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STANDS FOR

Taking the full rent of land for public
purposes insures the fullest and
best use of all land. In cities this
would mean more homes and more
places to do business and therefore
lower rents. In rural communities it
would mean the freedom of the farmer
from land mortgages and would guar-
antee him full possession of his entire
product at a small land rental to the
government without the payment of
any taxes. It would prevent the hold-
ing of mines idle for the purpose of
monopoly and would immensely in-
crease the production and therefore
greatly lower the price of mine products.

Land can be used only by the em-
ployment of labor. Putting land to
its fullest and best use would create an
unlimited demand for labor. With an
unlimited demand for labor, the job
would seek the man, not the man seek
the job, and labor would receive its
full share of the product.

The freeing from taxation of all
buildings, machinery, implements and
improvements on land, all industry,
thrift and enterprise, all wages, sal-
aries, incomes and every product of
labor and intellect, will encourage men
to build and to- produce, will reward
them for their efforts to improve the
land, to produce wealth and to render
the services that the people need, in-
stead of penalizing them for these
efforts as taxation does now.

It will put an end to legalized robbery
by the government which now pries
into men’s private affairs and exacts
fines and penalties in the shape of tolls
and taxes on every evidence of man’s
industry and thrift.

All labor and industry depend basic-
ally on land, and only in the measure
that land is attainable can labor and
industry be prosperous. The taking
of the full Rent of Land for public pur-
poses would put and keep all land for-
ever in use to the fullest extent of the
people’s needs, and so would insure
real and permanent prosperity for all.
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Comment and Reflection

"HE Review of Reviews is a magazine of smug compla-
cency, of smooth phrases, and a quiet satisfaction
things as they are, barring a few exceptions. The
lowing more or less oily sentences are wonderfully illu-
ating in times like these: “Business conditions have
much below par during the past winter."”” ‘“There
been widespread femporary unemployment.”  (The
lics are ours.) ‘“But there has never been a time when
50 many agencies, public and private, have cooperated
lo zelieve it.” ‘“The American system is on good lines.”
“Among favorite statements of those who seek to soviet-
e the United States and break down our system of eco-
wmiic freedom (again the Italics are ours) is one which
isserts as a dire grievance that less than 4 per cent. of the
a*ple own most of the wealth of the country."”

MA/ELL, is it true that 4 per cent. of the people own
¥ ¥ most of the wealth? And must every one who cites
that fact as showing an indisputable need for a change in
iconomic conditions be accused of wanting to sovietize
he United States? It is a curious “freedom” that has
esulted in this startling inequality. It should occur to
he Review of Reviews that the results that people are now
leploring, the widespread unemployment and the great
‘oncentration of wealth in the hands of 4 per cent. of the
opulation, are due primarily to some grave defects in
his system of ‘‘economic freedom " (?)

EB place of serious examination of economic phenomena -
* this magazine treats us to the childish reflections we
quated. It follows this with articles on George East-
and John D. Rockefeller. Well, if half the things
about John D. Rockefeller in Lloyd’s * Wealth Against
monwealth” and by Ida Tarbell later, are true, he
t escape the judgment of posterity by his later
| benefactions. He has reached the age of 91 and his
h increases faster than he can give it away, even at
resent rate of giving,

UT we have little concern about that at the moment.
* We are more interested in the childishness of the
teview of Reviews. It doesn't know the difference in great
ortunes. It says: ‘‘Men like Mr, Rockefeller or Mr, Ford

or Mr. Eastman acquire control of personal wealth through
forms of business service that cheapen commodities’” not
governmental aid, railroad and land ownership and the
speculations centered around them. Nearly all great for-
tunes are the result of gigantic robberies. This need not
reflect upon the recipients; some of them are personally
guilty, but not many of them. Most of them can go to
heaven with a clean bill of health.

O, the evil is social. In a civilization where piracy

was not expressly forbidden by government, pirates
might grow to regard themselves as no worse than their fellow
citizens who followed other lines of endeavor. Some of
them indeed had letters of marque from the government
and some of them were heroic figures. They passed away
to be replaced by the land monopolists, railroad manipu-
lators, and the Grundy tariffites of a later period. For the
fact of piracy is not in the manner but in the essence; if it
results in the transference of wealth from those who have
earned it to the pockets of those who have had no hand
in its creation, then it is piracy in essence. If done without
violence so much the better; and indeed the political econ-
omy of our time, in its preaching and practice, as well as
our whole system of taxation, has less the picturesqueness
of piracy than the covertly concealed art of sneak thievery.

HE Catholic Herald, of London, England, gives con-

siderable space to the article in 2 recent number of
Lanp axD FreepoM, “Henry George and Some Distin-
guished Contemporary Churchmen.” We do not purpose
to enter into controversy with the Herald. The article
is somewhat vague in its criticism and the Flerald is mis-
taken in the assumption that the Single Tax would not
provide sufficient revenue for the needs of Great Britain.
It is also mistaken in its notion that the Single Tax is im-
moral as judged by the canons of the Church. This has
been decided for the Catholic Herald and all other Catholics
by the professors of the Catholic University at Washington.
It may be well to mention the names of these eminent
ecclesiatics who declared that the teachings of Henry
George contained nothing contrary to Catholic doctrine;
in other words that all Catholics are free to accept or re-
ject them. They were Rev. Thomas Bouquillon, D. D. (Dean
of the Theological Faculty), Thomas O’Gorman, D. D.,
Charles P. Grannan, D.D., and Edward A. Pace, D. D,
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Two Perplexed Rabbis

E trust this title and what follows it will not seem

ﬂfppant, nor lacking in respect due to gentlemen of
the cloth. Their lack of vision is not unusual; indeed it is
all but universal.

The two discourses to which reference is now to be
made are sermons for the Passover season marking the
deliverance of the lsraclites from Egypt. The reverend
pastors are Rabbi Rosenblum, of the Temple Israel, and
Rabbi Newman, of the Temple Rodelph Sholem, both of
this city.

Rabbi Rosenblum believed that the present crisis would
bring ‘““an industrial Moses to lead the people out of the
economic wilderness.” Rabbi Newman said, ‘‘No one can
look upon the anguish of the unemployed without asking
that a new Moses arise who will lead America and the
world into a new Promised Land flowing with milk and
honey.” '

May we refer these distinguished rabbis to Matthew
17-12: “But I say unto you, That Elias is come already,
and they knew him not."

Moses has come; George is here. At least his message
of social deliverance that he gave the world is embodied
in imperishable language. As the teachings of Moses were
applicable to his time so George's teachings are applicable
to this. Their adoption means a new Jerusalem with its
unborn populations, a free people, the human race freed
from bondage of centuries.

And what does it mean to the church and to the cause
of true religion? Contemplate a race freed from want and
the fear of want, with men and women free to turn the
spiritual side of their natures to the Giver of All Good.
Does it mean nothing to these devoted servants of the
faith? The Hebrew people are essentially religious; they
have suffered to a greater degree than those of other faiths
for their religion. What would such a reform as ours mean
to these keepers of the synagogue, these teachers of the
ancient faith?

There is a curious similarity in the quoted language
of the two rabbis. Both express the desire for a Moses to
lead the people out of bondage and announce a remedy
for the present depression. They seem not to know that
Moses more than suggested the fundamental remedy, that
allowing for different conditions prevailing in the Mosaic
times, he realized the overwhelming importance of the land
question. He was careful to preach against the alienation
of the land rights of every member of the Hebrew com-
monwealth and to guard against it in the institutions he
proposed. This seemed to Moses the first and most indis-
pensable of the laws on which a stable society may
be built. Everywhere throughout the Pentateuch the
laws that relate to the social organization are stated as
divine laws. Moses knew his people, and with the eye
of the seer and the vision of the statesman he appealed

to the innate perception, never absent even in the primitive

mind, of the harmony of the social law with the law of
the divine wisdom that ordained the world.

Following in our own time came Henry George with
his message adapted to a new civilization. Though others
had preceded him none had announced so complete a phili
osophy of social reorganization. His task wasat once easiei
and more difficult than that which confronted Moses ir
that he did not have to create a new society, but was able
to fit his scheme to existing governmental machinery. [t
was much more difficult in that the system he attacked had
the support of immemorial sanction and was rooted in
established privilege. It would not vield readily and Hf
knew it. But it must ultimately fall if for no other reasor
than that civilization must go on. Everywhere we can se¢
a weakening of the defences, everywhere the walls are
yielding. 1

Strange it is that neither of these devoted rabbis who
words are quoted apprehend the message of Mos
Strange, too, that they apparently do not know of Henry
George and his proposal to make the mesage of the Hebrew
lawgiver a vital force in our own age and time.

High Thinking

M. TOMLINSON isa well known novelist of En

* land whose style is so unusual that its novelfy
arouses attention and has provoked comparison with Con
rad and the author of “Moby Dick.” His thought is devas
tating to conventional standards and we present our reader
with a few extracts from his “The Sea and the Jungle.’"

““Poplar, you may have read, is a parish in a civiliza
tion where an organized community is able through i
heritage of the best of two thousand years of religior
science, commerce and politics to eke out to a finish :
lives of its members (warped as they so often are by a :
dispensations of Providence) with the humane Poor Laj 1
The Poor Law is the civilized man’s ironic rebuke to
parsimonious Creator. It is a jest which will ruin th
solemnity of the Judgment Day. Only the man of lon
culture could think of such a shattering insult to the A}
Wise who made this earth too small for the children |
continues to send to it, trailing their clouds of glory whie
prove a sad hindrance and get so fouled in the fight ¢
standing room on their arrival. But the savages of tk
Brazilian forest know nothing of the immortal joke cop
ceived by their cleverer brothers. They have all they wan
Experience has not taught them to devise such a cosmi
joke as a Poor Law. * * * [ even hear that shoul
you find a child hungry in an Indian village, you may B
sure all the strong men there are hungry, too. I am ng
able to prove that; yet it may be there are people toda
to whom the law that the fittest must survive has
yet been helpfully revealed. * * * In Merry Engla
the poor wretch is where riches of the earth are not bra
cast largess as they are here, but are stacked on each si¢
of the road and guarded by the police, leaving to him bt
the inclement highway.” 3 y '

“My trouble was that I had comeoutdirect froma co f
try where few men are"free, and?so most of us live in douk



LAND AND FREEDOM 69

of what would happen to us if we were to act as if we were
rn free. Where, if a self-reliant man contemptuously
fdare to a bleak and perilous extremity, he makes all his
flawful fellows in-draw their timid breaths; that land where
en a reward has been instituted, as for merit, for uncom-
E‘ammg endurance under life- long hardshlps, and called
old-age pension.”

* % %

' {[ “Thrift and abstinence! They begin to look the most
sniveling of sins as I watched, with spacious leisure, the
r procession of gigantic trees, that superb wild which
#tid not arise from such niggard and flinty maxims. Frug-
ity and prudence! That is to regard the means to death
life, the pallor and projecting bones of a warped exis-
ce, as good men dwell on courage, motherhood, rebellion
d May time, and other proofs of vitality and grow th.
w, I thought, I see what to do. All these improving
tures, reform leagues, and other props for crippled hu-
anity, are idle. It is a generative idea that is wanted,
revelation, a vision.”

- Wanted—A Synchronization

T is so easy to write words—easy if you do nnt stop
& to think, which takes more time. Hence the dreary
deluge of books, pamphlets, magazine articles, etc., deal-
flng with causes of business depression and plans for busi-

' ;ss recovery. If there were any agreement between any
“§iwo of them we would hail it as a genuine discovery. But
F;vr the most part there are no two alike.

‘Some future Isaac D'Israeli may produce a new * Curi-
ld" i&tles of Literature’ containing these wonderful state-
‘fnents on the economic phenomenon of unemployment.
i ?bd it should be vastly amusing to future generations.
k the enlightened even of the present such a collection
ﬁbuld be food for both wonderment and laughter.
¥ Before us as we write is the following from the Herald-
‘ [‘ﬂbune of this city: ‘“We produce more wheat, more cotton,
aore agricultural products than we can at present use
‘ Ether at home or abroad.”

- .;And so because of this over-abounding wealth we suffer,
If millions of us do, for want of the very things of which
7€ have too much! Not to see that something is wrong
_ fith distribution is to argue a topsy-turviness of intellect,
eason grown suddenly fantastic, mind dethroned. How
&Eview of this explanation of the cause of the present dis-
Jjress could a fall of manna from heaven help us? That
ould only add to the amount of wealth, further accen-
l*ting the evils flowing from ‘“‘overproduction.” Does
the Herald-Tribune see that this reductio ad absurdum
es naked the fallacy of its own reasoning?
A recent symposium, the inspiration of Edgar I. Bernays,
_ forth the opinions of 100 business men on the present
gepression. There was an utter want of synchronization.
ome of those questioned confessed their bewilderment
nd helplessness. Typical of these was the reply of one
1an, who said: ‘‘My interest in international finance is
ke my interest in astronomy. It is engaging to watch,

but I feel in the one case as much as the other an over-
whelming sense of impotency.”’

Another put it this way:

“T sincerely hope you will hold me excused if I refrain
from joining the grotesque and fantastic discussion which
serious minded men are putting forth today."

Lawrence B. Elliman, president Pease & Elliman, says:
“In view of the fact that many of our ablest economists
are unable to suggest practical remedies to end the pres-
ent depression, I do not see how I can be of any service
in the matter.”

Mr. L. P. Loree, president Delaware and Hudson Rail-
road, says that there have been twelve influences nominated
as the causes of the present depression. None of them
appeal to me.”

And there you are. Turning from these opinions, or
confusion of opinions, to an economist we have this verdict
from Prof. Thomas N. Carver. Needless to say we are now
relieved. Nevertheless, it is news that we are seeking the
kingdom of righteousness. There is no particular evidence
of it. But let Prof. Carver speak:

‘“‘Prosperity is coming to us precisely because our ideals
are not materialistic. It is coming because we are pursu-
ing the exalted ideal of equality under liberty, as it must
of necessity come to any nation that pursues that ideal
whole-heartedly and enthusiastically. All these
things are being added to us precisely because we are seek-
ing the Kingdom of God and His righteousness, as they
are always added, and must of logical necessity always be

added, unto the nation that seeks those ideals of justice
which are the very essence of the Kingdom of God.”

How reassuring!

Valets of the Landed Interests

HE Taxpayers’ Defense league proposes an initiative

measure to exempt from taxation $3,000 in actual
value of all improvements made upon land, thereby hand-
ing the small home owners and the farmers the biggest
share of the benefits. Heretofore, all so-called tax reforms
have been aimed at easing a little more of the burden off
the big fellows and handing it down to the little fellows.

The Taxpayers’ Defense league points out that there
is great need of equalizing the assessed valuations of prop-
erty. Favoritism toward the big land interests in all cities
has resulted in low valuations in districts where the valua-
tions are high, and high valuations in the residence and
farm districts, where values are low. In this county this
has been carried so far that valuations in the very heart
of the business district are lower than they were 10 years
ago, though rents have doubled and trebled.

If the league can put through its reform programme,
home owning and home building will be stimulated, and the
farmer will get a square deal.

But, oh, what a yell is going to come from the fat lawyer
valets of the landed interests.

Editorial, Seattle Star.
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Ralston Urges Submitting
Amendments To Voters

FOR more than forty—even fifty—years the Single
Taxers of this country have been wandering in the
wilderness and still find themselves as far from the promised
land as they were at the beginning of such period. Many
times they have been induced by mistaken prophets to
follow mirages. Now, however, it seems to me, after fairly
considering the situation as to certain States of the Union,
a clear and open way presents itself, and it is of the highest
importance that immediate advantage should be taken
of this condition.

The importance of present action becomes morc mani-
fest when one reflects that within the past year or two,
pursuant to well planned and ably conducted campaigns,
the real estate interests have gone much to the fore and the
theories represented by us have fallen correspondingly
to the rear. Within the present six months the Governors
of four or five States have presented appeals to Legislatures
for the relief of ‘‘real estate” from taxation, and at the
same time legislators have inaugurated schemes for income
taxes and sales taxes—to the first of which we cannot give
endorsement, and to the second of which we must
consider ourselves absolutely opposed. With this
state of activity on the part of interests whose ends we
believe are not those of the public, we have been resting
quietly on our oars and discussing theoretical considera-
tions and how far economic rent should be taken for public
purposes, instead of addressing ourselves to the more prac-
tical question of the methods of taking increasing portions
of such rent for the use of the state. Let us briefly rehearse
some of the positions we have taken and ground we have
traversed in the past so that we may have light upon the
question as to ways of securing substantial progress in the
future.

First permit me to reveal what may seem to have been
some prominent and paralyzing errors we have committed
in the past to the end that they may be shunned in the
future, and after examining these I shall then take up the
question of our duty in the immediate present.

We are told that we must organize a political party
having as its one plank the taking by the government
of all economic rent. This is insisted upon notwithstanding
the fact that repeated illustrations of the evil effects of
such advice have occurred in the history of our govern-
ment. I shall mention but two of these.

In 1886 Henry George was nominated for Mayor of
New York upon a platform the distinguishing feature
of which was the taxation of land values to the exclusion
of all else. He received more than 68,000 votes as Mayoralty
candidate, and his followers were so much elated
by this large vote, as indeed it was under the circumstances,
that they immediately proceeded to organize a party, and
the following year the United Labor Party was launched

in New York State. In the ensning election its candidate
received in the entire State about the same number of
votes George had received in the City of New York alone.
Not discouraged by this, the campaign was followed by a
convention which met in Cincinnati and nominated a
candidate for the Presidency. In very few States of the
Union were any electors nominated. Their vote was neg-
ligible and the campaign by its abject failure discredited
our movement.

In 1894 there was instituted in the State of Delaware
a movement for the adoption of the Single Tax. An active
campaign was carried on, and I am entirely justified in my
belief that had it been possible to submit a properly drawn
concrete proposition to the vote of the citizens of Delaware
in the year 1895, such proposition would have met with
success. That was not possible. It happened that in that
year the local element among the Single Taxers of Dela-
ware determined to nominate a straight party ticket, and
candidates were placed in the field for Governor, Congress{
men and various other ofhicers.

This was done against the advice and under the protests
of the committee which had been named by the then na{
tional body, and which consisted of A. H. Stephenson|
Harold Sudell and myself. Our view was, however, utterly
disregarded. The result was that the tremendous majority
of those who had been theretofore sympathetic regardec
our movement as just another partisan effort designec
to win them away from their Democratic or Republicar
affiliations, while the movement was made almost farcica
by the scanty thousands of votes which the ticket received
Politicians had no further respect for us, and people re
garded us as merely a set of office seekers under a new
form.

