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It was five years ago this past Christmas that Miss Peterson of the RSF invited me in 

to New York to discuss with her and with Mr. Sid Evans his suggestion that Mrs. 

Carter and I make a three-month trial tour of colleges, to see what might be done to 

attract more attention among academicians to the ideas of Henry George.  Thus 

began the most interesting and exciting experience of my life.  I point this out now 

because I want to pay tribute at the outset to Mr. Evans' part in this project: he 

dreamed it up, he sold me on its feasibility and he financed the original tour.  I may 

add that the selling job was not the least of what he did.  For I was, at the outset, 

opposed to it on two scores:  I could not see how an outside could approach 

academic economists and I could not see myself in this role. 

 

Fortunately, there were nine months before the tour was to begin, and during that 

time we were able to lay plans and to organize the mechanics of the tour. 

 

From the beginning I felt that I must have something new, something different to 

offer, to present to these professors I was about to meet.  So over the early summer 

I prepared a manuscript which I called "An Introduction to Henry George."  This 

manuscript was 17 pages long, double-spaced.  It was anonymous.  It was 

planographed. Thus it looked like what is was designed to be: a first attempt at a 

digest presentation of the essence of Henry George's ideas. 

 

Wisconsin was selected for the start of the tour, and we made up our itinerary.  In 

the meantime, the foundation had carefully worked out a letter of introduction.  This 

letter was addressed to the chairman of the economics department of each college I 

was to visit and it was mailed to reach each chairman shortly before my probable 

arrival.  The letter, slightly modified, was also addressed to each contributor to the 

American Journal of Economics and Sociology on any of these campuses. 

 

The letter, among other things, spoke of the long-felt need for a digest presentation 

of George and described my visit, in part, in terms of presenting a copy of such a 

digest and soliciting comments and suggestions thereon. 



 

To complete this description of the mechanics of the tour I should point out that this 

was an integrated effort.  First, the letter of introduction from headquarters; then, 

my visit; then my report to headquarters on each person interviewed; then the letter 

of follow-up and the mailing of materials requested by the professors visited -- 

complimentary copies of any of George's works requested, or others of our 

publications. 

 

The "Introduction" was never pressed on any one -- or almost never!  But when the 

opportunity was made, it was offered in a file folder with a stamped, self-addressed 

envelope for the professor's comments -- or for any other purpose. 

 

In the Fall of 1957 we traveled up Wisconsin, across the Upper Peninsula and on 

down the rest of the state of Michigan.  We visited almost every campus in these 

two states.  Following this, the Foundation, late in 1958, invited us to resume the 

tour, and this we have done since November of that year. 

 

The progress of the tour from the Fall of '57 might be stated as developing in four 

stages.  The first stage can best be expressed in the words of Dr. Harold Groves, the 

first big-name economist I met on my first call on a big university -- the U. of 

Wisconsin at Madison.  Dr. Groves said to me, "I don't go all the way with George, 

but -- !"  Once Groves stated this so succinctly, it seemed to me that my job was 

greatly simplified.  All I had to do was search out people who -- like Groves -- don't go 

all the way with George, but!  Let me tell you, their number is legion.  Let me tell you 

further that this number ideally includes even those who have never heard of Henry 

George.  For what is George's proposition?  It is simply that the community shall take 

for community purposes the values the community creates, and leave to the 

individual the values he produces.  And who can disagree with that? 

 

The second stage in the progress of development of the tour came at Michigan State 

University.  A young labor economist from the University of Texas had invited a small 

group of his associates to meet with me at a coffee break, primarily so that I could 

meet Dr. Lindholm, a professor of public finance there.  You can imagine my surprise 

and delight when Lindholm began immediately by saying to me, "What you people 

should be doing is financing a study of LVT as an alternative to land nationalization in 

underdeveloped countries."  2 years in Viet Nam with State Department .-- No land 



reform program (me-too to the Communists.) -- critical of land nationalization -- 

scholars with first hand experience to make this evaluation -- publish as a 

symposium. 

 

I reported Dr. Lindholm's proposal.  A committee of our trustees met with Dr. L in 

New York and we undertook to sponsor him in the project.  It is no criticism of the 

validity of Dr. L's idea that after corresponding with some 300 professors, he still has 

been unable to secure the evaluations he sought.  Certainly there is a land problem 

in underdeveloped countries. Certainly there is a desperate need for land 

reform.  Certainly LVT should be thoroughly examined and evaluated as one of the 

possibilities and compared with all alternative proposals.  The dearth of qualified 

evaluators is remarkable. 

 

So the second stage in the evolution of the college program has been the discovery 

of resources, like Lindholm, and the using of these resources to further our efforts 

among academicians.  Further examples of what I have in mind include Louis 

Wasserman's current rewrite of the "Introduction" better to adapt it to classroom 

use, and the study of Denmark he will undertake this Fall: the rewrite and 

enlargement by Dr. Yeager of his pamphlet, "Free Trade -- America's 

Opportunity."  At this time when international trade is attracting such prominent 

attention, and the forthcoming study of San Diego for the interim committee of your 

legislature, which though not an outgrowth of my tour will have our sponsorship. 

