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WHAT LAND AND FREEDOM
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

T is a sad reflection that this land should have come
to such a pass that willing hands are idle; but alas! the
st is not yet. As machinery advances togreater perfec-
there must, of necessity, come about a state of affairs
re fewer and fewer workers are needed to produce
e wealth, or goods. And as women invade industry
e must come about a lowering of wages as well as
er places for men. The balance of increased wealth
st needs find its way into the hands of a few favored
viduals, so, as anyone may see, the general tendency
oward more unemployment until the world wakes up
e sad truth. For help we cannot look to professional
ticians. In them isnohope. So long as their physical
fort is untouched they will not stir a hand. With
the interests of capital are primary; of men, entirely
ndary. Our political problems, as you see, hinge on
ney problems alone and we have lost sight of men and
r needs.”’

HUS Charles J. Finger in his All's Well, an interesting
magazine he edits. As Mr. Finger is reputed to be
ngle Taxer, on some evidence not yet produced, it is
to put this before our readers as relieving him of any
h suspicion.

0 machine ever threw any man out of employment.
machine feeds other machines and starts the wheels
g in many directions. The tendency of machines is
aise wages; to increase purchasing power by lowering
of production; to stimulate inventive ability and
en its field of usefulness to humanity; to multiply the
ber of products, putting more and more wealth within
r reach of the masses of the people. The consumer
his effective demand increased by reduction in price.
t is saved from his purchases goes to make further
nds on the higher-priced products of labor and raises
andard of living.

the printing business Mr. Finger knows something.
Did the linotype throw any printers out of employ-
? Did the locomotive, chief among modern inven-
decrease the demand for labor? Or the automobile?
t a dreadful thing when the sewing machine replaced
and needle? In the hand-needle age was the condi-
of the sewing woman so enviable? Not if we accept
ndoubtedly true picture of conditions among this
of workers versed by Thomas Hood in ‘““The Song
e Shirt.”

-

R. FINGER is the true descendant of those who

rioted in Lancashire when Arkwright introduced
his spinning jenny. For even if he is law-abiding and
would not riot, his thinking, and that of men who think
as he does, is the same as that of those who rose against
the machine in the cotton-goods manufacturing districts of
England during the last century.

HAT is it that so deceives men who talk of the

““machineage’? Undoubtedly it lies in appearances.
If a machine is invented that does the work of two men
where one sufficed before, is it not obvious that one man
is thrown out of employment? Superficial observers might
think that way, but not the reflecting men. For as this
process has been going on for several centuries, it should
be obvious that most of us would have been out of employ-
ment before this depression set in—not ten millions in
this country but nearer forty millions idle!

HAT deceives Mr. Finger is not that machines seem

to be throwing men out of employment, but that
behind this unreal appearance something else goes on which
many have not the wit to see. For as machines turn out
their products the gain is absorbed by the earth-owners
in increased rent. Little is left after rent is abstracted
from the total wealth produced, and nothing or little
remains to labor to buy back its products. This causes
the phenomenon which short-sighted economists call
“overproduction.” Rent is the ‘‘machine” that works
relentlessly, undoing the natural processes of distribution.

HERE is no more limit to the production of machines

than there is to any other labor product. They all
come from the earth. And this is true of the larger as
well as the smaller machines. A machine is not a self-
created, greedily consuming automaton! Labor is needed
both to create and maintain it. Normally and naturally
it places vastly increased satisfactions within the reach of
the masses,

N a society where wealth is concentrated, machines as
well as other products of labor tend to ownership in
fewer and fewer hands. Denied the power to freely
produce machines, or any other form of wealth, labor
finds that the owner of the machine, as well as the owner
of other forms of capital, commands the service of labor
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almost at his own price. What curious perversion of
reasoning it is that turns from the real enemy of labor to
attack with angry epithet the machine which is its servant!

HE machine is not a Frankenstein that labor creates

that it may be devoured. It is the hands and arms
and visible brain of labor. It is not necessary for govern-
ment to assume ownership and control to secure the wide-
spread diffusion of its benefits. Under free conditions
where gains from the machines are not absorbed by the
insatiate growth of land values—economic rent—the
tremendous increase in production calls for commensurate
exchange of other products made by other machines, each
in turn. How, Mr. Finger, can anything produced by
labor, which can be multiplied infinitely, injure the interest
of the producer? A machine, as has been said, is a labor
product. How can a labor product hold a menace for
the man who creates it?

E fancy the reply will be that some machines require

large sums of money to produce them, and that
labor has at its command no such amounts of capital.
If this is the thought, let the objector reflect on the natural
law of cooperation. As labor is the producer of all capital
—the wealth that is used in the making of more wealth—
it is clear that with natural resources free to labor, machines
would soon be generally owned, not under government
supervision but under the operation of natural laws of
production and distribution. It should be remembered
that we are living today under artificial restrictions in
which opportunities for employment are almost entirely
restricted. It was assumed that Mr. Finger knew this.

WITH a Free Earth, with every restriction to the use
of natural resources swept away, capital would soon
change owners under the rapid differences that would
appear. For those who under present conditions control
the natural resources of the earth must control the capital.
Capital not based upon earth ownership, or equivalent
monopoly, is at a marked disadvantage. This is what
deceives the Socialist. He is misled by appearances.
He has forgotten his Karl Marx, who told us in his *“ Das
Kapital” that the ownership of natural resources was at
the basis of the exploitation of labor. His mistake is the
same as that of Mr. Finger, who thinks, rather preposter-
ously, that labor can fashion anything in the shape of a
labor product for his own destruction.

HIS needs to be considered by Mr. Finger and those

who think with him. Machinery and invention,
even under present conditions, offer boundless opportuni-
ties for labor. But Rent, actual and anticipatory, moves
fast, though not always fast enough to absorb all the gains
of Wages and Interest to real capital. Usually a step in
advance, Rent at other times may lag a little behind. If

the gain from a machine is 3, rent quickly takes 2, an
eventually the whole. Then follows the break in “ effecti
demand,” labor cannot buy back its product, and th
machine, which is labor’s hands and arms, stands idl
along with the idle laborer. For a short time it seems t
the superficial observer that the capital in contrel of th
machine has profited inordinately, but a closer observatior
shows rent rising ever higher, absorbing the gains of capi
tal and leaving to the ‘‘employer” of labor a lot of rustin
iron!

HE New York Times is a staid newspaper, staid almo

to the point of solemnity. Yet if one having no know
edge of fundamentals rushes in to discuss the prevaili
depression and remedies therefor, he is almost bound
be funny in a solemn way. H. L. Puxley is one of i
financial writers. He is not yet sufficiently well known
have his name go thundering down the ages, or even
far as the back street. But he has great resourcefuln
that may yet win him fame. He suggests as a means
bettering conditions a national raffle in which every citize
is to be given a free ticket, and in which prizes to the amou
of $250,000,000 in Federal Reserve notes would be issu
to those holding the lucky numbers! And this is urged i
all seriousness.

R. PUXLEY makes other suggestions which I’tl

naively admits are ‘‘highly controversial "’ and requit
to be “argued out,” but are here advanced for conside :
tion rather than ‘‘dogmatic demands for action.” F¢
this we should be grateful. A Grand National Sweef
stakes to End Depression would add to the joy of nation
A picture arises in our mind of Mr. Hoover blindfold
—for we would trust no less responsible an individual-
drawing the winning tickets from their receptacle! Con
menting once more on the rather original suggestion «
Mr. Puxley, we want to instance it as one among the m
examples of what we have termed ‘‘the breaking dow
of the contemporary mind."’ f!

PEAKING of cures for the depression not long ag

Rudy Vallee paid a visit to President Hoover. T
President, probably remembering the old saying of soirl
great man—was it Fletcher of Saltoun?—that ““he can
not who made the laws of a country if he were permitti
to write its songs,” asked Rudy if he could write a
that would dispel the present depression. A friend
ours, having in mind the simplicity of Mr. Hoover's ch¢
acter, insists that our worthy President said this in_
seriousness. But we are skeptical.

E are not convinced that the philosophy of Spin
offers a complete explanation of the phenomena
being, but it is the nearest to perfection in its endeavo
answer ever attempted by the mind of man. Setts
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aman beings, we shall be able to solve these difficult problems.

LAND AND FREEDOM

77

e his system of pantheism {or perhaps even adopting
art of that philosophy), his ethics is as lofty as that of
It has been the impression
olars that a certain affinity was not lacking between
teachings of Henry George and Spinoza, and if we
sider the ethical teaching of both we shall find that this
1deed so. And there is also something in the characters
both men that suggests a moral likeness. ‘“‘The very
man these modern times have seen,’” said a reviewer
e early part of the last century, who was by no means
sciple of the philosopher.

HIS allusion to Spinoza finds its suggestion in a maga-
zine that has come to our desk, the title of which is
oza in America. We quote a few significant para-
ohs:

yday, everybody is talking about the depression in the world,
not everybody is interested in its underlying causes. To be
ested in the causes means to study and understand human nature

This standard will make it easicr to view the economic-political
ems in a clear light. By understanding ourselves and other
Yes,
where can we learn what mutual understanding is? Do we not
institutions for such a purpose? * * * We need schools where
nts can be taught to think nobly. Noble thinking alone kelps
lve the individual, the national and the world problems in the
of truth. * * *

example, how can we solve the problem of distribution of goods
out having a true idea of goodness and cooperation in our minds?
can we cooperate without the ethical willingness to sacrifice for
ke of others? Would there be room for a depression in a country
is governed by men with unselfish ends?

P HERE follows a complaint that schools and colleges

-
i

|

havefailed us, that there is need of an institution to de-
p ‘‘the art of thinking.” And the disciples of Spinoza
merica have started just such an institution. We com-
d their action and wish them success. And we bring
eir attention the Henry George School of Social
nce. The same animating motive is behind this

hool that has led our friends to call for the establishment

an institution to popularize and extend the teachings
pinoza. And we find, too, that the objects of both
ps are in some degree curiously identical.

ENRY GEORGE was a strange and significant phe-

1 nomenon in the midst of an age of acquisitiveness and
ialism. He sought and found fundamentalm oral-
as the basis of an economic philosophy, and nobody
has read ‘Progress and Poverty' is ever the same
5 thinking as he was before he saw those eloquent and
ssive pages. Much that Mr. George taught has now
e a part of the every-day philosophy of our political
and much more will become a part of it. I do not,
er, believe there will be any sudden application of

. George's principles. Sound political development is
atter of growth and not a matter of revolution, and
a fundamentally right economic doctrine, if it in-
es a radical departure from accepted practices, has to

be absorbed little by little to avoid consequences too
severe to endure which would follow a nation-wide attempt
to go back to the beginnings of things to correct an ancient
error.”

HE foregoing is from a possible candidate for the

Presidency, a man of high ideals which have guided
him in a distinguished public career. It calls for some-
thing more than casual comment, for it is unquestionably
an animating conviction with many who seek political
preferment and take counsel of caution in the path they
are treading, holding their convictions, so to speak, in
leash for fear of possible consequences to themselves.
As this letter involves an attitude not uncommon among
public men, we pause to examine all its implications.

INSTITUTIONS must be subjected continuously to the

test of service. Are they outgrown? It is not enough
that they may have served past needs. Institutions must
be changed as life itself changes. When institutions are
outgrown and live only by the strength given them through
tradition they are obstacles on the way to progress. The
essential demands of an advancing civilization call for
their modification or destruction. Answering perhaps the
needs of former life on this earth, they have ceased to
respond to present needs.

OW whether this destruction or modification shall be

effected immediately or not depends upon a variety
of circumstances. The easiest way to get rid of them
may be by one blow. Or it may be more completely
eliminated by gradual processes of modification. As to the
shock following upon its instant rectification we are not
greatly concerned. For we are impelled to ask, What
of the shock to ten millions of our people in the loss of
employment, the failures and bankruptcies of business
concerns, and the crashing of nine thousand banks in
nine years? If such shocks can be avoided, as we know
they can be, we may regard with small apprehension the
shock that will follow the immediate setting of the house
in order, even if some of the old furniture is lost.

ITH civilization on the verge of collapse it is idle

for us to voice counsels of caution. The writer
of the foregoing quoted paragraph knows full well
what Henry George's remedy will do to make forever im-
possible the terrible times through which we are passing.
Yet he fears the shock that will follow any immediate
attempt to rectify a great wrong, to restore the natural
order, to free natural resources. This would be a “shock,"’
it is true, some disarrangement at first, some losses, and
some difficulties in the reorganization of the new society.
But it would be worth the price. Maybe even the dif-
ficulties of the shock can be avoided. It is no real service
that any reformer renders to a great cause by emphasizing
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that it may be brought about gradually. Itmay be that the
great change we advocate should come about suddenly
lest a worse thing befall us.

HY will men be so timorous of achieving the great

and true through travail and trouble? Why should
they shrink from the minor difficulties in effecting a change
in conditions that will restore the balance of the world?
We are talking now to a man who knows, and we do not
have to lecture. He knows all this as well as any reader
of LAND AND FREEDOM. Besides, he is a man of vision
with an outlook on the world that transcends the ordinary
man's gift of seeing. How with such mental and spiritual
equipment can he think as he does?

F the change we advocate is rejected, there are two

ways open in the path that must be trod by civilization
—revolution or chaos. If apathy and social prejudice now
make difficult or impossible the necessary change; if out-
grown institutions enlist in their support the influence of
the learned and powerful, the sanction of organized re-
ligion, and the voice of a subsidized press, it is not more
than has happened to protect, defend and favor every hoary
superstition which the demands for a fuller life have
sought to overthrow.

The Land Question in India

N several districts of Bombay, too, where an intensive

political campaign has recently been carried on, the
villager has begun to question the justice of the taxation
system (with regard to land rather than salt, the latter
duty being a selected object of attack and no real grievance)
and to adopt methods of passive resistance. Similarly in
Oudh, the region lying in the center of the great northern
plain, the payment of rent to landlords is being refused.
But elsewhere, with rare local exceptions, the peasant
remains quiescent and is occupied with other than political
thoughts. * * *

The Indian peasant ordinarily owns from three to twenty
acres. In some provinces the tenant class is larger, but
only in the south of India is the landless man, often a
pariah or outcast, a major problem: The tenant’s holding
also will be of the same size, and his status is not neces-
sarily below that of the peasant owner; but owners pre-
dominate, and, except in tracts favored with canal irriga-
tion, draw a bare subsistence from a tired soil. * * *

No scheme for the reform of the landlord can be pro-
duced in a few moments.. A growing section of liberal
opinion is in favor of his expropriation, with or without
compensation.—''The Indian Village and the Indian
Unrest,” by C. F. Strickland in Foreign A ffairs.

ET no one imagine that he has no influence. Who-
ever he may be, the man who thinks becomes a light
and a power.—HENRY GEORGE.

(Broapcast BY FRANKLIN WENTWORTH OVER YANKE
Network FroM BostoN Rapio Station WAAB) 1

Outwitting Communism J

GOOD many Americans are sick of official investiga-

tions, fact-finding projects and analyses of econom
conditions. Even among radicals there is a growing i
patience with, if not contempt for,; the members of thei
fraternity who are still using the space afforded them i
current periodicals to suggest that things in human societ
are awry.) It would seem that this sort of economic writin
has reached its logical limit, and further indulging in
will not advance us much. What we wish to be sho
is what we may do. In what direction or along what pa
shall we travel? What is the desirable goal? And why
it desirable? If we can decide these questions even th
retically we may at least head in a hopeful direction, a
thus perhaps find a first effective step.

RussiaN ExXPERIMENT THRILLS MASSES

The present Russian experiment is attracting the go
will of thousands who do not really favor communis
because it reflects some sort of relief from present world
wide stagnation and despair. The fact that the Russi
are temporarily on limited food rations appears no seri
drawback to those who think of hardships endured
our Pilgrim fathers and the pioneers who settled our grez
West, who were also inspired by the notion that they wer
building a future desirable civilization. The uneasm
that comes from the fact that the theory of society pﬂ
jected and so far evolved by the Soviets does not app
to us, is constantly modified by reports of good thing
accomplished, and by the rather helpless conviction th:
there is a very real likelihood of a collective society of so
sort displacing our present laissez-faire order, to whic
our children will be obliged to conform, if not ourselv

The masses of the people in every nation are belr
thrilled by the accomplishment in Russia of certain ob]e
tives the Western nations have aspired to but have n
been able to achieve. There are many earnest souls, f
example, concerned with the millions of people in tl
United States who are unable even to read official instructio
for hygienic living, but we have never been able to laun
any really collective effort to abolish this illiteracy.
loosely organized nation cannot perhaps hope to do thin
most effectively except when at war. War is obvnous
communistic. In war we sacrifice individuals for the co1
mon good and derive inspiration from it. The Russia|
are doing this in the cause of peace. "'
IMPATIENT FOR BETTER SociaL ORDER i

Great economic changes have not always been cle
to the one or two generations entangled in them, beca
of the time element involved. We are now rnovmgr
rapidly, however, that we should be able to foretell ay
if wise enough, to readjust our lives to seemingly inevitak
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Modern education is so general that when a suf-
t number desires to change the economic structure
ould be able to accomplish it without very much con-
. Spain seems to be getting on pretty well. If world
were not moving so rapidly, the United States might
into something akin to communism without official
ye in its laissez-faire policies by a rapid increase of
duties until in a couple of generations all inheritance
operty should be abolished. It seems likely, however,
the masses are now too impatient for a better social
to wait for any such demonstration; the property-
d unemployed need food and work now. We must,
sly, find a way in advance of too great an accumula-
of social discontent to promote equality of oppor-
lty. Some such resource might give a longer lease of
3 to our ideas of individual initiative. The civilized world
ing to those who have made such a success of modern
ess to apply their intelligence to this problem. There
d be a better method to promote equality of oppor-
than the one chosen by Russia. Somebody, or group,
er, has got to work out such a method and bring it
peration, in the face perhaps of considerable opposi-
Woodrow Wilson said that what the country needs
ew and sincere thought in politics, coherently, dis-
and boldly uttered by men who are sure of their
d. We must admit we do not see much of this sort
g in our American politics. Where there is not arrant
ation or political cowardice there is bewilderment.
1S amazing to contemplate the meagre cultural back-
jund of some of the men who are so effectively advancing
Russian programme. Their potency resides in the fact
heir thought, however much one may disagree with
object, is clear.

CREAKING ECONOMIC STRUCTURE

e muddy and timid thinking of American politics
discloses anything real to vote for. This is the
along which we may drift into communism. We
alize it is intentionally muddied by private interest,
e as yet have no programme for its clarification. An
€ programme can only be worked out around an
When the Democratic party in the last Presidential
let it be known that it meant no harm to the tariff,
1't seem to matter much to many which candidate
cted. Our current economic distress is obviously
olly due to the present tariff, indefensible as it may
s due to the creaking of the economic structure of
tire world.

same forces that are operating to pave the way to
nism in America and England by piling up their
| budgets are operating in some form in every civi-
ation. Russia is merely an instance of a rather
adjustment of these forces. The world unrest is
ly the result of common education. What must be
ingly met by those who are content with the present
is the problem of pacifying the many who are demand-

ing that the world’s leaders in education and ability work
out a more just and reasonable social order. Because of
delay in this the massgs are developing a willingness to
attempt a solution on their own as Russia is doing, for they
are looking in amazement at the biggest nation in the world
getting along without the experienced political and reli-
gious leadership so long deemed indispensable, and not
suffering greatly in contrast with the economic distress of
the nations which still enjoy such leadership.

How May ComMuNIsM BE AVERTED?

This is really what is disturbing most Americans about
Russia. They believe that communism is an undesirable
state which cannot ultimately prevail, while they are faced
with the probability of having to pass through it. The
educational example of the Russian experiment is terrific,
and its persuasiveness lies in the fact that it seems to the
masses so easy. We have only to continue to drift and we
shall inevitably be called upon to adjust our lives to a
similar regimented pattern.