So a most promising movement fell absolutely to pieces
In fact after the formation of the party and the electior
our struggle was in an infinitely worse position from ¢
practical point of view that it had been before any uutla
step had been taken. Now, after thirty-five years, it Jsl
said there is some sign of revival. Experience, therefor?
in these two notable instances, to make no mention 0
minor ones, teaches us that our course of action does no
lie along partisan lines. And yet, despite bitter experiencé
we are often asked to again take this course. i

I come to another error which has been repeatedly com
mitted and which at times we are asked to repeat—tha
is to say, advocate a proposition before the people for th"
taking at once and without qualification of the entire rent:i
value of land for the state, and necessarily the doing awa'
with all other forms of taxation. Three times has this bee
attempted in the State of California, with a diminishin
percentage of votes on each occasion, and twice has th
result been similar in the State of Oregon. Notwithstandin
this plain intimation on the part of the people that th
general public will not stand for such a proposition, at
tempts are being made in some localities to revive it unde
slightly different shapes. Again experience shonld tead

|
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flind untiring labors of thosec who sought to put over the

Breat Adventure in these States, but the results are unmis-
Iikable The campaigns have retarded our movement.
ifhe American public is not ready for a proposition which
gin its essential nature is revolutionary. They will not stand
- or a complete and immediate change of system from some-

i E{ I have the highest respect for the earnestness, sincerity

geversal. There seems to me no occasion to argue about
g his matter and to say that the public should regard it

i such a proposition the public grows more and more
dvary of it.
il Let us come to a third system of advance, the results
{if which it is claimed by critics have been insufficient to
1 stify further devotion to it. In a general way this is des-
lated contemptuously as a step-by-step method. Why
¢| he epithet should be thought objectionable I am at a com-
te loss to understand. It is step by step that we go ahead
n every advancing feature of our daily lives. Step by step
/e grow in strength and education. Step by step the United
ates has reached its present position which has about it
§much that is admirable as well as so much that is objec-
able. The results of extreme measures are illustrated
{iy the French Revolution and the recent Russian Revolu-
dion, each carrying with it grave errors and blunders, and
g lerhaps suffering, entirely out of proportion to the good

o far achieved.

A universal principle of growth cannot be either sneered
?ay or commanded to disappear.

‘But I think that what those who use the *step-by-step’
ﬁthet really mean is not that we should not proceed step
dy step, but that the step-by-step measures so far presented
#@ve been timid and ineffectual; and it may well be that
ighere is a substratum of truth in the complaints these
iritics have seen fit to make. Perhaps too much reliance
as been placed upon the possibility that the slower system
wfavor will gradually and naturally grow from a beginning
1 a few smaller cities to larger ones, and thence to the
ounty and State, and ultimately to the Nation. The
dipread of ideas and practices in this fashion may be en-
itely too slow for the man who desires to gain quick re-
‘ , and this may as well be frankly faced. We must
t forget, however, that the little progress in the field of
tics which has been made has been by none other than
5 abused method. This has been true in Pittsburgh,
e half the local city taxes have been taken off of im-
ements, and in Maryland, where freedom which exists
to municipalities has resulted in certain places in the
mption of improvements and personal property. This
till likely to extend gradually, but all too slowly, to
er communities aside from those in which it already
jxists. Let us therefore consider a more general and per-
;S more drastic system of step-by-step progression which
g hould, I believe, command the support of all of us within

the jurisdictions as to which at the present moment it is
available,

My propositon is that in these initiative States where
such a step is possible, carefully prepared constitutional
amendments be submitted to the vote of the people, which ~
amendments will provide substantially that during each
of the succeeding ten or twenty years there shall be an
exemption by all taxing jurisdictions of 10 or 5 per cent.
of the value of improvements, and that at the beginning
of such period all tangible personal property shall be ex-
empt from taxation. I am not wedded to the particular
form of amendment or to the particular rate of progressive
exemption, but I do not think the period to be covered
should be less than ten or more than twenty years.

What States can put such a proposition before the people
to the best advantage? To my mind the ideal State of the
whole Union is the State of Massachusetts. This has what
is termed an indirect initiative. A bill can be presented to
the Legislature next winter, and if not acted upon favorably
can be brought before the people by initiative at the follow-
ing election.

I suggest Massachusetts as the field of action because
that State more than any other in the Union, is indus-
trialized and urbanized, and in addition its great body of
population can be more easily reached than is the case in
any other initiative State. Next after Massachusetts
I suggest the States of Michigan and California, al-
though California offers obstacles because of its wide
areas.

We are often told reproachfully that the Single Taxers
labored uselessly for the adoption of the initiative and
referendum in the States of the Union. In my mind this
is a decided error. They labored for this, but have not
advantageously used the reform after it was obtained.
It is much as if one had a hoe, which is an extremely useful
thing, but in itself absolutely inert. So treating the initia-
tive, we have belabored the ground, as it were, with the
back of the hoe instead of applying the sharp edge. I am
proposing another method of procedure.

To my mind the Single Taxers can not and ought not
to take the most prominent part in advocating the pro-
posed constitutional amendment. Let them start the move-
ment, if they will, by calling together a body of men who
are interested in the freeing of industry and business from
taxation, and let a committee of that body evolve the plan
of action and submit it to prominent industrialsts. In the
daysof C. B. Fillebrown he could have sclected from one to
fifty men of prominence in every industrial section of
Massachusetts who would have been only too happy to
have pressed forward the exemption of personal property
and improvements from taxation. Many of these men still
live, and their number by now has been infinitely increased.
Let them be called together to frame the amendment and
manage the campaign. Too much care cannot be given
to the first step—the framing of the amendment. This
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requires expert legal consideration and is not to be done
as if one were writing an editorial.

I personally believe that under skillful management and
the presentation of proper arguments it is not beyond the

. bounds of reason to hope that as a result of the first cam-
paign Massachusetts could establish a system under which
within ten to twenty years the government would take
for its purposes through the taxation of land values what-
ever might be necessary, and completely exempt personal
property and improvements from taxation. Even if this
belief should prove overconfident, assuredly a second or
third campaign could bring about this result.

But the campaign should be managed along wise and
appealing lines. Arguments which do not meet public
approval should be eschewed. For instance, at an earlier
period rather than of late the Single Taxers have had much
to say about a change in method as a means of abolishing
poverty. This may present a perfectly good appeal to the
emotions, but the so-called ‘“‘practical man,” after all is
said and done, has little use for such suggestion, the pos-
sibility of abolishing poverty seeming to him afar off.

Neither.can there be a placing of the argument upon the
idea of abolishing private ownership of land. For nearly
everybody either owns land or hopes to own land, and an
appeal based upon the abolishing-private-ownership theory
is bound to meet with failure. We may regard this as un-
fortunate, if we please, but the evil effects which attend
private ownership of land, as at present understood, are
not to be done away with by direct attacks upon private
ownership as such. Our opponents will at onee point to
Russia, where private property of every kind is abolished,
and our cause will be fatally prejudiced.

Again we must talk the language of the people and recog-
nize the fact that if we propose to take all economic rent
we advocate something which the man in the street does
not understand, and something in which he has little in-
terest. ’

Our argument must be a direct one and address itself
to exactly what we are trying to do—that is, relieve in-
dustry and business from the taxation which at the present
time oppresses it and which has so largely contributed to
bring about worldwide depression.

It is perfectly useless for one to say that this is subter-
fuge or camouflage. It is simply addressing ourselves in a
practical way to a practical proposition. Each and every
orator from Demosthenes to Briand has presented to his
public those arguments which he believed appealed to it.
He states his proposition in the most attractive way, other-
wise he would be unavailing as an advocate. All of this
involves no deception whatsoever. In our case it amounts
simply to stating facts exactly as they are instead of stat-
ing things we hope may result from certain conditions when
they are once established. The guestion with us is whether
the direct end we are seeking is just or not. In our instance,
the substantial difference between the two methods of
approach is that between knowledge and hope or faith.

|
|
We know that the present system of taxing industry is
injurious. We believe that a new system will tend at an
rate to abolish poverty. Let us stick to the firm ground
of sound knowledge and not allow our favorite faiths, whic
may or may not be true, to interfere with the progress o
a beneficial movement by interjecting into our cherished
hopes, either well founded or not.

Let me therefore close with making as strenuous a
appeal as I am capable of, particularly to the men and
women of Massachusetts, to come forward quickly to
stem the tide now running against us and to carry us on
to the great victory which lies clearly within our grasp.

I have spoken of the initiative and referendum State
as offering the best field, but I have not discussed any othe
States for the reason that each State must present its ow
problems calling for special consideration of its citizens
I should like to see a race between the most open States
of the Union as to which shall be the first to adopt the
system for which we stand.

Palo Alto, Calif. Jackson H. RALSTON.

[EprToriaL NoTE:—While agreeing with the specific proposition ¢
Mr. Ralston as one which may arouse both the interest and activit
of Single Taxers, as well as business men in the states named, we thi
the review of our “errors’ lends little force to the argument. )

We cannot of course agree with Mr. Ralston that the campaigns i
California and Oregon were “errors.” The vote of 260,000 for an ouf
and-out Single Tax measure in California remains a red letter even
in the history of the movement. Nor could any one deny that thes
campaigns served to educate numbers of the people in those states.

Nor do we agree with our scholarly contributor that the Freng
Revolution was without beneficient results. \We prefer to hold wit]
Carlyle in his estimate of that carth-shaking event, and the bold det
larations, forever memorable, of human rights voiced by the Frene
Assembly. [t is, we think, nndeniable that this eruption determine
for the better the entire trend of human history. Nor were the suf]
ings entailed, as Carlyle has also pointed ont, anything to be compa
with the centuries of intolerable tyranny that had preceded it.

The same may be true of the Russian Revolution, replacing an
famously tyrannical oligarchy with a government whose avowed obj
is the welfare of the Russian people, and substituting the spell
book for the ikon for every man, woman and child among Russ
teeming millions. ‘‘Errors” there will be; these are imevitable in
process of wholesale readjustment, but the greatest tyranny that e
existed lies prone and helpless, and suffering humanity may well e
template with tears of joy the destruction of institutions in which
kind of progress was impossible.

Nevertheless, this has little to do with the proposition made by
Ralston, which is respectfully submitted to our readers. It seems
us a very practical suggestion, though beset with obstacles that
might enumerate, That, however, is true of any suggestion for putt
over a partial installment of Single Tax. It must be remembered, t
that even New England has lost something of its old traditions of hu
freedom; certain events in Massachusetts are still fresh in our mem
Nevertheless, there exists in that state an unformed public opi
directed by its older and better traditions to which appeal may be ma
Also it may be pointed out that in Massachusetts are gronps of earne
and indefatigable workers for the canse who may be induced to gi
to Mr. Ralston’s suggestion an impetuns and vitality. From these ¥
will be glad to hear.—EDITOR LLAND AND FREEDOM.|

THERE can be no such thing as a fair tax law until all mi
learn to lie in the same proportion.—Buffalo Evening New
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Single Tax In Fashion

THE STORY OF NEW WESTMINSTER,
BRITISH COLUMBIA

Rapio TALK By JouN LAWRENCE MONROE

S a solution to the problems of unemployment and
4 business depression it has been urged over this radio
station that labor and industry be relieved of the taxes
which now are placed on people who build houses, buy
' radios, run automobiles and in other ways promote busi-
ness and useful employment.

In place of the taxes which now retard production and
hamper exchange it has been proposed over this station
that all taxes be concentrated on the community-created
‘value of the land to such an extent as to make it impossible
‘to withhold land sites from the use of the manufacturer,
the merchant, the farmer, and the home-seeker.

I have just come from a city in British Columbia that
eighteen years ago inaugurated this policy of entirely ex-
‘empting houses, machinery, personal property, stocks-in-
‘trade and other products of labor from municipal taxa-
tion, and which has concentrated its tax levy exclusively
u“(')n the value of the land irrespective of improvements.

The practise of placing the taxes on the value of the land
‘and abolishing taxes on labor products has had the effect
in this city of killing vacant land speculation, of cheapen-
ing the price of land, of encouraging manufacturing and
home ownership.
~ As a result this city of New Westminster, ten miles south
of Vancouver in western Canada, at the mouth of the
‘Fraser river, has doubled its population in the last ten
years without an orgy of land speculation where many of
the cities in the northwest with monopolized land and
tax-burdened industry have barely held their own. This
city now boasts the largest percentage of individually
owned, unmortgaged homes of any city in the United
States or Canada. It now has the largest invested capital
per person of any city in the Dominion of Canada, and
this capital investment is not in inflated speculative land
prices but in factories, machinery, stores, and goods. Popu-
lation and industry have boomed but land speculation has
been buried.

Interviewing some twenty-five representative citizens
of New Westminster I found street car conductors, post-
men, mill workers, real estate operators, public officials,
and industrial leaders joining as one in their praise of the
s_}stem of taxation that makes land sites cheap and which
@cs not penalize the person or persons who improve the
land.

# The workmen told me of their homes on large sized
quarter acre lots convenient to the center of the city, to
schools and parks, and with police and fire protection which
they had purchased and could purchase again now for
4940 or $50.§Here the same lots in towns one-tenth the
population of New Westminster would sell for ten times

as much. They told me they had put their savings into
their houses and furnishings instead of into the high price
of land. They pointed out how this meant more business
for the lumberman, the paint dealer, the furniture house,
and every business in which men might employ themselves
in useful service.

Likewise I saw here a city where the merchant and the
manufacturer do not have to jump over a land speculator
to get into business. The land speculator is eliminated
together with the incubus of taxation upon improvements.
The mayor of the city told me that his community was
less affected than most cities by the unemployment crisis
and business slump by reason of these facts: the manu-
facturers and merchants do not have to carry in their over-
head expenses the dead weight of a big investment in high
priced land nor do they have to carry taxes on their build-
ings, machinery, and other equipment. Hence the fac-
tories and stores of New Westminster are able to keep
operating at a time when the same factories and stores
in other cities would be closing down partially or completely.

Showing me a large detailed map of the city, the mayor
pointed to the vacant lots that were indicated on the map
as being on the tax books. The people of New Westminster,
I learned, are no more interested in having the vacant lots
in the hands of land speculators than the owners of an
office building in having their vacant offices in the hands
of office speculators. The people of New Westminster
would no more wish to boast of the high price of land than
a grocer would of the high price of eggs.

With the vacant [and for the most part in the hands of
the people instead of in the hands of the land speculators,
certain sites may be reserved for municipal improvements
and industrial expansion. Frequently when a prospective
industry agrees to employ a certain number of men every
year for say twenty years, and invests a specified amount
of capital over the same period of time, giving preference
to local workers and local industries, a three-fifths vote
of the people grants a fixed assessment on the company’s
land in addition to the regular exemption of improvements
from taxation. Hence, instead of scare-crow land specu-
lator’s signs driving prospective business men and home
owners away from the city, every inducement and en-
couragement are offered them to build and beautify the
city. In this way, the mayor explained to me, industrial
stabilization, of which we hear so much, and steady em-
ployment are assured.

Tax officials told me that New Westminster, with the
Single Tax, is one of the soundest cities financially on the
continent, with one of the lowest per capita tax figures,
and the highest percentage of tax collections. If vacant
lots are on the tax books, improved lands and homes are
not, and mortgage foreclosures are practically unknown.

The real estate men in New Westminster are home
builders and not land gamblers. They will tell you of the
houses they are constructing, financing and renting, and
ask you if it would not be a foolish thing to add to the cost
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of their service by taxing the houses as they are put up.
The real estate men are in favor of taxing into the public
treasury the community-created land values because this
makes land sites cheap, thus making the selling price of
homes less and that much easier to sell. Furthermore, the
family is encouraged to own its own home since the taxa-
tion of land values makes it unnecessary to tax houses,
radios and baby buggies.

The director and vice-president of the largest corpora-
tion in the city, a twenty-two million dollar company, in
answer to the question, ‘Do you endorse the Single Tax
as it is operating in New Westminster?” said:

“ Absolutely and unqualifiedly. It’s the only fair system
of taxation, and what's more, the reason we came to New
Westminster was because of its untaxed port, its cheap
land, and its exemption of improvements from taxation,
all which means more profits for our shareholders and better
wages for our workmen. ‘‘In addition, " he said, ‘“we know
that here the wages of our employees would go farther
because they could be home-owners—the land being cheap
and the improvements untaxed.”

So I saw that this Pacific coast city of western Canada
was bearing out Henry George's tenets advanced ffty-
one years ago that the concentration of taxation upon
land values and the abolition of taxes upon labor products
would make not only for a normal community develop-
ment, but for a thoroughly diffused prosperity and a widely
felt sense of economic security and economic freedom.

Inspiration to a Great Career

AMUEL SEABURY, the law student, regarded Henry

George as the greatest idealist of the age. He con-

sidered George’s theory as did George, not a doctrine of
Socialism, but rather one of individualism, individual
rights in Democracy, rising above party in the interest of
principle. He conceived it to mean that to all the people
belong the land and the sovereignty of government—not
to special groups, but to all the people; and that to labor
belongs the product of labor's effort.

“He told me of his visits to Mr. George’s home over-
looking the harbor at Fort Hamilton, and of the long talks
they had together,”’ Mr. Stevenson said. ‘In the light of
Mr. George's explanations, he saw clearly the social in-
justices which he determined to fight.”

Henry George told Samuel Seabury that the need was
for men willing to devote their lives and efforts to correct-
ing social evils apparent everywhere a generation ago,
even as now; and young Seabury became convinced that
the public had not lost its capacity for indignation when
confronted with injustice; that it had leaders capable of
translating that injustice into language it could under-
stand.—N. Y. World-Telegram.

AXES on land values created by population would
be the basis of a much juster and more equitable
system of taxation than the present pyramided and over-
lapping systems of taxes we have.
Editorial, Los Angeles Record.

Canberra

A CITY OF LEASEHOLDS

NSWERING a query of mine Mr. D. S. Burgess, for
the Civic Administrator, wrote as follows: “The|
meaning of the word Canberra is obscure and its origin is
uncertain. However, it is considered that it is a corrup-
tion of an aboriginal place name applied to that part of
the Canberra City area which lies between Canberra Creek
on the west and the Mononglo river on the south. The
first white settlers of Canberra were stockmen of Lieu-
tenant J. J. Moore, who arrived in the latter half of 1823.
In the letter dated December, 1826, Moore uses the
name ‘Canburry’ as though it were a place name, and at
that time there were only a few white men in the district.
The first survey of what is now the Canberra City area wagt
made by Surveyor Dixon in 1829, and it is considered thai
all the names used on his map are native names, with the
exception of ‘Ainsley’. In the early days the name was
spelt with many variations of the middle and final vowels.
The name Canberra is first found in official documents
about 1857. The official pronunciation was definitel
settled on the 12th March, 1913, when Lady Denmai
(wife of the then Governor-General) was authorised to
announce the name of the future capital city. Lady Den-
man, in a clear voice, accentuating the word on the first
syllable and cutting the second syllable short as though it
were ‘bra’, said: ‘I name the capital of Australia ‘Can:
berra’. ‘I am further indebted to Mr. Burgess for the
pamphlets and papers containing a good deal of the i
formation which I have summarised in the present article.

THREE IMPORTANT FEATURES

There are three features which every capital shouly&
possess, namely, a good water supply, a fine climate, a
beautiful scenery. Canberra has all three. The Cott
river, with a catchment area of 170 square miles, provides
abundant water supply for the city and is likely to m
all requirements for many years to come, while the M
rumbudgee flows through the territory receiving as tri
taries a number of streams which are available if necessa
as sources of water supply. Moreover, the Monon
flows through the site in a westerly direction, and is t
most picturesque feature of the scenery, while at Que
beyan, a well known town about seven miles from
capital, it is joined by the river of that name. The aver.
rainfall is about 25.5 inches, or about that of Melbou
and London.

