regretted,

The above statement provided a remarkable contrast to the
comments he made later on the Green County Claim Society
episode which was previously related, The contrast to

the Horace Greeley who represented ﬁew York in Congress

a decade later also revealed the change in his thinking,
He had introduced the Homestead Bill of 1848, the fifst
legislation of its kind to appear in Congress., When
questioned as to why a Representative from New York should
be 8o interested in the division of property on the pube
lic domain, he answered that he represented more landleas

men than -any other Ccngresamaaoz

1The Jeffersonian (Albany, N. Y.), June 2, 1838, Vol.
I’ No. s De 146, '

aGreelay, ops cits, p. 217,
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To George H, Evans, the land reform movement
proved to be the great dominating interest of his life.
Yhen he gave up his efforts toward securing the politi-
cal success of -the Fational Reform Association, he was
a bitter, disappointed man., Greeley was never consistent
enough to become so completely involved in one movement,
His writings revealed but few references to the land ree
form movement, Perhaps he realized that in this particue
lar instanae, his contribution was somewhat limited. On
the other hand, it is of record that he was greatly ine
terested in the ﬂaaociatin# experiments during the years
when the land reform agitation reached its height.

On the subject of Association, the similarity
in the views of the reformers disappeared. ZEvans re-
mained opposed to all the group~living experiments and
engaged in newspaper debates with both the Associationists
and the Owenitess Greeley fell in love with the new
system, a system which he came to believe would rejuvenate
mankind, To the editor of the Working Man's Advocate,
the system of investment proposed in the establishment
.of the phalanxes insured the position of the capitalists.
They would be favored by a plan of organization which grane
ted them a profit withnut_a corresponding contribution
of labor, Furthermore, they could invest these profits
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in additional stock and gradually extend the degree of
monopoly control, He felt that the system was impracti-
cal to the extent that the rich would not join in the
inauguration of thésc groups and the poor could not
afford to.t

Greeley was more favorably disposed towérd
Association. ¥ollowing his early introduction to Brise
bane, he studied and made a comparison of the philosophy
of Owen, Henri 8t. Simon, and Fourier, He determined
that the latter's plans were the most promising, Al-
though the Raymond debates had tended to classify him
as an enemy of property, he, 11k§ most of the Fourierites,
came to favor a compromise solution, The solution he
found seemed to combine the advantages of a joint use of
property, while insuring that a varying scale of compen~-
sation would be retained, In drawing a comparison between
Communism and Association, he deqlarodx

ssee 1 cannot conceive it just, that

an associate who invests $100,000

should stand on an equal footing so

far as property is concerned, with

oné who brings nothing to the common
fﬂﬂdg 2

l§orking Man's f_s%zocat., April 20, 1844, in Commons,
DOGEE&QE&;E gﬂtﬁg!’ i1 (op. %&J). Ps 327,

zﬂreeley, op, cite., p. 154.
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He was convinced that the united industry of the members
of a Palanx would insure better social and economic
conditions and would eventually raise mankind to a higher
stature, '

Greeley actively engaged in the program to make
such organization possible, He had previously visited
Brook Farm on a few occasions, although he never joined
the organizations The intellectual background had
particulariy appealed to him, His practical experience
in organization, at least insofar as investment was cone
cerned, came with the organization of the North American
Phalanx at Red Bank, New Jersey, in 1843. When the cone
cern folded up some years later, the stockholders were
reimbursed to the extent of about 65 per cent of the
face value of their investments. Greeley oompared this
favorably with the returns from gold mines and oil ven-
-tures, remarking that he had some practical experience
of that nature., : ; \ |

Only an optimist could have survived the dis-
appointments which Greeley faceds In any event, he
apparently was too busy to be concerned for long with
the failure of the associative endeavors., In later
years, he reflected on this failure in the following

manners:
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ssses and every effort to achieve through

Association a less sordid, fettered, grov-

elling life will have a positive value

for the future of mankind, however speedy

and utter its failure,?!