How, then, may communism be averted? It obviously
cannot bedefeated by force. We might as well try to keep
out smallpox with a picket fence. It is an idea with which
we are confronted, and it can only be defeated by some
other idea. Is there anywhere an effective idea which might
be worked out and applied by ourselves while our destiny
is still in our hands? Such an idea must obviously go deep
enough to affect our economic structure. Some people at
least must reorganize their lives. Making donations to
relieve the unemployed will not sweep back the tide, and
government works and commercial credits are merely a
temporary makeshift which hastens the possible debacle.
We shall either meet the communistic flood fatuously
as the Bourbons did the republican tide in France and be
hopelessly engulfed in it, or we must find a way to sluice the
waters into some channel in which they will not sweep
away our already weakened hold on individual initiative.

Is there a cog in the machinery of our so-called Western
civilization that if readjusted or released might permit
us to evade the communistic phase through which we are
reluctant to pass? There is no doubt that there is. It is
our treatment of the ownership and use of land. This is
such a simple fact that its application would long since
have corrected many of .our social ills had its significance
ever been correctly apprehended.

LanD GRANTs, WHITE PARASOLS AND ELEPHANTS

History is full of examples of the effect of the control
by a relative few of land upon which many people must
live. Almost every war has been concerned with the appro-
priation of certain productive areas of the earth. We can
readily see the unhappy result when one nation appro-
priates the land of another nation; but the same sort of
impoverishing effect upon peoples of the same nation result-
ing from some of their number owning their common
heritage and exacting tribute in the form of rent for the
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use of it, is more obscure; it is obscured by custom and its
bad effects attributed to other causes. In the translation
of an old Indian grant of land found at Tanna by Sir
William Jones occur these luminous lines:

“To whomsoever the soil at any time belongs, to him
belong the fruits of it. White parasols and elephants
mad with pride are the flowers of a grant of land.”

This has the agrarian flavor of early civilizations, but
nevertheless a very modern application. The power of
extracting unearned wealth has now been transferred in
its magnitude from the ownership of tilled land to our
fabulously valuable city sites. The great revenues are
now produced by such land as lies in the hearts of London
and New York. The assessed value of the land on Man-
hattan Island today is over $5,000,000,000. It probably
should be $10,000,000,000 if correct inferences can be
drawn from the fact that when a Fifth Avenue plot was
recently sold for $7,000,000 it was revealed as having been
assessed on a valuation of $2,500,000. The owners of these
profitable sites in London, New York, Paris or Berlin and
in all other settlements down to the small village, who
are deriving their revenues from this unearned source,
do not ordinarily display white parasols or otherwise flaunt
their wealth. The land-owning families are usually of more
than one generation. They do not live ostentatiously or
do things in bad taste. They are often charitable, giving
generously of their unearned wealth in times of social
depression and subject to all the usual joys and sorrows
of humanity except economic worry. They are not indi-
vidually responsible for the long-developed system under
which service is not demanded from them in exchange
for the luxuries and comforts they enjoy.

SCARCITY OF LAND ARTIFICIAL

It is safe to assume that most people living by the appro-
priation of ground rents are wholly ignorant of the wide-
spread social effect of such appropriation. People who work
for a living are as a rule just as ignorant respecting it.
Society having settled down through centuries to the
assumption of the justifiability of people owning land which
they can charge other people for the use of, it seems a
logical item of investment. Individuals therefore seek to
preempt and control desirable sites, creating an artificial
scarcity of land and herding people into the cities, where
their presence still further enhances site values. Very few
people connect the operation of this system with the
thought of social suffering and discontent. And yet it does
not require very profound thought to trace a large flock
of seemingly unrelated social ills to this one cause, for the
bad effects of the feudal system are repeated in it.

We need not fear perhaps the medieval method of adjust-
ment. The burning of the castles of the feudal lords by the
tenantry was most often merely a personal revenge. The
rebels did not challenge the system under which they were
exploited. The communist method of attack is impersonal.
The communists simply abolish titles, take possession
of the land and buildings, apportion the living quarters

under a routine plan, and make every able-bodied perst
render some sort of service.

ExamprLE, NoT Proracanpa, ENouGH For Russia

This appears a simple method of operation, comp
hended by the most elementary intelligence, and he
the one which appeals strongly to the propertyless ma;
of all countries, who never would have believed it was
easy as Russia has shown it to be. Russia does not n
to indulge in propaganda. Her example alone will ine
tably make over the other civilized nations on her m
unless the intelligence of the people of these nations fo
stall it by working out something better. One looks
vain to the Americans at present in political life for a sin:
utterance indicating a desire to do more than drift w
the tide. A little badgering of the public-service corpo
tions, a little grumbling about the tariff, a hesitant wd
or two about stock exchange methods, a little financ
bolstering of decaying industries, and Congress leaj
the problem to solve itself.

It is in England, of all nations the most intelligent po|
cally, and the one enjoying the most democratic gov
ment, that the idea of the public right to ground r
the appropriation of which as a purely social value
alone defeat~a communistic regime, seems occasion:
to hover on the outskirts of practical politics. Some ye|
ago Mr. Lloyd George, in one of his clever flirtations
real issues, advanced the suggestion that the state sho
take as a social asset future increments in land values,
amount to be determined whenever the property @
transferred. While the landlords were disturbed by -
idea, it was not actually a menace to their privile;
for even if put into effect it would not very gre:
cheapen land and thus make it easy for the present la
less to become users. At best such a plan would ope
only to discourage transfers of ownership, and woulds
disturb the revenues from this source which are throt
out England flowing into the pockets of the present pos
sors of profitable sites. |

=

King GEORGE COMMENTS ON SiTE VALUE OF LANI

"

It was under the Labor Government, before Mr. Pt
Snowden fell upstairs into the House of Lords, that in‘
of King George's messages to Parliament the real |
was advanced; and the silence with which it was receJ
even by the radical English press indicated how mé
pletely the significance of this suggestion is appreher
even by editors who are honestly seeking plans of s
betterment. |

“My ministers,” read the King's message, “‘pro
to introduce legislation to secure for the community
share in the site value of land."

This sounded rather like a casual fiscal expedient ha
deserving of attention outside of the meetings of bu
committees, and yet in it alone resides the potency
can rescue England from eventual communism. To 1
her financial needs England is slowly confiscating th

1
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ation the real estate of her people, buildings as well
3 land. This is the communistic advance. The individ-
alistic method is suggested by the King's message.
dings are rightfully private property. They are created
abor of brain and hand. They can be duplicated any-
e they are wanted. But land is not created by man.
alue of city plots is a community value, created by
le presence of people about it. If the people of London

e all to move to Cornwall, the plots around Trafalgar
mare would have no more value than so much garden
. It is because England is permitting the private appro-
ion by individuals of her present community values
are land that she is forced to confiscate the buildings
citizens in the communistic fashion.

HENRY GEORGE'S PLAN FOR READJUSTMENT

No economic writer past or present has elucidated the
omic and spiritual penalties of our treatment of land
e clearly than Henry George, who oddly enough re-
ed his first intelligent appreciation in England. It is
rprising that one encounters so many Americans enjoy-
g educational opportunities who are not familiar either
th George's analysis of economic structures or the
le plan he advocates for their readjustment in response
cial needs. He shows with indisputable clearness that
ti dea of Quesnay to substitute one single tax on rent
Jimpot unique) for all other taxes, designed to save the
of Louis XVI from the block, may be equally potent
||saving our present civilization from collapse. Naturally
ere is little stimulation of interest in the proposal to
(it the burden of taxation from buildings and improve-
‘ Mits to ground rents, unless one can discern the striking
cial effects of so simple a project.

For centuries the English have shown their ability to
. ng about great changes under old forms. That method
eir present difficulty is obviously possible. Ground
can be appropriated by taxation, the common right
hese community values being thus gradually absorbed
out severe jar or shock, and the common people re-
ved of the heavy tax burdens which time and again have
ven them into revolution. The worst that could happen
e English site owners would be the necessity of their
ultimately their personal abilities to make a living.
does not appear a very hard fate to those who are
y doing it. With all their previous advantages of
, nourishment and education the children of the land-
should make their way without difficulty.

RADUAL SHIFTING OF TAxEs To GRoOUND RENTS

rmal youth does not face with fear the absence of
al privileges in a society that gives free play to the
ise of its faculties. And English statesmanship would
ibtless be too wise to attempt complete immediate

ery of these community values. The gradual shift-
. of taxes from personal property and improvements to
d rents would give individuals now absorbing these
unity funds time to consider their personal adjust-

ments and find new and ligitimate investments for any
capital they may possess.

Society gives no guarantee even by implication that it
will not change its tax policy, and the private appropria-
tion of site values is not the first form of special privilege
to be so absorbed by the British commonwealth. In every
civilized country, even the newest, the rental value of land
taken as a whole is sufficient to bear the entire expenses
of government. England might find that all of the site
value need not be taken to finance her normal government
operations. Land titles certainly need not be arbitrarily
disturbed as the communists would disturb them. Noowner
of land need be dispossessed if he finds a use for it that
may be profitable to him. Land held out of use merely in
the hope of reaping increased community values would not
of course be found profitable, but the release of such tracts
would so stimulate building and productive capital as to
bring recovery of prosperity in which the present posses-
sors of privileges would themselves share. The release of
frozen labor and capital through access to land, the only
element upon which they can express themselves, would
rapidly absorb England’s unemployed.

SLow To AcT AGAINST TipE oF COMMUNISM

Perhaps the English people and also the Americans
may be too slow to recognize the significance and power
expressed in the King’s message to save themselves from
the engulfing tide of communism. It will be difficult for
workingmen to get over the idea that there is a real antago-
nism between capital and labor, and for small farmers
and homestead owners to comprehend that to put all taxes
on the value of land will not be unduly to tax them.
Neither of these classes can easily be made to see that to
exempt capital from taxation would not necessarily make a
still wider division of rich and poor. These ideas spring
from confused thought, and the difficulty in eradicating
them lies in the fact that behind the ignorance and preju-
dice they reflect is an active, powerful selfish interest which
has subtly dominated literature, education and opinion.
This would be the stumbling block in the way of the indi-
cated effort to preserve England from following Russia.
The English landlords, like the French Bourbons, would
be unlikely to let go. They might prefer to await the
debacle. John Galsworthy suggests this in his recent
admirable play ‘“The Skin Game.' But there might be
some among them with spirit enough to take the chance.
The English have an ideal of sportsmanship. Leaving
aside the landless masses, there are many whose interests
as land owners do not largely exceed their interests as
bread winners or capitalists. Even the large land owners
might see that their loss would be only relative. Many of
them are in productive enterprises which would naturally
be stimulated by relief from present confiscatory tax
burdens. It might appear that by shifting a larger part of
the English budget on the non-producer it would make no
one poorer except those who can be made a great deal
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poorer without being really hurt, and thus reapportion the
great unearned fortunes without impoverishing anybody.

Many people would agree that such a policy is worth
adopting in the cause of social justice without any special
emergency to justify it; but facing the present menace of
world communism it would seem that the adoption of a
method of social readjustment so certain to arrest growing
discontent would be welcomed as an obvious resource of
self-preservation.

A Plea in Avoidance

OLLOWING s a letter to the New Republic written
by Franklin H. Wentworth, of Wellesley Hills, Mass.:

1 am accepting your invitation to renew my subscription because
I believe publications of protest should be supported and not because
I personally derive any information or comfort from your paper.
There isequally competent guidance toward an improved social order
in the editorials of the Journal of Commerce. Why can you not occa-
sionally refer to a fundamental wrong that can be corrected by our
present political machinery without drifting into revolution? I mean
the absorption by privileged individuals of the community value of
land. Is it timidity that causes you to be so continuously silent on
thisimportant item? The taking of these land values by taxation would
not solve all our social ills, but it would clear the political slate of a lot
of the problems we are now tilting at in the notion that they are funda-
mental. Do you think it would hurt your circulation to cease being
vaguely socialistic for a time and concentrate on some social ill that can
be tackled and corrected by the present generation? It might help it!”

Here is the reply from Bruce Bliven, one of the New
Republic editors:

“Thank you for your letter of April 26. I am glad to tell you that
the editors of the New Republic are thoroughly familiar with the prin-
ciples of the Single Tax and are far from being unsympathetic with
the general philosophy expounded by Henry George. Perhaps the
chief reason why we do not devote more space to the consideration of
this subject in the New Republic is that this journal is primarily a
weekly newspaper devoted to the discussion of current events, and that
so little has happened in regard to the Single Tax in recent years.
As you probably know, both the agitation for this tax and the various
experiments in its operation are now both practically at a standstill.

“In general, our criticism of the Single Tax philosophy at the present
stage of the world is that it is too conservative, does not go far enough
in its demand for an alteration of the fundamentals of society. It
was worked out by Henry George in a period of scarcity-economics;
and no one has ever successfully adapted it to present conditions,
which, at least in terms of consumer purchasing power, constitute a
period of surplus-economics,”

We ask our readers to note the confession, not openly
avowed but implied, that the New Republic has a policy
which is to favor only such principles as are accepted by a
large section of the people—in other words, the principles
that are acclaimed. Its programme of social reform—
and that it has one is its only reason for being—is thus,
by its own declaration, narrowly circumscribed. There
will be no reason, therefore, for any reader to consult its
pages for any specific condemnation of false issues which
command a measure of popular approval, [It'is a humili-
ating confession, but we are glad to have it, for we were

anxious to know just what the New Republic stood
We know now that it stands for just nothing at all.

We note, too, that what Henry George advocated is ¢
conservative.”” Just what is it that Henry George tau
He advocated the transference of thirteen billions ann
of publicly created wealth now absorbed by private ap
priators into the common treasury in lieu of all taxat
the result of which would be the restoration of every uni
natural opportunity, mine, forest, city lot and farm
to the actual workers. That proposition has teeth.
stead of being conservative, it is the most radical prop
ever presented for the consideration of mankind.
it alongside of everything and anything we find in
pages of the New Republic. '

Not the strongest magnifying glasses applied to
weekly publication extending over any period of
reveal anything but a skim-milk, rose-water socia
an ineffable dilution that must give even a Socialist
Norman Thomas a large-sized pain! And Mr. BI
who should and we believe does know better, has the
to call the doctrine of a free earth “‘conservative.”
shudder to think what he would consider a radical prop
Certainly nothing that has appeared in the wholly inoc
pages of the New Republic can be called radical. T
can be found nothing therein to offend the adole
reformer still in the nursery stage. Where and how !
Bliven has persuaded himself that compared with He
George the New Republic is radical is one of those m
teries which we leave to others for solution.

Will our readers note the curious language with
Mr. Bliven concludes? Mr. B. is a journalist, accustol
to plain, direct speaking. Either this language is in
polated by some one else, or Mr. B. has unconsci
absorbed the phrases of his associates that obviate
necessity of thinking hard. Mr. Bliven should know |
Henry George set himself to determine the proble
distribution. The period of ‘‘surplus-economics,”

wealth, or a period when per capita production is
has nothing to do with the solution which Mr. George
given. He was concerned with only one thing—tke
lem of distribution. And that remains the same
as when he wrote.

Association in Inequality

HEN the wages are invariably low, distributio

wealth being thus very unequal, the distributio
political power and social influence will also be ve
equal. All of these ancient civilizations reached a ce
development and fell away. Where we find the
classes enormously rich, and the lower classes miser
poor, we find those by whose labor the wealth is
receiving the smallest share of it, the remainder
absorbed by the higher ranks in the form of either rel
profit.—BUCKLE.
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For Congressmen to Read

y Senator Walsh, of Massachusetts, addressing the
nate:

r. President, following a speech delivered by me in the closing
s of the last session outlining what I believe to be some of the chief
ses of the economic depression in this country, I received many
ents from various groups and individuals.
e statement, which | consider a real contribution to the solution
e present economic problems, is by George W. Anderson, a retired
ice of the United States Circuit Court at Boston.
ask that it be referred to the Committee on Finance and be printed
he Record (appears in Record of Dec. 19, 1931). A synopsis of
statement by Judge Anderson follows:
A FEW OBSERVATIONS ON OUR AMERICAN SYSTEM
e main purpose of this writing is analysis and description only;
ely a record of observations on our American system,
or fifty years of adult life I have observed and studied American
tutions. Recurrent periods of business depression and business
erity have marked the whole half century. Our fatalistic econo-
s call these cyclical and inevitable. In the present depression
ink I observe some significant differences.
ere is a lack of the general optimism characteristic cf the earlier
times, more conceded bewilderment over both causes and pros-
s. There is more intelligent doubt of the soundness of capitalism,
e doubt of the value of competition and the anti-trust acts, less
(perhaps less desire) of success in the fight against Big Business.
here is no general acceptance of the old panacea for most business
bles—reduction of wages. Rather is there a considerable recog-
n of the fact that only by increasing the purchasing power of the
s of wage earners can any adequate market be made for our large
lus output in every line. * * *
0 one can conceive of any intelligent man now doing what Andrew
negie did in 1886—writing a book and entitling it ** Triumphant
ocracy.”” * * * With over 500 individual incomes exceeding
llion dollars and 26 exceeding $5,000,000, we have at least 6,000,000
dustrial unemployed, reducing probably 25,000,000 of our citizens
ire poverty, many of them to actual suffering. The * abolition of
ty” is not a shining success.

ing to ownership, it is commonly accepted that about 4 per
of our people own 80 per cent of the country's property. More-
, comparative analysis of the income-tax returns for a period of
s seems to show a steady drift toward an increasing concentration
of property and income. * * * It may well be questioned whether
inequality, both in property holding and in current income, is not
ively as great now as under the feudal system. Such democracy
y¢ have had for two generations has been, in the main, grounded on
omestead act of 1862, Under this act settlers were enabled to
at small cost 160 acres of fertile public land. This resulted in
ons of independent farmers establishing wholesome homes in the
issippi Valley. They were the backbone of our democracy. But
drift for several decades has been urban and industrial. The
ces of our excessively large fortunes and incomes are mainly:
) Urban land values and ground rents, all unearned, socially
cd.

Subsurface deposits of minerals and metals, also unearned,
ghtful property of the whole people.

Profits derived from corporation manipulations, various forms
ock waterings, largely in public utilities (privately owned monop-
, the rates of which are, in essence, taxes. This source prob-
grounds more unearned incomes and property than the first two
es.
Inheritances, which tend to perpetuate and increase the in-
ities, mostly originally derived from one or all of the first three
es.
ban and subsurface values in land may be buttressed under our

Constitutions, Federal and State. Doubtless by taxation a partial
recognition of the public right therein might be secured.

1. For land permanently destined to agricultural uses, a fee title
to surface rights would plainly be the soundest public policy, if the
occupants were, generally, the owners. But the great increase in
tenant farmers and a rack-renting system have put this policy in serious
question. The chief defect in this policy, however, is that farming
land does not always and everywhere remain farming land. Man-
hattan Island was once a farming community; when it became a
great merchandising and financial city, the heirs and grantees of the
original land owners acquired huge unearned fortunes (like the Astors),
all created by the teeming population and their customers. Except
in degree this result in New York City is typical of the situation in
the whole nation, now become predominantly urban.

Henry George a half century ago showed the inevitable results of
this theory and propounded his remedy in ** Progress and Poverty."
No effective step has been taken toward asserting the irrefutable
public rights to the socially created, unearned increment in urban
lands. Neither the Single Tax nor any other remedy has been adopted.

2. Private ownership of subsurface minerals and metals grounded
the Rockefeller billionaire fortune. It also gave us the coal and iron
police of Pennsylvania, the inhuman labor conditions in the West
Virginia coal fields, and a horde of steel, copper, oil, etc., multimil-
lionaires, many of them highly undesirable citizens.