You cannot get a perfect climate all the year rou
wherever you go, but Canberra seems to have one as nea
it as you will find anywhere. The scenery is extremel
picturesque. The city lies in an amphitheatre of hills, tw
of which are over 6,000 feet high, while a third is ove
5.000:§eet and a fourth is over 4,500 feet high. This wi
sound very low in the United States, but in Australia th

very highest mountain is only a little over 7,000 feet higl
i
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On one of these mountains, Mt. Stromolo, 2,600 feet high,
‘an astronomical observatory has been established, which
| earries out a lot of solar research, but the immediate object
of which was to obtain an initial meridian to which all
‘surveys of the surrounding lands could be referred.

THE CANBERRA PLAIN

In the centre of the Territory is the Canberra plain, on
‘which were several sheep stations, mountain ridges here
‘and there with little streams down their sides adding to
the picturesqueness of the scene.

With all these natural, climatic, and scenic advantages
it was decided to advertise for the best possible design for
‘a capital city. Although the competition was intended
to be world-wide it was practically limited to countries
outside the Empire, the Royal Institute of British archi-
tects taking exception to some of the provisions, which
the Home Minister refused to omit or amend. However,
some very fine designs were received, the first prize being
awarded to Mr. W. B. Griffin, a Chicago architect, who
came to Australia, at the invitation of the Government,
{in 1913 and was associated with constructional work until
1920, when his term of engagement expired. His plan
‘was finally approved by the Government, but the Great
‘War intervened which delayed the carrying out of the
work, and cost such a huge sum both in lives and money
that the monumental scheme was temporarily abandoned
in favor of provisional buildings, including a Parliament
‘House, to meet present requirements.

PROVISIONAL BUILDINGS

At the end of 1920 construction was resumed and a pro-
visional Parliament House, “a large white building of
simple and dignified architecture,” was commenced in
January, 1924, and was finally opened on May 9, 1927,
by H.R.H. the Duke of York, one of the outstanding events
in our Australian history. According to the official ac-
count “it stands in the centre of the area set aside for
Government purposes, which is being converted into a
huge park, the various official buildings being disposed
between gardens and avenues of trees.” This is in accord-
ance with the main idea which has been all along to make
Canberra a garden city, with spacious avenues of trees,
one of which, by the way, is several miles in length planted
with trees donated by various bodies throughout Australia.
Among the notable buildings is the temporary viceregal
residence, Yarralumla, which was originally the homestead
of the late Frederick Campbell,grazier, a provisional resi-
dence for the Prime Minister between Yarralumla and
Parliament House, and (in the distant future) a monu-
mental structure to house the War Memorial Museum, a
provisional commemorative stone in the place of which
was unveiled by the Governor General on Anzac Day in
1929. There are many other details of a like character
! which need not be recounted here, but a rather important
one was the provision that all building plans should be

submitted to the central authority before erection so as
to insure that they should be in accordance with a care-
fully thought-out scheme. Several changes have been
made in the administrative authority since the territory
was first handed over, but the present one, which took
effect on May 1, 1930, consists of the Minister for Home
Affairs and several of his Ministerial colleagues, supported
by an Advisory Council.

A CITY OF LEASEHOLDS

What makes the capital of Australia so interesting to
Single Taxers is that under the provisions of the Seat of
Government Administration Act of 1910 no Crown lands
in the territory may be sold or disposed of as a freehold
except in pursuance of some contract entered into before
the commencement of that Act. As already noted all
Crown lands belonging to New South Wales were trans-
ferred to the Commonwealth free of payment, while nearly
210,000 acres of privately owned lands (209,500 to be pre-
sice) were acquired by the Commonwealth at a cost of
about £750,000. There are still a few patches of alienated
land or land in process of alienation not yet taken over,
but the amount is small in comparison with that in the

- hands of the Commonwealth. Leases are granted for

agricultural purposes for a period not exceeding 25 years,
with special provisions for the extermination of weeds and
noxious animals, about 40,000 acres being leased to re-
turned soldiers for periods varying from 5 to 25 years.
Longer leases are granted in the city area at an extrene
period of 99 years, with rentals fixed 5% per annum on
the unimproved value, the value to be ascertained by bids
at auction or assessed by the government. These rentals
are subject to reappraisement after a term of twenty years
and thereafter every ten years . In order to prevent specu-
lation the lessee is required to commence the erection of
a building within two years, and to complete it within
three years in accordance with plans previously submitted
for approval, and no lease to be transferred until buildings
have been erected as prescribed. Very wise regulations
have been laid down by law for the construction of build-
ings in accordance with the general design of a garden
city, with residential and commercial buildings separate
from one another. The first sale of leases was held on
December 12, 1924, when 147 sites were sold at prices
representing values from £6 to £58 per foot for business
sites, and from 10/ to £3 4s. for residential sites, the re-
maining leases have been sold since then at prices which
the promises of the government to move the departments
from Sydney to Canberra almost immediately raised to a
speculation height. The promises were not fulfilled, the
rents were found to be too high, and a constant endeavor
has been made from that time to this to get them reduced.

“A NATIONAL FOCUS”

The depression also arising from the fall in the value of
wool and wheat affected Canberra very seriously, and so
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disappointed were some of the lessees, and many people
were so moved by the expense that was being incurred in
constructing and administering the capital, that propo-
sals were even made that it should be abandoned altogether.
An Australian weekly paper actnally went so far as to
publish a leading article with the heading—*"A National
Capital For Sale.” But the proposal met with little real
support, and was hotly combated by no less a personage
than Dr. Radford, Anglican Bishop of Goulburn, who pub-
licly declared that if Anstralia were to scrap Canberra she
would lose not merely the millions that had been spent on
it but the wealth that lived in it. Canberra, he said, re-
presented a national policy and he believed that it repre-
sented a divine purpose. It was not merely a site but
was to be a center, a focus, and a power house of all the
best things in the life of Australia. It might not be big
but it would always be great. He regarded it as the most
fruitful investment that ever lay before a people, that it
would lead to the future unity of the nation, and that
through it Australia would develop a new patriotism: “All
together for the Commonwealth.”

HOW THE GOVERNMENT CAME TO THE RESCUE

The dissatisfaction which was very generally felt at
Canberra was an economic one, due to causes which conld
hardly have been foreseen. The rents were fixed in boom
times and had to be paid when the boom had passed. Had
the land been sold by private individuals and bought as
freehold, according to the prevailing custom almost every-
where else, the purchasers wonld have had no redress, bot
having been released from the Government, continual pro-
tests were sent to the Minister for Home Affairs (Mr.
Blakeley, M. P.), who at last had the leases reappraised
by an expert, and on his recommendation it was decided
to reduce the values by 309, for rating purposes of city
leases to operate retrospectively from January 1, 1930,
while a reduction of 33149, would be made in rentals of a
majority of rural leases, and house rentals would be cor-
respondingly reduced. The Minister stated that, after
giving careful consideration to the problem, the Govern-
ment was of the opinion that the scale of reduction ap-
approved represented a solution of the matter which was
fair both to the lessees and to the Administration. The
effect on the annual revenue would be a reduction of
£4,620. He further stated that the Canberra house rentals
had been placed on a basis comparable to a normal Mel-
bourne rental, allowing for certain advantages which ex-
sted in Canberra. The net reduction in revenue on account
of housing would be £6,585. The Minister said that the
Government’s decision fixed a uniform basis for rental
for all tenants and would take effect as from March 1, 1931.

MR. HUIE MAKES A SUGGESTION

Canberra was recently visited by Mr. A. G. Huie, the
f‘mdefatigab]e“ secretary of the Henry George League
in New South Wales, during one of his country tours, and

the account he gave of it in the Standard of February las!
is so interesting and suggestive that I will quote it nearly
entire only premising that the dissatisfaction which existec
among the lessees when he was there has been removec
since then in the way I have indicated above. 1 wonlc
like to make one other observation before quoting Mr
Huie, and that is that the trouble at Canberra is precisely
the same as exists in all the Single Tax Enclaves in thi
United States, as will be seen on reading the latter par
part of Mr. Huie’s account. *'Canberra people,” he says
“have serious grievances. They have practically no say
in lecal government except in the payment of rates, whick
are heavy. Business people were induced to establish busi
nesses and make homes in the city on the strength
Government promises which have not been carried ou
The Government undertook to transfer the departmen
in five years. That would have provided a populati
of from 12,000 to 15,000. This has been done to a limit
extent only, thus stranding the business people. The
is general dissatisfaction, and apparently no prospec
of improvement in the near future. Mr. T. M. Shake:
peare, M. L. C., introduced me to the audience at King
ford in most appreciative terms. I made a suggestion whi
if carried out, would do much to make a success of Canberr
The land in Canberra belongs to the community. All hoﬁ
ers are lessees who pay a grount rent. This has the maii
fest advantage of leaving so much of a man’s capital J-
his hands to erect improvements. The Henry Geo

theory is that the rent of the land belongs to people an
should be used for public purposes. With such a pollﬁ
taxation is unnecessary. The people of Canberra pay
ground rent and local rates as well. In addition they hay
to pay taxes like other people in the Commonwealth,
cept that there is no stamp duty on cheques. I suggestt
that Canberra should be made a free city, that the author
ties should be content with the ground rent, which is
natural revenue, instead of donble banking the unfortun
people. All goods should come in free, if imported dir
or a refund allowed if duty had been paid, say in Syd
That there should be no income, probate or other t
In this way something practical would be done to
the capital attractive. Making Canberra a free city w
put life into it. The situation is fine, the climate is g
but the whole thing is artificial. Real cities grow natur
Personally 1 was never in favor of a bush capital. Sy
is the natural capital of Australia, just as New Yor
of the United States. The unemployed camp behind a
opposite Parliament House is a striking contrast to
fine official buildings, nice cottages and gardens. It
collection of little huts, and a rambling sort of place
as a hall, with annexes for cooking purposes, etc.

berra has its two extremes—the house of have and
house of want.”

A SIGN TO ALL NATIONS

In a_recent cablegram to the London Press Canb
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as called ‘Australia’s White Elephant.” Canberra at
present is somewhat of a white elephant, but it will always
a sign to the nations that the land and its value belong
right to the people as a whole and not to a favored few.
:Lay the time soon come when other nations will heed
the sign and adopt, it to the tremendous advantage of

It Percy R. MEGGY.

- PostscripT—April 15. Just as I had finished and
stamped the above article a telegram from Canberra was
blished which stated that “considerable extension of the
junctions of the Canberra Advisory Council has been prom-
ised by the Minister for Home Affairs.”” Hitherto the
Advisory Council appears to have been so named on the
locus @ non lucendo principle because it was never called
ponn to advise. Notwithstanding the Minister's decision
he Council urged that still further powers than those
sromised should be given to the Council, which in its
present form, served merely to “ventilate hot air.” ‘“We
vould do better,” said Mr. Shakespeare, '‘to let this autoc-
racy stew in its own juice without trying to help it.”” The

#Council further recommended that rural leasees disagree-
mg with present or future rating assessments should have
recourse to a land Advisory Board to secure adjustment

b3 the1r grievances.”"—P. R. M.

| Lot Values and
Community Service

FTER all, taxes are only fees for service rendered
* & by the community. And the same service is available
0 the owner of the empty lot as the one who built on his
ﬁeund When the former goes to sell, he will point out
k fire protection available, the police, the water, the pav-
ng and all of the other community-made values as sell-

points for his lot.
IPf3ut that lot-owner hasn’t contributed his share to pay-
ng for that community service. And he should. If you
iy a theatre seat, or a hotel room and fail to use it, you
ay just the same. The case is similar.

The mere fact that any empty lot owner doesn’t use the
armce the community provides him should not exempt
from his fair share of taxes.

r present system does.

—Camden, N. J., Evening Courier.

HOUGHTFUL people, and those who desire to serve
the common welfare, realize that there is nothing
crude and unsatisfactory than our present tax system.
is, rather, not a system at all—anything but a system.
as come to be the practice of taxing anything that will
a revenue.—Elizabeth (N. J.) Daily Journal.

the ghost of Henry George had accupied a gallery seat
“in the House of Commons while England was listening
» @ high government official explain the curse of private
W!Grshlp of land—how he would have enjoyed it!
Quincy, (I} Herald-Whig.

Report of Lectures of
James R. Brown

FROM MARCH 24 TO MAY 21
OLLOWING is the report of fifty addresses by our
lecturer, James R. Brown, in less than two months.

This inspiring account of the work speaks for itself, and we
can only hope that he will be long spared to continue this
great work of education:

March 24— Port Washington, L. I.; Lions’ Club; a group of business
men, some 40 in number and my talk was entitled ‘“Foolish Things
That Wise Men Do,” This talk has special reference to the inconsis-
tencies and absurdities of our present method of raising public revenue,

March 25—Vineland, N, J.; Chamber of Commerce; subject, “ Taxa-
tion: What It Is and How It Should Be Applied.” A splendid group
of 50 men. Attention to the lecture and interest in the subject could
not have been excelled.

April 2—Roanoke, Va_;
to dinner.
them,

April 3—Lexington, Va.; Washington and Lee University; class,
at 10:30 A, M., of 70 students; class at 11:30 A, M., of 60 students.

April 4—Lexington, Va.; Washington and Lee University; 9:30
A. M,, class ol about 60 students; 10:30 A. M., class of about 60 stu-
dents; 11:30 A. M., class of about 60 students.

April 7—Staunton, Va.; Rotary Club; 80 in attendance.

April 9—College Park, Md.; University of Maryland; 10:20, social
science group of about 200; 1:20,another social science group of about 200,

Annapolis, Md.; Rotary Club; attendance about 60.

April 10—Westminster, Md.; Western Maryland College; assembly
of economic students at 3 P, M,, 300 students in attendance.

Baltimore, Md.; St. Bartholomew's P. E. Brotherhood; attendance
about 60,

April 11—Baltimore, Md.; 2 P. M., 20-minute talk on radio, Sta-
tion WFBR.

April 12—Baltimore, Md.; A M. E. Church; social service forum
at 6:30 P, M., about 300 present.

April 13—Baltimore, Md.; Scimitar Club; 150 present: radio talk
20 minutes, Station WBAL; Johns Hopkins University, 50 present,
at 6:30 P. M.; radio talk, Station WCBM.

April 14—Baltimore,
25 present.

April 15—Annapolis, Md.; St. John’s College; class in economics;
60 present.

Cantonsville, Md.; Rotary Club; 20 present; a new and small club,
but important and interested.

Baltimore, Md.; Elks' Club; group of some 40, 8:30 P. M.

April 16—Petersburg, Va.; Virginia State College (colored); 10
A. M., group of 65 stndents; 11 A. M., group of 60 students; 1:30
P. M., class ol about 40 students. This college is one of our yearly
visiting places. They are tremendously interested and they are a nice,
kindly, bright lot.

April 17—Williamsburg, Va.; College of William and Mary; class
at 10 o'clock, about 40 present; class at 2 o'clock, about 20 present.
I have been going here for some ten years.

April 18—Richmond, Va.; University of Richmond; class at 10
o'clock, about 80 present; class at 11 o'clock, about 70 present; class
at 12 o'clock, about 50 present. [ have also visited Richmond for the
past ten years,

April 20—University of Virginia University, Va.; class at 9:30 A.

Lions' Club, 6:15 P. M.; 75 men sat down
It was a great pleasure to meet with them and to talk to

Md.; Beausant Commandery, 12:30 noon;
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M., 25 present. class at 10:30 A. M., 220 present; 7:30 that evening
spoke for the Alpha Kappa Psi. This is one of our regular stopping
places and we are always received with greatest kindness and interest.

April 21—Unversity of Virginia, University, Va.; 10:30 A, M,, a
special class in economics, 15 students.

April 22—Baltimore, Md.; Loyola College; class at 1:30 P. M.,
about 50 students present. This is a Jesuit college and we could not
possibly have been received more kindly or more heartily invited to
return.

April 23—Swarthmore, Pa.; Swarthmore College; class in economics,
about 40 students. This is my first visit to Swarthmore, and I left after
a most agreeable session, with a hearty invitation to return in the not
too distant future.

April 30—]Jersey City, N. J.; Hudson County Democratic Associa-
tion of the 11th Ward; about 100 men. This was an evening meeting,
and T must say we never had a more attentive andience; many men
stood up all throngh the talk, which lasted about an hour and a quarter.
We also can put this place down as one where we may visit and
lecture regularly.

May 7—Scarsdale, N. Y.; Rotary Club; about 40 present
was my third visit, and it was all one could ask for.

Leonia, N. J.; Board of Trade; evening; 38 present,

May 10—Palisades, N. J.; Community Church Forum; terrible
weather, wet and stormy, but about 30 men came out, An attentive
and receptive group. Am going back some time soon.

May I13—Harrison, N. Y.; Lions’ Club; dinner; about 25 present;
much interest; many of them real estate men,

May 14—Washington, D. C.; District of Columbia Federation of
Women's Clubs at noon at the Roosevelt Hotel; 125 preseat; a most
delightful group of women interested in social problems. We have their
hearty invitation to return.

Annapolis, Md.; Mayor and City Council; 20 present.
group, very much interested.

May 15—Washington, D. C.; group of about 25 Single Taxers in
the Church of the Holy City. Had the pleasure of meeting many old
friends here,

May 19—New York, N. Y.; Chamber of Commerce of Washington
Heights; 25 present; very much interested. My third visit to this group.

May 20—Somerville, N. J.; Exchange Club; 32 present; at noon,

Brooklyn, N. Y.; Brooklyn Forum, at 20 Myrtle Avenue, at 9 P, M.;
abont 100 in audience. A real live group.

May 21—Asbury Park, N. J.; Kiwanis Club; 85 men at luncheon.
This is my third visit and there are more to follow.

After all these meetings, one is forced to feel that this present time
is particularly propitious for talking Single Tax. The attitude of audi-
ences is very friendly, very kindly, and if our speakers use common
sense there is no lack of opportunity to advocate our truths,

We have delivered so far this year 130 lectures. The total number

of auditors is 14,138, making an average attendance of 111 at each
lecture,

This

Friendly

JAMEs R. Brown.

We append a few of the enthusiastic commendations
received that give evidence of the success of the work ;

April 9, 1931,
Our students enjoyed very much your lectures on “Our Economic
Organization’’ and "Single Tax."” 1 was glad of the chance of hearing
your lectures and talking with you. 1 hope you have a most pleasant
time on your trip to the Southern universitics and that we shall have
the pleasure of seeing you on the campus again in the not too distant
future. W. H. Brown,
University of Maryland, College Park, Md.

April 12, 1931,
Allow me, in this letter to state the appreciation that the members
of the facnlty and the students who heard you wish to render to you
for the lecture given to us Friday. It was thoroughly enjoyed and I
believe that the philosophy back of the Single Tax doctrine was clearly
brought out. W, Scort Harr,
Western Maryland College, Westminster, Md.
Apri] 14, 1931.
It was a pleasure to have you speak from our studio on Monday
afternoon. Mr. Huber joins me in thanking you.
Evrise LEe CoHEN,
Programme Supervisor, Station WBAL, Baltimore, Md.
April 20, 1931.
At the termination of the sixteenth season of the lecture forum, the
New Era Club desires to express to you its appreciation for visiting
our clubhouse on Friday evening, December 26, 1931. Needless to
say our audience enjoyed listening to your intellectual treat on the
Single Tax. As administrator of lectures, please accept my gratitude
for the courtesy extended. It will be a pleasure to receive you again
as the guest of the New Era Lecture Forum.
: ABR. H. ROSENZWEIG, |
New Era Club, 274 East Broadway, New York City. i
May 1, 1931,
Your talk was excellent, and both the students and myself enjoyed
it immensely, We are hoping to have you with us again next year.
Joserx J. Avyp, |
Loyola College, Baltimore, Md.
May 8, 1931,
We enjoyed greatly your visit with us. Your lectures were clear,
instructing as well as interesting. You always have a welcome here.