Like other Associationists, he directed his attentions
to other reforms, entering the political arena with
the idea of initiating the reform movement as a factor
in naticnal legislation,

Another group which was interested in further-
ing its program in the same manner, caught the attention
of both Bvans and Greeley, This was the abolitionist
element, ZEvans actually indicated a bitterness against
W, H, Garrison and the other abolitionist leaders, Gree-
ley entertained a more sympathetic view, but like nearly
all the Aanooiatiohists, he worried over the property |
status of slavery., In addition, the problem was of
strong political significance to him since he had re-
tained his affiliation with the Whigs, :

Although insisting that he favored the eventual
abolition of slavery, Evans emphasized that the chattel

slavery of the south was no worse than the vage slavery

of the north, He continually stressed the fact that t he

119;&., p. 158
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free Negro would be at a disadvantage in the labor mare-
k&t. It is likely that he sensed the potential threat

to ‘'working standards which would be created by such an

emancipation, La;d reform remained to HEvans what abo=

lition represented to Garrison, and the two were never

able to agree.

This issue created a dilemma for the Iribune
publisher. There was some indication that his conserva=
tive views on slavery were the result of his friendship
and respect for Henry Clay.t However, his fellow Asso=-
ciationists were also but mildly interested in aboiition
and stressed the property rights inherant in slavery even
to the extent of suggesting compensation to the owners,

R formulating a suggested platform for the
Whig party campaign of 1852, Greeley was attempting to
affect a compromise on the slavery issues While recoge
nizing the moral wrongs existing in slavery, he proposed
a system of non-interference by Congress in the slave
states and an end to the extension of slavery and to the

hunting of fugitive slaves in the free states, He recog-

i, D, Ingersoll, Th fe Hora eeley (Chicagos
Union Publishing Company, 5)s De . '
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nized the need to pacify the slave ownership elements
of the party.

Greeley reiterated the wags slavery arguments
of Evans, statings

If I am less troubled concerning the

slavery prevalent in Charleston or

Yew Orleans, it is because 1 see so

ri-r o gt e Py e
Evans was never to change his emphasis, Greeley, who
represented a much stronger anti-slavery sentiment,
found it expedient to oontinualiy attempt to create an
alignment suited to a political compromise., In the
years following the Civil War, he wrote that it was only
by neglecting the factor of human nature, that th@ slave
owners could have been expected to part with their prop-
erty volﬁntarily¢

This was not the first reference to human nae-
ture expressed by either of these men, ZEvans had occa=
sion to assert himself on the subject while engaged in
an exchange with Robert Owen concerning the latter's

mild attitude toward monopoly interests and the status

1Sotheran, Horace Greelsy and Other Pioneers of
American Socialism (op., cit.), ps 150.
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‘of property. IHe stated: "When, in all history, hss any
class of men been known, voluntarily, to part with power
or property, however wrongfully possessed of it."1l He
felt that land ownership would stimulate the indéstry
and increase the virtues of the working classes. His
emphasis on the political aspects of reform would indie
cate that he believed that human nature in regard to
property would have to be checked by law, by the governe
ment taking action to secure for the individual his
natural right to land, Only when the misery of the
laboring classes had been removed, by a restoration of
their natural rights, could human happiness.exist.

Greeley reflected the attitude of anriar that
human nature was unchangeable from birth, When review-
ing the reasons for the failure of the phalanxes and of
his own ideas, he remarked:

1 shall endeavor to lay little of the

blame on well abused human nature,

since if any system be i1l adapted

to man as we find him, it may be ex-

cellently calculated for use on some
other planet, but not on this one,

. l¥orking lan's Advocgte, Dec. 28, 1844, in Gomaons,
Documentary History, o cit.), D 344.

