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FROM THE SECRETARY OF THE FAIR-
HOPE CORPORATION.

Editor Single Tax Review:

The benefits of the Single Tax on so small
a scale (less than five hundred people on
less than three square miles of land, all
poor) are necessarily very limited. Under
present laws the Single Tax can be only

tially applied, even on this small scale,

e can refund direct taxes levied by the
country and state upon our colonists, but
we can not guard them from the incidence
of indirect taxation. We can check specu-
lation in land belonging to the corporation,
but we can not guard our colonists from
the effects of land speculation elsewhere,
nor prevent its being refiected in the rise
of speculative values here. Our taking
them in the rent, instead of letting the ten-
ant keep them, does not change their specu-
lative character.

Some months ago in a lawsuit over a tract
of land in this county, the testimony of
witnesses as to its value varied so that one
of the lawyers explained it, as nearly as I
recall his words : ““Thisland has two values;
it is worth two or three dollars an acre for
use, but it is worth twenty-flve dollars an
acre for selling to the frozen Yankees.”
Why isit worth §25an acre? Because there
are ‘‘frozen Yankees” who have acquired
some wealth where land is more valuable.
They come ignorant of the real value of
land here, and judging by values where
they have lived, the price seems moderate,
So they are able (some of them) and willing
to pay it. So people come here with wealth
acquired where land is more valuable, to
whom from ten to thirty dollars is a moder-
ate rent for land on which to build cottages
for winter resorts. Summer resorters pay
the State of Michigan $100 a year for the
sites of cottages on land that formerly be-
longed to Fort Mackinac and was given by
the United States’ government to the State
when the fort was abandoned, It istrue
that rich resorters employ a number of men
in building their cottages, and after they
are built, spend a little of their income here,
affording opportunities for a few persons to
earn something by catering to their wants.
But the increase in rent is greater than the
increase in industrial opportunities. Our
people have to pay it, not because they are
80 much better off, but because they have
to compete with the beneficiaries of the un-
eerned increment from other and more val-
uable land,

So much of the value of the land is spec-
ulative, even here, where it is not left in an
individuals’ pocket but taken for the public;
and while we can show some benefit even
from so imperfect an application of the Sin-
gle Tax on so small a scale, it is not reason-
able to expect it to display within these
bounds the benefits that would result from
its wider and more perfect application.

All visitors to Fairhope do not agree in
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the results of their observations, Mrs. Ella
Wheeler Wilcox came here with extrava~
gant expectations, picturing an earthly
paradise in her imagination, supposing that
we were applying the Single Tax more per-
fectly than we can do it, and that it was
producing greater results than can be at-
tained by its limited application here. She
had been traveling, had not received the
Courier for several weeks and knew nothing
of what was taking place until she came,
and then she heard just enough to give her
an impression about as much worse than
the reality as her previous imagination had
been better than the reality. She was
cruelly disappointed, and said she would
never again write about Kairhope. There
was not time to dispel the unfavorable il-
lusions which had displaced the previous
too fuvorable illusions, She expressed re-
gret at not being able to stay longer, and
oped to visit us again some day. But
meanwhile I suppose she will keep her reso-
lution to write no more about Fairhope.

It should be borne in mind that there is
good ground for honest differences of
opinion. Among our critice are Edward
Quincy Norton and others, to whom grose
injustice would be done b suspectinithem
of unworthy motives, ere are honest
differences 1n regard to the value of our
land, to the wisdom of our policy in the use
of the rents, and as to various details of
administration.

Fairhope is growing, but not so rapidly
as it was last winter, when the trouble came.
Some projects for building were abandoned,
but aﬁ that were begun have been com-
pleted, and some houses have been built
gince. There are not yet as many summer
resorters as there were at this time last year,
and I have heard it attributed to Fairhope’s
damaged reputation. The supplﬁ of houses
appears to have caught up with the demand
for the present.

RevV. GEO. W, WoOD, Sec.
Fairhope, Ala.

—_—

FROM DANIEL KIEFER.

Editor Single Tax Review :

I had not gotten to your last issue, when
one of our Single Taxers to whom I had
given a copy, and who had read it, re-
marked, *“‘It looks as though Miller is get-
ting ready to get after Fairhr?e.”

Since reading it, I can hardly see how in
future issues of the REVIEW, you could do
the colony any greater harm than it is

lain you tried to do it in this issue; for
ge is dull who does not see in your claim of
giving both sides a hearing, a mere pretense
of fairness.