H. H. SEay, Jr.,
University of Richmond, Richmond, Va.
May 8, 1931.

1 have received the pamphlets and will give them to the students
who are particularly interested in the subject. 1 was very glad to meet
you and to have you speak to the students, and hope to have you g¢
on with the argument some time again, probably to the public finana;
class next year. This course is given every other year, and is not bein]
taught at present. HerpERrT F, FRASER, |

|
Swarthmore College, Swarthmore, Pa.

May 13, 1931,
I can assure yon that the people attending the fornm enjoyed
talk. As a matter of fact, you have created quite a bit of discus
in this vicinity about Single Tax, and I would be very much surpri
if some good did not result from your talk. 1 am certain we will
each other again in the fall of this year. AArox Kartz,
Palisades Park, N. ]

Evolution of a Bandit

BANDITRY has a fascination for the average peasa
It means the end of back-breaking toil, the pro

of substantial gain, a chance to see many places.
Article on Nicaragua in New York Times

ENRY W. NEVINSON, in his recent work, “

Natives of England " quotes the stinging words wh:

rose to the lips of a woman dwelling in one of the m

wretched of London’s slums, when a slum visitor tr{%
to imbue her with patriotic feelings: l;
“What do I care for the empire on which the sun ne

sets? In our court the sun never rises!”
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‘An English View of the
Second Snowden Budget

X VEN after two weeks it seems to be impossible to
I set down the position produced by the Chancellor’s
‘budget speech and proposals; but this much is certain:
‘as the first shot at Concord was said to ring 'round the
world, so the face of British public life has been changed
‘to something greater, far more deadly, or more beneficent,
las we may take it.

Last year I tried to convey to readers of LAND AND
'FreEEDOM that a bare third of the Cabinet and of the House
jof Commons were in favor of any sort of Georgeist action,
however elementary: many were hostile, either as Marxists
‘or realtors, and a third were the masses of the Land
[Nationalization Federation, operating on our flanks, with
half their loaded artillery aimed at us, half at the landiords.
It is only a few years since Mr. Snowden as their presi-
dent backed a bill in Parliament to buy out all the British
landlords for anything up to sixty thousand million pounds
‘sterling—say, one supposes, three hundred billion dollars—
for which would be obtained the improvements on leased
farms and the reversion of urban ground rents.

Only a few years before that and he had said (July 4, 1910):

“If we as Socialists had complete control. * * * We
should endeavor to secure revenue not by increment upon
land or by taxing land wvalues, but * * * 1 would
give the present land owners every penny of the present
wvalue of their land. The state would then resume the

ownership, and you would have settled for all time the
question of future increment.”’

~ This was the basis of the 1923 purchase bill giving fifty
years’ purchase of a rental value never yet ascertained or
agreed, which was the L. N. F. policy, and by means of a
most defective system of what in America is called the
primary nomination has a full third of the Lower House
(probably two-thirds) in its favor—save only that it is
utterly impossible to carry out.

One pregnant sentence in the budget speech does show
Saul the Persecutor become Paul the Apostle—not sud-
denly; for, as I said last year, ‘“he is far from us still, but
his face is toward us and his pace is rapid.”

“By this measure we assert the right of a community
fto the ownership of land. If private individuals continue
to possess a nominal claim to the land, they must pay a
tent to the community for the enjoyment of it, and they
cannot be permitted to enjoy that privilege to the detri-

*nt of the welfare of the community.” (Hansard,4th

ay, 1931, column 48.)
éf.i"&‘lith many other such wise and noble words in a speech

one hour he laid the whole House of Commons prostrate
at his feet, and called in as strong allies the great part of
the Conservative press. After one speech it was assured
L-lhat the House of Lords would not resist his proposals:
dlitis seen that in the last two weeks the only real criticism
from the Conservative opposition has been that the
uliness of Georgeism in the proposals is inadequate.

For instance, Neville Chamberlain (in whose favor
Stanley Baldwin deposed Winston Churchill as the Oppo-
sition official expert on finance) proposed to amend the
budget proposals to ensure that improvements made by
the holder of his predecessor in title within the last fifty
years should be clearly exempt from site value tax. This,
if honestly meant, is hard for a Single Taxer to oppose.

Again, Stanley Baldwin said that a tax so small as one
penny in the pound would not pay for the cost of valua-
tion. If this is true, as it may be, the remedy is to collect
more pence on the same valuation.

It would appear absurd that opposition to taxation of
land value should collapse at a touch, but many Conser-
vatives are weary of heavy taxes on their improvements
for the benefit of monopolistic colleagues. But all this
is result of the budget; and before it came in, the proposals
had to be what the L. N. F. might support and force to
an end against the Lords. And on the budget morning
not one of the papers gave a lead of hope and light to the
Chancellor they acclaimed next day as master. So the
L. N. F. had to be conciliated, by their own president.
The agricultural value of all land used for agriculture
(perhaps £30 per acre average) is to be exempt from taxa-
tion, and even from valuation. Mineral value of all min-
eral land is also to be thus exempt. Tax of less than 10
shillings (on £120 of taxable site value) is not to be collected.

This is what Georgeists have to swallow with a sick
heart, to get a valuation and a tax of a penny, though
every speech in the Commons, in favor or hostile, was
applicable to a tax of at least a sixpence, which would have
gone through had the return of fivepence been pledged
to remission of taxes on various classes. But the L. N. F,
desire to buy and work all the farms in the country under
civil service clerks. The miners’ members want to buy
and work all the mines in the country under civil service
clerks; the Marxists are with both if the price is low enough
and control is adequately forcible.

We have not control of the budget, which owes its mar-
vellous success to the bits of our philosophy which it em-
bodies, and no one knows this better than the Chancellor;
but he is the colleague of a Cabinet which has preserved
a guarded silence, and the servant of a House of Commons
which does not yet represent the national feeling in this
regard. Hence grave dangers exist, of which two have
lately shown as threats. One of our strongest opponents
is Dr. Addison, the Minister for Agriculture, and once a
spectacular failure as Liberal Minister for Housing. A
bill of his to establish vast state farms of Russian type
with no limit to funds involved was badly handled by the
House of Lords.

The popularity of the budget has already been invoked
to reinstate this measure, which is eminently calculated
to bring trouble to those who promote and who would
work it. Again, a ‘‘new principle of law’' was approved
by the House of Lords on May 8, 1931, by which street
improvements (sewers, etc.} were chargeable to the front-
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agers. In this way the owners of central and developed
areas would get off in receipt of real advantages paid for
by the holders on outskirts only. This grudging con-
cession from the old law by which owners in any case paid
nothing is an endowment of central magnates and so
plausible that it needs stern supervision.

But Snowden has the country at his feet, and he knows,
and his colleagues know (for they have all kept the issue
in the background so far), that it is the Georgeism in the
budget which has done it, and the exceptions give Parlia-
mentary and not public support.

In the absence of the finance bill we have no close de-
tails of the Cabinet plans—it is fairly safe to say that any
modification of its provisions since the budget speech will
be our way unless the Cabinet -would rather fall than re-
spond to the public will.

It seems we will have by 1932-33 a valuation of all land
except agricultural land used for agriculture, and mineral
land and possibly units of less than £120 in land value.
On this a tax of one penny in the pound will be levied, with
no graduation or further exemption, as an assertion of
public right to the land; and the hope is expressed that
municipal taxation will be collected on the same valuation
in due course. These “local rates’ are almost the heaviest
in the world, and a special burden on British trade which
Mr. Winston Churchill’s diversion of a part to a tax on
motor spirit has done nothing to alleviate.

Properties are to be valued as “units’ at per separate
holding, rightly or wrongly. There is no open opposition
at all—it is now, as on November 12, 1918, when one has
to fear allies far more than the enemy from whom a night-
mare of misdirection is lifted!

The bold, bare, enormous wrong of land monopoly con-
tinues, and the corrupting force of its able defenders is as
strong as ever. What line the enemies of Georgeism may
take will soon be revealed. Meantime the organizers of
the International Union and the fighters of the Parliamen-
tary Group are in a position to exploit far greater advances
from the new front, and it may be to correct some of the
faulty dispositions of indispensable associates.

MERVYN J. STEWART.

HE lad from Cowley, Yorkshire, who came from a

sick-bed to expound the nation’s bank account shows
the indomitable spirit that is characteristic of the nation
itself.—British American, Chicago, Il

LL England is in an uproar. In other words England,

and some of our own folks, are all excited about some-
thing that has been in effect here for years. Clearly this
revolutionary tax which has stirred all England is old stuff
to Americans.—Camden, (N. J.) Post.

ThE Chancellor’s proposal is merely an entering wedge
for higher taxation after the principle is established.
—Detreit (Mich.) News.

Honor Alfred Bishop Mason

N Wednesday evening, May 6, the Manhattan Single

Tax Club tendered a dinner at the Vaudeville Club,
West 46th Street, New York City, to Alfred Bishop Mason,
one-time president of the club and now a resident of Flo-
rence, Italy. About fifty assembled to greet the visitor
after his ten years’ absence from the city; and it was
singularly enjoyable to hear from a number of friends
who recalled the old days.

It was difficult to believe that the handsome and digni-
fied gentleman who spoke so charmingly for nearly an hour
was upwards of eighty years of age. Certainly he does not
look it.

He told us of the Italy of today, of which after ten years'
residence there, he has so intimate a knowledge. He re-
ferred to the reforms instituted by Mussolini and told
what the dictator had done for the country in exterminat-
ing the camorra and establishing séhools and hospitals,
in providing amusement parks and other social advantages
for children and adults. e

It was recalled by a number of the speakers that four
years before ‘“Progress and Poverty" appeared this man
had written a political economy which ran through many
editions. He had not at first made the discovery that land
values should supply the needs of revenue, but in later
editions announced his belief in the Single Tax.

Mr. Mason has written many books, his latest, in which
he appears as editor, being entitled ‘ Walpole’s England,"
a judicious selection from the correspondence of the great-
est letter writer in English literature.

James R. Brown presided and the speakers who responded
to calls were Charles H. Ingersoll, Frederick C. Leubuscher,
Dr. M. M. Miller, Lawson Purdy, Oscar Geiger, Charl
T. Root, Walter Fairchild, Dr. Andrews and Joseph Dan
Miller.

A letter from Poultney Bigelow was read in part as fol-
lows:

“It is now just half a century since I first read ‘ Progre
and Poverty.” The effect of that book was electrical, an¢
its author became to me the latest addition to the glorious
chain of thinkers—of reformers—of martyrs in the caust
of truth. * * * His fame grows from day to day
while those who defamed him are now forgotten. Woulc
that I could be with you among those who are doing hono
to Alfred Bishop Mason, but my wife's health preclude
even sharing so great an honor as the one extended to [alth
fully yours, PouLTNEY BiGELOW.”

The meeting was prolonged after the dinner by thos
who desired to shake the hand of our distinguished visito
and bid him Godspeed on his journey home.

HATEVER the outcome, the status of great landed
estates and privileges is apparently in course
great change. The lords will fight hard but the battl
promises to be in vain.—Dayton, (Ohio) Herald.




i LAND AND FREEDOM 81

British and American Comments on
The Snowden Budget

[HE “THUNDERER” CONSISTENT WITH ITS

RECORD

FLAT rate on the capital value of ali land, which is

apparently what Mr. Snowden proposes, would merely
lepress agriculture still further by denuding it of its al-
1ady impoverished capital resources, besides singling
dut one particular class of capital for a levy. Mr. Snowden
rent so far as to claim that this revival of a discredited
m of impost was the principal feature of his Budget,
vhich would be looked upon in future days as a landmark
n the road to social and economic progress. That it
likely in some way to prove a landmark is certainly more
han probable, even if the road seems to be leading to a
'ﬁery different destination.—London Times.

CORRECT

[ It may be desirable to draw attention at once to what
§ apparently a somewhat common misapprehension re-
larding the incidence of a land tax. It is not a tax upon
he assessed income from land but on its assessed capltal
falue. Its Socialistic purposes, by its very origin, is not
kally to obtain revenue from land, but to procure dis-
fuised confiscation of rent from land, and it should not
% forgotten that land nationalisation is still the declared
iigect of the Socialist party whenever or however they
fré able to bring it about. Mr. Andrew MacLaren, Social-
§t M. P. for the Burslen Division of Stoke-on-Trent,
rankly declared some little time ago, in a speech at Stoke,
hat he wanted to see landowners taxed off the land be-
ause the alternatives of buying them out or shooting them
1 the dark appeared to him more objectionable. We shall
xamine the effects of the tax upon landholders and prop-
tty owners, great and small, when the full details of the
{iroposed legislation are available.

Yorkshire Post, London, Eng.

PRELUDE TO THE PASSING OF THE LANDED
ARISTOCRACY

jﬁnyone who likes a good novel or a play should find

that is interesting this week in the drama of Euro-
an politics and dynastic scheming. In the House of
:ommons this week, the brilliant cripple, Philip Snowden,
tored a momentary triumph in the authorization to im-
iose a land tax of one penny on the pound, beginning in
wg years. If the fight was weakly waged by the Tories,
- Was because they are convinced that two years hence
1 MacDonald Ministry will be a memory. The only
itotable speech was that of Lloyd George, leader of the
i ﬂlerals, who long has urged the breaking up of the vast
itates, and the utilization of the land by small farmers.

There was drama enough in that session of the Commons,
though ever so quiet. It may be the prelude to the passing
of the landed aristocracy which has ruled England for
centuries; and it may deprive the future Mrs. Humphrey
Wards of a charming society to picture in their novels.

A smali country, with a congested urban population,
and a grave unemployment problem, proposes that a few
men shall not forever hold enormous tracts of unproduc-
tive land for purposes of pleasure, while potential pro-
ducers starve in the garrets of the cities. It seems reason-
able enough, and necessary, however much we may senti-
mentally regret the passing of the great estates that gave
such charm and beauty to the English countryside.

CLAaUDE G. BowEeRs in N. Y. Journal.

ARGUMENTS IN ITS FAVOR

A duty of 1d. in the £ on land values is to be levied in
the future; a valuation is to be made in order to collect
it. This tax is obviously meant to serve as an election cry
against the House of Lords. There are arguments in favor
of such a duty. The strongest is that it may prevent the
holding up of land in cities by speculators and remove
what to many people is a serious grievance. It should also
bring in a considerable sum.—Daily Mail, London, Eng.

WILL HAVE A PROFOUND INFLUENCE OVER
THE WHOLE WORLD

The most radical social revision since the communiza-
tion of Russia is Chancellor Snowden's capital land tax
bill in Britain. The whole established theory of real estate
and private ownership is challenged. Snowden's new
Socialism deposits with the people of the nation owner-
ship of the whole land of the nation, with the landlords
but leaseholders from the people, and taxes redefined as
rent. If the bill becomes law, it will be a revolution to
make Alfonso’s dethronement a dud by contrast.

Land used for agricultural purposes is exempt from
taxation up to the value of that land for farm use. Gentle-
men farmers may not with impunity grow strawberries
and asparagus in urban private parks. Wealthy land-
owners will have to pay a penny for each pound of valua-
tion for acres of lawn and game preserve hitherto listed
as farms or fallow fields. The ghost of Henry George does
not conceal a grin of amusement and satisfaction.

““Land was given by the Creator not for the use of dukes,
but for the equal use of all His children,” Snowden de-
clares. He pays no deference to the American-born idea
of Single Tax, yet his proposed law is the hide and tail
of George's theory, that private ownership of land is as
morally indefensible as private ownership of air or ocean,
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but private control of land by those able and willing to
pay for the privilege to the people is necessary, proper
and sound.

Snowden’s solution of Britain’s flattening purse is not
yet law. It goes without saying that the Lords will hurl
it back with all speed and spite of an anarchist hurling
a bomb. Every tradition of;}Merrie Olde England is
smashed to smithereens by the;bill. But those traditions
were made and fostered by the beneficiaries. Why a man
who possibly could grow not enough thistles on an acre
to forage a donkey should control thousands of acres of
ground because some very remote ancestor helped his
Norman chief 1o swipe England from the Saxons is some-
thing into which more and more pointed inquiry is being
made.

Especially pointed is this inquiry in England, where
whole villages are owned by hereditary landlords, villages
whose inhabitants are free and, politically, equal citizens
of the commonwealth, but as far as owning a little plot
of ground goes no better off than the Russian peasants
under Catherine. Not since the Reformation deprived
the monasteries, priories and, all in all, a church apparently
more firmly established than the nobility, of lands with-
held from the people has anything so revolutionary as
Snowden's new tax bill assaulted British conservatism.
Adopted or not, the Snowden bill will have a profound
influence on modern social thought the world over.

Newark, N. J. Evening News.

A SOCIAL REVOLUTION IMPENDS

The British House of Lords is mostly composed of land-

owners. Most of the Lords are members of the Central
Landowners Association. They are certainly interested
parties. They will stick out for their privileges to thelast.

On the other hand, it is probable that the majority of the
members of the Labor party, whether right wing or left
wing, are inclined to support Mr. Snowden’s position that
the “private monopoly of land " must go, even if the House
of Lords goes out of existence with it. If the Liberals and
Laborites stand together in the scheme, and if the speaker
of the House decides that a land tax bill is a “money bill,”"
something like a social revolution surely impends in
Britain, for land nationalization would mean the over-
throw of all hereditary privilege.—Boston Transcript.

OF INTERNATIONAL IMPORTANCE

Progress and Poverty was published just a little
more than fifty years ago, but it is only now that Henry
George’s proposal is to receive its first test on a national
scale. Perhaps half a century is not a very long time for
an idea as radical as the Single Tax to develop from its
inception in the mind of a man to its incorporation in the
policy of a nation! Of course, the tax on land values is not
the single tax as proposed in the Snowden budget of 1931.
But Henry George’s “Single Tax" is there, due to go into

effect in 1933, and when it does mankind will be able tc
judge by experience as to the validity of the proposal
The world around it is apparent that our present ordet
is in sad need of improving our process of distribution
Production is no problem any more; over-production is
our problem in many lands. Distribution resolves itself
for most men, into a struggle to get as large a share of the
common store of wealth for themselves as possible. Henry
George believed that, through a system of land tenure
and the prevention of monopolies in' natural resources
resulting from a tax on land values, a method could be¢
put into operation by which everyone would get his share
Now England, by the vote of the labor and liberal parties
means to find out whether he was right. Consequently
the new British budget assumes international importance
The Chrisitan Century, Chicago, Il

THE GREATEST CONFLICT FOR GENERATIONS

Unless the House of Lords has something in store, Mr
Snowden will have a fairly easy passage for the land valua:
tion and taxation clauses of the Budget. The Conserva-
tive speeches yesterday lacked fire and conviction. Ng
one would have thought that they were directed agains
a principle which had stirred up the greatest constitutiona
conflict for generations and had been responsible for one o
the few really important modern written alterations of th
Constitution. There was no one yesterday to cry rui
and robbery. Property has lost its sancitity, and the “‘ent
of all things"” has become very remote in these latter day
of high direct taxation. The criticism was not so muc
that land taxation was inherently monstrous and wickec
but that it was unworkable and unjust. At any rate th
Conservatives came much nearer than before to discussin
land taxes on their merits, and that is a sign of grace.