2greeley Rannllansinna_az_a.ﬁuax.Liﬂa cit,)
Pe 344, 4 - L‘E! "
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Obviously, he believed that a social system would have
to be devised to fit humen nature, However, there was
no evidence that Greeley was unconcerned with the status
of men., He merely emphasized, as did Fourier and Brise
bane, that the protection from the failures of inherant
human nature must be centered in the social system, Apart
from that, he was increasingly concerned with raising the
standards of education for the entire‘eommunityx he was
definitely sincere in wishing to raise the standards of :
labor,

8ince some of his later statements did not re-
fleet on human nature, it was evident that Greeley blamed
the character of the individuals he discussed on the
existing sccial system., He attributed part of the blame
for the failure of the socialistie experiments to the
shiftless type of individuals they attracted, He philo-
sophized that man must create in order to anJéy. At one
time, he hesitated to hire Charles A, Dana, who was later
to become his managing editor, because he considered most
of the members of the Brook Farm colony, of which Dana
was a member, to be lazy. Like most self-made men and
self-styled great liberals, Greeley tended to distrust
others, The following remarks on the failure of co-opera-

tion were indicative either of that distrust or of a
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sense of realism, He stated:
Its advantages are signal, obvious,
immediate, its chief peril is the
rageality of the agent, treasurer,

or manager whom it is obliged to
trust, B

Finally, the general outlook toward property
of both Hvans and Greeley became evident., At times this
outlook appeared to be in the nature of a challenge, In
other instances, it seemed to represent a compromise
solution, disguised in part by tle political maneuvering
which made such a compromise possible,

Evans actually made the strongest challenge to
the status of property, Never was he to accept in prineci-
ple what he considered to be monopoly control of property,
although, for practical reasons, he conceded that the
status quo with regard to such holdings would have to be
maintained, He found the solution of the troubles of
society in a division of the lands of the public domain
through the establishment of equal and 1nalienaﬁlo home=
steads, together with a policy of land limitation, Ine-
sisting that the only natural right was the right to

 1bid,, p. 157.



/ : ' MR,

land, he advocated government écticn to make such rights
segure, Primarily an individualist, he was never to be
diatractsd by the appeals of other reforms and refarmara‘

Greeley was an entirely different type. His
gsoft, sympathetic character attracted him to a multitude
of reforms., Nevertheless, he remained respectful of the
‘rights of property, always trying to compromise his views
in accordance with such rights, Asaeciation, to which he
gave strong support, was essentially an attempt to effect
such a compromise, His economics wus that of the mild
Socialist, his politics that of the opportunist,

Both of them were somewhat utopian in their
outlook; both challenged the status of pioparty to an
appreciable degree, They suffered no lack of opposition,
Evans, representing an off-brand labor movement, ﬁhieh
caught the spirit of the demand for a division of the
publie lands, did not live to see the Homestead Act be-
come law, Greeley, representative of both the of f~brand
and the regﬁlar political organizations, did not need

puccess to maianlain his interest.



CHAPIER V
PROPERTY AND THE LITERARY PHILOSOPHERS

It has been generally accepted that the litera-
ture of a period has usually been representative of the
time when it was written, Accordingly, the use of lit-
aréture as a means to substantiste or to justify the ime
portance of men, ideas, or institutione in a mrticular
period of history has found increasing support. Signi-
ficantly, the years from 1837 to 1854 were important
years in the lives of the famous American literary philoe
sophers, A number of thése writers expressed views on
the subject of property which are of particular 1nterea}.'
The individualism of Emerson, the eccentricity of Thoreau,
the conservatism of Cooper, and the radicalism of Brownson
all became concerned, sooner or iater, with the problems
surrounding the institution of property.

Ralph Waldo Emerson, 1803-1882, probably exprese
sed the spirit of his time better than any other literary
figure, Apparently satisfied to keep his literary career
foremost, he rarely entered the joining frenzy for which
his generation was so well known, This tendency towards

individualism kept him from taking more than an intellec-
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tual intarestvin the Brook Farm experiment, and, in a
similar manﬁer, he éxpreseed only a passing interest in
politics, His major contribution was in combining the
idealism of his time with a strong individualistic ten-
dency that he had acquired as the pioduct of his New
England background. Generally, these thoughts were ex=
pressed through his essays and through a number of lec-
tures, delivered both in the United States and in England.