3. Some aspects of corporation manipulation, particularly by our
investment bankers, were dealt with by Mr. Louis D. Brandeis (now
Mr. Justice Brandeis) seventeen years ago in his book entitled *“Other
People’s Money and How the Bankers Use It.”” All the evils that he
there so brilliantly portrayed are, I think, yet in full force and operation.

Bonuses running as high as a million dollars a year to a single execu-
tive seem a new device for enriching the insiders at the expense of
the powerless small investors in some of our great corporations,

The history of the last four years puts in fair question the value of
our present leadership in business, economics, banking.and govern-
ment, The first two years were marked by a wild and senseless gam-
bling craze—as groundless as the Mississippi bubble—encouraged, even
instigated, from high official sources.

The last two years have shown an inevitable reaction, with a be-
wildered and helpless confusion in all quarters never equalled within
the memory of man, * * * *5}

A fundamental principle—the slogan—of our present ruling classes
is ‘““no government in business.”” Curiously and inconsistently, we
have the spectacle of the Federal Government, in utter disregard of
constitutional limitations, going ‘‘ into business'’ through the Farm
Board and expending hundreds of millions of dollars in the purchase
of wheat and cotton. A cruder, more unintelligent, sporadic form of
socialism cannot be imagined. * * * A great experiment in state
socialism is apparently now being carried on in Russia, [Its results
are being watched with great interest by most of our intelligent classes
—with great fear by the subservient, highly vocal organs of our present
chaotic and planless capitalistic system. * * *

We now see much discussion of an ‘‘ American plan,” apparently
to be made by an ‘' economic council” with ‘“a board of strategy
and planning to survey productive facilities and consumption capac-
ity.” Assuming such * economic council "' and its output of a very
wise plan, who could make it operative?

Dr. Nicholas Butler’s suggestion that our statesmen and econo-
mists might well read and consider *Progress and Poverty” is the
only intimation that I have seen from any responsible, capitalistic
source that limiting the opportunities for individual acquisition of
socially created property might do something for the hard times.
No one else (so far as I have seen) has ventured to suggest that we
adopt the policy of “rendering unto Caesar the things that belong
to Cesar.”

All governments are, on adequate analysis, oligarchies, The
United States is no exception; only in form is it democratic—or even
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republican, Our Government has, fairly enough, been called an
“invisible government.”” The number of our real rulers may not be
more than in Russia or Italy—probably less than in England. There
is not and never hasbeen any such thing as a “government of the
people, by the people, for the people’ anywhere, at any time. It
i8 a non-existent trinity. The most to be sought—or even hoped for—
is government for the people. * * *

There is no visible sign that we shall substantially limit the present
opportunities for predatory wealth, cut down the existing methods
of exploitation, both of productive labor and of natural resources.
* Individualism,” as its proponents really mean it, connotes keeping
essentially all of the outstanding methods of heaping up large for-
tunes and excessive, unearned incomes. We have no respect for
property rights grounded on productive work only. Getting—not
producing—we regard as sacred under our Constitution. ‘‘ Nor-
malcy "' with us is a predatory ard aleatory capitalism. Instead of
promoting individualism and personal incentive of an honest and
wholesome kind, it is discouraged. A ‘‘ rugged individualism" is
not legitimately grounded on gambling chances for acquiring un-
earned natural resources, properties socially created, or properties
produced by others. An economic system in which property rights
should be approximately grounded on useful work, not inconsistent
with social welfare, might be called either capitalistic or socialistic,
but it would be a tolerent organization and infinitely preferable to
our present chaotic and grossly unjust ‘‘American system,” which does
not work,

Evolution to a better system—not revolution—is the desideratum.
Revolutions ordinarily are but new forms of chaos and waste; evolu-

tion, though frequently slow and disappointing, is generally construc-
tive.

Death of Gerrit Johnson

HE Single Tax movement has lost a great and good
friend in the death of Gerrit Johnson, whose gifts to
the cause for the last fifteen years must total a large sum.
He died in Los Angeles, where he was accustomed to
spend the winters, on March 15. He maintained his
residence in Grand Rapids, Mich. He was a cripple,
but it was not his own affliction but the maladies of the
world which drew from him that whole-hearted sympathy
which animated the man. But he did not stop with mere
expressions of sympathy. To ‘‘Luke North' during his
several campaigns he gave generously. To the Fels
Fund he made many gifts. To LAND AND FREEDOM he was
a liberal giver. Indeed, it is impossible to catalogue the
activities for which when he approved of them his purse
was not opened.

He held advanced ideas. Even as to the Georgist
principles he was many steps in advance of those who
favor more or less cautious approaches to the desired goal.
His contributions to the Grand Rapids papers rang like
bullets, and he had a style of expression that lent strength
to his appeals for the doctrines he espoused.

Yet he was a gentle man withal, of a certain modest
reticence, and rarely given to idle talk. A very serious
man, who felt deeply, thought seriously.

He was, too, a successful business man. A native of
the Netherlands, he was brought to Grand Rapids by his
parents when he was nine years of age. He learned the

cigar making trade, and in 1884 started in business for
himself. He was widely known for his expert knowledge
of tobaccos and was one of the first to import Java wrap-
pers. He was the creator of the ‘“Dutch Masters "' cigar,
though he had originated quite a number of other well
known brands. In 1919 he retired from business. He
was sixty-eight when he died. The movement has los
one of its great souls.

Not long before his death he contributed to the Michiga
Tradesman an article entitled ‘‘ The Cause of Crime,’
from which we quote the following:

How well I remember some years ago before I had read Hen
George’s * Progress and Poverty.” 1 then still belonged to the sob
sister class and was filled with the missionary zeal, ranting about th
horrible conditions of our Kent County jail and poorhouse. I wa
then so unsophisticated that I still thought we could treat our u
fortunates decently. In my innocence I did not know that ‘' doin
unto others as you would have them do unto you' was a physical
impossibility under our present economic system. I did not know
that what we call Christian civilization depended upon brutality anc
not upon love. Do you not see that if we treated our unfortunate
as we ourselves would like to be treated there would be such an influ
in our jails and poorhouses and the giving of charity that this whe
Christendom would bust up in business.

I had some experience with a prison farm, and it was there I had m
eye-teeth cut. I learned how futile it was to talk about reformi

no swords or pistols. This prison farm was void of any prison atmes
phere and we had good food and beds. We did not have any troubl
with men trying to break out, but we did have trouble keeping me
from breaking in.  Our prison farm was a success until the war brok
out and as jobs became more plentiful prisoners became more scare
and then we had to pay men for working who formerly worked
nothing. The result was our prison farm busted up in business, and tha
experience convinced me that we can measure crime waves by
number of men out of jobs. Now when [ see a reformer trying to
in the footsteps of Jesus without attempting to straighten out our ece
nomic conditions [ would liken him unto a man who is filled to tk
brim with bootleg trying to walk a crack. * * *

Yet in spite of what I may have said I am still an optimist,
faith in the future, firmly believing that when we Americans get ot
political bearings we will be able to put our prisons and poorho
in a museum to show the future generation what barbarians we ¥
in this barbaric age.

QOR Irish folk came wandering over these moon
My dame makes it a rule to give to every son of Ad
bread to eat, and supplies his wants to the next ho
But here are thousands of acres which might give t
all meat and nobody to bid these poor Irish go to the m¢
and till it. They burned the stacks, and so found a wa
to force the rich people to attend to them. ‘
—CARLYLE (in Scotland), 183

IBERTY consists in the right to do whatever is
contrary to the rights of others; thus exercise of t
natural rights of each individual has no limits other t
those which secure to other members of society enjo
ment of the same rights.—THOMAS PAINE.
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As to Interest

I

RPA-—

as you claim, the interest question is a purely academic
estion, then the whole subject may well be left to the
when ground rent is taken for public uses. But like
quo's ghost this question comes to plague us and will
down. A question cannot be put aside as purely
emic which has already led to a clear division in our
s. Anger reddens the face of many a Single Taxer
the slightest criticism is ventured against those sacred
ters in ‘‘Progress and Poverty” in which the theory
terest is laid down. ‘‘Traitor! disturber! fool!
cile! falsifier! enemy of science!’’ are the outbursts
eem to remeinber hearing.

a well-informed student you will recall that from the
first appearance of ‘‘Progress and Poverty” there
not wanting critics who pointed out that the vulner-
spot in the shining armor of Henry George was to be
d in his defense of interest. Especially did the Ger-
who had greeted the book with enthusiasm (its sale
enormous everywhere), object to the dictum that
arest is not an arbitrary but a natural thing; it is not
esult of a particular social organization but of laws
e universe which underlie society. It is, therefore,
" This pronouncement estranged the working classes
1e world and weaned them away from a movement
suddenly ceased to interest them. They have been
to it ever since.

may say that, after all, a defection such as this is
tter of minor importance. But is it? When Henry
e said he was ‘‘for men’' and not for a class, did he
t that so large a class as the working class, whose
was the very cause of all his labor as thinker and
, would he alienated and continue indifferent? One
believe this, flattering as it may be to the selecter
s of our Georgist intelligentsia.

at was it that cooled the ardor of the working masses
e “Henry George theory''? Was it some weak-
iscovered in the book itself, some train of illogical
ing that led to strange and unexpected conclusions,
fatal flaw that vitiated an otherwise noble and
ul work of art? Such indeed appears to have been
.

can this be explained?

George, while in fact proposing a most radical
in the current postulates of political economy, a
e reversal of accepted dogmas and a profound
on of society's basic structure, yet was not keen
to see that his proposals were utterly impossible
tion within the strangling bonds of the existing
society. He proposed to proceed step by step
tempt to reduce taxes, in order that a greater amount
omic rent might be collected in their place—a futile
which after fifty years of devoted propaganda has

not yet even begun to function. He would, for some
occult reason, adopt the conventional terminology of a
political economy which he wished to undermine, involving
himself in a struggle to make plausible and more readily
acceptable conclusions that were utterly worthless. For
example, he stated that “in truth, the primary division
of wealth in distribution is dual, not tripartite—not between
land, labor and capital, but between land and labor.”
Yet essaying to add improvements to the structure already
reared by -the great writers on political economy rather
than to bring their edifices crashing down to ruin, he must
needs retain one important prop or shoring from their
lumber-yard which has rendered his own tower of very
doubtful stability. What I particularly refer to is his
whole treatment of capital and interest.

* ok  k

“To what are we to attribute the present-day persistence and con-
tinuance of interest in the midst of plenty such as thc world has never
before seen or dreamed of, and in spite of powers of production, of
powers of Nature, such as the greatest seers and wisest men of prior
generations could never conceive of? Is this due, as so many suppose,
and as even that great cconomist Henry George contended, ‘‘to
the laws of the universe which underlie society,” or is it but the result
of our particular social organization, the main peculiaritics of which,
partially adapted though it has been to modern requiremcnts, we
have inhcrited from bygonc gencrations? In other words, is interest
natural and therefor unavoidablc and equitable—or is it mcrely one
of those symptoms which bctray the presence of spccial privileges in
the body politic?''—Lewis H. Bercns, *Toward the Light,"” p. 161.

I1

DeArR A—

With parrot-like reiteration comes the tiresome formula:
“The three factors are land, labor and capital; the return
to capital is interest.” A slight variation, hailed by its
author as a great scientific discovery, is the following:
““Wealth used as a tool in the production of more wealth
is capital; and in the wealth so produced is the interest
due the owner of the capital and the wages due labor
for the effort involved.” A very favorite illustration
given is that of the little child who goes into the berry-
patch with a basket and gathers berries—the result of
the picking being both wages and interest. No need here
to include the idea of borrowing and lending. The
“interest”’ just attaches itself to those berries, the amount
of said interest being well recognized by the little girl or
her parents, as the case may be. Now I could never see
why the child’s pinafore would not have sufficed, or if
necessary even its fist, save that the labor expended in
bringing home the berries would have been less efficient.
If there was no monopoly in baskets, then the use of baskets
was the conventional way of gathering or producing berries,
an extension of the earlier mode of putting them in a big
leaf for conveyance or into one's mouth for immediate
consumption. Query: Should our economist not also include
the child’s clothes as part of its tools, since they protect
the child from the briars during the operation of gather-
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ing? The fact is that without a monopoly or a patent
right, tools become part and parcel of society’s inheri-
tance from the past, the knowledge how to use them be-
coming an easy conventional acquisition, and labor, while
certainly being thereby rendered more efficient, can gain no
special advantage under the law of supply and demand.
Every advantage derivable from the growth of the arts
in production, in invention and in the advances of scientific
knowledge is absorbed in rent.

* ok Ok

“As everybody knows, Nature yields more to labor when making
use of tools than when working unaided; and this increase in the pro-
ductive power of labor was confidently regarded as ample justifica-
tion of interest, of that portion of the produce of labor which under
existing conditions accrues to the owners of capital as a premium
for the use of their possessions. This theory was strenuously upheld
by Bastiat, who was indeed so confident of its truth that, as far as he
was concerned, he practically staked the reputation of the existing social
organization on its correctness. Henry George refutes this theory in
a manner which leaves nothing to be desired. After pulverizing Bas-
tiat’s off-quoted illustration of the Plane, George concludes as follows:
‘Is interest, then, natural and equitable? There is nothing in this
illustration to show it to be so. Evidently what Bastiat (and many
others) assigns as the basis of interest—the power which exists in the
tool to increase the productiveness of labor—is neither in justice nor
in fact the basis of interest. The fallacy which makes Bastiat’s
illustration pass as conclusive with those who do not stop to analyze
it, is that with the loan of the plane they associate the transfer of
the increased productive power which a plane gives to labor. But this
is really not involved. The essential thing which James loaned to
William was not the increased power which labor acquires from using
planes. To suppose this we should have to suppose that the making
and using of planes was a trade secret or a patent right, when the illus-
tration would become one of monopoly, not of capital. The essen-
tial thing which James loaned to William was not the privilege of
applying his labor in a more effective way, but the use of the concrete
result of ten days’ labor.”’’-—Lewis H. Berens, ‘‘Toward the Light,”
pp. 163-166,

111
DEAR A—

If you mean that under the existing system of private
ownership of land interest is inevitable, you are certainly
right, the all-sufficient reason being that the investor can
now freely traffic in land rents and many forms of spurious
capital, and he would be foolish not to look for an equal
return for his money in the note, loan or bond market—
and he gets it.

In the happier time to come, while land rent will greatly
increase, it will accrue only to the public, the selling price
of land disappearing and no income from this source being
available to the private investor or speculator. Thereby
the ground will be ciit from under the feet of the would-be
interest-monger.

Moreover, wealth (which includes capital) will be vastly
more abundant and more evenly distributed—while he
who saves wealth for any reason whatever will be con-
fronted with the inevitability of its disintegration. In-
stead of increasing with time it will tend with time natu-
rally to fade.away. It takes continuous watching and
labor to preserve wealth from decaying, moulding, rusting,

dry-rotting, withering, spoiling, corroding, wearing out,
or going to ruin. [Its final disappearance is inevitable
Labor is kept at work incessantly reproducing the capita
of the world. Geo. L. Rusby in his book “Smaller Profits,”}
4th edition, p. 27, says, ‘“Indeed, one would look far to
find in use today any capital two generations old.”

it seems to me that he who happens to have a surp!
of saved wealth will think himself fortunate if, by loani

maintenance and restores it at the expiration of the te
in the same condition it was in when he received it.

L I

“Henry George essayed to explain and uphold interest as follow
‘While many things might be mentioned which, like money
planes or engines or clothing, have no innate power of increase,
other things are included in the terms wealth and capital which, |
wine, will of themselves increase in quality up to a certain point,
like bees or cattle, will of themselves increase in quantity; and cert
other things, such as seeds, which, though the conditions which enat
them to increase may not be maintained without labor, yet will, w
these conditions are maintained, yield an increase or give a ret
over and above that which is to be attributed to labor." Let
examine seriatim each one of the illustrations advanced by George
support of his view. ‘If I put away wine,' he says,‘at the end of a ¥
I will have an increased value, for the wine will have increased i
quality.” Well, we would advise our readers to consult a wine-grow
as to the force of this argument as a defense of interest: he would
us that any such appreciation was the reward of his labor, not of
capital—was wages, not interest. Moreover, if wine-storers v
enabled to earn specially high wages, more people would be attracte
to that calling, more wine would be stored, until the value of wit
and the earnings of wine-storers were both reduced to the nor:
level. Again he tells us that ‘supposing that in a country adapted)
them I set out bees; at the end of a year I will have more swal
of bees and the honey which they have made." Quite so, but
apiarist would smile at this ‘illustration’; for, without having stug
political economy, experience would have taught him that, des
the fact that his bees collect their spoils heedless of the legal:
privileges of neighboring land-holders, all the honey, etc., he ob
is but the reward of the labor necessary to look after his swarms
collect the honey; that in fact his gains are wages, not interest. Al
moreover, that if his earnings exceeded those obtainable in other sin
pursuits, some of his neighbors would also set out bees, until the
value of honey, which depends on supply and demand, would
reduced, as well as the earnings of those engaged in its produc
Lastly, he argues that, ‘ supposing where there is a range I turn ¢
sheep or hogs or cattle; at the end of the year I will, upon the ave
also have an increase.,’ The same reasoning applies to this illustrati
If such animals are turned out on a range on the margin of cul
vation, any such natural increase would represent the natural
of those who devoted their labor to turning them out and collect
them in. If such animals are turned out upon better land, any
increase represents wages and rent. If those engaged in these i
tries are earning more than their brother-workers engaged in s
pursuits, some of these will be attracted to these more remuner
industries, until the increased supply reduces the market value @
commodities they produce, as well as their earnings; or, owi
the increased demand for the use of such ‘natural opportunits
the rental value of the land is increased. From all of which H
evident that this natural increase which Henry George advances a
natural basis of interest is in truth the natural recompense or ¥
of those engaged in .certain departments of industry. As alr
repeatedly emphasized, Man can create nothing. All he can do
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ect the material Nature provides and adapt it to his requirements,
and to avail himself of the natural reproductive forces, the active power
ature, the principle of growth, of reproduction, that those engaged
ertain of the primary industries, as farmers, cattle-raisers, agri-
urists, horticulturists, apiarists, etc., have to rely on for their wages.
ce they cannot be invoked as the natural basis of interest, or as
‘justification’ of interest as both natural and just.”’—Lewis H.
ens, ''Toward the Light,” pp. 167-171.

v

AR A—

t is also held by Georgists that the element of time
ers into the phenomenon of interest. But Time cannot
be differentiated nor considered apart from the methods
-! Nature. When we speak of Land we include the whole
nut of natural forces, processes as far apart in the
ent of Time as the ages-long laying down of the coal-
asures from the instantaneous energy of electricity. It
ms to me, on the contrary, that, far from being allied
he ways of Nature, and partaking of its manifestations,
est finds its origin in adventitious circumstances and
sists under unnatural surroundings. It is all very
to say that capital is wealth used in the preduction
more wealth—such a description would seem to define
ls and machines-—but capital in itself produces nothing,
wears out, and even so it takes labor to set the machine
g, and the machine itself is but a combination of
des of energy and mechanical advantages. Everything
the universe is of energy compounded, a machine being
an extension of human energy. The multiform modes of
jower that so distinguish modern invention are upon
inalysis all to be found acting within the human micro-
m. So that the economic factors of land and labor
sufficient to cover the case. I think that a treatise on
itical economy might be written in which no mention
d be made of either capital or interest, and I feel sure
terms would not be missed. The utmost that can
expected from the use of wealth is its maintenance or
acement. Otherwise, whether it be the product of
d and labor devoted to the satisfaction of human desires
at form that is designated as wealth in the course of
ange, in neither case is there increase in measurable
—nothing is discoverable beyond an interchange
e form of energy into the other, viz., the interchange
1 kinetic energy into potential energy, or vice versa.
ng aside what is called Spurious Capital, which is a
pound of monopoly and special privilege, with a power
y tribute in the shape of dividends, interest and
ts, what 7s the “interest’ we are here concerned with
what is its origin? It is a convention of modern times
ging from poverty (lack of wealth) on the one hand
superabundance of unearned possessions on the other.
beneficiaries are landlords, bankers and investors
vho in the current maldistribution of wealth find easy
willing clients in the millions of the poor. If one

were asked to describe as tersely as possible the world as
it is in essence, one would make no mistake by calling it
a world of debt and a world in debt. From the treasuries
of the greatest nations down to the slim resources of the
average man, all are head and shoulders in debt. The
borrower must have money; the lender is ready to accom-
modate at a price. Debtor and creditor. Do we have
here an equally balanced twain, a double-star that might
have swum into the ken of Emerson while writing his
essay on Compensation? Not so, unless in the equilib-
rium of forces we are to justify master and slave, rent-lord
and serf, conqueror and conquered, executioner and
victim. For the debtor is ever the product and the sign
of poverty. For him prisons have been built. He is the
outcast, the broken man, the bankrupt.. Our debts are
not forgiven, for we never forgive our debtors—not for
us the Lord’s Prayer in this practical, business age!