% ke

Mr. Snowden has profited by the fate of the taxes ¢
1909, and aims at something much simpler than Mr. Lloy
George’s four types of duty. The principle is the sam
It rests on the assumption, a foundation belief of gener:
tions of Radicals, that the value of land is given to it by ¢
nation. A large part of the value of land, as expressedﬂ
the price its owners can put on it, arises from the public:
from urban improvements, the growth of population, tl
rise of industries. As Mr. Snowden said, every mcrease
populanon, every extension of industry, every 1mprov
ment in transport, all expenditure of public money, ad
to its value.

* ¥ ¥ i

More than the penny tax now proposed is at stake, f(
as Mr. Snowden pounted out, the land valuation may
the near future take its place as the basisof a far-reachi
reform of local taxation. The Manchester Corporati
and many other local administrative bodies have for yes
been agitating to be allowed to tap land values in rel

of rates, and Mr. Snowden’s proposals shonld have th
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1earty support. Indeed it may be found when Parliament
rets down to the subject that there will be little substan-
ial opposition to the new land valuation.

* * *

The proposals had a warm welcome from the Liberals,
ind they will receive more united support from that party
lhan has been given to most Government measures. There
vill be no stronger bond to maintain Liberal-Labor co-
deration in the next two years.

Manchester Guardian, Manchester, Eng.

A REACTIONARY OPINION

The land tax which Chancellor of the Exchequer
snowden proposes for Great Britain is merely the capital
evy about which so much was heard a few years ago. It
§ a direct tax on capital and at the rate of a penny in the
pound of valuation the Government will be taking the
iquivalent of one-two-hundred-and-fortieth of British
ieal estate. What the amount will be in the aggregate
¥ill not be accurately known until Mr. Snowden's valua-
don process is completed two years hence.

" “This of course is class legislation and has always been a
yrinciple of the British Labor Party. As the London Daily
Terald, Labor organ, puts it

This will be a deadly blow to the privileged land-owning
lass, which is the backbone of Toryism and reaction. This
tew tax will be provided for in the Finance Bill, which the
fouse of Lords can neither amend nor reject.
|l It may be added that the class at which the “deadly
dow"' is directed is also the “backbone” of Britain and the
roposal will be fought to the last ditch by the landed
entry. More than likely the Labor Government will come
D grief over the issue, a probability which Mr. Snowden
nd Prime Minister MacDonald have undoubtedly fore-
een. The project is vicious in principle and intention and
1olates a fundamental canon in the British system of fair
lay. The party which sponsors it will richly deserve the
efeat when the time comes.

Public Ledger, Philadelphia, Pa.

|EpiTor1ar. NoTE:—There are more errors than a few in this editorial,
he tax is not a “capital levy,” nor is it a direct tax on capital, land
alues not being capital. Philadelphia has a much higher tax on land
alues than a ““penny in the pound.”

‘We are interested to learn that the great landlords are *“ the backbone
f Great Britain,” though it is a curious doctrine to emanate from
america, and that the tax violates the system of British fair play, If
1e landed gentry who have lived so long on the people of Great Britian
nd whose wealth has been increased by every step in the progress of
dustry in that country, stand in the way of this small measure of
istice, they will simply supply another instance of the familiar truth

1at “whom the gods would destroy they first make mad.” Their day
‘almost done.—Editor LAND AND FREEDOM.]

| MR. SNOWDEN'S BOMBSHELL

A There will be a furious dusting off of old copies of Henry
weorge's ‘Progress and Poverty” thronghout England
1is week. Alignments are already drawn for such a thump-

ing political war about tax theories as John Bull has not
known in close to half a century. For tight-mouthed, frail-
bodied, ironjawed, redoubtable Mr. Philip Snowden, Lord
Chancellor of the Exchequer, has kept his promise of two
years ago, when he let it be known that he is a disciple of
Henry George on the question of the Single Tax.

Mr. Snowden has ‘‘brought in the budget’'—in itself
the most momentous event, annually, in England’s do-
mestic life. But, together with his mild proposals for meet-
ing the.$182,000,000 deficit in the treasury, he has brought
in something else which has instantly divided all England
into two parts. It is a proposal for a tax of one penny in
the pound (two cents on every $4.86) on capitalized value
in land. Labor is enthusiastic for the scheme. The Liberals
espoused it all of 45 years ago; and Mr. David Lloyd
George's instant joy indicates no diminution of Liberal
zeal. But the Tories hate it with a hatred deep and abiding.

* *® *

The Lords and landed gentry, who hold vast estates,
many of them solely for sporting purposes, would, in the
natural course of events, bear the brunt of the suggested
reform.

The Single Tax (as Henry George worked it out) bases
upon the contention that wealth is the creation of labor,
while land is the creation of God. So (he held) if wealth
belongs to its creator, the land, whence man derives the
means of labor, belongs to the community. Land values
(as he saw it) are due not to any act of the owner, but to
increasing population pressure; they come from the com-
munity itself. Monopoly in land, he said, appropriates
this unearned ‘‘increment’’ of value, and at the same time
deprives the common man of his opportunity to become
independent, as his fathers were. They had plenty of free
land; he has none. So while population grows, monopoly
expands and labor finds itself in an increasingly helpless
situation.—Boston Globe.

E should have a tax system that should give 100 per

cent. to industry and should offer no premium to
idleness. Our present unfortunate position in the financing
of all of our cities is due to the fact that our system of taxa-
tion offers a great premium to people who do nothing and
therefore imposes heavy burdens upon those who do the
important things in life.

Ortro K. DorN in Mt. Vernon Daily Argus.

O into an asylum and take out of it a man in whose
mind reason has lost its way and set him down
and say, “Neighbor, write for us a system of taxation.”
The worst that poor nut could do could not possibly be
worse than we have done. Not in any department of life’s
activities do we show such an utter disregard for ethics
and science as we do in the tax department.
James R. BROWN as reported in The Evening Leader, of
Taunton, Va.
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Coming Baltimore Convention

HE challenge which world-wide industrial depression

and unemployment present to Single Taxers will be
one of the leading topics of discussion at the Sixth Annual
Henry George Congress to be held in Baltimore, October
12th-14th, and several of the speakers will deal with this
theme. In view of the general recognition of the grave
economic problems now demanding attention since the
breakdown of America’s boasted prosperity, there exists
an atmosphere particularly favorable for bringing funda-
mental reforms to public attention and there will doubt-
less be considerable discussion as to how Georgists may
most effectively meet their responsibility and take full
advantage of the opportunity now afforded for promoting
sound economic education.

Recent events in Great Britain, where Chancellor Philip
Snowden has made land values taxation a live issue, have
served to direct attention more forcibly to the question
of stimulating political activities in the United States,
and since the Henry George Foundation has decided to
sponsor a practical programme of political action, this
topic is sure to occupy a prominent place at Baltimore.
As a result of the announcement made a few months ago,
the officers of the Foundation have received numerous
communications expressing the opinion that the time is at
hand for a revival of concrete legislative undertakings
which will serve to disabuse the public mind of the notion
that the Single Tax is merely a matter for academic dis-
cussion. A number of very interesting suggestions have
been offered and are receiving the earnest consideration
of the Foundation officials with a view to fuller discussion
at Baltimore and an early decision on campaign plans.

Charles G. Baldwin, President of the Maryland Tax
Reform Association and Chairman of the Baltimore Con-
vention Committee, recently visited Pittsburgh to confer
with Secretary Williams of the Henry George Foundation
with relation to the Congress. Mr. Baldwin expressed
himself as especially pleased with the arrangements that
the Lord Baltimore Hotel is making for the accommoda-
tion of the delegates and with the splendid facilities which
will be available for the convention sessions.

In connection with the convention, Chairman Baldwin
is planning to send a communication to the clergymen,
physicians and lawyers of Baltimore, calling special atten-
tion to the relation between economics and religion, health
and justice. Mr. Baldwin uses the expression "“public
economics’’ rather than “taxes’” because it emphasizes
the social aspect of the Single Tax.

The committee is already in communication with a num-
ber of prominent speakers and a programme of exceptionally
strong appeal is being formulated in anticipation of one of
the most largely attended conventions ever held.

ENGLAND seems to be drifting toward Single Tax. Over
here we are going in for universal tax.

Argus Press, Owosso, Mich.

The Britannica Unreliable?

ALLING attention to the absurd mistatement in the
article on the Single Tax in the Encyclopadia Britannics
that the rental value of British land is but one-eighth ol
the cost of government, Samuel Danziger writes a forcefu
letter to the American editor, F. H. Hooper. Mr. Dan
zinger wants to know why this article is unsigned.
Replying to a second letter from Mr. Hooper, Mr
Danzinger says:

“If T understand yours of the 1st correctly, the writel
of the article on the Single Tax in the fourteenth editior
of the Britannica is an anonymous individual who asks
the public to accept on faith incredible statements con:
trary to common sense. He offers no authority for hit
statements, gives no hint as to where statistics or othe
data furnished by responsible persons may be found to con
firm what he asks the public to believe, and the Britannicz
offers this as scientific information. Is it pessible thai
you do not realize that any superstition or fallacy can b¢
put over in the same way? Then you offer as a guaranty
of the writer’s accuracy confirmation received from ‘the
best of authorities." When asked to name some of thes¢
authorities you reply that ‘you do not wish their names
to appear’. I wonder why Dr. Cook, when he claimed th¢
discovery of the North Pole, did not withhold all data and
merely state that it had been referred to ‘the best authori
ties’, and that all authorities were in accord that the state:
ment was quite correct. He could have added to this the
assurance that ‘the authorities consulted were above any
suspicion of partisanship’. Unfortunately for Cook, he
was a little more frank than that, so the results proved dis
astrous.

“Of course, I do not want this statement to be under
stood as reflecting upon you. It is obvious that you know
no more of the identity of the writer than I do. I wonder
though, at ycur naivete in asking others to accept anony
mous information as reliable. It looks to me that thi
insistence on anonymity strengthens the suspicion of th
writer’s partisan motive, a suspicion not lessened by you
statement that he may be a high government or financia
expert.”’

Personal Property Tax

HE legislature has discussed variously the person:

property tax. Several bills deal with it. One propos¢
to abolish the tax on automobiles. The automobile bein
much on the move, easily escapes the assessor.

It hasn't occurred to any legislator, apparently, that tk
tax might be abolished wholly, and the county revenue
be none the worse off, and the morais of the people in
proved. The tax long ago ceased to be useful. It produa
little revenue. But it makes liars of otherwise veraciol
men.—FEvening Express, Los Angeles, Calif.

E have always argued that Free Trade is a mor

question, indeed, almost a religious issue, becau

we believe that Protection leads to the corruption of Parli

ments, and is always a menace to that international goo
will which is the best insurance for world peace.

—Christian World, London.
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The Snowden Budget

HE Budget introduced by Chancellor of the Exchequer,
Philip Snowden, providing for a tax on land values of
a penny in the pound, and making certain exemptions in
the matter of agricultural land, has aroused intense excite-
ment throughout Great Britain.
John Paul, editor of Land and Liberty, writes:

““Having most exceptional publicity: Nothing like it
yet. Press all over the place simply ‘rains’ land value tax-
ation sentiment, for and against, without a break.

We are facing the realities of a fine big attempt to put it
across, and the enemy declares he is not going to take it
lying down.”’

The United Committee of Great Britain on May 5 passed
the following resolution:

“The United Committee for the Taxation of Land Val-
ues heartily welcome the proposals for the Taxation of
Land Values as further outlined by the Chancellor of the
Exchequer in the House of Commons on the 4th of May.
They nevertheless repeat their opinion that on the grounds
of principle, expediency and practicability the Taxation of
Land Values should apply universally to all land, including
kgncu]tural and mineral land from which, by these pro-
posals, its benefits are being withheld. They regard as
mvidious the proposal that absolves small proprietors from
saying their due share of the tax levied on the public value
o land; and they earnestly hope that this anomaly will be
i"*(c:luded from the Finance Bill when it is presented.”

Mr. Snowden spoke in part as follows:

“By this measure we assert the right of the ®ommunity

iio ownership of the land. If private individuals continue
© possess a nominal claim to land they must pay a rate
0 the community for the enjoyment of it. They cannot
e permitted to enjoy the privilege to the detriment of the
ommunity.
" Land differs from all other commodities in various re-
pects. Land was given to us by the Creator, not for the
srivate use of the dukes but for equal use by all His child-
lren. Restriction of freedom in the use of land is a re-
triction on human liberty.

To restrict the use of land by arbitrary will, the owner
nhances its price, raises rents, hampers mdustry and pre-
'ents municipal development and the increase of amenities.
..very increase in population, every expansion in indus-
ty, every scientific development, every improvement in
ransport, every child that is born, increases the rent of
ind. Rent enters into the price of every article produced,
ito the cost of every public service.

We are now asking the landowner to render unto Caesar
Ee things that are Caesar’s.”

_Elsewhere in this issue of LAND AND FrrEDOM will be
ound American and British press notices of the Budget.

¢ UY land, but never sell it.”” said the old father.

Write that down on your tablets. Also write down the
ict that what is worth one hundred millions now will be
drorth two hundred millions eighty years hence, assuming
1at our Single Tax friends allow the outrage of land owner-
1ip to continue, and they probably will.—N. ¥. American.

No Benefit To the Community

ORMER President Coolidge in one of his news-

paper articles observed that it took three genera-
tions of thrift, industry and intelligence to accumulate
the Wendell fortune. He was referring to the family which
bought but never sold real estate in New York City and
profited by the constant increase in realty prices. So that
the fortune left by the last survivor amounts to a hundred
million-dollars.

There are many persons who will not agree with Mr.
Coolidge. There was no special industry in buying real
estate and keeping it. There was no special intelligence
beyond possibly a knowledge of the sections of the city
that were likely to expand. As for thrift it was the thrift
of the miser, only in this instance, real estate instead of
gold was hoarded.

For three generations this Wendell family did nothing
for the betterment of the community but simply acquired
riches from the thrift, the intelligence and the industry of
others. Had all the population of New York City been of
the same type there would have been no New York City
worthy of note. There would in fact have been nothing
but a wilderness.

The followers of Henry George's Single Tax theories
will find in the record of this family the most forceful of
all arguments. Here is the most conspicuous instance on
record of profiting from unearned increment. of gaining
riches from the enterprise of others.

We would not suggest this method as a model for any
patriotic citizen to follow. Thrift and industry of this
kind is of no benefit to the community.

The Jamestown (N. Y.) Journal, March 30, 1931.

A Tribute to Sir George Fowlds

ON SIR. GEORGE FOWLDS and his son, Mr. G. M.

Fowlds of Auckland, New Zealand, have retired from
business. On April 8 representatives of educational, bank-
ing and social institutions met to do him honor. It will be
remembered that Sir George was former Minister of Edu-
cation for New Zealand.

The tributes paid to him must have gladdened his heart,
despite his modesty. Forty years in business, and nearly
as many in civic activities have made him what one of the
speakers called him, *the best known man in New Zeal-
and.” The Auckland Star under the title ‘“An Admirable
Example” on April 9 printed the following editorial:

“The tribute paid yesterday by the commercial com-
munity to Sir George Fowlds is a reminder of what the
city and the province owe to one who has never spared
himself in the public interest. There may be said to be
at least four George Fowlds. There is the business man,
there is the member of Parliament and the Minister, there
is the citizen indefatigable in public causes, and there is
the President of the Auckland University College. Now
that he has retired from business, Sir George may have
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even more time to give to those affairs in which he has
always been interested. He says that one of his ambitions
is to grow old gracefully. Certainly he is showing the
community that a man 1s as old as his enthusiasms. His
example and his experience are a valuable tonic in these
days of depression. He remembers the time—think of it,
you grumblers of today—when shops kept open until nine
in the evening five days a week and until half-past eleven
or midnight on Saturdays, and naturally he looks back
with pleasure at having had a considerable share in shorten-
ing these hours and giving the shop -assistant a half-holi-
day. It is desirable that the public should be reminded
from time to time that such conditions existed and that
good men labored until these were bettered."”

HAT is the offence of which we accuse Russia? It

is that in exchange for what we give her in the way
of machinery and manufactures she gives in return too
much; her foodstuffs are too cheap; not only does she give
full weight, the criminal wants to throw in addition hands-
fulls to each sack that she delivers, for good measure. And
for that we accuse her of desiring to smash all established
order.—Foreign Affairs, London, Eng.

HE burden of municipal taxation should be so shifted

4 as to put the weight of taxation upon the unearned

rise in value of the land itself, rather than upon the im-

provements.—THEODORE ROOSEVELT in Century Magasine,
October, 1913.

BOOK REVIEWS

A GREAT THESIS

Here is a work which is destined to give infinite satisfaction and en-
joyment to thousands of our believers. It is entitled *The Philosoply
of Henry George,” and is by George Raymond Geiger," Submitted in
partial fulfillment (so the title reads) of the requirements for the de-
gree of Doctor of Philosophy in the faculty of philosophy, Columbia
University.”

This is not a work to be skimmed through. It is high thinking and
it is not easy reading because high thinking is not easy. It was
Goethe who said that ‘“The highest cannot be spoken in words.” It is
at least true that on excursions into the higher realms of human reason-
ing and into the domain of rapt philosophy where the atmosphere is
rarified to a degree that makes difficult its translation into the vernac-
ular, we must proceed with caution and slow steps.

But after all philosophy is only a process of weighing, pondering and
considering. Henry George proposed a tremendous change in the
social order. He buttressed his defences with a system of philosophy
that is all-embracing. This young man who has won his degree of
Ph.D. by an examination of that philosophy has done his work with
a profundity and clarity not inferior—we say it with due respect to
the master—to Henry George himself. Indeed no attempt at the em-
bodiment of that philosophy since “Progress and Poverty "appeared
has been so significantly achieved,

This remarkable young man who occupies the chair of associate
professor of philosophy at the University of North Dakota has flung
his challenge squarely into the scholastic ring, with a defiant though
discreet gesture indicating the overwhelming importance to civilization
of Henry George’s philosophy. A philosoplier talking to philosophers,
to professors and collegiates in language and by processes with which

they are familiar, cannot be ignored, and it is for this reason that we

hope to see some concerted movement to sceurs for the complete work
of some five hundred pages, of whicl this book of 325 pages is ar
abridgment to meet the requirements of the examining eommittee ol
Columbla University,a place in the colleges and universities through:
ont this and other countries. The professorial world and the worlc
of philosophy is a jealous one. So much more the need to us whe
would establish in eollegiate centers the great social philosophy or
which the progress of the world must depend, to aid in the recognitior
of this young man who comes bearing this significant message. Ii
will aid us in the time to come when we are gone and the voices hearc
today are stilled,

It is hard to speak of this work in words that will not sound superla
tive. The word “scholarly” only half defines it. For that definitior
would not tell us how the thought of Henry George is wrested from th
content of his great works, the economic philosophy linked with thy
ethical, and the nice distinctions of George’s reasoning faciliated f
our more complete understanding.