In his essay titled Self Reliance, Zmerson por-
trayed his contempt for the materialism with which he
felt American society had become contaminated, Mankind
had built up a heirarchy of religious, educational, and
civil institutions for the purpose of protecting his
property, He had come to associate all the attacks on
them as attacks on property. Furthermore, he had come
to evaluate his fellow men “"pot By what they were but
by what they had",! The solution arrived at, that of a
greater self-reliance and a weakening of the gonformity
to society, was typical of the philosgphar,

Emerson's solution of the problem of adJusting

1Ralph Waldo Emerson, Essays, 1st series (Vol. II,
Centenary ed., The Complete Vorks of Ralph Waldo Bmerso
12 vols; Bastonz Houghton Mifflin Company, “%awx PP+ 87-
88,




78

the control of government as between property and persons
was also purely philosophical, He recognized that governe
ment in the réalm of personal rights must be based on
quality; and that participation in such a government must
be universel. The govermment of rroperty, resting on an
unequal basis due to the differences in the abilities and -
1nheritancea of man, would have to be based on the degree
of ownership., Property in its effect on government was
recognized as all-powerful, in its effect on persons as
degrading.

Emerson continually emphasized the power of
property. He saw the principle of the separation of
laws between persons and property breaking down with the
growing complexity of society. Accordingly, the decision
as to the extent of 1agislative.poﬁer to be granted to
each was in doubts In any event, he insisted that prop=
erty would not be deprived of its influence,

It followed that a new basis apart from the secur-
ity of property would hgve to be found to justify the
existence oflthe state and society., ZEmerson found the
basis in an attempt to raise the status of the culture of
men, stating that "the power of love, as the basis of a

state, has never been tried",* Such a solutidn was hardly

1Ralph Waldo Emerson, Hssays, 2nd series (Vol, III,
Iblgo)’ Ps 209,
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designed to get anyone excited., BSuch a solution typis
fied the nature of Emerson, ’

However, it would be ;dle to say thatEmerson
lacked principles. He simply had no intention of write
ing with the idea of placing himself in & particular
classification, In addition, he recognized that such a
position was only temporary anyway. Conservatism would
have to accept the inevitable, In a similar manner, iﬂnﬂn:
vation was subject to a constant change for:

Among the lovers of the new I observe

that there is a jealousy of the newest,

15 58 Gaumavie 3 The pepé AINGSITSR

B

Therefore, no pure reformer or no pure conservative existed.
Conservatives could be roughly classified as those who
wished to maintain the status quo, whether Eood or bad,
Innovators were:those who sought an ideal status,

Emerson looked upon each as somewhat futile,
The conservatives, who trembled whenever the sacred in-
stitution of property was threatened, were motivated pri=-

marily by selfishness. On the other hand, the reformer

was not always guided by sincere motives. 4As a result,

‘1Balph Waldo Emerson, Nature, Addresses, and Lectures

(Vol. I, Ibid.), p. 305.
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the American people would have to develop a new falith, a
faith born of sentiment and not of the dollar, When re-
form was carried out under the new principle, man would
assume his true nature and purpose, that of the reformer.

As was stated previously, EZmerson was not &
joiner., Asgsociation represented to him an admission of
weakness, the very antithesis of self-reliance, It was
his observation that Fourier had emphasized all the facts
except the one which was the most important of allj namely,
life itself, He suggested what Greeley came to recognize,
that group~living attracts the second rate individual,
who seeks a refuge from the problem; of competitive life.
His comments on Brook Farm are indicative:

Brook Fasm will show a few noble vige

tims who act and suffer with emper and

proportion, but the larger part will

po alight adventurers and will shirk

work,

Despite his 1§ck of enthusiasm for the communal
type of living, Emerson respectsd the ideals which brought
such projects into being, even granting to Fourier the

virtue of possessing originality and hope. His respect

iaalph Waldo Emerson, Journs 3 lph Waldo Emere
%ﬁﬂb Vi, edits Edward W. Emerson and Waldo &r for
stont Houghton Mifflin Company, 1844), P. 396.
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for the higheminded appeals of the Soclalists, reflected
the fact that he wap somewhat of a utopian himself, DBut
he did not seek the utopian in a measurement of soclety
ap did so many of the group-living experimenterw,