* k%

“The gains of banking usually take the form of interest, and in-
terest is money paid for the use of money. Money has no power of
increase in itself, but its power to draw interest depends upon the fact
that it can be exchanged for sites, which produce rent, (It is curi-
ous to note that interest has always been looked at askance in all
ages, forbidden by religion after religion.) The fact that it enablesso
many people to lead a life of permanent idleness, supported by the
labor of others, is another reason for criticising interest. If I save
ten thousand dollars from my earnings, by all means let me spend
it; but to tell me that I and my heirs are thereby entitled to six hundred
dollars a year for a million years, and then for another million years
thereafter, is pure moonshine on its face. (But is the allowance of
interest necessary to the saving of sufficient capital to keep our in-
dustries in a state of efficiency and provide for their expansion?)
Squirrels and bees save without receiving any bonus upon their savings,
and men can doubtless acquire the same wisdom if they try, It is
sometimes stated that the essence of interest consists in the fact
that men prefer to enjoy a thing now to postponing the enjoyment
of it to the future, and hence that they will always pay a bonus for
anticipating the use of it. But may we not expect the advent of a
more philosophical frame of mind which will allow the trouble of pre-
serving the desired thing to offset the annoyance of waiting for it?"’
~—Ernest Crosby, “Labor and Neighbor,” pp. 143-147,

“All commodities as soon as produced inevitably tend to deteri-
orate and decay. Houses, machinery, clothing, food, etc., how long
will these remain serviceable or enjoyable unless constantly subject to
that care and supervision which the labor of men can alone bestow?
Hence if it be argued that the lender renders the solvent honest bor-
rower a service by transferring to him the use or command of enjoy-
able or serviceable commodities without the immediate return of their
value, it may be answered that the borrower also renders the lender a
service by preserving his possessions or their value for him for future
use and enjoyment. For unless those desirous of preserving their
savings for future use can find someone else willing to undertake this
necessary work, they would themselves have to devote some of their
own labor to the preservation of their possessions. The question
therefore really resolves itself into this: Under natural and equitable
conditions, would possible lenders be able to command a premium
for the loan of their possessions; or would honest and solvent borrow-
ers be able to command a premium for preserving the possessions of
their fellows for future use? Or would the one service, the loan, coun-
terbalance the other service, the preservation; and hence neither a
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premium for the use nor a premium for the preservation be obtainable,
but both parties to the transaction be satisfied by the return of the
commedity lent, or its value in some other commodity that may be
mutually agreed upon?—Lewis H. Berens, ‘' Toward the Light,” pp.
158-161.

“Interest is a product of the private appropriation of rent, and
would disappear with the public collection of rent. So long as it is
possible to exchange the tokens of wealth or capital for a piece of
the earth’s surface which humanity must have in order to live and
reproduce its kind, nobody will lend his wealth for any other purpose,
unless he can get a return for it equivalent to what he can get by
investing it in land values; but if you take that right away from him
by collecting the full annual value of land and using it for public
purposes, then the people with capital would either need to work
themselves in order to preserve their wealth or get somebody to take
it and preserve it for them. It is a characteristic of all wealth that
as soon as production ceases decomposition sets in, and with nearly all
wealth that decomposition is very rapid. Under such conditions the
natural relationship between capital and labor would soon be established,
and that relationship might be expressed thus: the service which labor
renders to capital by preserving it would be the equivalent of the
service which capital renders to labor by increasing its productive
power. With rent collected and used for community purposes, and
capital available to any one who wanted to use it by simply giving
adequate guarantee of returning it when it was required by its owner,
all power of economic exploitation of man by his fellows would dis-
appear.''—Sir George Fowlds, in Auwuckland (New Zealand) Libera-
tor.

A%

DEAR A—

Finally let us consider another phase of the interest
question which Georgists are prone to belittle—just that
common garden variety of interest which the borrower
pays to the money-lender. This sort of interest is, accord-
ing to our friends, a mere side issue, unworthy of scientific
classification—a case of the tail wagging the dog. It is
in vain that you point out that the common man under-
stands what you are talking about when you mention this
kind of interest; the answer is that the comnion man is a
negligible person in this great argument, and that it must
be repeated that capital bears interest because we tell
you so; we feel it, we believe it, we know it. Besides,
we never discuss this branch of the subject with the common
man. It would be only waste of time.

Let me sum up before I close. In maintaining that the
interest question is a purely academic question, orthodox
Georgists from their point of view appear to be right.
Aloft in their ivory towers, within their sacred groves, they
look out upon the world with a calm, positive, secure and
disinterested spirit, as befits philosophers absolutely satis-
fied that truth is theirs, theirs is truth—that this is all
they know on earth, and all ye need to know.

* k%

*As to interest, they could fix it themselves in precisely thesame
manner as they fixed the rent, and as in the case of rent the highest
ofter would of course be accepted, everything below par being prudently
deciined. [ should then have them by the wool, and if they failed in
their payments it would be the easiest thing in the world to sell them
out. They might bewail their lot, but business is business. They

should have worked harder and been more provident; whateve
inconvenience they might suffer, it would be their concern and nc
mine. What a gloious time I would have of it! Rent and interes
interest and rent, and no limit to either, excepting the ability of t
workers to pay."—Mark Twain, *The Story of Archimedes.”

“A capitalist primarily lends money, and before he can lend
it must be spare. The borrower merely pays usury; to what use |
puts the money does not enter into the question. It will be appare:
that the ‘Capitalistic System' is a delicate term for a colossal paw
brokering business.—R. F. Dyson, “Natural Prosperity,” p. 41.

“Once spare money commences to bear interest, interest soon b
comes the Pirate King. Every industrial enterprise or business
to pay its pound of flesh, which must be passed on to the consu
Taxes are similarly handed on. It is the consumer who pays the fin
snowball of tribute over the counter."”—Ditto, p. 49.

“If it were not for the Bankruptcy Law and Court, producers w|
could not meet their obligations would then become the chatt
of their creditors. That is what happened in the days of anci
Rome. Our present Bankruptcy Court is about the only mark
social progress which this civilization can show,”’—Ditto, p. 75.

*This system concentrates ownership and control of capital in the
hands of people who had nothing whatever to do with its prod
tion. As a consequence, those who produce the wealth get little
anything, more out of it than they must spend on their living.
a result, when a productive enterprise of any magnitude is to
started little money is to be found among those who are to do
productive work., It must be financed principally if not wholly
outsiders who neither can nor will take any part in the producti
but expect to divide between themselves as much as possible of
proceeds. As shareholders, bondholders and capitalists generallj
they are in matter of fact nothing but money-lenders to the produc
who by their labor pay them dividends, interest and taxes out of
wealth they produce—and have not a voice in the councils of the bi
ness or an interest in its welfare. Finance is the ruling power; lab
skill and productive intelligence are but tributary subjects, tolera
because useful and more or less abused and despised.”—S. Tide
‘“Radicalia,” pp. 54-55.

“In the vicissitudes of business, which such a system necessa
entails, the smaller and weaker members and groups of the fina
element will from time to time be crowded out and their hold
absorbed by the larger and stronger ones, until finally the whole
chinery of finance becomes centered and controlled by a small g
forming a distinct class as useful to the producers as rats in the pa
Ditto, pp. 64-65.

““As a standing fiscal policy the Credit System is deservedly pe
lar, for it is the finest shell game that was ever invented. With inf
ble certainty Finance accumulates the producer’s money and
ing can beat it. No law can circumvent it as long as the rental
of land is treated as private property.''—Ditto, pp. 61-62,

“A little thought shows that the producing part of the popul
tion cannot, under the present system, accurately speaking, e
into the market as consumers of any of the commodities which theyl
produced any more than can machinery. That portion of com
ties which they consume as producers represented by salaries
wages is only their upkeep and replacement. Strictly speaking
producers they are only machines, and machinery cannot be sai
enter into the market in a commercial sense as a consumer of the ¢
modities it produces. The salaries and wages they get represent
commedities necessary for their upkeep and replacement, the s

as any other industrial machinery, and no more and no less.”—"“T
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ndamental Principles of Economics,”” Charles J, Townsend and

alter L. Sinton, p. 19.

“Nothing can prevent the destruction of civilization unless the
ommodities which now go into the possession of the landowners, under
e names of rent, dividends, interest and profits, as unearned in-
ement, are returned into the public treasury for the common use of
| the people.''—Ditto, p. 21.

“To sum up, then, it is obvious that when all land rent goes into
the public treasury, when taxes are abolished and all land is opened
for use to the highest bidder, interest, dividends and profits will
sappear and be absorbed in rent, owing to the competition for any
d every kind of natural advantage. We see what a tremendous
olution the Land Values regime will bring. In fact the whole
ial system as we know it will disappear utterly and an era of volun-
ry cooperation in industry will be ushered in, allowing full scope
r the individual while at the same time providing fully for the

mmon needs of all.”’—Ditto, p. 27.

E. Wys.

\s to Interest: Reply to E. Wye

N the illustration of the little child going berry picking
(Chap. II), E. Wye says: ‘‘Now, I could never see why
e child’s pinafore would not have sufficed, or if necessary
fist, save that the labor expended in bringing home the
rries would have been less efficient.” Exactly! And it
to obtain efficiency that a basket was sought and ob-
ined. This basket was produced by labor, and labor is
titled to wages which it would have received had the
sket been bought, or to interest (partial wages) as the
sket was merely borrowed.
1 Wye continues: “If there was no monopoly in bas-
kets, then the use of baskets was the conventional way of
thering or producing berries.” If the use of baskets were
sufficiently ‘‘conventional” to be general among - berry
pickers, then every berry picker would have a basket—
having bought it. The fact that a basket is borrowed dis-
closes both need and lack of baskets. Baskets for sale in
store that sells baskets is not necessarily an evidence of
monopoly of baskets, and E. Wye will admit the equity
in the storekeeper asking payment for his baskets. Would
tock of baskets in a store kept in stock to loan them as
équired be any more evidence of monopoly? And would
ent for their temporary use, instead of purchase for
anent use, be any less equitable? There are stores
that lend camp chairs for funerals and parties. Is the pay-
t charged for these inequitable?
imilarly, water filters and coolers, gas stoves for apart-
t dwellings, towel racks for offices, and other articles
this nature, are loaned out for pay. The houses and
tments and offices and lofts that are rented are in
selves wealth hired out for pay. Is there anything
ng about that?
- Wye says that putting berries in baskets is “an ex-
sion of the earlier mode of putting them in a big leaf
conveyance but how does that affect the situation?
Ii big leaves were not at hand, and one had to make a day's
|
}

!

journey to obtain such a leaf, would not the possessor of
such a leaf be entitled to one day’s berry pickings as pay-
ment for it, or to a small share of a day's pickings for the
use of the leaf?

E. Wye asks: “Should our economist not also include
the child’s clothes as part of its tools, since they protect
the child from briars during the operation of gathering?"’
If the clothes protect the child from the briars, then there
is wear and tear on the clothes in the process of picking,
and the clothes must be replaced. There would then natu-
rally be special clothing used for the purpose of berry pick-
ing, and if some one had such clothing handy that fitted
the child, and the loan of this clothing was asked, the pur-
pose would be to save the child’s other clothing, and as the
lender could have legitimately come into the possession
of such clothing only by producing them with his labor or
purchasing them, which is the same thing in economics,
he would be entitled to wages for the sale, or interest for
the loan.

E. Wye’s next sentence is rather surprising: “The fact
is that without a monopoly or a patent right, tools become
part and parcel of society’s inheritance from the past.’”’
Isn’t this rather socialistic’ In what manner or by what
process do tools become part and parcel of society’s inherit-
ance from the past? This implies social ownership of tools
and the machinery of production.

It is true, as E. Wye further says, “Every advantage
derivable from the growth of the arts in production, in
invention and in the advances of scientific knowledge is
absorbed in rent.”” But the rent having been paid by the
labor that produced the ““arts” and the “inventions,’’ labor
has become quit with society, and society having so absorbed
its part in the “advances of scientific knowledge’’ leaves
labor in the undisputable and equitable possession of the
tools and machinery it has produced, with no further right-
ful claim on the part of society.

In the quotation from Lewis H. Berens' ‘“Toward the
Light,”” in Chap. II, the opening statement that ‘*‘Nature
yields more to labor when making use of tools than when
working unaided’ expresses the reason why labor seeks
capital; while the closing statement of the quotation, *‘ The
essential thing which James loaned to William was not
the privilege of applying his labor in a more effective way,
but the use of the concrete result of ten days’ labor,” con-
tains the justification for the payment of the use of capital
—in this case partial wages for ten days’ labor.

In Chap. ITI E. Wye's explanation of the ‘‘inevitability "
of interest ‘“under the existing system of private owner-
ship of land” can apply only to the rafe of interest, not
to its equity. Naturally, lenders of capital, especially in
the form of money, will not lend out at a lower rate than
the ““market.” And as long as land monopoly furnishes
a fruitful market they would be foolish to lend at any lower
rate than they can obtain in land investments.

E. Wye himself senses this, for in the next two para-
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graphs of Chap. III he shows clearly how the abolition of
land monopoly will reduce the need for borrowed capital
and abolish the fruitful money lenders’ market. This is
quite different from saying that interest ifself arises out
of and is based only on land monopoly.

The quotation from Lewis Berens’ “Toward the Light,”
in Chap. III, does not well apply to the title E. Wye has
chosen for his thesis, ‘“‘As to Interest.” It would apply
had he chosen as his title * As to Henry George’s Justifica-
tion of Interest.” Thus there is neither purpose nor profit
in analyzing it.

Berens' analysis, however, is correct, and it completely
justifies interest as payment for the loan of accumulated
labor, or in other words, as partial wages. )

In Chap. IV E. Wye says, ‘‘Capital in iteslf produces
nothing.” How would he reconcile this with his admission
in the first paragraph of his second chapter that the basket
produced efficiency? Or with the quotation from Lewis
Berens in Chap. II that “Nature yields more to labor when
making use of tools than when working unaided.” Greater
efficiency is all that has ever been claimed for capital by
any of its economic opponents except Henry George, and
George includes efficiency as one of capital's contribu-
tions to production.

E. Wye himself justifies interest as payment for tools
and machinery (as wages for stored-up labor) in two beau-
tiful sentences in Chap. IV: ‘“Everything in the universe
is of energy compounded, a machine being but an extension
of human energy. The multiform modes of power that so
distinguish modern invention are upon analysis all to be
found acting within the human microcosm.

As to the claim that 'the utmost that can be expected
from the use of wealth is its maintenance or replacement,’’
I should like to ask E. Wye whether the mere “replace-

ment” of a '‘run-it-yourself” automoblie without pay- -

ment for the use of capital would be sufficient payment
for its use? Or whether the maintenance or replacement
of a house, an apartment, a store or a loft is sufficient pay-
ment for its use? R

There seems to be a contradiction in terms in the
following question and answer quoted from Chap. IV which
demonstrates the difficulty, even in a mind so keen as that
of E. Wye, of establishing a clear and valid argument
against the equity of true interest. Question: ‘‘Leaving
aside what is called spurious capital, which is a compound
of monopoly and special privilege, with a power to levy
tribute in the shape of dividends, interest and profits, what
is the ‘interest’ we are here concerned with and what is
its origin?”’ (Note what the question means to ‘‘leave
aside.’”’) Answer: ‘It is a convention of modern times
springing from poverty (lack of wealth) on the one hand
and superabundance of unearned possessions on the other.
Its beneficiaries are landlords, bankers and investors who
in the current maldistribution of wealth find easy and will-
ing clients in the millions of the poor.” Thus the “com-
pound of monopoly and special privilege with a power to

levy tribute in the shape of dividends, interest and profits
after being set aside is dragged in again to define “t
interest we are here concerned with and its origin.”

Surely if monopoly interest is the only interest we a
concerned with, we cannot find justification for frue in
terest. Also the very fact that we are concerned only wit
monopoly interest prevents us from seeing or trying to
what ¢s frue interest and what is its origin.

In the quotations from Ernest Crosby’s ‘“Labor a:
Neighbor” (Chap. IV) monopoly interest is being co
sidered, not natural interest. Its claim that ‘‘squirrels a
bees save without receiving any bonus upon their saving
and men can doubtless acquire the same wisdom 1if th
try,”” leaves out of consideration the fact that squirre
and bees use neither tools nor machinery. Also it does
argue that bonuses prove lack of wisdom. Its answer
its own admission that ‘‘men prefer to enjoy a thing now
to postponing the enjoyment of it to the future, and he
that they will always pay a bonus for anticipating the
of it"—namely, the supposition that we may expect *
advent of a more philosophical frame of mind which
allow the trouble of preserving the desired thing to off
the annoyance of waiting for it"—is so visionary that
can hardly add to the clarity of an economic discussion.

The quotation from Lewis Berens’ “‘Toward the Light’
(Chap. IV) deals in pure speculation as to what capita
will be worth to a borrower ‘‘under natural and equitabl
conditions.”  Assuming it will be worth comparatively
little, what of it? That doesn’t abolish capital nor invali
date interest! Also assuming, as the quotation does, tha
the care of the capital and its safe return may, under
conditions stated, be worth as much or more to the lenc
as the use of the capital is to the borrower, and t
“honest and solvent borrowers be able to command
premium for preserving the possessions of their fello
for future use.” What of that? Would the fact that "“#
sells “B” services, and “B” sells ““A’’ services, nul
the value (or price) of either services? The value of
services may balance each other, or they may not, and
only way in which this can be determined is by sett
these values against each other, but the services
each have values for this to be determined.

Nor is there anything economically or philosophicall
valid in an argument which proceeds on the theory tha
because under certain conditions the value of a t
approaches zero, therefore the thing itself does not exis :

The quotation from Sir George Fowlds in the Awuckl
Liberator {(Chap. IV) opens with a gratuitous assu
tion. It is statements like this that lead well-meaning
hasty people to jump at conclusions and leave the
road of sound economic reasoning.

Obviously what Fowlds had in mind when making
statement was the inordinate rafe that money lend
exact and which is called interest. It is this rate that h:
its props in the ‘“private appropriation of rent,” and ths
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1 “disappear with the public collection of rent.”” Not
gilimale Tnierest anilegitimate capital. That is and always
ill remain payment for the use of '‘stored-up labor,”
nd thus “wages."”

The statement by Fowlds, as also the opening statement
n the Berens quotation above referred to, that all wealth
istintegrates and tends to go back to the earth from which
t came, also bears only against the rate that true capital
ould command under equitable conditions. These tendencies
f wealth to disintegrate and become completely valueless
ill govern the rate of interest exactly as it was intended
the Mosaic law of the Jubile: ‘‘According to the number
years after the Jubile thou shalt buy of thy neighbor,
d according unto the number of years of the fruits he
all sell unto thee: According to the multitude of years
ou shalt increase the price thereof, and according to the
ness of years thou shalt diminish the price of it: for
ording to the number of the years of the fruits doth he
1l unto thee.’”’ (Leviticus xxv, 15 and 16.)