A glance at the divisional headings will help us to appreciate ho
carefully and thoroughly the work is done. First is the Foreword i
which acknowledgement is made to Prof. John Dewey for “his patie
and kindly supervision’ and the graceful compliment to the writer
father, Oscar Geiger. Then follows the Introduction; the brief b
most interesting Biography; George's Economic Solution, which i
cludes a treatment of current economic teachings in relation to George
main thesis; Background and Originality; George and Socialism,
especially striking c¢hapter; George and Herbert Spencer; and Geor:
and Religion,

The last chapter concludes with this restrained but eloguent passag

“In this general discussion of George and religion the really si
nificant element, however, is not any such question of the revival
personal faith, It is rather a concern with the challenge that he ma
to the religions institution. It was a concern, to conclude, that soug
to justify a divine plan by demonstrating that natural law—or ¢
will of God—if correctly understood and obeyed, would result in
society nearer the ideal cf a city of God. George attempted to sh
the causc pf social misery from the blunderings of a Creator to the
institutions of man which, founded upon a heritage of might and igr
rance, had tortured and depraved the race—and such a shift frc
sacred to remedial sources of social ills he felt would be of value, ev
to religion itself."

A few words remain to be said on the additional material to be
cluded in the complete work. Prof. John Dewey will write the “Fo
word.” In place of the Introduction will appear a chapter on The Pr
lem which will elaborate further the relation between economics a
ethics and the necessity for including George in a system of moral p
losophy. The chapter on Biography will remain essentially the sat
The chapter on George’s Economic Solution will be enlarged as 1
the chapter on George and Religion. Finally there will be a ehap
on the effect of George's works on later thinkers and in legislat
proposals and enactments.

Prof. George Raymond Geiger has a more general knowledge of
literature of the movement in all languages than any man living,
excepting Prof. E. R, A. Seligman, its chief opponent. And in
work he has given evidence of his nearly universal knowledge on
subject, He has done more than that. He has stamped with the
print of his own genius a remarkable exposition of the economics
philosophy of Henry George. No summary of that philosophy wil
future be complete without reference to this valuable contribu
to its literature.—]. D. M.

A GREAT BOOK ON TAXATION*

Many years ago Thomas G. Shearman wrote his book enti
“Natural Taxation.” It is still read and as a work dealing with
fiscal side of the Single Tax is well worth reading. Mr. Shear
knew more about taxation than any public man of lis time, and

*What's Wrong With Taxation? By Jackson H. Ralston, stiff covers, 187
Ingram Institute, San Diego, California.
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—_—
{ owledge was at once embracing and thorough. His memory for
stration and figures was prodigious.
| It is no small compliment to compare that work with the one belore
, which does not suffer by such comparison. For Mr. Ralston has
itten a work which is easy to understand and which is a devastating
ack on the present system of taxation. While we might be inclined
times to question its philosophy the clarity of its style merits all
ise. It is positively interesting, and that is something indeed to
¢ said of a work dealing with the subject of taxation.
his is not a clarion call to battle for the rights of man to the use
f the carth. It is, instead, a calmly reasoned argument for a change
chich land values shall be taken [or the needs of government. Yet
Il follows—the great gospel of industrial emancipation is indicated
all its implications. If we weigh the argument we shall find that
hing is really omitted. Just as all truths have many doors, se the
r chosen by Mr. Ralston admits us to the house of ** The City Bean-
1,'" as readily as does the key supplied us by Henry George. And
d it is true that if “Progress and Poverty'' had not been written
her would this admirable treatise on taxation have seen the light.
is not peculiarly soul-stirring to be told that taxation should be
upon land values. Yet the reasons.for doing so include every
lted question of wages, industrial conditions, the abolition of pov-
, all the ethical arguments, all the resultant benefits which may
ictured in the rapt eloquence of the seer are involved in this simple
aange in the incidence and operation of the taxing machinery.
t is true that the proposition ol Henry George is more than a fiscal
sure. Its advantages do not solely consist in giving us a better
em of taxation, Nor approached in the manner that Mr. Ralston
ts it is the argument thus narrowly circumscribed. Indeed it can-
be. The argument however cautiously begun must end in the ethical
al for its validity, Ior ever the question, “Is it just?' must take
edence of the querry, “ Will it pay?’” There may be little left for
oquence but much for the ratiocinative faculty.
To trace the true source of revenue Mr. Ralston examines the evolu-
of government that arises [rom the principle of cooperation. He
rareful to point out that government is only beneficently operative
it serves this purpose.

he direction of sane taxation made at once he reminds us that the
terly development of human institutions do not admit of it. Per-
ps not, but why stress the gradualness?

or are the rcasons given by our author for the gradualness of ap-
ach as operative in the ordinary progress of nations quite convine-
He tells us that violent revolutions may and do take place. He
¥s France changed from a monarchy to what was esteemed a democ-

put popular rule.” So have other nations which have not experienced
lent revolutions. France i: at least equal to these others in her ideals

ssia he tells us upset by revolution the institutions of centuries
1l yet we cannot say it has brought liberty to the people, though
r condition has slowly bettered. This improvement could have been
d more easily by more orderly methods."'

Hlow the tyranny of the Czarist regime could have been overthrown
orderly methods Mr. Raiston does not tell us; that infamous thing
irst to be destroyed before any improvement was possible.

tells us that sixty-five years ago we abolished slavery with the aid
e sword and the stroke of a pen, but today the evils are not wiped
. Well, would gradual abolition have wiped them out? Would Mr.
I have us believe that?

ere are also a few statements similar to those which formed the
of a controversy between Mr, Ralston and the editor of LAND AND
EEDOM a few years ago. But why should we be so ungracious as to
'_ fault? Mr. Ralston comes bringing gifts, real powers of analysis,
nonstrations clear as a bell of the wickedness and stupidity ol the
t system of taxation. He tells us that his purpose is “no more
ative or ambitious” than this. If in the attempt to kecep his

feet on the ground he scems to have got too firmly rocted in the earth,

let us forget that in the fine service he has rendered in writing this very
useful book.—]J. D, M,

HARD TIMES*

I think it was Carlyle who stated that the stupidity of the human
animal knew no bounds.

I know that the late Senator Watson ol Georgia, on being chided
because of the low intellectual appeal he was making in a political cam-
paign, replied:

““Sir, it is impossible to estimate how deep is the ignorance of the
mass of the American people.”

I need not refer to history to justify Tom Watson’s remark. Wit-
ness our late war, wherein the mental age of our youth was found to
be thirteen years. (National Academy of Sciences, Memoirs, Val.
XV, page 785, 1921.)

Observe the trashy tabloids which we so greedily devour. In New
York City we have one which boasts of a circulation of 1,320,000, al-
though it has been in existence only twelve years. Contrast this with
the New York Times, a real newspaper, which in thirty-five years
under its present management has been able to attain a daily circu-
lation only one-third as great.

Here is a book written by a professor of economics, whose nonsense
can befuddle only the unthinking mob. It would be cruel for me to
point out all the drivel which this seventy-seven-year-old professor
has placed between the covers of his book.

I am more disturbed that another pseudo-economist, George E
Roberts, occupying a position of authority in the National City Bank
of New York, the largest bank in the United States, should deem this
"a valuable book upon economics.”

The dedication to Dr. Albert Shaw gives an inkling of the trash
here to be found. Ely states that he first met Shaw at Johns Hop-
kins University, Shaw said to Ely:

“I am a country editor in Towa, writing on strikes, boycotts, high
tariff and other problems. I know nothing about all these
things.”

It is commendable to admit one’s ignorance, but inexcusable for
the blind to attempt to lead the blind. Professor Ely [ollows in the
footsteps of Dr. Shaw, and attempts to write about something he
knows little or nothing.

Let us examine more closely his mature reflections of forty years.
He says, page §:

“*With the thought that I might get atmosphere for this book, I
bought a copy of Dickens’ ‘Hard Times.'”.

Very appropriately he read a work of fiction before he started this
book.

“In our early days our wealth was chiefly in land—farm land, and
to lesser degree, during the first half of our history, in urban land.”
(Page 16.)

Pray, gentle reader, when, if ever, was our wealth in land? Wealth,
as that term is understood by the scientifically trained political econo-
mist, consists of natural products worked up togratify human desires.

The ownership of land gives the land owner power to take wealth
from those who produce it. Land is the source of wealth, but it is
not now, nor has it ever been, wealth, no more than pickles are auto-
mobiles.

Professor Ely is unable to explain why the keenest sufferings occur
in those countries which have reached the highest state in economic
evolution, or why as we go forward from one state of economic evo-
lution to another, panics become increasingly severe aud hard times
more and more terrible.

Inferentially he attempts to excuse land speculation:

“It is hard to find vacant property (evidently meaning idle land)

*Hard Times. By Richard T. Ely, clo. 193 pp. Price $1.75. The Macmillan
Company, New York City"
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which has increased in value as rapidly as money put into a savings
bank at 4%." (Page 27.)

He suggests the need of legislation to curb excessive subdivision of
land. (Page 35.) He wonld have the government introduce “bal-
anced production,” whatever that means.

On page 48 he cites a2 German Socialist who advocated increasing the
income of wage carners. On the following page Ely claims that:

“With higher wages a great many will lose their jobs.”

I suppose Ely would advocate maintaining high wages by govern-
ment fiat. [ wonder if Ely understands the law of wages. 1 wonder
il he realizes that before Labor can receive wages, and Capital can
receive interest, the Land Owner must receive rent.

“One of the troubles now is that we have had this orgy of spending,
including excessive instalment buying.” (Page 69.)

I suppose the good professor is referring to the purchase of antomo-
biles and radios. Does he seriously believe people would buy these
things on the instalment plan (which necessarily means paying more
for them than if they were purchased for cash) if they were able to
acqnire them outright? No rational person would hypothecate his
future earnings if he were reasonably able to pay cash.

“Blessed be our savings banks * * * a man who, through
savings banks and building and loan associations, has a home and has
it paid for * * * can always borrow on a first mortgage.
(Page 70.)

How does this sonnd coming from a professor of economics?

Ely repeats the drivel abont the farmer who stakes everything npon
a single crop. He fails to'realize that in most cases the farmer who
raises only wheat, cotton or sugar, or any other commodity, is doing
so becanse his soil is especially fitted to raisc that product, and more-
over he can more efficiently raise one crop than many crops.

So long as our present lack of system continnes which deprives the
consumer of his fnll purchasing power, so long will the farmer be un-
able to dispose of his crops, whether one or many, at prices that will
give him a reasonable return for his efforts.

Ely advocates quack remedy of employment on public works. The
slightest consideration will show that not even the United States Gov-
ernment and all the state and city governments are sufficiently strong
thns to solve the ‘‘nnemployment” problem.

In New York City, for example, after the most heroic efforts by the
Prosser Committee, and the expenditure of many millions, work was
found only for abont 53,000 men, although more than ten times that
number were nnemployed. These unemployed received $15 for three
days' work each week.

Ely advocates that the government shall step in “to give occupa-
tion.” (Page 104.) For example, he says a company like the United
States Steel Corporation, with the revival of prosperity, needs 10,000
men. Application can be made to the general staff of the peace-time
army, who wounld immediately dispatch to the proper place men with
the requisite qualifications,

This can actually be found on page 105 of this “valuable book on
economics.”’

He advocates:

“A well devised sales tax covering relatively few commodities.”
(Page 113.)

This he claims, will meet with general favor as soon as we become
adjusted to it! (Page 114.)

In the appendix he sets forth a programme for relicf, presented to
the fifth annual convention of the American Federation of Labor.
From this we learn that the American Federation of Labor knows as
little about economics as does Professor Ely.

Neither the professor, nor his book, is worth the space which the
editor of LaND AND FrREEDOM has so generously allowed me. We feel,
however, that it is high time to expose him, He is representative of a
class of teachers who know better but who deliberately misrepresent.

B. W. B.

IS THIS THE WAY OUT?*

This is a good book. It is an important contribution to the litera
ture of liberalism and a timely and mnch neceded text on Moden
Socialism, or Socialism bronght np-to-date. Indeed, the author, himsel
in this book, does mueh toward bringing Socialism up-to-date. Woul
that Socialists generally could see with him eye to eye!

For Single Taxers or Land Value Taxationists the book would hav
an appeal in the fact that its anthor recognizes the economic advanta
of collecting the rent of land, although not in lien of all other taxes.

In a thesis that sets itself the task of a *‘restatement of the Sociali
case in the light of post-war-history,”” and whose author believes tl
he “might help to correct some of the absurd misunderstandings
Socialism still current among non-Socialists, and start among Socia
ists and near-Socialists a healthy facing of facts and an examinati
of those stereotyped answers which every great movement develo
in lien of real wisdom,"” occurs the following:

“Of all forms of private ownership landlordism today is obviou:
least socially defensible, and land rent represents the clearest d
ont of the stream of natural wealth by and for those who do nothi
to earn it. Henry George’s statement on land and rent remains t
most eloquent economic indictment and plea in the English languag

And this:

“It is the advantage of a tax on rental values of land that it does]

dispossess but encourages the man who wants to rest his title to
modest home or farm on occupancy and use. It will lighten his bur
by making it possible to lessen or remove the tax on the building
puts up for his home and other improvements. It will end the injust
of taxing a man for improving his lot with a home while his neighl
who holds the land for speculation and raises only weeds pays a h
tax until the work of the home owners or some public improvemn
enables him to sell ont at a profit. When a man’s only rent is his la
tax more men may have homes rather than barracks.”

Speaking of rack-renting in farming districts the anthor sees tha

“Under this system, whenever a tariff did stimnlate a certain ¢
like the growing of Sumatra leaf in the Connecticut valley for wrapg
cigars, the benefit, such as it was, went first to the land owners,
to the working tenants, The landlords got it by raising the rent. |
clear, therefore, that Secialist society cannot allow an indefinite ¢
tinnance of landlordism in farm areas.”

Also, on the question of the tariff the author recognizes that:

“The tariff is not an instrument either for revenne raising or sg
justice on which Socialists can look with friendly eyes. The new
terest of British Labor in encouraging empire trade by discrimina
tariffs is a step backward from a trne Socialist standpoint. Asar
nue raiser the tariff is a sales tax, and as such bears most heavily
the poor.”

" Of course, the anthor’s endorsement of the taking of land rent
the taxing of land values, and his inclination toward the remov:
tariff barriers are not undiluted by other and different methods of t
tion and Socialistic suggestions in proposing remedies for the ills
beset the social structure. But here is a Socialist talking to Socig
and to those whom he would convert to Socialism, who insists on
inclusion of the Single Tax in his programme for Modern Socialis

In voicing the need of other measures than the Single Tax in sol
the problem of poverty and oppression, the author says: '

“Socialists, to be sure, cannot agree with Mr. George in picking
rent as the only form of unearned increment, or accept the Single
as the complete cure for our economic ills. Under modern proc
hundreds of corporations issue stock out of all proportion to the a
machinery, buildings, etc., which represent the working plant.
hundreds of millions of water which was originally the Steel Trust
mon stock, and even more glaring examples of stock watering by ba

*America’s Way Out: A Programme For Democracy. By Norman 'ﬂ
Clos 324 pp. Price $2.50. The Macmillan Co., New York City.
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numerous mergers and consolidations, represent as truly as
ndlordism merely a claim on future earnings of workers. Moreover
iday land ownership by a corporation like the Steel Trust is so
ingled up in the whole scheme of corporate ownership that it could
wdly be disentangled by a Single Tax. Socicty creates values for
ocks in basic enterprises almost as obviously as it creates them for
ivored landlords. Not all our economic dynasties are based solely or
iiefly on land ownership. With the passage of evey year it becomes
garer that to deal with this situation requires affirmative social con-
it_], not merely a trust in individual initative and enterprise, if these
‘e freed from the chains of landlordisni.”
fThc ““hundreds of millions of water which was originally the Steel
ust common stock” mentioned by Mr. Thomas was the basis of a
ressional investigation in the early days of that trust, and the
that the nominal value of this stock was, as the author says, ‘‘out
lall proportion to the actual machinery, buildings, ete., which repre-
ted the working plant,” was one of the main charges brought
ginst the trust in that investigation, Charles M. Schwab, the main
tness on behalf of the trust, claimed that the ‘“machinery, build-
, etc.,” formed hardly any part, and surely no appreciable part,
zhe value of the stock; that these could all be entirely discarded and,
the value of the trust’s ownership of lands, mincs, rights of way
%, wonld more than make up the capitalization represented by the
sick then issued, ard that indeed these properties would warrant
%Iigsrsuance of additional stock. This testimony was accepted by the

essional investigators as a complete justification for the stock
on the market.

’-consideration of the effect of a Single Tax on the ‘“stock water-
q by bankers in numerous mergers and consolidations, " which
¢. Thomas says ‘“represent as truly as landlordism merely a claim
lfuture earnings of workers,” will disclose the fact that a Single Tax
Land Values or the taking of the Annual Rent of Land in lieu of all
tes will not merely encourage putting land into use and improving
{as Mr. Thomas admits, but that it will déscourage holding land out
use and keeping it unimproved, for @ Single Tax on the value of idle
id is a penalty for keeping land idle.

and put into use, immediately compels the employment of labor.
ting all valuable land into usc creates a demand for labor that can-
permanently be satisfied. As land seeks users and improvers, jobs
uldl seck men. Wages would not merely rise; labor would be given
fwhip handle of the bargaining situation and wages would represent
_’!}mt the product of labor was worth. Would labor want more? This
s care of the “producers’ whose interests Mr, Thomas would con-
ve by “organization.” Nor is this all that a Single Tax on Land
lues will do. Forcing land into nse means the erecting of buildings,
{growing of food products and the working of mines, quarriesand
#sts, thus creating a greater supply and lowering the prices of all that
or needs to live and satisfy its wants and desires, and to realizcits
est hopes and dreams.
ligher wages and lower cost of living! A paradox! Where will it
‘ome from? The “water” that Mr. Thomas tells us “bankers pour
 their stocks during their numerous mergers and consolidations
i have been squeezed out by higher wages and lower prices.
‘he rent of land that must now be paid to land owners before a pick
struck or a spade turned in the carth (which “the Lord thy God
thee,” and which the landlord permits us to use at a price—
ice— or withholds from use)—that rent will have been redirected
¢ exchequer of the government, leaving the sum of all taxes and
irect and indirect, to remain in the pockets of the people; and
to these, and far surpassing both, will be the incalculable in-
of the production of wealth, all of which will remain with the
ducers, who, may 1 respectfully suggest, are also the *“consumers"’

Mr, Thomas would “organize” for mutual protcction,

us we sec that not only ‘“could land ownership by a corpo-
i like the Steel Trust' be disentangled from its “whole scheme
rorporate ownership' by the Single Tax, but inevitably woewid be.

Indeed, there would be nothing left but the actual investments for build-
ings, machinery, raw materials, rolling stock, tracks and such other act-
ual evidences of labor products that could be translated into paper :evi~
dences of wealth. The capitalizing value of land will have gone.

Mr. Thomas says that ‘“with the passage of every year it becomes
clearer that to deal with this situation requires affirmative socia! con-
trol, not merely a trust in individual initiative and enterprise, if these
are freed from the claims of landlordism.”

How does Mr. Thomas feel that individual initiative and enterprise
will act if freed from the chains of landlordism?

Food, shelter, a home, wife and children are the first and most im-
pelling motjves in the make-up of every man. These secured, quality,
though perhaps secondary, is yet quite as compelling an urge that
comes with the power to secure, and under the Single Tax the best food,
the best shelter, the finest home and the very best there is both ma-
terially and spiritually for wife and children will be the rule.