Inatead, he hoped for the realization of a
utopia in the culture of man, He was representative of
what John Rogers Commons has called the higher idealisme
Such an idealism could not adequately explain the chale
lenge to propertys It was philosophical rather than soce
dial, economic, or politicalj it rarely tried to align
itaalt with either aspect of a questions Schlesinger
has suggested that Smerson thus evaded his moral responsie
bilitye! But the question remains as to who sets the
standards, Eﬁaraon was content to state that "all our '
fanatics high and low seem to move now impelled by ideas
which may one day emerge to the surface under the form of
the question of property,®

It would be even more difficult to sense any
political leanings in the views on property of Henry
David Thoreau, 18171862, While Thoreau's philosophy

Tyrthur ie achlecingcr Jres The Age of on (Bose
tons L&ttlo. Brown, and amgany‘ Sd ¢

ph Waldo Bmerson, The letters of Halph Waldg
uﬁ%ﬁﬁgﬂ, eatt. Ralph 1s Bt Jew York ia
versity ‘!ﬂ’ 1939}, D 53‘; ;




did not differ greatly from that of Emerson, his indie
vidualiom artginnend from a different ﬁypﬂ of persone
ality, a personality which at times bordered on the
ecoentric, He asserted himself at times by a volune
tary withdrawal from society in whioh his manner of
life approximated that of the aborigine,

Thoreau expressed himself in humorous phrases
which possessed a good deal of reflective thought,
Ownership of property and all the technicalitics sure
rounding it were repulsive to him, A good illustration
is found in the following statements

How when a man purchases a thing, he is
determined to get and hold of it, usi

how many expletives and how long a string
of synonomous or similar terms, signit;lng
pcnoeaaion in the legul process,

mine's my own. An old deed of a umall
piece of swamp land, whioch 1 have lately
purveyed at the risk of bveing mired past
recovery, says that, "the said Spaulding,
his heirs and assigns, shall and may from
this (7) time and at all times forever
hereafter,; by foree and virtue of these
presents, lawfully, peaceably, and léuhﬁy
have, hold use, aocugy. possess, and enjoy
the sald swamp, eto.

Iﬁnnry ﬁavxd Thoreauw, Barl )
(Vﬂlc . edit, He G+ Oy Blake, 8 Sings O
David Thoreau, 10 vols.; Bostons lought
393)s ppe 1ldelb,
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Emerson has recorded that Thoreau resented the
fact that he was restricted by the laws of trespassing,
On one occasion, the more conservative of the two sugges-
ted that his revolutionary friend write his troubles into
poetry and forget them., Thoreau continued to be skepti-
cal of these measures which attempted to fix the security
of property, He recalled his neighbor chasing some runae
way cows which he had just purchased, If he caught them,
the philosopher theorized, they might run away again, or
he might be dispossessed of them in other ways. The
moral was that all property was insecure,

Obviously, a man of such extreme individualistiec
tendencies was hnrrifi;d at the thought of group-living.
Such a life was destined to insure that men would contrie
bute only their second best. Emerson described the cone
trast of Thoreau to the Socialists in the following mane
ners

Thoreau was in his own person a practie-

cal answer, almost a refutation, to the

theories of the Socialists, He required

no phalanx, po goxernment, no society,

almost no memnorys.

It was not surprising, This was the same man who refused

to pay taxes to a government which supported human slavery,

1Botheran. Horace Greeley and Other Pionecers of Amerie
can sﬂ@ial;gﬁ ‘92. Citse /s Do 296,
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and went to Jail for it, a man who, according to Emaraen;
lived extemporaneously.t

The Thoreau who at times scemed to wish for
a poclety that was simple, practical, and free of instie
tutions, could also be intensely philosophical, He
wished to camtribuﬁa not property in the sénse of accumu=
lation bui that which he called individual property, his
ability to serve the public, Wealth was only a matter of
degree; inheritance of property created nothings He
perponified no system of social refofm. but he éid stimu-
late gome thinking on the part of his readers.

The cultured James Fenimore Cooper, 1789-1851,
provided a strange contrast to the anti-eocial Thoreaus
He was representative of the conservative element described
s0 ably by Bmerson, Although his early political career
gave some evidence of radicalism, later develomments re-
vealed his true nature., He was a typical planter class
gentleman who feared the impaect of an industrial society.
An early Jacksonian Democrat, his reaction to the policies
of the reformers made him increasingly conservative.