Here is a recognition of diminishing returns with dimin-

hing value, or utility, and clearly it is a recognition (as
ere are many in this greatest of books) of the operation
natural law in the affairs of men. -

The very expression by Fowlds of the “relationship be-
een capital and labor” under equitable conditions that
the service which labor renders to capital by preserving
would be the equivalent of the services which capital
nders to labor by increasing its productvie power,”
mes a value in the ‘'services which capital renders to
or by increasing ils productive power.” That is all that
e proponents of true interest claim for it. Whether that
would be the “equivalent of the services which labor ren-
ders to capital by preserving it”' has nothing at all to do
ith the matter under discussion, and the prediction that
o values would be egual and an offset against each other
supposititious and irrelevant.

‘ It is of course true, as Fowlds says in the same quota-
ftion, that “with rent collected and used for community
purposes, all power of economic exploitation of man by
fellows would disappear,” but that clearly is a question
f rates or charges for services and not an indictment against
e equity of those charges.

In Chap. V is not E. Wye resorting to the straw-man
ilding and destroying practice we are all so familiar
th? “Georgists'” (and that term can be made to mean
ything the user may wish it to mean) are not necessarily
nomists; and if they do choose to appropriate that title,
economists are not always fundamental or logical.
w does it affect the question of capital and its function,
d interest and its justification, what * Georgists are prone
belittle''—or to emphasize? And what s that *com-
on garden variety of interest which the borrower pays
the money lender?”

If we are discussing economic factors and phases—
specially if we are ‘‘Georgists'"—why not adhere to eco-

nomic reasoning and define our terms so that we can all
agree on their meanings? ‘‘Interest which the borrower
pays to the money lender” is 7o true interest in the funda-
mental economic sense. It is a combination of monopoly
rent (largely), tribute (very materially), and wages and
true interest (partially), and is collectible only because
of the dire need of the producer to get possession of the
wealth (or capital) he needs in production and of which
our private land owning and private rent collecting system
has robbed him.

To indict this form of “interest’ is not an indictment
of frue interest, and to make it appear that because this
iniquitous charge which is called interest is wrong, there-
fore there is no charge for the use of capital is, to say the
least, obscure argumentation.

And why cast aspersions on the ‘‘common man’ when
the uncommon has such difficulty in finding his way about?

The quotation in this chapter (V) from “The Story of
Archimedes” by Mark Twain is refreshing. It sheds a
little humor on the subject, even if it does not add much
sustenance.

The quotations from ‘‘Natural Prosperity,” by R. F.
Dyson, are all indictments of what the money lender exacts
for the use of the money he lends (monopoly interest) and
do not bear in any way or degree against true interest.

The opening phrase of the first quotation discloses, how-
ever, the kind of economic reasoning that has been em-
ployed by Dyson in his contribution on interest: ‘‘a capi-
talist primarily lends money.” Even a Socialist who
has any regard for economic facts couldn’t have said
that. How are we as “fundamentalists” ever going to
get anywhere with that kind of talk?

The second phrase of the first sentence of the same quota-
tion, ‘‘and before he can lend it, it must be spare,” Dyson
got from Shaw. Yes, Bernard Shaw, none other! So listen
to Shaw: ‘““Land is not the only property that returns a
rent to the owners. Spare money will do the same. Spare
money is called capital.” (Dyson's book, page 41.)

After quoting Shaw as above in his book ‘‘Natural
Prosperity,”” Dyson says: ‘‘Shaw’s definition, spare money,
is the correct term for capital. Other people define capital
as wealth which is used to produce more wealth, such as
machinery, buildings, etc. A capitalist would therefore
appear to be a man who owns a number of such things and
draws interest through the loan thereof. It is argued from
that definition of capital that because machinery, etc.,
aids production, the capitalist does also and is justly en-
titled to his interest. That is to confuse what is termed
capital with the capitalist; and moreover it gives no clear
idea of what a capitalist is or does.”’ (Page 41.)

Then follows Dyson’s definition of a capitalist as quoted
by E. Wye. If the definition indicted by Dyson causes
confusion, as he says it does, what is to be said of Dyson's
“clarification’? The definition he quotes is, of course,
not a complete justification of interest, but it is a correct
statement as far as Dyson stated it. Note the cavalier
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manner in which he brushes it aside and substitutes for it
the oracular pronouncements of G. B. S.!

Not to bore the reader, or to fill the pages of this paper
with a talk on interest or to try the patience of the editor
who sits on high in this discussion as the wise old owl who
‘““seeth much but sayeth little,”” we will not attempt a
complete review of Dyson's chapters on interest in ‘‘Natu-
ral Prosperity’’ as we had originally set out to do, but a
few quotations may aid in disclosing the kind of argumen-
tation that is employed in the premises.

“Land bears a rent for natural reasons, as we have previ-
ously shown; rent generally increases with the lapse of
time because the community grows. Wealth does not bear
a natural rental value like land; land and wealth are two
distinct things.”” (Page 42.) Dyson uses this distinction
to show that wealth is not entitled to a natural return.
He, of course, loses sight of the fact that nature is many-
sided and that there are other natural laws that operate.
There are other laws in the economic world than the Law
of Rent. Space forbids us to go into the latter in detail
here. Perhaps at some future date the writer will do so.
The trouble at the basis of all this controversy over in-
terest is that those who do not agree with Henry George's
justification of it, seek no further for justification but con-
demn the entire structure without applying the light of
correct fundamental economic reasoning.

Wealth may not, as Dyson correctly says, ‘‘bear a natu-
ral rental value like land,” which depends only on the
presence and activities of the community, but it does bear
within itself a basis of valie jusi as sacred—ithe velue of the
labor that produced it, and its earnings (inierest) is as fully
Justified by that equally natural return to labor, wages, as land
is to rent. The need for capital and the willingness of pro-
ducers to pay for it are just as natural, though not as im-
mediate, as his need and demand for land; and the justi-
fication of interest is just as economically sound as the
communal ownership of rent.

On page 44 Dyson says: '‘Spare money bears interest
only when another borrows it. If the producer borrows
one hundred pounds and pays back one hundred and fifty
pounds, the extra fifty pounds must obviously be a de-
duction from his earnings. The only part played by the
lender was to hand over a check and take documents as
security. He would receive ample compensation for his
exertion in receiving back his one hundred pounds at a
future date; for he would thereby save his depreciation
bill which the ownership of any wealth naturally entails,
The extra fifty pounds he would receive as a reward for
inertia. Inertia produces nothing, and the extra amount
would be purely unearned increment.” The opening
sentence is, of course, obvious and unnecessary. Nothing
has a value unless some one wants it. Land has no value
unless some one wants it. The example of 50 per cent
interest being paid is, of course, used to make the transac-
tion look usurious and can be discounted. Also the illus-
tration carries out Dyson’s and Shaw’s insistence that a

capitalist is only a money lender. So these attitud
will have to be resolved in the mind of the reader. B
to analyze: The part played by the lender, as Dyson sia
it, is indeed rather insignificant, but how about his havi
come into the possession of one hundred pounds, or o
hundred pounds of wealth, or capital? Under equitab
conditions he had to perform services for it if he came t
it honestly. Is he not entitled to payment for those
vices? '

““The lender would receive ample compensation for
exertion in receiving back his one hundred pounds at
future date ; for he would thereby save his depreciatic
bill which wealth naturally entails,” says Dyson.

Is that why borrowers are willing to pay for wealth
because it depreciates? Or is it because it assists them
production? And if it has such a value to them, wl
hasn’t it a value to the.lender? If it had not, who wo
produce wealth beyond his immediate needs? And th
where would capital come from?

The fact that the borrower borrowed one hundred poun
and paid back one hundred and fifty, troubles Dyson.
is his own fault. Had he not put up the interest so hi
he would not have felt so bad. Dyson does not say he
much the borrower made with the use of one hund
pounds—perhaps he doubled the money and thus ¥
fifty pounds to the good. Also Dyson does not say what
“life saver” that one hundred pounds was just in the nick
of time when, if he didn’t have it, the borrower would kag
had to set about firsi earning and saving that ome hund,
pounds.

Also what assurance has Dyson of that “depreciatio
of wealth that the proponents of his proposition conte
for and which should make the lender happy to rece
his wealth back intact? Hasn't he ever heard of wea
appreciation, especially the wealth he and Shaw speak
—‘“money”’? It would seem that the lessons of histor
would give them pause and make them reconsider.
" On page 46 occurs this: ‘“When rent fluctuates in
estate business it is the ground or land rent which mo
not the usury charged for the use of the building.
two are separate and distinct, although they are com
monly spoken of under one head—rent.”” This will b
great news to the followers of Henry George! The cha
for the use of a butlding is usury! f

Some economic sustenance, too, may be gathered fi
this: “There are many ramifications of the business
calculating usury, for the ‘capitalistic’ system is si
a pawnbroking system.” (Page 48.)

This writer holds no briefs for the monopoly interes
but to characterize the system of privale ownership
control of capital as a *pawnbroking system " is just m
dleheadedness.

And here is some economic dicta. ““The simple fac
that wealth can be produced only by applied human exertiol
and that wealth or its equivalent in money divorced froi
labor does not increase in value but must decrease, are
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themselves sufficient proof that interest is unnatural and
herefore unjust and a robbery of producers, earnings.”
age 51.)
. “Wealth can be produced only by applied human exer-
n,”’ says Dyson. Yet in the succeeding phrase he assumes
e possibility of wealth being ‘‘divorced from labor.”
bor may or may not use it, but how can you divorce
alth from the labor that 4s in it from the labor that
zated it—from the ““human exertion’’ that, as the quota-
n admits, is the “only” thing that “‘produced’ it? Of
rse, Dyson didn’t mean ¢hat labor; he meant the labor
at would have to make use of this stored-up labor in
der to give it a value. He loses sight of the creative labor
the wealth; he loses sight of the fact that if ‘‘wealth
be produced only by applied human exertion,”’ wealth
gpresents that “‘human exertion,” and that wealth is
s merely stored-up human exertion, stored-up labor, and
at this is the natural and basic justification for a return
such stored-up labor or the “wages’ of capital—interest.
e claim that wealth does not increase in value has
eady been answered elsewhere in this criticism, but
1at if it does or does not increase in value? That has
hing to do with the argument. You might just as
1l say that wealth does or does not float on water. It
es or it doesn’t, but so far as its justification for a refurn
5 concerned it is responsive to other natural laws. Let
ose who would write about interest and wealth learn
gomething about these other natural laws.

Now back to E. Wye: The quotations from “ Radicalia”
S. Tideman add nothing to the argument. They address
mselves definitely to our present monopoly and tribute-
exacting system, and end with the acknowledgment
that ‘‘no law can circumvent it as long as the rental value
land is treated as private property,”’ which is true.
he quotations from ‘“The Fundamental Principles
of Economics” (Charles J. Townsend and Walter L.

iton) apply mainly to present monopoly conditions
d the necessary remedy. In the final quotation, however,
e authors are guilty of that most unforgivable of sins,
non sequitur: ‘‘It is obvious that when all land rent goes
0 the public treasury, when taxes are abolished and all
d is opened up for use to the highest bidder, interest,
idends and profits will disappear and be absorbed in
, owing to the competition for any and every kind
atural advantage.” How does it follow that community
of rent will abolish “interest, dividends and profits?”
t is paid because '‘these” are earned, and after they
earned. Not before. How can it absorb them? The
ers give as the circumstance that will cause this eco-
lically impossible eventuality to happen ‘‘the competi-
1 for any and every kind of natural advantage.” Com-
ition for natural advantages carries with it competition
the facilities that will enable the competitors to derive
greatest returns from those ‘‘natural advantages,”
as “‘nature yields more to labor when making use of
s than when working unaided” (already quoted), and

’

“labor expended in bringing home the berries’’ without
baskets “‘would have been less efficient”’ (E. Wye’s own
statement), we can visualize the competitors for ‘‘natural
advantages'’ also being competitors for the tools and ma-
chinery, for the organization and efficiency, that will more
quickly translate the advantages into rewards. These
tools and machinery are capital (stored-up labor), and in
the competition for possession of this capital will arise
willingness, indeed desire, to pay for this capital, and this
return _to_capital will be payment for stored-up labor—
interest.

If labor is entitled to wages, it is entitled to those wages
whether it wdrks for hire or whether it works for itself.
In the former case it is handed its share by the employer;
in the latter case it keeps the product. The product,
too, is labor—labor in concrete form; stored-up labor. The
producer has a right to sell it; the return he gets is another
Sform of wages. If the product happens to be a tool, and
its nature, or the circumstances, make the loan rather
than the sale of the tool advantageous or necessary, does the
labor in the tool thereby disappear? If it does not, is the
laborer or producer not entitled to wages for that labor, to
payment for the use of the tool? The answer seems obvious.
Whether it is a tool or a complicated machine, what is the
difference? Its helpfulness to others makes its possession
desirable and profitable. It cannot be reproduced except
by the expenditure of a like amount of labor as that
already put into it; such labor would have to be exerted or
paid for if the tool or machine had to be made. Why
isn’t the labor already stored up in the machine, which has the
added advantage of having already been expended and there-
fore now saving time (the time of reproducing it), entitled
to u¢ts hire? If the machine were to be bought it would
have to be paid for? Would that be inequitable? If
not, why is the partial payment for its use considered
inequitable? 5

We must learn to distinguish between natural and un-
natural conditions, between health and disease. We
must learn to seek causes and not take the apparent for
the real.

Qur social evils are due to violations of natural law;
they are as pathological as the acts of a mind deranged
and as unreliable in determining normal conditions.

The sun doesn’t move in its relation to the earth even
if it does seem to do so.

The disparagement of capital as a factor in production,
even though it plays the minor part, or the attempt to
invalidate interest because under the abnormal and un-
natural condition in which we live, monopoly, usury, tribute
and other legalized robbery is called interest, is like con-
demning the character of a man in health because of his
acts in a fever delirium. It is like saying the earth is
flat and all the universe revolves about it.

It is jumping at conclusions without seeking causes.

Oscar H. GEIGER.
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Henry George School of Social Science

INCE our last issue, which announced the classes and

forums of the School of Social Science as being con-
ducted at the Youth House, a change of location was
found advisable. The young folks that are attracted to
the Youth House are more of the fun-oving type seeking
diversion and pleasure than the studious or even serious
type to which the School necessarily makes its appeal.

The classes are now held at the Pythian Temple, 135
West 70th Street, just east of Broadway, perhaps one of
the finest assembly room locations in New York, and are
meeting with marked success, both in attendance and in
the interest manifested.

Starting with an attendance of about twenty-five, half
of whom were adults and largely convinced, and half high
school students just initiated and merely curious, the
classes now average more than fifty, of whom about forty
are college and high school students, and some teachers,
all interested and most of them taking part in the discus-
sions that follow the lectures.

Walter Fairchild, a college man himself, who carries
the message of Henry George to colleges and universities
at every possible opportunity, and who attended one of the
classes, writes:

"1 was much interested and encouraged upon my visit to your class
last night, in connection with the Henry George School of Social Science,
which you are directing. I am sure your plan is a good one, and will
succeed with perseverance and a lot of hard work, which I know you
will give it. My observation is that you are planning your talks in
classroom style, which I think is correct. * * * [ hope your plan
will work out so that you may be able to have a definite room for your
class work. * * * [ believe in the teaching method as against
the oratorical method, although both have their place according to the
opportunity offered. I am writing this in a personal vein, giving my
thoughts as they occur for what they may be worth. With personal
regards and best wishes for your success.”

Coming from a man of Mr. Fairchild's learning and
vision, these are precious words. The letter also contained
words of good counsel and wvaluable advice which, even
more than the words of praise, are evidence of sincerity
and constructive assistance. Such interest and moral
support call forth one’s best efforts and are an urge to
better and bigger accomplishments.

A luncheon meeting of the Advisory Committee was
called to meet at Halz’s restaurant, Woolworth Building,
on April 15, which was attended by all in and near New
York who could spare the time (one good soul, Gilbert M.
Tucker, Jr., coming down from Albany to be present).
Many kind words of regret were received from those too
distant to attend.

At this meeting steps were taken toward organization
and incorporation. Professor John Dewey accepted the
position of honorary president of the School, and the
Hon. Frederic C. Howe was elected as chairman of the

Advisory Committee. - The board of trustees elected we:
Frederic Cyrus Leubuscher, president; Anna George d
Mille, vice-president; Joseph Dana Miller, treasure
Harold Benedict, general secretary; William Rya
recording secretary.

It was also decided at this meeting to send out a gener.
appeal for funds to support the work of the School, a
this, together with additional descriptive matter,
mailed under date of May 14. If there are readers of t
article who have not received such matter and who a
interested in the work of the School, it will be mailed
them immediately on receipt of their request.

We are pleased not only to be able to report progress
the work of the School in its regular Pythian Temple cla
and forums, but we are also happy to report that as
result of Mr. Geiger's lectures outside of the School
new forum class has been started under Mr. Geigei
direction which meets every Tuesday night at the Your
Israel Synagogue, 229 East Broadway, in the section
Manhattan Island known as the ‘‘ Lower East Side
Those organizing it as a result of hearing Mr. Geigerspe:
are of high calibre, and mostly well educated young folk
college students, several college graduates, a few teachers.
Mr. Geiger is very much gratified with the results of the
few meetings that have been held and is greatly encor
aged by the unusual interest shown.

Mr. Geiger seems determined to make the School
United Movement Effort rather than a ‘' one-man ins
tuticn,” for, while he conducts the classes, unless anot
speaker capable of doing this is at hand, his endeavor is
to have a different lecturer at every meeting if possib
the purpose being two-fold: first, it gives the stude
an opportunity tosee and hear the various men and wo
in the movement and thus to know that there is a mo
ment. this permitting them to hear the subject
sented from different angles and view-points and help
to hold their interest; second, that this will rekindle
spirit that has cooled because of inaction, and give follov
of Henry George an opportunity to do work they can 2
want to do.

Thus far the responses have been all that could
wished for. Bolton Hall, Whidden Graham, Benja
W. Burger and Morris Van Veen have already spo
and are willing to speak as often as called upon.
George de Mille, who has already dedicated herself to
School, lends lustre and inspiration to the work by
presence at the classes, while Isabel Colbron, Jame
Morton and Joseph H. Fink have signified their will
ness to speak.

Owing to the great amount of detail work that
Geiger has had to do in the organizing of the Sch
assisted only by Mrs. Geiger, who, to her eternal cre
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be it said, has taken up typing in order to be able to assist
n secretarial work and thus save expense, Mr. Geiger has
ad to defer for a while his outside lecture work. With
he assistance now of the faithful souls that have volun-
gered their services to speak as occasion calls and their
ime permits, he means to more actively resume this work
d hopes to provide opportunjty for everyone willing
0 help the Cause.
Later on, we understand, Mr. Geiger will write to all
who have ever done lecture work and ask their active
sistance. We believe it would be gracious of them to
cept the offer if they can. In fact, a voluntary offer
n their part in advance of such request would, we believe,
ove a fitting reward for Mr. Geiger’s efforts and an en-
puragement in the tasks before him.
We asked Mr. Geiger to tell us for publication in a few
words how he felt about the success of the School. This
s what he wrote:
“*All things are comparative. This is as true of success
s it is of everything else. When we speak of the success
e School is having we do not ‘point with pride’; rather
‘we are gratified that we have chosen the right path and

hat we are going in the right direction. There is much
ore to be done, higher goals to be achieved, greater tasks
0 be accomplished.
“We can take only one step at a time. We now have
School; our next step is to have our own schoolroom,
our own meeting place, our own headquarters, where, if
ecessary, we can conduct classes every night, and if
should be required for those who cannot attend at night,
ave classes during the day.
“We believe this will be made possible by the responses
0 our appeal just issued. We hope we will be able to
eport success in this direction before the next issue of
AND AND FEREDOM.”
May we add that editorial blessings go with this pro-
What an achievement it would be if our move-
ent could point to the Henry George School of Social
ience open every day and every evening, with classes
2aching the Philosophy of Henry George, and open at
times to all who would hear the message!
To a Georgian, it fires the imagination and grips the
art.