The Fairhope colonists have done better
practical work in behalf of Single Tax
than all Single Taxers outside of the col-
ony Eut together, It is bad enough that a
crowd of self-seekers, chronic breeders of



THE FAIRHOPE

trouble, and non-single taxers are aiming
to destroy the value of the colony as an
object lesson, without the extension of aid
and encouragement to their designs on the
part of a supposed organ of the movement.

I will not believe that any of your choice
for a committee of investigation, Messrs.
Magnuire, Seabury, Baker or Purdy, will aid
you further in your evident design to co-
operate with the other ‘ knookers,” any
more than I am willing to aid in dissem-
inating any more of such printed matter,
and so I will ask you to take my name from
your list of subscribers.

DaNrEL KIEFER.

Cincinnatf, Ohio.

FROMF. F, INGRAM,

EpiToR Single Tax Review :

I was very sorry to see your columns open
to the in some cases quite intemperate
attacks on the Fairhope Colony. Single Tax
REVIEW’S excuse for existence, as I under-
stand it, is to review quarterly the progress
of the principles of the Single Tax and give
its advocates an opportunity for exchange
of ideas regarding propaganda. We are all
glad some one is brave enough to attempt
that work. I do not believe your readers
are encouraged or edified by exploiting and
encouraging trouble at Fairhope,

After personally visiting the Colony and
talking with both sides, I believe those ex—
cellent, capable, patient and industrious

ns there who are attempting to make
‘‘good theories work” are quite capable of
handling their own affairs without outside
interference. Outsiders in any event even
if they had the power will not be qualified
to settle Fairhope matters, though you de-
vote all your space to advertising their

critics.
FREDERICK F, INGRAM,
Detroit, Mich.

FROM J. J. PASTORIZA.

Editor Single Tax Review :

I have nothing to say in regard to Fair-
hope for publication. I am inclined to
think the discussion bas not advanced the
Single Tax cause. No one can get an intel-
ligent idea of the conditions there by read-
ing a few articles by different men. "I have
been to Fairhope, and I feel it is far ahead
of other Southern cities of the same size,
and I believe its progress is due entirely to
a small part of S8ingle Tax which it has en-
joyed. The mnnaﬁfru may have made mis-

es, in fact I think they have, but who
lives without making mistakes ?

Such discussion must cause
hesitate abous investigating the Single Tax
because they see so called Single Taxers
wrangling among themselves as to what the
principal of the Bingle Tax is, If Single

ple to
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Taxers cannot agree upon a plan of man-
agement for a Single Tax colony, they will
argue that the Single Tax would not

?ocq;nplinh the great good which we claim
or it,

J. J. PASTORIZA.
Houston, Texas.

———

FROM A. G. CHAPMAN.

Editor Stngle Tax Review :

The articles on Fairhope have interested
me. I wish to give a hearty second to your
suggestion regarding the appointment of an
investigating committee. Of course, as a
matter of practical fact their private affairs
are no particular concern of mine, but I
hag;;en to be one of those who were coming
to believe that there lay the most promis-
ing fleld for what little help I can give to
the cause of TAX REFORM. I haven’t lost
faith in the town or in its future though I
have been disappointed in some of the mis-
takes of administration.

A. G. CarMan.
Lincoln, Neb.

—

80 DO WE ALL OF US.

Editor Single Tax Review :

I decided, when the idea of a colony was
first mooted, the possible outcome, ham-
pered as such an undertaking must be b
existing general laws, e only really fair
trial of the Single Tax can be where it be-
comes & governmental measure as in New
Zealand, But as Fairhope made the heroie
venture I ardently wish and trust to see i

succeed.
FRANCES M. MILNE,
8an Luis Obispo, Cal.

———

“S8TOP MY SUBSCRIPTION.,”

Editor Single Taz Review :

You may stop my subecription. The
REVIEW has evidently outlived its useful-
ness when it presumes to call Fairhope “a
semi-socialistic colony.”

Phila., Pa.

S. DANZIGER,

A REPLY TO OUR CRITICS.

When the REVIEW admitted to its col-
ums the communications of those Who see
defects in the Fairhope plan and errors in
the administration of tgeose responsible for
its management, we carefully counted the
cost. For a belief in the Single Tax ma
exist without that broad toleration whic
such conviction is sometimes thoughtlessly
held to include. But while we anticipated