Cooper's views on property, as expressed in his

writings, might have represented a version of a standard

11pig,
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textbook in political science or economics, His opponents
found 1little to criticize on that bacsis alone, His write
ings revealed a thorough treatment, logical development,
and even a tendency to weigh both sides of a question., He
identified property as the basis of all civilization.
Accordingly, the rights to property would have to be maine
tained as inviolable and a respect for those rights should
be taught from early childhood ons

In addition, Cooper made some general statements
as to individuality and the rules of property. He expres-
sed the opinion that such rules were usually based on
reason, Nevertheless, he recognized the political influ-
ence that could be exerted by property and saw a danger
in granting additional consitutional privileges to it., The
position of the property-owner would have to be equal to
that of any other citizen, Under such conditions, indivi-
duality could and must be maintained,

He stressed the fact that individualism "lies
at the root of all vo]:untary human e xertion".l Communal
property and living had been proved a failure. Cooper em=-
phasized that the so-called successful religious societies
met only the simple wants of 1life, Furthermore, they

1james Fenimore Cooper, The American Democrat (New
Yorks Alfred A, Knopf, 1931), p. 128,
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possessed a weapon which general society could not exer=
cise, When a person refused to do his share of the work,
they could remove him from the organization, .

Cooper's occupation with the association between
property and culture presented a contrast to the some-
what repetitious conservative views, He identified their
connection in the following s tatements

Soecial station, in the main, is a con-

sequence of property. So long as there

is civilization there must be the rights

of property and so long as there are the

rights of property, their obvious con«

sequences must follow.?!
Among those consequences was the right to inheritance,
In must cases, the actual passing of the property would
~be accompanied by a transference of those things associ-
ated with it; namely, learning, breeding, refinement,
tastes, and principles, liere wealth alone was a pbor
basis for pride, .But those who condemned the men of
culture for standing apart from the general population
were giving evidence of their own inferiority. He in-
sisted that the men who possessed the attributes of a

gentleman should not be ttermed an aristocrat.

‘1vid., pe 71,
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Regardless of what he was called, Cooper found
that his cultured opinions and manners soon led him into
difficulty. His troubles with ,tresyansara on his prop=
erty near Cooperstown, New York, as well as the reaction
to his novels which criticized the American manners led |
to a terrific attack on him by the Whig newspapers. The
novelist countered with a series of libel suits, ‘Amons
his victims were two extremes in journalism, James Watson

Webb of the Courier and Enguirer and Horace Greeley of
the New York Tribunes These lawsuits occupied much of

his time from 1837 to 1845. He was successful in win-
ning a number of esmall judgments, Cooper revealed his
materialism on some occasions, cammentiné in his letters
on the extent of his winnings. |

The difficulty in evaluating Cooper centered
around his rather explosive nature. Horace Greeley re-
marked that he possessed "winning ways to make people
hate him",l Nevertheless, it was apparent that his in-
terpretations of the institution of property were con-
servative and fair. If he later became alarmed with the
socialistic schemes rising on all sides of him, he cer-

tainly was not alone, Such a stand was a logical one

{Eﬁn.ﬁiﬁi);

Toreeley, Recollectio, of a Busy Li:

Ds 281,
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for a man of his position.

There was little of the logical tendency appar-
ent in the career of Orestes Augustus Brownaon,'1803-1876.
He proceeded from Protestantism to Catholicism and from
radicalism to conéervatiam. Following his conversion to
the Roman church in 1844, his interpretations tended to
resolve everything into his religion and for that reason
lost their objectivity. But in consideration of the in-
fluence which he commanded in the years prior to his cone
version, his position among the literary philosophers
was justified,

Barly connections with the Workingmen's party
and with the Brook Farm experiment had given Brownson
an indoctrination to social reform, But he did not appear
to be satisfieds It was apparent that he was experiencing
a mental confliet concerning Christianity. He was des~
perately eager to combine his religion with his politics
and social aims,

The Democratic party, which he Joined.’repre-
gsented to him the party of Christianity and progress.