* %k *

Several requests have been received (one from a Single
X lecturer) asking that a Question and Answer column
conducted by LAND AND FREEDOM. The need for such
lepartment seems evident, and the Henry George School
Social Science section of this magazine, is, perhaps,
e logical place for such a feature.

answer all serious questions on Economic and Social
ilosophy as these are viewed in accordance with funda-
mental Georgian principles. Space, however, forbids long
argumentation and it is therefore requested that questions
e clear and brief. Also questions should bear the name

and address of the questioner, in the event that corre-
spondence on the subject may be necessary.

This is a good opportunity to interest the young folks
everywhere and should prove a worthy and useful exten-
sion of the services of the School.

Manhattan S. T. Club Activities

EREWITH is a report of the work of the Man-
hattan Single Tax Club covering the period since our
report in the last issue of LAND AND FREEDOM.

We have found it necessary to reduce our activities
because of shortage of funds, and regret that among the
other curtailments it was necessary to discontinue the
Ingersoll speaking tour after three months of strenuous
cross-country campaigning.

Mr. Ingersoll delivered 127 separate lectures, his audi-
ences numbering 20,714, and has been successful in secur-
ing much front-page newspaper publicity. We regret we
cannot arrange for a return tour by Mr. Ingersoll, but our
treasury is entirely depleted.

We are receiving many requests for literature, but are
running short of printed matter. We have had edited,
ready for printing, four unpublished lectures by Mr. James
R. Brown, our late President. It has been suggested that
these lectures be printed in book form. This would be a
very useful work and a memorial to Mr. Brown.

Mention was made in March-April issue of the lecture
trip of our secretary, Mr. Fairchild, but the lectures were
not listed. Mr. Fairchild spoke at some important col-
leges on this trip, and it will be of interest to your readers
to know that the schools in the South at which Mr. Brown
was a regular visitor have not been neglected this year.

Mr. Fairchild started for Baltimore Sunday, March 6,
and met Mr. Spencer Heath of Elkridge, Md., at his home
that evening. Mr. Heath accompanied Mr. Fairchild on
the trip. Mr. Fairchild spoke as follows:

March 7—Baltimore, Md.; Johns Hopkins University at 8:30 a. m.;
40 in attendance in Prof. Broadus Mitchell's class in economics.

College Park; University of Maryland, at 1:20 p. m.; group of
20 students in economics; Prof. W. H. Brown in charge. At 6:30,
to Johns Hopkins for an advanced class in economic history; fine group
of 35; talk lasted one hour and thirty minutes.

March 8—Westminster, Md.; Western Maryland College; 60 stu-
sents in assembly; introduced by Dr. Frank B. Hurt (Prof. Hurt was
formerly at the University of Virginia and is a friend of Prof. Snavely);
after the class, Mr. Fairchild and Mr. Heath had a discussion with
Prof. Hurt and Prof. E. K. Schempp, who took an opposite view, but
was very friendly.

March 9—Annapolis, Md.; St. John'’s College; 40 mature students;
introduced by Dr. J. W, Wyckoff; also met Prof. J. A. Duncan, asso-
ciated with Dr. Wyckoff in the economics department,

Washington, D. C.; George Washington University at 6:00 p. m.;
Dr. Joseph S. Zucker's class in public finance; 40 students in number;
Howard Unijversity at 7:30 p. m., Economics Club; George Butler
president; 25 present; introduced by Ralph J. Bunche; meeting
adjourned 9:00 p. m.
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March 10—Richmond, Va.; University of Richmond; Prof. Seay's
class in economics, 10:00 a. m., 75 present; Prof. Thomas’ class
at 11 a. m., 60 present; Prof. Seay's class at 12:00 noon, 30 present

March 11—Williamsburg, Va.; College of William and Mary;
at 10:00 a. m. spoke to class of advanced students in economics, 80 in
number; gave straight talk on Henry George Single Tax, based on
“Progress and Poverty.” At 12, talked to class in socialism and social
problems; 25 students; talk based on *Progress and Poverty'' from
viewpoint of social problems and relation of individual to society,
on lines of “Is It to Be Socialism, Anarchism or Freedom?'" as worked
out by Mr. Brown; met Profs. Taylor, Marsh, Corey, Southworth,
Gibbs, of the department of economics; all very cordial.

In all schools Mr. Fairchild recommended use of *Sig-
nificant Paragraphs from Progress and Poverty” for class
work. He advised professors that copies could be ob-
tained from the Robert Schalkenbach Foundation at small
cost.

Mr. Ingersoll's lectures in California continued as fol-
lows after the March 3 date printed in the March-April
LAND AND FREEDOM:

March 4—La Jolla; Kiwanis Club; 75 present.

San Diego; Army and Navy Y. M. C. A.; Henry George Club
banquet; 50 present. .

March 5—Glendale; meeting at home of Mrs, L. 1. Robinson.

March 6—Santa Monica; People’s Forum;
four hours of discussion.

March 7—Bakersfield; Kiwanis Club; 90 present.

March 8—Bakersfield; Kern County High School and College;

combined classes in assembly; 125 in attendance; Labor Temple at
8 p. m.; 60 present.

March 9—Bakersfield; High School; class of 125, one hour talk;
class of 90, one hour talk.

150 present; almost

March 10—Hollywood; meeting of Hollywood Society Folk in
Laungley's Studio, 8:30 p. m.; arranged by Mr. Charles James; 100
present; 20-minute talk and quiz.

March 11—Los Angeles; Westlake Park Forum; 25 present,
March 13—Los Angeles; First Unitarian Church; 20 present.

March 14—Bakersfield; Social Service Class; 18 boys and girls;
half-hour talk and one-hour quiz.

Fresno; High School Forum; 100 present, double usual attendance.

March 15—Berkeley; Armstrong College of Business Administra-
tion, School of Commerce; 350 students.

March 16—Modesto; Kiwanis Club; combined meeting of all clubs
in town, including realtors; 225 in audience.

March 17—Daly City; Jefferson Union High School assembly;
800 present; 25-minute talk and half-hour quiz.

March 18—Stockton; High School; 300 economics students; Adver-
tising Club at noon; good talk and one-hour of quiz; 60 present;
College of Pacific; 25 students in economics class; 25-minute talk
and good question period; Forum at City Hall Auditorium; 40 pres-
ent; arranged by Mr. Beckwith; 7:30 to 10:00 p. m., including one
hour of questions.

March 20—Pacific Grove; California M. E. Church pulpit for nice
talk, followed by a question period of one hour; 300 present.

March 21—Monterey; Lions Club; 50 present; talk followed by
one-hour question period.

March 22—Palo Alto; Kiwanis Club; 45 present; arranged by
Judge Ralston; Community House Meeting.

March 23—Mills College P. O.; Mills College, 8:00 a. m.; class
economics; 35 girls.

Qakland; Exchange Club; 80 present.

Berkeley; Pacific Grove Social Crusade, evening; 60 present; t
followed by two-hour quiz.

March 24—Vallejo; Rotary Club; 12:15 noon to 2:30 p. m.;
present; title of address, ‘Business Depression—Cause and Cu
Red Cross meeting; 30-minute talk; 40 present.

March 25—Qakland; North Oakland Kiwanis Cub; 60 prese
title of address, '‘ Taxation and Business."

March 28—Eureka; Rotary Club; 200 present, including ma
assessors, collector, all of Council, two editors; overran 30 min
and two-thirds remained until 2:30 for quiz; Lions Sciot (Mase
and Realtors; 75 present.

Arcata; combined Kiwanis Clubs of Arcata, Crescent City, e
one-hour talk and quiz; 100 present.

Mr. Oscar H. Geiger delivered the following lectu
since the last report:

April 3—Hollis, L. 1.; home of Mr. and Mrs. Lauinger; meet
arranged by Mr. L. T. Recker, a rather recent convert to the Sin
Tax; 35 young men and women present.

April 17—New York, N. Y.; the Vagabonds’ Literary and
cussion Club; title of address, ‘‘Henry George and His Single
Idea;" 75 present.

MANHATTAN SINGLE Tax CLuB

(Beatrice Cohen, Assistant Secretary)

We may state that Mr. Charles H. Ingersoll early
May started on an independent lecture tour in Oreg
his first address being before the Knights of the Rou
Table at Portland, Ore., where he was introduced by
W. S. Uren. The meeting was arranged by Mrs.
Lorenz. His personel itinerary follows:

May 4—Rotary Club, Salem, Ore.; noon meeting; economics cl
(Prof. Metz), University of Oregon at Eugene; Junjor Chambe
Commerce, Eugene.

May 5—Albany; combined meeting of Service Clubs, Advertis
Kiwanis, etc.; noon meeting; afternoon, economics class Oregon S
College, Corvallis; Oregon Evening, Fraternity House, Oregon S
College.

May6—Reed College, Portland; economics class, 50 present (B
Clement Akerman), 8 a. m.; 11:15, Oregan Institute of Technol
Portland; 200 present; Harry Stone made arrangements for meet

May 8—Portland Forum at Y. M C. A.; 3:30 p. m. Harry St
made arrangements for meeting; 100 present.

IN the present depression the world is acting much 1
a strong swimmer in a heavy surf, who exhausts
energies in a frantic effort to swim shoreward against
dreaded undertow, that current of water underneath w.
flows seaward. No more water is flowing seaward un
neath than is flowing shoreward on the surface and ro
up the beach, and all he has to do is to keep his body
legs out of the lower current to be carried to the sh
but he does not know this.—STEPHEN BELL in Comm
and Finance.

VERYTHING that goes up must come down,
the old maxim. Everything except taxes.—Se
(Wash.) Star.
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NEWS OF SINGLE TAX SPEAKERS

single Taxers are finding themselves in greater demand
than ever before to explain the philosophy and programme

ch they espouse. The lecture platform, the dining

e and the radio are being placed at the disposal of
rgists in every part of the country. Now that many
the palliatives have been voiced and found wanting,
ic remedies are being considered. The following is a
{ summary of the speaking activities of several noted
rle Taxers:
ude L. Walson, Chicago, Ill.—From March 26 to May 6 Mr. Wat-
poke to forty audiences, in twenty cities, in six States, and before
than twenty-five different kinds of organizations. A conserva-
estimate is that he addressed over 2,500 persons and talked inti-
y with several hundred. Carried on under the auspices of the
¥ Gearge Lecture Association, Mr. Watson's month’s work has
d to strengthen three Henry George Clubs and has prepared
way for the organizing of five or six more. Mr. Watson writes:
rhaps my views are somewhat biased by my close contact with my
ences while they were in a receptive mood, but I have finished
month's lecture work more enthused over the outlook for the
e than ever before. Now is the time to put the Single Tax before

the public.
it. "

Others with whom I have talked feel the same way about

William N. McNair, Pittsburgh, Pa—About ten months ago Mr,
McNair began a series of talks on * Economic Rent” in Wilkins Town-
ship, Allegheny County, just outside of Pittsburgh. The audiences
at first numbered from 50 to 150. Active local leadership was soon
developed, with the result that the meetings spread to the four neigh-
boring communities of Turtle Creek, Wilkinsburg, North Versailles
Township and Forest Hills. One of the groups consisted of Italians
whose knowledge of economic rent had to be obtained from Mr. McNair
through an interpreter! With meetings held in each section once or
twice a month, a rally meeting for the whole section was arranged once
every two months. As high as a thousand people were at the rallies.
On April 16 a pre-election rally was held, at which Congressman Clyde
Kelly and fifteen candidates for the Legistature spoke. Mr. Kelly
came out emphatically for the full collection of economic rent. It was
an excellent speech, enthusiastically received. Several candidates
for the Legislature endorsed the extension of the Pittsburgh Plan to
the rest of the county. Among the most prominent local leaders of the
movement in Wilkins Township are B. H. Goodwin, an incisive and
powerful speaker, whose business connections are with the Westing-
house Electric Company; Andrew A. McKeever, tax collector of
Wilkins Township, and John S. Helmer, school director of Wilkins
Township. Since the primaries, requests have come from a number
of new localities to start classes. In addition to this activity Mr.
McNair is addressing forums and clubs every week, and he is now plan-
ning a series of talks to be made in principal cities prior to the Demo-
cratic Convention in Chicago, at which he will be a delegate.

Peter Witt, Cleveland, O.—Though he holds no public office, there
can be little question that Peter Witt is Cleveland's First Citizen.
Since the time in the early Tom L. Johnson days, when he challenged
Johnson at a political meeting, the name of Peter Witt has come to
be the symbol of courage, honesty and principle in the minds and
hearts of his fellow citizens. Every fall for fifteen years thousands of
Clevelanders have paid a dollar or more a seat to attend “Peter Witt’s
Town Meeting'' and to hear his resonant voice blaze out against
hypocrisy, injustice and the meannesses of our political and social
system. Saturday, May 7, Mr. Witt addressed the Cleveland City
Club on “The Depression: Its Causes and Cures.”

J. Edward Jones, Chicago, Ill—Among recent addresses Mr. Jones
has made under the auspices of the Henry George Lecture Association
were those before the St. Charles, Ill., Kiwanis Club on April 26, and
at the Henry George dinner held in Cincinnati, O., April 30.

George M. Sirachan, Chicago, Ill.—On April 26 Mr. Strachan ad-
dressed the West Side Kiwanis Club, Chlcago, at noon, and the North
Chicago, Illmo:s Rotary Club, in the evening. Few men have such
a faculty for making converts to the Single Tax cause as Mr. Strachan.

Dr. Mark Millikin, Hamilton, O.—Dr. Millikin filled the following
engagements with great success: Dayton, O., Kiwanis Club, March t;
the Veterans' Apothecaries Association March 15, and the Business
Men's Association of Hillsboro, O., on April 4.

L. D. Beckwith, Stockton, Calif—As the result of the widening in-
fluence of his two papers, The Forum and No Taxes, and of numerous
talks before local groups, Mr. Beckwith reports that ‘the local walls
of Jericho are slowly crumbling. I spoke at the Farm Bureau circle
last week—at Farmington.” Plans are being laid to arrange en-
gagements for Mr. Beckwith on his trip to and from the Memphis
Henry George Congress in October. His itinerary will include South-
ern Wisconsin. Invitations for him to speak may be sent to Mr.
Beckwith direct, 1325 East Poplar Street, Stockton, Calif. The Henry
George Foundation and the Henry George Lecture Association are
cooperating in securing appointments.
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NEWS OF HENRY GEORGE AND S, T. CLUBS

Cincinnati, O., Henry George Club—Thirty-five members are enrolled
in the Henry George Club of Cincinnati, with Mr. Oscar A. Toepfert
serving as acting secretary. Eleven of these are converts to the move-

ment. A large part of the enrollment was secured at the Cincinnati
Henry George dinner, April 30, at which J. Edward Jones of Chicago
was the principal speaker.

Cleveland, 0., Henry George Club—The first thirteen members en-
rolled in the Henry George Club of Cleveland are names notable in
the Single Tax movement: Peter Witt, John C. Lincoln, David Gibson,
Edward W. Doty, Howard M. Holmes, Mr. and Mrs. Horace Carr,
Mr. and Mrs. William E. Parker, Mr. and Mrs. Edward A. Hach and
Mr. and Mrs. Christian Girl. A Cleveland Henry George dinner was
held Saturday, May 14.

Dayton, 0., Henry George Club—Mr. Watson's visit to Dayton last
month created such interest that a Henry George Club is being formed
under the leadership of Mr. Walter J. H. Schutz, able Georgist and
real estate operator, who believes more in home ownership than in
lot speculation. First members of the club include John F. Morrisey
and his son, Edward J. Morrisey; Mrs' Alice Kile Neibel, secretary of
the old Dayton Single Tax Club, and Samuel Gingrich.

Grand Repids, Mich., Henry George Club—Tying the Henry George
Club of Cincinnati for membership, Herman Friedrick of Grand
Rapids reports thirty-five enrolled members in his city’s club. He
writes: “At last the ice is broken! Mr. Watson'’s appearance in Grand
Rapids was instrumental in accomplishing the results we were looking
for. Although we had some names on the membership list of the
Henry George Club, last week we picked up a number of additional
names.’

Indianapolis, Ind., Henry George Club—Enrolling as the first mem-
bers of the Henry George Club of Indianapolis, Mr. and Mrs. Joseph
Stine write: “We are very glad to enroll in the Indianapolis Henry
George Club. It was just such times as these that inspired the idea
in Henry George, if we are not mistaken, and just now the people should
be most receptive to it.”’

Lansing, Mich., Henry George Club—An illustrated front page story
in the Lansing Capilal News tells us that a delegation from the Henry
George Club of Lansing went before Gov. Wilber M. Brucker on March
10 with resolutions asking that the Single Tax be included in the
call for the special tax reform session of the State Legislature. The
committee from the club consisted of Ray Robson, the club presxdent
Mrs. Robson, Mrs. G. W. Ashworth, presndent of the Ingham County
League of Women Voters, and Mrs. R. C. Spencer, vice-chairman of
the Ingham County Republican Committee and a delegate to the
Republican convention at Chicago. Two weeks after the call upon
Gov. Brucker, the Lansing Capital News carrled a two-column report
of an interview with Mr. Robson on the plans and purposes of the Henry
George Club. In the course of this interview Mr. Robson said:
‘“No one but the Single Taxer seems to think it possible to do more than
relieve in a slight degree the conditions that now exist—conditions
that are expected to recur every few years. We don’t share this
hopeless attitude. We believe in the abolition of depression by means
of the Single Tax.”

Omaha, Neb., Henry George Club—At the third meeting of the
season for the Omaha Club, Dr. T. T. Young, of Fremont, was the
principal speaker. Arrangements are now being made by the club
for addresses by Mr. Watson in the Omaha vicinity during his visit
there the last week in May and early in June.

Peoria, Ill., Henry George Club—"The Stroller,” editorial writer
on the Peoria Star, begins his column in one issue in March with:
"The social thought of Henry George has come to Peoria, judging

from the comment one hears on the streets. The proponents of th
philosophy of the great Single Taxer have risen and intend to k
heard, judging by the enthusiastic comment one hears in hotel lobbie:
in clubs and almost everywhere one strolls. There is now a Peori
Henry George Club, with a throat specialist and an executive of :
creamery heading the list. Men from all walks of life, disgruntled a
the tax situation, have taken increased interest inthe Henry Georg
theories. The club plans to be active, its members state. There
be addresses, in order to acquaint the general public with their ai
and ideals, by men of high talent.”

Pilisburgh, Pa., Henry George Club—Charging it is a crime not ti
tax land values, and decrying the holding of idle land speculatively
John S. Helmer, Wilkins Township school director, predicted tha
valuable areas would be put to use for agriculture, factory or home
sites if assessed and taxed properly, in a talk before the Henry Georg
Club of Pittsburgh, Friday, May 6, ‘‘Instead of floating bond issu
to relieve depression burdens, I recommend that the State and Feder
governments levy land taxes,” the school leader said. Later t
club unanimously approved a resolution asking that a land tax
recommended by Governor Pinchot to the Legislature.