Children will not be sent to work when the wages of the father will
make this monstrous custom unnecessary; they will be at schools or
in colleges. Men assured of a living will marry, and they will marry
young. With children at school and women at their own firesides there
will be few, if any, of either left to work in factories, mills, offices, stores
or as servants in private homes, which will further tend toward an
increased demand for the labor of men, toward the raising of the stand-
ard of wages and toward security for all labor. Women as mistresses
in their own homes will rid society of another evil, indeed of several
evils, that now are accepted as unavoidable (and even necessary) con-
comitants of “civilization''(?).

Relieved of the consuming and degrading fear of want, crime will
disappear. Freed from worry, and given a chance to work and play,
to live and laugh, disease will find no place among us. Men having
enough, will not covet what is their neighbor’'s. Men, being free, with
the avenues of effort ever open to them everywhere and at all times,
will not seek the favor of those ina position to bestow a job upon them or
todeprive them of it. Free men will dare todo right. The Single Tax will
free men,

That, Mr. Thomas, is how “individual initiative and enterprise
will act if freed from the chains of landlordism.”

And may I submit for Mr. Thomas' consideration that such action
or reaction on the part of individuals to freedom is not entirely, if at
all objective; that it is part of man's make-up; that it is “in the
scheme of things.” Man’s nature is an expression of All Nature, is
part of All Nature, and is governed by Natural Laws that are as im-
mutable and inexorable as are the laws of physics.

Why not approach these laws as every true scientist approaches
Natural Law in his own field—study them, .test them, and, having
proved them, accommodate ourselves to them? We build bridges and
“skyscrapers,”’ and should build philosophies, in accordance with them.

Oscar H. GEIGER,

CORRESPONDENCE

AN AMBITIOUS PROGRAMME
EpiTor LAND AND FREEDOM:

I feel that it is time you had another word from me repeating my
commendation of your editorship of the current literature of our world-
wide movement of regeneration, in the course of which comments I
will make a few other observations.

LaND AND FREEDOM is a dignified and worthy organ of a transcendent
cause. Though at times it may seem to you like casting pearls before
swine, I think I may assure you the work you are doing is all big in
constructive force, as all of us, by and large, are also workers—doing
something every day for the Single Tax,—and you are handing us good
dry ammunition constantly, and not a little inspiration,

I am far from satisfied that in this time, exemplifying as it does, all
the worst phases of the phenomena that George saw, studied and solved,
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we must scem to look on, and see only absurdities and [utilities offered
in relicl. The situation seenis to parallel that of the Irishman and his
roof, that could not be mended while it rained, and need not be at other
times.

I feel that you should shout something across each page, that our
lecturers should shout at the opening of every address, and that we
all should be shouting, through letters and conversation, at every
socialistic panacea suggested; at every fellow like Willard, Young,
Vanderlip, Scripps, Couzens, Ford, who scem intelligent, and make
them see that they must join with their natural allies, labor, and cast
out monopoly as their no-longer-useful compatriot and build a new
capitalism that will not deserve the stigma theirs now bears; and I
believe that before going with concentration far in this direction, we
would uncover financial cooperation in excess of any we have so far
enjoyed.

With a truly dangerous development of the direct consequences of
conditions of fundamental monopoly, with the deepest descent in
modern times into the depths of despairing depression, poverty and
unemployment; with the most perfect opportunity for application of
the only possible remedy; with all this plainfully obvious to us, we
cannot and do not function effectively, in supplying the overwhelm-
ing demand [or our service.

Everywhere Socialists, Communists, and labor *“agitators', and to
some extent liberals and progressives, and even an important group
of capitalists, bankers and industrialists—all are in varying degrees
of confidence and officiousness messing at a potpourri of panacea,
mostly socialistic, bureaucratic, futilistic and inane.

And, most disturbing, is no little evidence of discouragement, pessi-
mism and fatalism in our own ranks, This I interpret as evidence that
we havenot developed leadership nor plan and are not using our available
material to best advantage; and that our own ‘'personnel " is becoming
more or less mutinous and restive, Had we not better get together
and give them so much to do they won't notice some of the small inter-
nicene things, in their concentration upon the enemy.

Again, we should be able to marshall the intelligent, socialistically
inclined element, including such as Dewey, Holmes, Wise, Floyd,
Villard, Thomas, and progressives like Borah, Norris, Nye, Wheeler,
et al, into a national political movement with a simple but fundamental
programme such as: (a) public ownership of public utilities; (b) free
trade; (c) taxation of land values; (d) peace through arbitration, This
might constitute the popular and political phase of our movement,
which might readily develop into great strength and importance, but
upon which we cannot yet depend.

But to accomplish our main objective, I think the first element is a
lecture bureau of five or more units, equalling if possible Mr. Janies
R. Brown, and operating on his admirable system, from five points:
say Boston, New York, Atlanta, Chicago and Denver. I think this could
be established and financed, as I think there are enough well to do Single
Taxers, who, if rightly approached with a programme like this, would
individually and collectively finance thesc lecture units at $5,000 an-
nually.

I know there are capable persons available for this lecture staff; men
and women who would welcome the opportunity to so serve the cause
on terms that represented sell sacrifice.

I believe that by systematically covering (a) colleges and high schools;
(b) service clubs; (c) churches, that then we could, in possibly one,
and not more than three, decades, indoctrinate the rising and the partly
risen generation with our philosophy so that success politically, which
could then follow, would not be ephemeral.

I consider that Mr. Brown has proven past all controversy, that pub-
licity in the form of local reprinting of lectures, is to be had, in volume
that would multiply by many times the force of the addresscs, in many
cascs delivering his mesages to the whole community; only a little ex-
tended lacility would enable him to stabilize this work and multiply
its force, and of course duplicate it with each added speaker.

As an adjunct to the lecture work, there should be the organizatior
in every commmunity of a club or group, more or less standardized ir
form, name, etc., which would eventually constitute a complete anc
powerful organization for our movement.

The field presented by existing liberal papers, the cultivation of whick
would make their columns largely available to us, is very important
the necessity for fitting our philosophy to their futilities, is a task o
adroitness that some of our best brains must be focused upon.

While there is much rather cynical opinion that socialists are “out
side the pale’ of reason (which exactly reflects their opinion of us)
am by no means convinced of this and believe it possible to cooperat
with and utilize the vast momentum of socialistic enthusiasm.

The idea that we should advance our cause through existing educ
tional channels is generally accepted, and has had a very [ull demo
stration in the work of Mr. Brown, whose audiences are largely in hi
schools and colleges which have been most receptive and appreciativ
Surely, if we can indoctrinate the teachers, that is of first importan
and next, just as obviously, is the open mind of youth, for if we can
do better, we can, in a decade or two, “raise a new generation” th
will not be afflicted with the astigmatisms of the present one.

Everywhere the evidences multiply that the public is ready for o
message:—the open door to our lecturers, the enthusiastic, rapt atte
tion given to them, the urgent return invitations, the letters of co
mendation; the size and character of audiences, the almost unive
acceptance of our copy, by the local papers which reprint lectures
full; the general use of the loosely managed press bureau services, su
as Manhattan Single Tax Club, Tax Relief, Inc. (N. ]J.), and in the pa
the Fels Fund, Boynton, Danzinger, and Post, and even the smi
amount of letter writing being done; shows a great “willingness
print” on the part of all papers, up to the biggest ones. ]

Considering the mechanics of a press bureau service is superfluot
as experience already has sufficiently pointed the way; what I ha
said however of receptivity of press and public, if verified, should ma
this perhaps the leading feature of our work, as it is capable of inde
nite expansion, and relatively at low cost.

The secondary objective of a press service is to obtain revenue \i
which to carry itself and all other costs of the bureau, and I belie
this can be done; and though it may entail some ‘‘dilution’ of mati
sent out, for popularity and revenues' sake, it would always carry ¢
message and, through a subdivision of the service, the simon pure p}
osophy would be given to all papers that will use it; in fact, eventua!g
every paper in the country would be classified as to service accepta
to it. !

1 believe that in spite of many trials and failures a letter writing bu:
can be made successful in a large way, as a division of the press bu_l"k
work; and if so the results possible cannot be reached any other w:
the willingness of the New York Times, for example, to print a 60-]
letter, as it has recently done, for Mr. Gladwin Bouton, headed “Ta
tion of Land Values" must be capitalized. Such a letter is worth
dreds of dollars as an ad lor the goods we offer and costs but two c¢
and some time.

A successful press bureau would comprise the following:—(1) a
quarters with an editor, reader, typewriting and other office facil
(2) a list of the best possible Single Taxers covering every locality s
would (a) mail local papers to headquarters for reading and sel
of subjects to “shoot at:”’ (b) sign and mail letters sent from
quarters to local papers; (c) watch for publication and send co 1
headquarters; (d) arrange with papers for press bureau service; (
of papers that print our letters, classified as to “susceptibility;"
file of expertly written paragraphs [rom which a letter of outstam
force covering any subject could be made up without original w
typewritten and forwarded to local corrrespondent for signatur
mailing to local paper. (5) an editor to write the very best materi
the series of paragraphs, which may comprise 25, 50 or 100, sui
numbered and indexed for instant selection; or the material m
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ten from many sources, including letters of local correspondents;
| a correspondent capable of quickly sclecting the paragraphs to best
tet the points of a selected subject; training might enable him to con-
uct 50 to 100 such letters daily; (7) a typist trained to rapid copying;
i'a reader trained to select subjects for “attack.” In the early stages
these functions may be combined in one or two persons.
To get some line on the volume and value of free publicity possible
im this work, say 50 letters were printed daily averaging 50 lines
th, or 2,500 lines, and in papers averaging 10,000 circulation; call-
"the value 10 cents a line, the bureau would earn $250 daily, and if
people were required, costing $25, the result is ten times the cost;
this is conservative.
he capacity of this plan for interesting and employing the rank and
of Single Taxers throughout the country may be its most important
fit. The question of * wherewithall” naturally arises and I do not
tend to answer here, except to suggest that we have not extended
fselves any more in the direction of money-getting than in prop-
da; and that each or all these activities should be self supporting
ﬁn the sense that activity and success are breeders of sustention.
{should perhaps apologize for my obvious bias in reverting repeat-
¥ to the sales formula. [ confess that I cannot see our problem in
Eother light than that of putting across a sales campaign.

CuArRLES H. INGERsoOLL.

| NEED OF COMPELLING LEADERSHIP

R LAND AND FREEDOM:

r issue for March-April again assures me of the value of LAND
I FREEDOM as a “‘great magazine'’, however restricted its direct
real may be.
%cre is nced of your patient but strong combatting of constantly
ated misunderstandings—such as Professor Robinson’s and Editor

to the effect that land values taxation is adapted to a passing

hﬂan age’ rather than our urban machine age. It seems incredible
{‘such a reversal of obvious truth can be honestly asserted again

ain, but it is.
‘wonder if your convincing correction of their misunderstandings
£ gets to such objectors? Or whether like the elder Pulitzer, they
hll‘lg‘ wholly “commited to it.”" Your item on page 63 as to Senator
iiands publicly saying, “I am a Single Taxer,” indicates that
1 such a conviction means nothing as to committing him to action
ticaly at least, so long as public opinion lags behind. And there
ears no sign of such compelling leadership as to force thinking.

4_-1'_ng, Pa. W. G. STEWART

MR. PLATT ASKS FOR BOLDER UTTERANCES
LAND AND FREEDOM:

ho.d I show you a mystery.” Here in California, where the
Adventure’ led by Luke North rallied the disciples of Henry
to the polls in such numbers as to almost carry a constitutional
dum, permitting a Single Tax on land values, now the leading
tes of Henry George doctrines, seem to have set up a taboo
the words “Single Tax’’ and the name Henry George, right
the state which was his birthplace. There are two publications
ornia particularly devoted to the advocacy of Single Tax phi-
, The Ingram Institute News published at San Diego and Toax
blished in Los Angeles. For some time I have been giving both
ublications careful reading, and 1 have yet to come across the
f Henry George, or the words “Single Tax," although they are
which he strongly urged as tlie best name for the reform which
ocated.

Ingram Institute News advocates *‘collecting economic rent''
Tax Facts is the organ of the Tax Relief Association, concentrating
f_advocacy of the repeal of personal property taxation.

I had heard much of Dr. Frederick W. Roman as a Single Taxer
and of his Los Angeles forums, and of the remarkable thesis which he
wrote when taking an advanced degree at the Sorbonne, and which
thesis expounded Single Tax doctrine.

While I was in San Diego Dr. Roman delivered a forum lecture on
““Unemployment.” *‘Good' said I to myself. ‘“Now I will have the
pleasure of hearing the real cause of unemployment ably expounded,
together with the remedy.” Imagine my surprise when the address
closed without reference being made to the Single Tax or to Henry
George or to any doctrines of Mr. George, except that lower tariff taxes
were advocated.

Stoughton Cooley changed the location of his publication office in
order to get away from an address identified with Single Tax agitation
of the Great Adventure type and meetings of a Single Tax club were
abandoned because of too much discussion introduced by so called
‘“extremists, "

Although I will attempt no explanation of the mystery I have out-
lined, and although I have been unable to elicit any satisfactiory ex-
planation from others, in justice to the Ingram Institute [ must say
that it is in my opinion carrying forward an excellent work, which is
soundly grounded on Henry George economics.

At the forum meetings of Dr. Roman quantities of Single Tax litera-
ture have been distributed, and at Dr. Roman’'s business office hun-
dreds if not thousands of copies of Henry George's works have been
sold. At the meeting of the forum which 1 attended last Friday even-
ing among other literature everybody was given a copy of Tax Facis

In a pamphlet by R. E. Chadwick paying high tribute to Dr. Roman
and his work I find this paragraph:

“The earth is the common heritage of all. To deny men access to
it upon equal terms is to impoverish the many and enrich the few. You
have shown the importance of the land question and how it may be
settled justly, You have taught that this fundamental wrong is insti-
tutional, and that its correction holds no threat for any just man or
any cquitably acquired wealth.”

CHESTER C. PLATT.

DOES CAPTAIN STEWART WANT A NEW YEAR BOOK?
EpiTor LAND AND FREEDOM:

I discussed your letter to me (which referred to the paucity of in-
ormation regarding American statistics on taxation) with the Finance
Committee of the International Union. The opinion was general that
your Year Book of 1917 was finely conceived and we had to regret that
other issues were not on the stocks. The absence of any comprehen-
sive survey of Georgism today in U. S. A. was deplored, and I do not
flatter you in saying that you would be relied upon on this side.

Mauden Vicarage, Bishops Startford, Eng. M. J. STEWART.

NEWS NOTES AND PERSONALS

A LETTER signed R. E. C. appears in Labor, of Washington, D, C.,
in which the writer calls attention to the fact which advocates of pub-
lic ownership so frequently overlook, that little benefit would acrue
to communities from the ownership of municipal plants where the
socially created values of land remain in private hands.

Our old friend and helpful co-worker, Waldo J. Wernicke, calls our
attention to the excellent letter-writing service that is being done by
Calvin A. McLemore, R. J. Kitts, J. C. Kipps and Laurie Quinby, and
thanks the editors of the Hollywood News and Hollyweod Citizen for
the generous space allowed these correspondents. The editors are
respectively Mr, Don Long and Mr. Harlan Palmer. S. Byron Wel-
come frequently appears with letters in the Los Angeles Express. An-
other man who merits the thanks of our friends is Mr. Fred Jackson
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of the Pasadena Labor News. Letters in all of these papers frequently
appear from the ever busy pen of Mr. Wernicke himself.

CoMMENTING on Bill No. 27 introduced in the New Jersey legisla~
ture providing for the adoption of the Pittsburgh plan of taxation [or
the cities of that state, the Camden Post says that land value taxation
has been in operation in New Zealand and South Africa for years, to
which the Monmouth American adds: “‘Imaginel South Africa with
a more up-to-date tax system than New Jersey."

JoseEpH H. Fink has sailed for Berlin to attend the housing confer-
ence. While in Berlin he will visit Adolph Damaschke. He will con-
tribute articles to the metropolitan press of this city while abroad.

CresTER C. PLATT will visit Spain this summer and our readers
may anticipate articles in LAND AND FREEDOM on conditions in that
country from this veteran journalist.

SoME excellent literature is being gotten out by the Industrial Tax

Relief (Inc.) with headquarters at 141 Halsey Street, Newark, N. J.”

The latest is a large four page leaflet with arguments for the shifting
of taxes from improvements to Jand values and quotations from
authorities who favor the change.

THE Single Tax League in Chicago gave a dinner in May to Rev
Herbert S. Bigelow. Andrew P. Canning was toastmaster and among
the speakers were Clayton J. Ewing, president of the League, and
Henry L. Tideman, secretary. Mr. Bigelow who has arrived at the
age of 61 has lost none of his vigor, and spoke with the old charm and
eloquence we have learned to know so well.

A PAGE advertisement consisting of passages from ''Progress and
Poverty”’ appears in Foreign Affairs, of London.

GLADWIN BouToN, of Tenafly, N. J. who campaigned for State Sena-
tor from Bergen County in an address before the Ridgewood Repub-
ican Club told his hearers that *the worst defects of our present sys-
tem of production and exchange is the imposition of unjust taxation
on values created by private enterprise,. We can correct this and bring
permanent prosperity for all when we use for public revenue ground
rents or land values created by community growth.”

ANOTHER death to be chronicled is that of Dr. Adah Patterson, of
Los Angeles, who was stricken while working in her flower garden.
She was active in preaching the message of Henry George. She is said
by our correspondent, Waldo J. Wernicke, to have been possessed of
a sweet and lovable personality. Her husband George W. Patterson,
secretary of the Los Angeles Single Tax Society in 1906-1909, and their
married children, survive her.

A BuL introduced in the California legislature makes it unlawiful
for any person to hunt or fish without the consent of the owners on any
privately owned land or lake or non-navigable stream. The Los An-
geles Times tells us that the campaign for this bill is being supported
by multi-millionaire owners of large estates. If these owners paid in

full for the value of such exclusive privilege no one would have cause
to complain.

i A HEATED debate has been raging in the Pittsburgh Post-Gazette fanned
into flame by a letter {rom Prof. R. M. Patterson who raised the point
as t‘o how assessors are to determine the basis of the tax levy after the
selling price of the land has disappeared due to the public collection of
the full ground rent as advocated by Single Taxers. Among those who
have replied to Prof, Patterson with erudite answers are John M.

Henry of Pittsburgh, Harold Sudell of Philadelphia, and Thomas A.
Meyer of Chicago.

IMITATION being the sincerest flattery we cannot comment too hars
ly on the adoption of the name Land and Freedom by a four pa
Single Tax paper published in London. We wish, however, to remin
the editor, Mr. F. A. Wilmer, that it is not considered good journalistj
ethics to adopt the name of another paper without first seeking per
mission,

MR, R, E. GREEN, of Peoria, 111, replies to an editorial in the S
“It is the paramount duty of government to declare the land restor
to the people and collect the rental value for the use thereof, makll
it possible to abolish all forms of taxation which act as a deterent
industry.” He indicates that this would stimulate production beyor
our wildest dreams and asks the Slar to observe the result of the movy
ment begun by the Springfield Civic Garden Association. “Provi
a starving man with the opportunity to work and he will seize u
it,"" says Mr. Green,

THoMas W. WiLL1aums, City Councilman of Los Angeles, died A
t1. He had been for many years state secretary of the Socialist pa
and had been nominated for various public offices, always receiv
a gratifying amount of support. In the Single Tax campaigns of 19
14 he became converted to the Georgean philosophy. A resolut
was passed by the City Council and it was urged that his seat in
Council be left vacant as a tribute.