His contribution ?o its program appeared with the publi-
cation of two periodicals, The Demoqgagic Review and the

Boston Quarterly Review. Brownson proved to be a prolifiec

writer, His chief claim to notoriety followed the pub-

lication of an essay, The laboring Classes, in which he
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attacked the competitive order of society. The Whigs
published it as a campaign document in 1850, hoping
that it would boomerang on the Democrats. The resulte-
ing reaction led to his repudiation by many of the ele-
ments of the Damoeiatic partye.

The article contained some rather serious
challenges to the status of property and to the existe
ence and perpetuation of classes in society through the
medium of the laws of inheritance, Brownson accepted
the ideas of Henri St., Simon, the French utopian philosoe
pher, Under this system, property would be held in-trﬁs-
teeship by a special priesthood and would be granted to
individuals for use only during their lifetime, The re-
mainder of the article was chiefly concerned with specu-
lation on how the laborer could be freed from the @ontrol
of the capitalists, The inevitable reaction to such theor-
izing was not long in coming. '

The tendency of change in Brownson's thinking
soon became evident, By 1842, he felt that egqualization
of property would never be reached through the medium of
political and legal actions The inevitable change would
only come through the influence of morality and religion
in the creation of a highar order of society.l By 1844,

lorestes A. Brownson, The Works of Orestes A, Br
XV, edit. H, P, Brownson (Detroits: Thorndike Nourse, 1384~7),
Pe 255,
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he was completely converted to Catholicism, The rest of
his eareer was concerned with explanations of his previous
indiscretions. He explained his attack on property in
the disputed article in typical fashion., The attack
merely reflected ideas which he had' gathered from the
dominant public opinion, a public opinion whose vices he
attributed to the nature of FProtestant society as it had
developed.

Brownson's contribution in these later years
was doubtful. Nevertheless, in the space of just a
few years, his forceful, impulsive personality had
apaarted itself, He presented a remarkable contrast
to @merson, Thoreau, and Cooper.

Bach of these men had contributed something in
establishing property as a topic of major concern during
this period. ZLmerson voiced the spirit of individualismj
Thoreau put it to a practical test. Cooper emphasized
the interests of conservatismj Brownson, in his early
writings, expressed the opinions of a radical. Collect~
ively, their interest in the institution of praper#y'ren
flected something of the attention centered upon it dure

ing the period from 1837 to 1854.



CHAPTER VI
CONCLUSION

The men and movements centered about the social
and economic conflicts of the period from 1837 to 1854
general;y tended to follow a three~fold classification.
The reformers urged a modification or a substitution in
the existing social structure; the copservatives repre=
sented both the forces of reaction and those who might
become reconciled to some moderate changes, The literary
philaaopheré, for the most part, stood aside and served
their generation as harmless kibitizers. In regard to
the mass of the population, the revolutionary character
and the feeling of independence of the Jacksonian era
still existed,

Property, in ites relationship to the reform
movements, proved to be a tamggatneu& issue, The reac~-
tion which followed the mere suggestion of a madifiéa»
$10n,gr @gehanga in its status was immediate, AB a cone
laaqu;naﬁ, the reformer could not afford to compromise his
position vnlgntarily. If he dagired to be successful,
he initiated his program as an extreme, and gradually

tempered his vieﬁs 80 as to maintain a position somewhat
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favorable to the provailing public opinion.
ifhc parpeae‘bf the reformer waskto arouse
public opinion and to educate the people to the advan-
tages of his particular reform, The reformers, who. were
prominent during this time, followed such a program.
Evans and the land reformers hoped to gain their posi-
~ tion politically, while the groupe«living experimenters
hoped to impress the rest of the populace through the
medium of successful demonstration and publicity.
81gn1f1cantly, the reformers found the means

and methods of expressing their views, Greeley opened
the columns of the New York Tribune to them, but apart
from that, they managed to establish a number of other
newspapers, As uwrequ;t, they were able to compete with
-their detractors. James Fenimore Gooper wrote that it
took little capital to start a newspaper in America and
that the amount of capital was usually in correlation to
the intelligence of the management. Regardless of the
fglsity or truth of suah a statement, access to the press
gave to the reformers a calling card.