Porismouth, N. H., Land Value Tax Association—From Willia
Craig, president of the Portsmouth Land Value Tax Association, ¥
learn of an aggressive local programme being carried out to bri
Henry George's proposals before the people of his city. He write
“We are limiting our efforts to this town as the cost of placing t
matter before the State would be too great for us to bear at prese
Our missionary work is bearing fruit and we hope to keep on till there

a sufficient number at least thmkmg about taxation and its results,
before taking concrete action.”  More power to this fine spirited group

Sealtle, Wash., Opporiunity-lo-Make-a-Living League—This leagué
is a definite movement to so change the tax law of the State of Wash
ington that all ground rent shall go to the public treasury. So states
its leader, Donald Bradford, old-guard Georgist. ‘““We hold that n¢
legislative assembly or constitutional convention ever had the mora)
or legal right to delegate to any individual or corporation the power
collect and appropriate rent for the use of any land, anywhere.
has the community any right, moral or otherwise, to take by taxatior
that which is created by labor,” reads one of the league'’s stateme
A large enrollment and sale of Henry George pamphlets is anticipated

South Bend, Ind., Henry George Club—As the result of Mr. Watso
speaking in South Bend during the last week in April, many new frie
and members of the club were enlisted.

Victoria, B. C., Canada, Henry George Club—F. P. Rand, the G. O.
(Grand Old Georgist) of Victoria, writes: ‘‘I think we can organ
a Henry George Club here in Victoria and could use about twen
five of the enrollment cards.” You can be sure Mr. Rand recei
the cards, and that it won’t be long before he has them all signed U
with members! Despite the fact that Mr. Rand was in the hosp
for seven weeks early in the year, he is now “out and about as usual

* ¥ ¥

HENRY GEORGE DINNERS

Cincinnati, 0., Saiurdey evening, April 30—Rev. Louis G. Ho
pastor of the Church of the New Jerusalem, inspired forty guests 2
dinner with his charming ‘““toastmastering.”” The guest of honor
the youthful J. Edward Jones, of Chicago, whose speech on ‘‘ Econo
Insecurity, Its Cause and Cure " brought many new young pec
into the Cincinnati Henry George Club. Other speakers were Herb
S. Bigelow, pastor of the People’s Church, and Dr. Mark Millikin
Hamilton. Mr. O. A. Toepfert was chairman of the dinner committ
The dinner was sponsored by the Henry George Foundation.

Cleveland, O., Saturday evening, May 31—A Single Tax dinner
held in Cleveland 0., May 14. The speakers were Claude L. Wats
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vid Gibson, publisher of the Loraine Journal and Mansfield Journal,
d Marvin C. Harrison, Cleveland attorney. The toastmaster was
n W. Raper, columnist on the Cleveland Press, who, we are told,
he author of that world famous line, “The Lord giveth, and the
dlord taketh away."” Hostesses for this occasion were Mrs. Horace
, Mrs. Edward A. Hach, Miss Mildred Parker, Mrs. J. E. Tucker-
n and Miss Hazel Witt. Edgar S. Byers, attorney, was treasurer
the dinner committee, the dinner being sponsored by the Henry
orge Foundation of America.

* * %

DETAILS OF TOUR OF CLAUDE L. WATSON

larch 26—Toledo, O.; spoke to the Saturday Night Forum on
y Poverty Amidst Plenty;" 200 present; at luncheon answered
estions, and Mr. Monroe formed the nucleus of a Henry George
b for Toledo.

arch 27—Pittsburgh, Pa.; 45-minute talk to the Pittsburgh
eosophical Society on “Unemployment: A Barrier to Brotherhood;'’
estions.

arch 28—Pittsburgh, Pa.; addressed Hungry Club on “Why
verty Amidst Plenty;" 45 minutes; an equal period of time to
tions and answers; 300 present. )

arch 29—New Philadelphia, O.; after-luncheon talk to Lions
b on “Why Poverty Amidst Plenty;" a candidate for Congress
s present and asked questions.

arch 30—Martins Ferry, O.; Kiwanis Club of Martins Ferry and
geport on ““Why Poverty Amidst Plenty;"” 50 present, including
didates for legislative and other offices.

‘April 1—Minerva, O.; after-dinner talk to Rotary Club on “Un-
employment: A Challenge to America;" questions.

‘April 4—Dayton, O.; monthly banquet of the Dayton Real Estate
ard on topic “‘Getting Rid of Tax Muddles."” During discussion
umber present brought out arguments in favor of Single Tax from
realtor’s point of view,

pril 5—Columbus, O.; talk to Lions Club on “Why Poverty
idst Plenty."” At 8:00 p. m. anhour’s talk to Taxpayers’ Research
iation on ““Tax Muddles,” followed by lively perjod of questions,
heckling and discussion lasting for almost two hours; 100 present.

pril 6—Canton, O.; to members of Central Labor Union on “Why
overty;" questions and discussion; inspiring meeting, one speaker
ing it brought back to him the spirit of the days of Henry George.
April 7—Hamilton, O.; address to the Rotary Club, at which
yor of Hamilton presided.

April 11—Marion, Ind.; talk to Lions Club, at which secretary of
M. C. A. presided; several ministers present, one a Georgist and
Wo others remaining for an hour of question and discussion as to
t way to spread philosophy; 30 present.

pril 12—Hammond, Ind.; Rotary Club; several remained to ask
tions and plan for other talks at later time; 25 present.

pril 13—Michigan City, Ind.; 30 minutes to the Lions Club;
ral remained for further inquiry; five volunteered to act as com-
€e to organize Henry George Club; 40 present.

pril 14—La Porte, Ind.; spoke on “Tax Muddles” at noon-
meeting of Kiwanis Club; a number remained to ask questions;
resent, ‘

pril 18—Birmingham, Mich.; noon luncheon of the Rotary Club,
members of Gyro Club present as guests; J. B, Howarth, a friend
enry George and an ardent Single Taxer, presided; 50 present,
“April 18—Flint, Mich.; an hour's talk to the Real Estate Associa-
n of Flint, on “Tax Muddles,” followed by questions, discussion;
present,

April 19—Lansing, Mich.; noon day talk on '*Unemployment”

to ““Radiator Club"” of Reo Motor Company, Mayor of Lansing and
officials of company being in attendance; 75 present. At 6:00 p. m.
gave talk on “Henry George's Religion” to Young Men's Forum of
Y. M. C. A., at which Ray Robson gave address on “The Single Tax
in Michigan;"' 25 present. At 8:00 p. m. hour's address on “ Why Pov-
erty"” to Henry George Club meeting in Municipal Court Room; ques-
tions and discussion; 75 present.

(In the intervals between meetings visits were made to the two
branches of the State Legislature, which was in session to meet mem-
bers of that body and listen to the discussions.)

April 20=Detroit, Mich.; Federation of Labor, meeting in the
Labor Temple listened to an hour's talk on *“Unemployment: A
Challenge to Labor,” emphasis being laid upon necessity of political
action to put into effect labor's endorsement of Henry George as
evidenced by two planks in the platform of the Detroit Federation of
Labor, one favoring ‘‘taxation of land values irrespective of im-
provements,’” the other calling for the “abolition of all indirect taxes.”
In the hour of questions and discussion which followed, the president,
Frank X. Martel, George Barclay (who had arranged for the talk) and
other Detroit Single Taxers ably supported the point of view of the
speaker; 200 present.

April 21—Grand Rapids, Mich.; Herman Friedrick, secretary of
Grand Rapids Henry George Club, had made arrangements for a
full day of activity. At noon a talk was given on “Why Poverty"
at luncheon of ‘“Wolverine Club,” a number remaining for further
inquiry; 40 present. This was followed by afternoon meeting of
Henry George Club in Y. M. C. A., a number of Single Taxers from
o.her cities present; talk on ‘‘Single Tax as a Way Out'' was followed
by questions and lively discussion; 25 present. At 8:00 p. m. an
hour’s talk at midweek meeting of Lutheran Church on “Poverty:
A Challenge to Christianity,” followed by a like period of inquiry
and answers; Dr. Frank C. Jarvis, Congressional candidate and an
active Singte Taxer, presided; over 125 present.

April 22—Lansing, Mich.; return dates arranged by active worke!s
of Lansing Henry George Club filled another day in Michigan State
capital. The day began with talk on “The Fundamentals of Henry
George'' before Dr. Patten's class in political economy at Michigan
State Coliege in East Lansing; next an afterncon luncheon address
to Women's Republican Club on “Solving Our Tax Problems,” fol-
lowed by questions and discussion; in addition to more than 100 mem-
bers of the club present, there were several city, county and State
officials and a number of aspirants for office in the approaching pri-
maries; Mrs. R. C. Spencer, president of Women’s Republican Club,
active member of Henry George Club and delegate to the Republican
National Convention, presided; Mrs. Ray Robson introduced the
speaker. The day closed with a dinner by Henry George Club and
Theosophical Society of Lansing, with Mr. Watson as guest of honor,
Here he spoke upon “Henry George and Universal Brotherhood."
Ray Robson, president of Henry George Club, reports a number of
new members and increased interest as a result of Mr. Watson's visit.

April 24 to 29—South Bend, Ind.—From Lansing Mr. Watson
went to South Bend, where Dr. E. G. Freyermuth had arranged for
a full week of lecture engagements.

April 24 (Sunday)—Mr. Watson spoke on “The Way Out"' before
Men's Sunday Forum Club of First Christian Church of South Bend,
the Rev. Elmer Ward Cole presiding; 30-minute talk, followed by a
period of rapid-fire questions and answers; 175 in attendance.

April 25—Day began with talk before St. Joseph County Ministerial
Association at South Bend Y. M. C. A. Mr. Watson spoke on ‘‘Poverty
a Challenge to Christinaity,” and offered the solution proposed by
Henry George as the only one in harmony with Christian ideals. The
questions propounded indicated a most receptive and sympathetic
attitude on the part of twenty-five or more ministers and rabbis
present. At noon z luncheon talk to members and guests of South
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Bend Chamber of Commerce on “Getting Rid of Tax Muddles;'
about 60 present. In the evening a talk to Carpenters' Union on
“Unemployment,” an hour devoted to talk and questions which
followed; 40 members of union present.

April 26—Mishawaka, Ind.; day given over to this neighboring
city; noonday talk to members of Mishawaka Exchange Club on
“Taxation According to Benefits;"" 20 members present. Evening
talk on “Why Poverty Amidst Plenty' was given to members of
Moose Lodge of Mishawaka; at least 35 present.

April 27 and 28—Days given over to personal talks with city officials,
editors, business and professional men, a number of whom were found
to be in sympathy with Single Tax principles and proposals.

April 20—Day opened with talk to 100 students of South Bend
Business College on ‘“The Equitable Distribution of Wealth,”" which
held undivided attention of students and members of faculty. Then
a noonday talk to members of Knights of Columbus, Mr. Watson
speaking on ‘‘Henry George, the Man Sent From God," at the con-
clusion of which the chairman, in behalf of those present, assured the
speaker they would not fail to follow up the study of the principles
which had been presented.

The week’s work was brought to a close by informal talk to mem-
bers of South Bend Henry George Club, at which a number of new
names were added to the list of members.

May 1—Milwaukee, Wis.; ‘‘Unemployment: A Barrier to Brother-
hood '’ was subject of an hour's talk at a public meeting of Milwaukee
Theosophical Society; followed by the customary question period, dur-
ing which Mr. Watson was asked to sum up his impressions gained asa
result of his recent lecture tour and the possibilities of growth of the
Single Tax movement; at least 100 present.

May 4—Roseland, Ill.; noonday hincheon of Kiwanis Club; Mr.
Watson spoke on ‘‘Why Poverty Amidst Plenty.”

West Chicago was reached that evening, and an after-dinner talk
on ‘“Getting Rid of Tax Muddles” was followed by an hour of questions
and discussions; 25 present.

May 5—Chicago, Ill.; mecting of Ogden Park Improvement Asso-
ciation; Mr. Watson spoke on ‘‘Unemployment and Taxation;"
35 members of association and some visitors present.

May 6—Chicago, Ill.; Logan Square Lions Club heard an address
by Mr. Watson on “Why Poverty Amidst Plenty,”” which brought
forth much questioning and discussion from a number who remained
after the luncheon; 40 members and guests present,

Schalkenbach Foundation Work

N the last issue of LAND AND FREEDOM reference was

made to the advertising work of the Robert Schalken-
bach Foundation in reaching new people. The results
of that February campaign among special lists of names,
including high schools and colleges, and in which nearly
10,000 circulars were sent out, have been extremely grati-
fying. During March and April and early May 1,172
books have gone out of the office. This makes a total for
the year May, 1931, to May, 1932, of 5,757 books dis-
tributed, of which 2,920 are the unabridged ‘‘ Progress and
Poverty.” A very substantial part of this total comprises
the orders received from high schools and colleges, and of
course in that figure must be included various special dis-
tributions to libraries.

An editor of a small but well-run country newspaper,
the Barnesville (Ga.) News-Gazette, happened to see our

bookplate in a copy of ‘Significant Paragraphs’ tha
was given to the local library, and he became so interestec
in the book that he sent for other books by Henry George
including the unabridged ‘‘Progress and Poverty.” Wi
are asking Mr. Miller, editor of LAND AND FREEDOM, t«
reprint in full on page 102 the splendid front-page tribut
that this editor, Mr. Ben Hardy, Jr., paid to the wor
of Henry George after reading ‘Progress and Poverty.’

The advertising of Henry George's books in the Nev
York neswpapers last autumn brought us requests fo
speakers from several organizations, which engagement
were filled by Mr. Oscar Geiger. In addition to stimula
ing the sale of books both directly from the office an
through the local bookstores, the demand for George
books in the public libraries was increased. After takin
this matter up with the librarians, who aided us by inquir
ing from the local branches in regard to this demand
the Foundation donated to the various branch librari
in different parts of the city a total of 204 books, in accerc
ance with specific requests for allotments. In Brookly:
and Queens the newspapers gave publicity to these dona
tions.

We spoke also in the last issue of an article on the Sing
Tax and its relation to the current depression, written b
Mr. Byron W. Holt, which appeared in the St. Louis Po
Dispatch. ‘That paper very kindly reprinted 2,000 copies
of Mr. Holt's article for the Foundation, and we distributed
them to editors of news and trade papers and to publicis
sent a number of copies to various people who we thought
might be interested. The article has been reprinted
full on the editorial pages of the Portland (Me.) Ne
the New Orleans Tribune, the Coshocton Tribune and t
Atlantic City Press.

A letter from Mr. Waldauer, of Memphis, Tenn., infor
us that a new enclave or colony has been started in W
Hill, Miss., about thirty-five miles from Memphis. They
have seven colonists and the enclavial land is under leas )
This is the first experiment of the kind in the State
Mississippi.

Among the people whom we note in our news-clippi
are the following who are doing active work of one ki
or another in their respective communities:

Dr. Mark Millikin of Hamilton O.; Mr. James P. Kok
ler, Fort Myers, Fla.; Mr. A. C. Campbell, who spok
over the radio in Ottawa, Canada; Mr. Robson of Lansi
Mich., who has organized a Henry Ggorge Club in that cit
Mr. A. G. Freyermuth, of South Bend., Ind., who is doin
similar work in his community. There are a large num
of men and women who are writing splendid letters to t
newspapers. Among those whom we happened to not
this month are: Mrs. Cossette, Mr. Sudell, Mr. Graha
Mr. Alexander, and our own director, Mr. Bolton Ha
who had an interesting letter in the New Republic of Apri
20.

It may be of interest to note that in response to some
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our circulars that were sent to foreign countries we received,
most in the one mail, orders for a number of our books

paign on the part of Memphis Single Taxers and civic
rganizations, the Seventh Annual Henry George Con-
réss was unanimously awarded to Memphis by the Ex-
tive Committee of the Henry George Foundation.
ompetition was especially keen this year for the honor
entertaining the national Single Tax gathering, a strong
e also having been presented in behalf of Toronto, with
result that the decision was delayed somewhat longer
usual. But sentiment seemed to crystallize very
nitely in favor of holding this year's Congress in the
th, and the very cordial and enthusiastic invitation
rom Memphis proved to be irresistible.
e dates of October 10 to 12 have been selected as
st suitable for this year's gathering, and the Hotel
abody, one of the finest hotels in the South, has been
en as the official headquarters, as it affords admirable
lities for conventions at moderate rates, comparing
tvorably with any heretofore offered in other convention

anticipation of the convention, the Memphis Single
¢t Club was reorganized within the past few months,
is already actively at work. Memphis has always
one of the bright spots of the Single Tax movement

e days of the World War.

e Under the stimulus of recent

onal activities of the Henry George Foundation, a
ganization of the Memphis Club has now been accom-
ed, the Hon. A. B. Pittman, Judge of the Circuit
01 rt, having been chosen president, and P. M. Birming-
= secretary.

strong convention committee is being formed, Judge
an having been appointed chairman of this committee,
D. Waldauer, assistant city attorney of Memphis,
chairman, and P. M. Birmingham, secretary. The
ention Bureau of the Chamber of Commerce has
assurance of its whole-hearted cooperation and is

dy at work on plans to stimulate interest and enlarge
ttendance.

tion of the country is deserving of recognition and of a
er share of attention at this stage in the development
e national movement. Memphis is geographically
€ center of the nation, and is served by ten trunk line
ilroads leading in every direction, not to mention splendid

automobile roads available for those traveling in that
manner.

No effort will be spared to provide a strong programme
for this year's Congress, as it is believed that it will attract
unusual attention, owing to the rapidly growing interest
in economic problems which has developed out of the severe
industrial depression with which the world is now afflicted.
Every newspaper in Memphis has pledged full cooperation
in giving the convention proceedings adequate publicity,
and there have already been some excellent advance notices
in the press, including a strong editorial of welcome recently
published in the Memphis Labor Review. A city-wide
radio hook-up will be arranged for at least part of the
programme, enabling the Congress to convey its message
direct to the general public.

A Single Taxer Answers

N a report of a speech by Charles N. Edge, Mr. Edge is
I quoted as saying that the problem that confronts society
at present is ‘‘the displacement of man by machine,” and
the solution that he suggests for this problem, according
to the report, is ‘‘a shift in taxation from land to machine.”

As justification for this solution the report quotes Mr.
Edge as offering: (a) ‘““The true value of a worker depends
upon the value of the land;"” (b) ‘‘as far back as records
go, the basic value and obtainable wage of a man has been
half of the produce from the land he rents and can work,”
and (c) ‘‘the transfer of taxation from land to the machine
would have the immediate effect of increasing the value
of land throughout the country.”

In statement (a) Mr. Edge places himself at variance
with all correct economic reasoning from Adam Smith,
John Stuart Mill and David Ricardo down. It is an axiom
in economics that the value of land arises out of, and depends
upon, the community’s presence, its activities, its needs
and effective demand for land, and on its productivity,
thrift and law-abiding qualities. Thus, if we were to more
correctly state the case, we would have to reverse Mr.
Edge’s form to read: ‘‘the true value of land depends on
labor itself”’—labor, of course, including all who come by
their wealth or earnings by rendering value or services in
return for it.

If statement (b) is analyzed, it merely tells us that land,
without itself producing anything, is able to exact half
of all that labor produces; for in production, land is a passive
factor, merely permitting production, while labor and
capital are the active factors, producing everything.

Statement (c) is correct, and that is why Mr. Edge's
proposed remedy is wrong. The value of land represents
the amount of the product land is able to exact from the
producer for the mere privilege it grants him to produce.
The higher land value is, the more it absorbs of the prod-
uct; therefore, the higher land value is the less is left to
the producer.

We have already reversed Mr. Edge’s findings; let us
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now reverse his proposed remedy and perhaps we may
find the solution of the problem that really is confront-
ing society. Abolish the taxation that is now burdening
industry. Remove all taxes from machinery, tools, farm
implements, houses, business structures, and all improve-
ments; from food products, materials and merchandise
of all descriptions; from incomes, thrift and production,
and put it all on the value of land.

It is an axiom in economics that taxation on labor prod-
ucts is added to the price of commodities, makes them
dearer, weakens the effective demand for them and thus
tends to unemployment. It is equally axiomatic that a
tax on land values (especially if the entire economic rent
is taken) discourages only the holding of land out of use,
and therefore makes for the employment of labor.