 

Then when I reached Houston Texas, in February 1959, I met a professor who 

proposed that we sponsor a series of Henry George Institutes -- and thus was born 

the third stage of our program.  This stage is to provide forums where interested 

professors may explore LVT in depth, where through association and discussion they 

may learn more about this subject.  It took 2½ years before this idea 

blossomed.  First, I discussed it tentatively with a large number of those I was calling 

on, to see what interest existed and what suggestions they might offer.  Finally, in 

the Spring of 1960, our trustees decided to invite a small group of those who, we 

felt, were strongly for us, for LVT, to advise us regarding an institute or any other 

method to further academic attention in the areas we believe are so important. 

 

Early in October 1960 I met with five such men in New York for two days.  They were 

the late Glenn Hoover of Oakland, Dr. Pinkney Walker of the University of Missouri, 



Dr. Arthur Becker of the Univ. of Wisconsin/Milwaukee, all economists, and two 

historians, Dr. Paul Gaston, son of the present secretary of the Single Tax Colony at 

Fairhope Alabama and Dr. Edward Phillips of Austin College in Texas.  They met as an 

academic planning committee, to advise us. 

 

They immediately agreed that what was needed was a current and scholarly material 

on LVT. To get this material, they recommended that a conference be held, at which 

papers would be presented and criticized on the subject "LVT and Contemporary 

Economic Problems."  They outlined the various topics to be taken up.  They 

appointed Dr. Becker to be program chairman and they offered their full cooperation 

to him.  Before leaving New York, they handed me a four-page report for the 

Foundation. 

 

As a result of this a conference was held at the University of Colorado from August 

24-26, 1961 on the selected theme.  Thirteen professors submitted, for distribution 

ahead of time, the outlines of the papers they were working on.  At the conference, 

all 13 made oral presentations.  These were then discussed fully by the entire group, 

which included two others as discussants.  All fifteen academicians were Ph. 

D.s.  Eleven were economists; two were political scientists, one was a historian, one 

represented two disciplines: Philosophy and Government.  One was a college 

president, two were deans, three were chairman of economics departments -- past 

and present -- five others were full professors.  The discussions were taped, 

transcribed and distributed among the participants, and a group of manuscripts is 

currently in process with an April 1 deadline. 

 

The spirit and interest were of high order.  The discussions continued informally 

during coffee breaks, through meals, and even in the dormitory rooms in the 

evenings, and the last session, Saturday afternoon, was fittingly the high spot of the 

affair. 

 

Mr. Cornick of our board of trustees joined Mrs. Carter and me as observers and on 

the basis of the reports submitted to the trustees they have now decided to make 

Boulder the first of a series of annual events. 

 

In the meantime Dr. Hoover had tragically died and Dr. Phillips had withdrawn.  We 

therefore issued three more invitations to Dr. Karl Falk of Fresno, Dr. Mason Gaffney 



of Missouri and Dr. Carl Maguire of Colorado, and you can imagine our satisfaction 

when all three accepted the invitations to serve.  To express to you the spirit 

motivating these men, let me read you from the acceptance letter of one of 

them.  [read] 

 

So these six men met in Chicago this January.  I again represented the Foundation at 

the meeting. The agenda called for the establishing of procedures for soliciting and 

handling the manuscripts of the Boulder conference and the laying of broad plans for 

future conferences in general and specifically for a 1962 event. 

 

This 1962 conference will be on the theme "Urban Economic Problems and Land 

Value Taxation" and will follow the lines so successfully developed at Boulder.  It will 

be held from November 15-17 on any off-campus facility belonging to the University 

of Illinois used for just such affairs as ours.  The facility is the former Maxwell Hott 

residence, a very charming estate, as these pictures will show. 

 

But the big thing I think came out of the January meeting in Chicago of the academic 

planning committee was the beginning of what I see as the fourth stage of progress 

for us.  For a good part of the meeting was devoted, spontaneously, to considering 

the purposes, functions and goals of the committee itself.  Out of this came the 

selection of a new name: The Committee on Taxation, Resources and Economic 

Development (TRED).  They have given up the old name because already they have 

so far outgrown it.  For in addition to advising us, already they are embarked on the 

staging of conferences, the soliciting, editing and publishing of manuscripts.  As 

chairman of the conference on LVT and contemporary economic problems, Dr. 

Becker has already been asked for grants for research and study.  Now, they have a 

letterhead listing the names of the members.  Shortly, there will be a brochure 

describing the committee's purposes, etc.  Now they are considering an honorary 

class of committee membership to accommodate additional professors, such as one 

Boulder participant who expressed extreme disappointment that he was not invited 

to join the committee. 

 

In addition to this, one member of the committee is currently laying the groundwork 

for the establishment on his campus of a university-sponsored center for public 

finance and land economics with adequate attention to LVT. 

 



And in the meantime Dr. Arthur Becker has joined the board of trustees of the 

Robert Schalkenbach Foundation. 

 

So in this dawning fourth stage I believe I see the beginning of what I have long 

looked for and hoped for -- a spontaneous growth and development by academicians 

to foster attention to the land problem and land-value taxation, its proper reform.  I 

do not recommend that we leave this tender infant to fend for itself.  But I do believe 

that something has started that will provide, in the words of Keynes, its own 

multiplying factor, that will go on regardless of what others may do.  I think that as 

far as the colleges are concerned, we are on the way.  Now academicians themselves 

will take up the search for those, like Harold Groves, who "don't go all the way with 

Henry George, but ----!" 
 