: Accordingly, the aims and ideals of the reform-
ers were ﬁublicized openly., The letters to the editor
columns did a tremandous.buainesa and a sort of chau-

taugqua existed in the columns of newspapers, The Greeley-
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Raymond debate furnished just such an example,

The land reformers realized the v alue of such
a propaganda campaigne They pounded away at their theme
- and for almost a decade kept the homestead issue before
the publiece They insisted that the law of nature did not
recognize the artificial creation of propertys. Therefore,
the right to land was not to be interpreted as an attack
on property.

The groupe-living experimenters also tried to
evade a conflict with the issue of property. Robert Owen
advocated a respect for the rights of property at the
same time that he was warning the American people of the
dangers of competitions The Associationists, who were
trying to create an unholy alliance between property as
it existed under Capitalism and under Sccialism, resented
the charges of Communism that were made against them,.

However, the reformers were unable to evade
such ohargeu. Their opponents found that the fear of an
invasion of property was the best ammunition that they
possessed, They used all the expletives at their command
to portray the levelling character of the reform movements.
The era of the love~feast was not yet at hand. DBroken
heads and smashed windows were more in keeping with the

times.
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The conservative reaction voiced the laissez
faire philoiophy. They feared the possibility of anything
that even suggested a division of property. One congress-
~man even went so far as to compare the America of his
time to the Roman republiec during the period of the agrar-
ian agitationss, The conservative views even found an ex-
pression in the pulpit, with some ministers endeavoring
to encourage a respect for property among the members of
their congregations,

Property as an instrument of power was obvious
to all, ZXZvans recognized it and reversed his previous
views as to the desire for an equality of property.
Greeley never lost his respect for its influence, But :
the literary philosophers provided the best explanations
of the power and influence of property. ZEmerson wrote
that when the rich were outvoted it was usually true that
their wealth had been exceeded by the joint treasury of
the poor, The haughty Cooper even confessed to the danger
of giving additional legislative advantages to property,

The historical axiom that reforms are generally
- born during depressions and die out with the return of
more prosperous conditions proved true., Such a prosperity
was evident in the early 1850's, The group-living experie

ments were dying out, and the land reform movement, as a
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propaganda element, was dead., The influence of Associa=
tion on the formation of the mutual insurance companies,
which began to be prominent in the following years, has
been suggesteds, The influence of land reform was more
obvious,

' The fight was underway to secure the public
domain for the use of those joining in the inereasing
western movements It was the type of movement that would
change the status of property by its own impulse if leg-
islative action was not ®rthcoming. As early as 1841,
the Pre-emption Act had been passed inm recognition of the
fact that t he settlers were themselves enforeing the
doctrine of squatter's rights.

Accordingly, one of the most important conflicts
over property in the history of the country_cgntered on
the issue of the public domain, The influence of the
reformers was problematical, They had given a certain
direction to the movement, and they had served to keep
their program constantly before the public. By 1854, the
issue was very nearly decided, In combination with a
number of additional causes, the homestead agitation was
destined to be a factor in the impending Civil Var,

Thus the status of property was the object of

diverse views, described at times in the terms of the class
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struggle., Yet, it was not destined to change quickly as
long as a competitive order of society was maintained,
The Socialist experiments met their oppoait;on because
they signified the destruction or modification of the
competitive life. They threatened the security of prop-
erty. The land reform movement also met with opposition.
However, it became aligned to a major political party
and a few years later a modification of its desires was
established as law,

Property, in the period from 1837 to 1854, was
subject to differing interpretations. Some identified
it with a man's labor in the manner of John Locke and
Adam Smith; others found its basis in occupancy as had
Chancellor James Kent, Property, according to Emerson,
va; an intellectual production. The opinions regarding
the social value of property also offered a contrast.
Property was degradings or diversely, property was the
basis of all civilization. Obviously, the thinking of
the times was not confined to single concepts, HBach accep-
ted the doctrine of property which best suited his own
needs and purposes, ‘'The narrowing of Buoh‘concepto. through
the medium of the developing legal system, was to be ine
tensified by a further extension of the Industrial Revolu

tion.
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