WiLEY WRIGHT MiLLs, alderman from the 37th Ward in Chi
from 1923 to 1929, was re-elected to the City Council on April 7 a
a two years’ absence due to his defeat in 1929. Alderman Mills |
played a lone-star role in the City Council as a Single Taxer. He wai
member of the Chicago Board of Education with Louis F. Post, R
mond Robins and John J. Sonsteby at the time Edward F. Dunne v
mayor, 1903-1907, John J. Sonstcby was elected Chief Justice of {
Municipal Court this year at the same time Alderman Mills was elec!
to the Council, thus placing two Single Taxer democrats in influent
positions in Chicago's political life.

Davip GissoN, whom all our readers know, publisher of The Lor
(Ohio) Joumal and the Mansfield, {Ohio,)’ Journal, issued a full p
editorial on “Unemployment and Business Depression—The Ca
and Remedy,” in January. Extra copies of this able presentation w
printed for distribution and may be had by writing to either of
above newspapers.

WiLLiam A. BLACK, executive secretary of the Single Tax Lea
of Texas, reaches 225 weekly newspapers in the South with articles
Taxation, and on economic and business conditions generally.
articles are the application of economic theory to practical cases. TJ'
are masterful but simple in their logic and language. If you kn
a newspaper that would be benefitted by some forceful Georgist ar
written for the average reader, write to Mr. Black at 208 West M?
Street, San Antonio, Texas with your suggestion. He'll be de]uﬂ
to hear from you. .

FRANK G. ANDERSON, of Jamestown, N. Y. writes: *We ough‘
rejoice (and 1 am sure we do) over the fact that the daughter of He
George, Anna George deMiile, has taken the lecture field for.‘
Single Tax.’ ﬂ|

J. M. KERNAN, of Baltimore, who was instrumental in gettmg“
engagement in Loyola College, in that city, for James R. Brown, wri
“He had a very large and appreciative audience, and the ap
effect of his interesting talk more than repaid me for my eﬁ'orts u;
matter,”

REGARDING the proposal emanating from 150 parliamentanansf.,
philosophers that the Nobel prize this year be awarded to the
tinguished advocate of the Single Tax, Adolph Damaschke, some _'E

- i
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—_
&nded notices have appeared. One account tells something of the
g of the great German advocate. He began as a public school teacher.
%cr he received degrees from some of the most [amous universi-
5 of Germany, including the University of Berlin. It is hoped that
e committee having the power of award will carefully consider the
mination of Dr. Damaschke, backed as it is by many eminent
ﬁmans in the ficld of social reform.

4

i, S. TiNDALL, one of the most active Single Taxers in the state of

ﬁhigan, has just issued two extremely interesting and valuable docu-

}ts, one of them being a printed copy of the debate carried in the

and Century magazine on ‘“Must We REDUCE Our Standard
iving? " to which he added his own comments in the light of the
George philosophy. The other article is on the business depres-

&being in the form of a letter to Carl Stover who had spoken over
, of Chicago, on the subject. This letter is an admirable presenta-

n of the Georgist’s position.

i
PEORIA newspaper in a report of James R. Brown’s lecture in that
says: “ Mr. Brown proved himself to be one of the most versatile

blic speakers that the Ad. Club has heard this year. He has had a

a:xperience on the lecture platform and was interesting as well as

ctive.”

E New Statesman and Nation of London which said recently in
ting that the death duties might be increased that the present
men servants might also be increased, has nevertheless the grace

y, “We hope that this year at least we trust Mr. Snowden will
e in his Budget a considerable tax on land values.” We are glad

# that the paper does lay some insistance on the need of preparing
{way [or “a thorough reconsideration of our present system of taxa-

1
!
Ny

PHE new Director of the Ingram Institute of San Diego, California,
{lsucceed William N, McNair, who retires, is Arthur D. Eggleston
?:1 Francisco. Mr. Eggleston is a graduate of the University of
fornia and is a son of Dr. Eggleston, whose name was not unknown
Fﬂl-lowcrs of the movement during the activities of the Fels Fund.
sident Ingram says: “I feel sure that at this time Mr. Eggleston
be responsible for an increased interest in the work of the Insti-
3:-.-:”

II

E Daily Colonist, of Victoria, B. C., tells us that at the meeting
he Port Alberni City Council on April 27, “the mill rate for the year
T'was agreed upon and the long-drawn-out battle of those in favor
e Single Tax against those in favor of taxing improvements appears
lave ended with the victory resting on the shoulders of those favoring
fax.’

xplaining why he would vote for the amendment to tax land
only, one of the aldermen said: * There appears to be a strong
ent against the improvement tax for this year. A petition which
uncil can not overlook has been presented asking us not to put
ovement tax on, and we must remember that we are only serv-
the people.’

T J. MILLIGAN, former proprietor of the Henry George Hotel
Francisco, and successful restauranteur, is opening a new res-
about the tenth of May that will be the finest and biggest in
ncisco. It will have a seating capacity of 400 and be located
uella and Geary. A feature that Mr. Milligan has introduced
restaurants is the custom of inserting pithy paragraphs from
George in his menus. The quotations under the caption, “Food
t_ﬁ)t," afford reading with which his guests may pass away the time.

» .
B!.;ll:tlc]e by our Cherrydale, Va., Single Taxer, Hugh Reid, ap-
ed in the National Municipal Review for March on ** Arlington

County Adopts the Manager Plan.”” Mr. Reid is a member of the
Virginia legislature. -

WE have received from O. E. Toeplert, of Cincinnati, a picture of
Henry George from an old photograph made by what Mr. Toepfert
calls “etching photography.” It is a remarkable picture, having the
roundness and softness lacking in the ordinary photograph, and appeal-
ing to those of discriminating taste. Those who have seen it are en-
thusiastic in its praise,

THE article printed in this issue from Percy R. Meggy on Canberra,
is somewhat condensed to accomodate the requirements of space for
matter that is pouring in. We leel that many of our readers are curious
about what is happening in the Australian capital and Mr. Meggy seems
to have covered that subject very thoroughly.

THE death of E. Stillman Doubleday, of Brooklyn on May 9, at the
advanced age of 91 removed from the field of Single Tax activities in
which he has so long and prominently figured a great and devoted soul.
He passed away peacefully in his sleep. We tender our sympathy to
his devoted widow who has so long been his helpful and loving com-
panion. Mr. Doubleday was a veteran of the Civil War. It was while
in the service that he met Lincoln and talked with him, the memory of
which meeting he loved to recall. The funeral sermon was delivered
by Rev. Dr. J. Stanley Durkee, pastor ol Plymouth Church. His pub-
lished works comprise “Just Plain Folks’ and “Lost Opportunities,”
He is survived by his wife, a son, Robert Doubleday, a publisher in
Tacoma, Washington, and three grandchildren.

Morris VANVEEN, who never tires, has lately addressed a number
of meetings on the subject, “How to Abolish Poverty.” In April he
spoke belore a small but select audience at the Madame Clivette Salon,
92 Fifth Avenue, this city, On May 4th he addressed a meeting at the
Y. M. C. A, on 7th Avenue, to an audience of over 200, and on May
5th at the Young Men’s Hebrew Association to an audience of S50.
Laterin the month Mr. VanVeen spoke before the Good Government
Discussion Club, Amsterdam Avenue and 70th Street, to about 100.
Now that the summer weather has set in he will specak out of doors.
We are glad to be able to quote Joseph H. Fink who says: ''Mr. Van
Veen's enthusiasm captures his audiences and they are visibly impress-
ed by his great earnestness. His illustrations are apt and serve to add
point and interest to his talks.”

THE Single Tax League of Chicago gave a dinner to Rev. Herbert
S. Bigelow on May 9. Andrew P. Canning was toasmaster, and among
the speakers were Clayton J. Ewing, president of the League, and Henry
L. Tideman, secretary. Mr. Bigelow though arrived at the age of 61
has lost none of his vigor and spoke with the old charm and eloquence
we have long learned to know.

In introducing Mr. Tideman, Toastmaster Canning (who is Scotch)
quoted Shakespeare, who said, ‘‘Some people are born great, some
achieve greatness, and others have greatness thrust upon them.”
‘Mr. Tidman," saidMr. Canning, “is of the first class. He was born
in a Single Tax family. Before he knew his A. B C’s he knew the func-
tions of land, labor, and capital. He was not only baptized in Single
Tax but when married he was confirmed in it. And now what his wife
has not taught him, his children are teaching him.””

Tae May number of the AmericanMercury contains an article by
Benjaminde Casseres on chry:Georgc. Thearticle is wholly contemptible
and unworthy of notice. The worst we can wish the author is that he
may live long enough to regret it.

R. B. WiLsoN, of Emmett, Idaho, writes: *‘Am much pleased to
note the work that is being done by our lecturers in schools and espec-
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ally in classes of political economy. When the professors ol political
economy teach the truth and put the emphasis on the right place the
battle will soon be won.”’

OuR old fricnd Bolton Hall writes: **March-April number of LAND
AND FREEDOM is an admirable number—abont the best yet. The
articles are especially timely.”

EveErY Friday evening at 7:30 a group of enthusiastic men and
women meet at the Forbes Street Public School, in Pittsburgh, Pa.
to discuss economic questions. These meetings are under the direction
of John C. Rose, and F. W. Maguire attends to the distribution of litera-
ture.

We are glad to welcome Renovacion, a four page paper devoted to
cconomic reform and edited by Rafacl Mallen, Jr., in Mexico City.

THE Arizona Single Taxer published by our old friend Nicholas A. 1

Vyne at Camp Verde, Arizona, continues to appear in its improved
form. Mr. Vyne knows how to write and his articles have a snap and
vim which make them distinctly readable.

Libertad of Buenos Aires, in its issue of April 30, contains an article
by Dr. C. Villalobos Dominguez, leading Single Taxer of the Argen-
tines, on the Snowden Budget with portrait of Mr. Snowden.

AN admirable letter of Waldo J. Wernick, of Los Angeles, appears
in the Burbank Review, Burbank, California, entitled *Privilege Un-
taxed.” Mr. Wernicke keeps the editors of his state stirred up.

Tue Henry George Lecture Association of Chicago has booked Prof,
Harry Gunnison Brown for an address at the Ypsilanti, Michigan,
Chamber of Commerce, on June 29, A series of regional rallies are
being projected by John Lawrence Monroe, of the Henry George Lec-
ture Association, in the cities of the central west.

Our readers will be grieved to learn of the death of the mother of
Percy R. Williams, of the Henry George Foundation, on April 13, at
the age of 72.

WE have received from Philipp Knab, XI1T Anzbachasse, Vienna,
an eight page pamphlet dealing with the problem of unemployment
and its solution by land value taxation.

THE Single Tax weckly, No Taxes, of Stockion, California, edited
by Brother Beckwith, in a recent number devotes a very generous por-
tion of the paper to a summary of the contents of March-April LAND
AND FREEDOM. The summary is interspersed with a number of Mr.
Beckwith’s own comments which, like all Mr. Beckwith writes, is un-
usually keen and interesting. Our readers should send for a sample
copy of No Taxes, Stockton, California.

AN editorial in a recent number of the Los Angeles Times on the Aus-
tralian capital Canberra, shows that the writer needs some more infor-
mation on the subject. He is referred to the article by Percy R. Meggy
in this number of LAND AND FREEDOM.

OF no small importance to the movement is the fact that the radio
station of the Chicago Federation of Labor, WCFL, is continuing its
weekly broadcast of Single Tax talks. Recent speakers have included
George C. Olcott, Henry H. Hardinge, William H. Holly, Thomas
Rhodus, Clayton J. Ewing, John Lawrence Monroe, Yancey Cohen,
Mrs. Dora Welty, Henry L. T. Tideman, Andrew P. Canning and
others. These radio talks were started over a year ago by Maurice
Lynch, financial secretary of the Chicago Federation of Labor. Some
twenty-lour years ago Mr. Lynch was given a copy of “ Progress and
Poverty” as a wedding present. He paid little attention to it up to

about a year ago when an argument with a university professor on th
Malthusian theory led him to dust off its pages and re-read it. He wz
immediately enthused with the proposal fo. the cure of the ills of so¢
etcy and within a few weeks was broadcasting Single Tax talks ovt
WCFL, reaching an estimated 250,000 listeners. These Single Ta
talks are broadcast at 7:45 every Tuesday evening.

IN the Brooklyn Eagle, of May 17, is an article by onr old frieg
William Everett Hicks, recalling Pope Leo's encyclical on capital ar
labor of forty years ago which was answered by Henry George in h
famouns reply, * The Condition of Labor”, and which has just been iss
by the Robert Schalkenbach Foundation, together with his equ
famous reply to the Duke of Argyle and the Irish Land Question,
three complete in one volume of 334 pages.

MANY interesting and impressive incidents are met with by Ja
R. Brown in his lecture work. Talking before the Open Forum in B
more to an audience of about 500 on “A City Beautiful,” an old m
with trembling hands rose and asked of the lecturer where he ¢
read something of this welcome doctrine. He was told of course. Al
$7.00 worth of tracts were sold at the door after the meeting. At
Georgetown University Mr. Brown addressed the seminar stude
who numbered a Catholic priest from Quebec, a Japanese, a China
a colored man and students from South America and different
of Europe. How large a portion of the habitable globe the 1epresen
tives of these nationalities include! And so the message girdles
globe. g p

THE Pittsburgh Single Taxers have been exceedingly active dup
the past few months in the development of a very effective letter-wr
ing corps. Among the more prominent and persistant letter-writ
is John M. Henry. Mr. Noren’s letters have been published regula
every week for more than a year and Mr. Rose has been a lead
figure in recent months in a very lively debate that is going on in
columns of the Pillsburgh Press. More recently the Post Gasetle
also been devoting generous space to Single Tax communications
eral times each week. j

CLAYTON J. EWIXG, President of the Chicago Single Tax Clab :
newly elected trustee of the Henry George Foundation, made a i
East in May, stopping over in Toronto and Montreal enroute.
took occasion to call upon a number of prominent Single Taxers in
East, visiting New York, Washington, Baltimore and Pittsburgh.
Friday, May 22nd, he addressed the Henry George Club of Pittsbu
on the subject of “Fruition of Hopes.” 1

The Hot Shug is the name of the business organ of the Cleve[an(l'$
Tool Company. The April number of this bulletin contains "{.
Caunses of Business Depression” by Henry George and the "Appiﬁ
tion” of Henry George by John Deweyv. This is reprinted, so this E
ness organ states, at the request of a reader. This reader hap
be Frank H. Howe, of the Howe Tron Works of Columbus, which:ﬂ
tools of the Cleveland Steel Tool Company. il

|

WE acknowledge receipt of a little pamphlet with a significant i
tration, “A Common Sense View of Unemployment” by G. A. G

win, published by the English League for the Taxation of Land Va
London. %

Tue Henry George Club of Pittsburgh has been conducting a
interesting series of economic discussions during recent months, ta
up the question of industrial depression and unemployment and s
ing how the Single Tax would fundamentally change the con
which give rise to wide-spread distress, William N. McNair hat
dressed the Club on several occasions during the season, discie
particularly the nature of economic rent and the results which
from the private appropriation of this social fund., On May 15t|,
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air spoke on the “British Budget and the Land Tax,” using as his
& the very significant speech delivered by Chancellor Philip Snowden
|the house of Commeons.

|

|

_. ]. Ewing, of Chicago, writes: “ Compliments are due you for the
ksse and force shown in your comments on Professor Ely's sugges-
1 on page 38 of your March-April number."”

[HE first meeting of the Board of Directors of the new Single Tax
iguc which supercedes the old Chicago Single Tax Club was held
dnesday evening, April 29, at the offices of George C. Olcott, mem-
iof the Board. Officers of the new Leaguc were elected as follows:
Chairman of the Board of Directors, Thomas Rhodas; President,
on J. Ewing; Vice-President, George M. Strachan; Secretary,
y L. T. Tideman; Treasurer, Otto Cullman.

mbers of the Board of Directors include: William Brant, A. P,
aning, Otto Cullman, George C. Olcott, Thomas Rhodus, George
Schilling, George M. Strachan, H. W. Donaldson, C. J. Ewing, H.
ardinge, E. A. Howes, J. A, Johnson, E. O. Jorgensen, John R.
th, H. L. T. Tideman, George T. Tideman, John Z White, E. C.
r, John L. Monroe, W. G. McCaunley.

e Single Tax League is an incorporated body with the charter
d by the State of I[llinois. The execntive committee includes
iwing, Mr. Rhodus, Mr. Strachan and Mr. Henry L."T. Tideman.

E full column front page account of the Snowden Budget in the
go Tribune was exceptional in its emphasis of the relation of the
et to the Henry George movement. The first paragraph of the
cle by the Tribune's English corrrespondent, John Steele, read:

ghost of Henry George, American social reformer of forty years
and protagonist of taxation of land values, stalked in ’arliament
ay when, for the first time in any great nation, his schemec was
pted as a panacea and as a part ol a national policy.

hile, of course, “‘a penny in a pound” is not a panacea, it is news
t will add zest to the promotion of the Single Tax movement in
¢ part of the world. The front page news stories.on “Snowden
Land Values” have already scrved to focus the attention of
man on the street, on the land and tax questions.

. GranmaM PEAcE, editor of the Commonweal, in a recent com -
lication to LAND AND FREEDOM writes:

iE Protectionists are not quite so loud in their praise of the U. S,
ts high wages of late; it is possible they arc beginning to see that

n in the street is not quite so simple and trusting as hitherto;
a8 been hard hit, and having learned to read he is able to gather
imself some idea of conditions obtaining in the land of the “pro-

'RESOLUTION signed by President Evans and Secretary Williams
t by the Executive Committec of the Henry George Founda-
to the Intenational Chamber of Commerce which met in Wash-
n durng the early days in May of this year; The resolution said

sandoning the burdens now directly or indirectly laid upon labor
capital, we would concentrate taxes upon the vaiue of land and of
ral resources in private hands, in the conviction that, these
5 being the gift of the Creator to all gencrations, the value
which is due to the presence and activities of the whole popu-
s the just and proper source of community revenues.

herefore urge the members of the International Chamber of
e to influence their governments to depart from the old ways
ng public revenue that mast incvitably lead to new wars for
ion and conquest, and to guide humanity along the road of
justice which leads to abiding peace and prosperity.

‘Single Taxcrs of Scotland have passed the following resolution :
Scottish League for the Taxation of Land Values recognizes

that the Government is making the Taxation of Land Values a dominant
issue, but regrets the delay in initiating the Tax on Land Values,as
it is of opinion that this delay is unnecessary. Furthcr it regrets the
reservations and exemptions proposed by the Government such as
those outlined for agricultural, railway, mineral land, and small hold-
ings.

The League hopes that the Government will adopt the simplest and
most direct methods of ascertaining unimproved land valucs, thus
avoiding the pitfalls occasioned by the irrevelant valuation of build-
ings and ground burdens under the Budget Act 1909-10.
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