Labor employed will make effective the consumers’
potential demand, will translate underconsumption into
underproduction, and will put an end to all that now is
troubling our industrial and economic structure. And
as for *“the displacement of man by machine” (the problem
visioned by Mr. Edge), we will have to invent more and
better machines to keep pace with the demand.

—OscAr H. GEIGER in Wall Street Journal.

Progress and Poverty

ce ROM all parts of the civilized world come complaints of indus-

trial depression; of labor condemned to involuntary idleness;
of capital massed and wasting; of pecuniary distress among business
men; of want and suffering and anxiety among the working classes.
All the dull, deadening pain, all the keen, maddening anguish, that to
great masses of men are involved in the words ‘hard times,” have afflicted
the world. This state of things, common to communities differing
so widely in situation, in political institution, in fiscal and financial
systems, in density of population and in social organization, can hardly
be accounted for by local causes. There is distress where large stand-
ing armies are maintained, but there is also distress where the stand-
ing armies are nominal; there is distress where protective tariffs stupidly
and wastefully hamper trade, but there is also distress where trade is
nearly free; there is distress where autocratic government yet prevails,
but there is also distress where political power is wholly in the hands
of the people;_in countries where paper is money, and in countries
where gold and silver are the only currency. Evidently, beneath all
such things as these, we must infer a common cause."’

The foregoing words, describing world conditions of 1932 with
uncanny precision, were written in 1877. They are taken from a
béok of which it has been said that no man can consider himself edu-
cated until he has read it. The book is ‘‘Progress and Poverty'' and
the author is Henry George. Until a few days ago I had never opened
the book, though I had heard much of Henry George and the Single
Tax. I found in the Carnegie Library of Barnesville a small volume of
‘‘Significant Paragraphs’ culled from the orlgmal text, which I am
now reading in its entirety.

One does not have to agree with Henry George in his conclusion that
a Single Tax on land is the principal solution of our difficulties—though
it is virtually impossible to resist his logxc—to be deeply affected by
his words. Whether or not his thesis is correct, Henry George’s
book proves its right to existence by the passionate, poetic expression
of his love of humanity. His powerful description of suffering—need-
less suffering that could be prevented by the proper use of man’s intel-
ligence—and his eloquent plea for a better world, stir the reader to the
depths.

On one point, certainly, there is no question but that he is right (our

depression is but another proof of his point): that the great enigma
civilization is the fact that ‘*material progress not only fails to relie
poverty—it actually produces it.” Review the history of America
any other industrial nation: is not depression as typical of our life
prosperity? Until the solution is found and the remedy is applie
civilization as we know it contains the seed of its own destruction, a
the question is how many depressions can it withstand before goi
the way of Egypt, Greece and Rome.

While officeholders toy with relief, Henry George goes back to ful
damentals, How is all wealth, in the final analysis, produced? It
the result of labor exerted on land. As a country grows and prospe
its land is got into the possession of men anxious to own the wea
to be produced on the land, until all the available supply is possess
What of the men who come afterward, either by immigration or
birth? There is no land for them to exert their labor on; therefc
the lucky owners of land allow them access to the land—for a pri
That price is all the wealth produced by their labor on the land, exce
what is necessary to keep the laborers alive and contented.
land—the basis of all wealth—is in the handsof a few, and the ma
are denied the profit of their own labor on the land. Though individu;
may overcome this difficulty by eventual purchase of land themsel
the same situation continues to prevail; ownership of land maychange b
the relative number of owners and non-owners remains practically fixi

The remedy is the Single Tax, according to Henry George. Sp
forbids even a condensation of his argument here, and it should be re
in the original words of the thinker.

Until an adjustment is made in our economic system so that t
masses may have access to the land and may enjoy the fruits of t
labor thereon, the Constitution of the United States may grant to
citizens the pursuit of happiness, but our social order denies them
capture of it.—BEN HARDY, JR., in Barnesville (Ga.) News-Gazelle.

Note to Our Readers

N the last issue of LAND AND FREEDOM a news item ©
the activities of the Chicago Single Tax League

carried among a number of similar items relating to o
organizations, beneath a general heading of the He
George Lecture Association. Mr. Henry L. Tidem
the active secretary of the Chicago Single Tax Leag
asks that we correct any possible misapprehensions
informing our readers that the League is a wholly in¢
pendent organization, not affliated with, or subordin
to, any other, although cooperating heartily with
Henry George Lecture Association, whose president,
John Lawrence.Monroe, is also one of the directors of
League.

Readers of this issue of LAND AND FREEDOM who
unfamiliar with the refinements of interpretation respec
ing our principles which are discussed in this numbe
should not allow themselves to be misled. The followe
of Henry George are united in the belief that, whate
the exact economic phenomena of interest and rent,
values attaching to land are not the result of individ
effort and should be taken for community purposes. £
that one human being has no greater right to advantage
locations than another, and that the man in possession
favored sites should pay to the community the value ;
that advantage. These are the fundamentals on w
we are all agreed.

Again we favor our readers with an issue of forty page
eight pages over the usual number.
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Death of Arthur C. Pleydell

h S we go to press news comes of the passing of A. C.
Pleydell. It is too late for an adequate summary of
“his life in this issue, his long and useful career and his great
ervices to the cause. A full account will appear in our next
ue, with tributes from his many devoted friends.

Despite a certain retiring modesty, some of us knew of
the great work he did for the principles in which he believed

Blackstone Knew

HERE is nothing which so generally strikes the imagi-

nation, and engages the affections of mankind, as
the right of property; or that sole and despotic dominion
hich one man claims and exercises over the external things
of the world, in total exclusion of the right of any other
ndividual in the universe. And yet there are few that will
give themselves the trouble to consider the original and
oundation of this right. Pleased as we are with the pos-
ion, we seem afraid to look back to the means by which
was acquired, as if fearful of some defect in our title;
r at best we rest satisfied with the decision of the laws in
r favor, without examining the reason or authority upon
which those laws have been built. We think it enough
at our title is derived by the grant of the former pro-

archment should convey the dominion of land; why the
n should have a right to exclude his fellow creatures from
‘a determinate spot of ground because his father had done

0 before him, or why the occupier of a particular field,
‘when lying on his death bed and no longer able to main-
‘tain possession, should be entitled to tell the rest of the
orld which of them should enjoy it after him.—Black-
tone’s Commentaries, Book 2, Chapter 1.

A Welcome to Memphis

I . UITE the most remarkable convention in local his-
tory will meet in Memphis this fall, on October 10,
and 12. It will be that of the Henry George Foundation
America, in national assemblage, and will attract some
the world’s deepest thinkers to Tennessee—and the
Lord only knows how we need 'em.
These Single Taxers will find a virgin field in this part
{ the country.
For forty years Judge A. B. Pittman has been one of the
ew Single Taxers in this section. Others include men like
olton Smith and Abe Waldauer. The lamented R.
Gratz Brown was a Single Taxer. Any group these local

citizens would invite to Memphis you may be sure has a
worthy object.

The famous words of Henry George back in 1879 are
just as pertinent today. Indeed, they are tragically apro-
pos at the present moment in our economic distress.
Henry George said this:

“We propose to abolish all taxes save one single tax
levied on the value of land, irrespective of the value of
improvements in or on it.

“What we propose is not a tax on real estate, for real
estate” includes improvements. Nor is it a tax on land,
for we would not tax all land, but only land having a
value irrespective of its improvements, and would tax
that in proportion to that value.

“QOur plan involves the imposition of no new tax, since
we already tax land values in taxing real estate. To
carry it out we have only to abolish all taxes save the tax
on real estate, and to abolish all of that which now falls
on buildings or improvements, leaving only that part of
it which now falls on the value of the bare land, increasing
that so as to take as nearly as may be the whole of economic
rent, or what is sometimes styled the ‘unearned increment
of land values.’

“That the value of the land alone would suffice to pro-
vide all needed public revenues—municipal, county, State
and national—there is no doubt.”

The Single Taxer doesn’t think his plan will change
human nature, but that it will bring about conditions in
which human nature can develop what is best, instead of
as now in so many cases, what is worst.

Judge Pittman believes that it will secure an equitable
distribution, solve the labor problem, make undeserved
poverty an unknown thing, and check the soul-destroying
greed for gain.

And as Henry George said, since we cannot conceive
of a Heaven in which the equal rights of God's children
to their Father’s bounty is denied, as we now deny them
on this earth, what is the dutyenjoined on Christians by
the daily prayer: “Thy kingdom come, Thy will be done,
on earth, as it is in Heaven.”—Memphis Labor Review.

Holding the Sack

AND speculators leaped ahead of population so fast
that now they are holding the sack with thousands
of subdivided acres which cannot be sold for any price.
That explains the political cry of relief for real estate.
The small home owner is being used as a shield for the
efforts of land speculators to lower tax burdens on land
values. Once lowered, idle land will be easier to hold
out of use, the price will go up, and the speculators will
profit once again. The small home owner whose taxes
are levied mainly on his improvements and personal prop-
erty, labor products, will find his tax burden going up even
more than the land speculator's goes down.—Ingram
Institute News,
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Uses Intelligence as to Land

N Northern Nigeria, now the Northern Provinces, urban

and rural land is let on permits of indefinite term, with
reassessment of the full site value for revenue every few
years. TLhere is no litigation to secure such titles, and
multitudes of people live in rapidly increasing comfort
as shown by production returns; and the local treasuries,
which carry out nearly ali Government duties, are richly
financed, with no need of any form of taxation on trade
or accumulation.

There must be no misunderstanding on this point; the
land value duly confiscated does provide richly for all
public needs, no taxes are needed, and would-be producers
do get access to any idle land without suffering blackmail
for the privilege; there is no land litigation either between
persons or tribal or municipal-organized groups.

All the facts given above are drawn from West Africa,
1926, by Mr. Ormsby-Gore, late Conservative Under-
Secretary for the Colonies.—Land and Liberty, February,
1929,

HE story is told that Washington could throw a dollar

across the Potomac and find it afterward on the bank
where it fell, though he might not have looked for it for
several days. Banks on the Potomac were safer then.

BOOK REVIEWS

AN INTERESTING BOOK*

This work, which has attained prominence as a *‘ best seller"—
150,000 in a few months, we believe—makes no effort to treat funda-
mentally of America’s history and progress, Mr. Adams tells us his
object has been ‘“‘rather to paint a picture with broad strokes of the
brush our variegated past."

Many faults might be found with it. The picture of the Indians as
‘“ a savage and barbaric race” must be taken cum grano salis. That
they were * cruel and revengeful” and of ““hysterical make-up'’ must
also be subject to a certain modification which a more careful exercise
of the scholarship in the gift of the writer would have done much to
correct.

He is alive to the economic advantages offered by free natural
opportunities to the new settlers, and says: *“With free land easily
obtainable there was little or no reason why a hard-working, ambi-
tious man should have to work for another instead of himself.
(Page 38.)

He returns to the lessons of these conditions more than once through-
out the book. He shows their bearing upon the growth of democracy.
He is everywhere alive to their importance.

He tells us that he finds, “despite the lonely roads through the
woods, but one case of highway robbery in the colonial period.” The
cause seems to be clear to him: * Under better economic conditions
crimes against person or property became rare in the colonies.”” Prof.
Adams’ knowledge of economics is sounder than that of many whose
business it is to teach it.

On page 61 hesays: ‘“Thc large land holdings were got for the most
part in devious ways.”

He shows how Jefferson and others labored for emancipation, but

without results. (Page 104.) He shows that Jefferson was influenced
by the French philosophers to some extent, but that he had complete
faith in the ordinary citizen.” (Page 111.)

On pagc 157 Prof, Adams gives an account of the passing of the
country magnate and the appearance of the city landlord, when thi
herding of the population into small quarters began. He senses th
breaking down of economic democracy in the North (1830-1840)
due to the preemption of the best lands in the cities. Cause and con
sequence are related in a few telling sentences, covering the perio
from 1800 to 1830.

There is an account (page 168) of the influence of Henry Clay, an
Prof. Adams tells us that protectionists who have succeeded him hav
merely rung the changes on the speech he made in March, 1824.

Perhaps he is not quite fair to Jackson, for, though *“a duelli
swashbuckling hero,” he was not without certain excellent qualiti
that have left their impress upon the Republic.

On page 212 mention is made of the orgy of land speculation leadin,
to the panic of 1837. There are passages dealing with the moral con
sequences following a prevailing devotion to mere money gettin;
and the prevalence of crime and disorder which is repeating itself i
the present era.

There are some thoughts boldly proclaimed dealing with the Worl
War, the causes leading to it, and our entry into it.

On the whole Mr. Adams has made a useful book, with much shrew
comment and sanity of observation, among which we would giv
unstinted praise to the fine and wholly discriminating tribute to tl
character of George Washington.

There is also a rather searching account of William Jennings B
and his campaigns, briefly touched upon, and the causes that lay behi
Free Silver, which Prof. Adams recognizes was but the symbol
revolt. This might have been written by Henry George himself,
astutely penetrating is it, resembling Mr. George's great pamphl
“Beneath the Silver Question."

And, by the way, why was there not a mention of Henry Gco
And when we are discussing omissions, why not a mention as well
Thomas A. Edison, of Wendell Phillips, of the Christian Science mo
ment? And while the Ku Klux Klan of Civil War days is referred
why no mention of its more recent picturesque successor with a me
bership of more than three millions?

The author’s criticism of Henry Ford is misplaced censure.
$50 profit which Ford makes on each automobile he manufactu
cannot begin to compare with the hundreds of dollars’ benefit
farmer receives by reason of having purchased easy and quick tr
portation from the farm to the city.

Of course Prof. Adams has not attempted an answer to the probl
that are crowding on us. That was not his purpose; he has, as he t
us, but set himself to paint a picture in * broad strokes.”” Theref:
perhaps it is not fair to find fault with him for the things he has
said, the profound causes he has not touched upon, the fundam
truths of which it was no part of his purpose to treat. Some of t
he has at least sensed and in partial lights envisioned.

B. W.

A GREAT CAREER*

A man named Henry George wrote a book. To a great numb
men and women life thereafter was never the same. Many met
personally and had the advantage of that great companionship.
touched them by his writings and by his remarkable personality
something like a divine fire. .

Samuel Seabury fell under that influence. He read *'Progress
Poverty" and met the author. The high-minded youth whose int
was of a serious cast had his career determined for him then and th
Something of the tradition inherited from distinguished foreb

*The Epic of America. By James Truslow Adams,
Little, Brown & Co., Boston, Masa.

8vo; cloth; price $3.75.

*Samuel Seabury: A Challenge. By Walter Chambers: cloth; 12mo; 389 p
illustrated. Price $3.50. The Century Company, New York City.
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rnished contributory causes to his conversion to a life of service.
Something, too, of rare intellectual capacity in the young man himself
ade the influence of Henry George inescapable. The meoral im-
plications of the great philosophy of social reconstruction set forth by
e author of “Progress and Poverty” fell upon fertile ground. The
oung advocate became the intellectual and spiritual child of the
rreat teacher whose influence has enrolled a growing army of dis-
inguished adherents, of whom Samuel Seabury is not the least.

All this the writer of this *'life’’ has told—and he has told it well.
n the present flair for biography this work should have a large circle
readers, and it well deserves it. Despite the introduction of many
ages of the testimony before the Hofstadter committee, most of which
familiar to us who have read the newspapers, we cannot regard this
5 “ padding,” since it must be new to many readers, and its permanent
eservation between covers is not undesirable.

There are many interesting incidents related which we do not wish
0 anticipate for the readers. We want to comment on Mr. Seabury's
mmand of English. He has a style remarkable for its force and
rity. We do not have to stop to ask what he means. He is both elo-
ent and simple. And he is bold to the degree of being on occasions
unflattering. Even when a candidate for office he said: ** We have
our court of last resort some altogether estimable gentlemen whose
ews upon social, economic and industrial questions would have been
mewhat behind the times if they had lived in the time of Columbus,”
rather neatly packed sentence.

This work bears evidence of having had cooperation between the
her and subject. There are revelations of intimate contact which
p to fill out the engaging picture of a remarkable man. Judge
abury's tastes and cultural recreations as well as the ideals he holds
e indicated in many pages. The author has an intense admiration
him, but he does not allow this to betray him into hyperbole.
efraining from words of praise, he reveals his hero worship less by his
words than by his attitude, for he does not overemphasize the merits
his hero. It is only in the concluding paragraph that he permits
nself to say:

- “Samuel Seabury comes then as a radiant challenge to youth to arm
Jdtself with convictions; to remain steadfast to its ideals; to hold its
ith that there can be here in truth a government of the people, by
e people, for the people.”

nd this i; indeed so. Though we have had occasion to differ with
dge Seabury on more than one occasion—which differences we need
stop to indicate—we have watched his career with satisfaction.
e is one of the men in public life whose ideals are derived from the
eat man who has touched more than a few with his prophetic glow.
e refer to Henry George. J. D. M.

ANOTHER AUTHOR WITH A “SOLUTION" *

is book has one grave disadvantage. Composed as it is of pam-
ets and addresses written by Mr. Klein at various times, there is
h repetition,

is a plea for the limitation of great fortunes., Even the Rocke-
er Foundations, which at least are directed to useful purposes, are
e levied upon. “This book will cure hard times,”’ the cover tells
The author even hints that a war may be necessary to bring about
readjustment aimed at. We might comment on the superficial

acter of the work, as shown by such comments as the following
age 79:

We have reached a stage whcre the industrial fortunes completely
hadow land fortunes, where money control has produced mental
moral debasement and where the poor are in a worse plight than
ry George pictures. The inequality is more extreme and the struc-
of government has been changed from demorcacy to plutocracy
oney oligarchy. The condition which Henry George pictures has

merica, Use Vour Head. By Henry H. Klein: 12mo; 192 pages. Published
he author.

been far extended in intensity, and for that reason a radical cure is
needed.”

If there is any really great fortune which is not based primarily on the
inequality that results from the divorcement of man from the land,
we dono know of it. The Rockefeller fortune, which is referred to often
by the author of this book, would largely disintegrate were land values
taken by the people. Railroads, oil wells and pipe lines are land, and
the Rockefeller fortune was built up by private ownership in these
resources, and public utilities based on land. Every great fortune would
be severely hit by the so-called Single Tax (inadequate name') more
severely indeed than even by the form of “capital levy"” Mr. Klein
suggests. “For that reform would forever prevent their rebuilding.
For those fortunes that rest on patent monopoly, which are not of
great significance, other preventive measures might be applied,

J. D. M.

Correspondence

DEFENDS PROHIBITION

Epitor LaAND AND FREEDOM:

Please let me take exception to the way Mr. Henry Ware Allen
handles prohibition in your March—April number. On page 57 he
gives two causes for the present depression. If we accept it as he
wrote it we might think that all free soilers were wet, and I know one
who is not. The statement that it was “ put over' on the American
people would seem to carry its condemnation of the methods used.
A long, hard fight for prohibition was waged before the World War
started. It was probably a necessary measure like the seizing of the
railroads to conquer the enemy.

Mr. Allen must assume that the absent soldier vote was wet, [
do not think he knows. I was a soldier in another war, and I am not
on the liquor side. The revenue that the government lost by that
measure should not disturb free landers, for they know that the people’s
revenue is the-nation’s land rent.* If we collected our ground rent the
expense of enforcing prohibition, or the effort to dcfeat it, would be
negligible.

I will not admit that it is unenforceable. What becomes of the
sovereignty of a nation of sovereigns if we cannot enforce our laws ?
Readily will I grant that a government of landlord racketeers are
hardly competent to enforce that or any other of our penal statutes.
However, we will not always have landlord masters. My opinion is
that prohibitionists, like Georgists, want better government, and to
that degree we are natural allies. Let us hope that Mr. Allen and
others will answer this, for it may be well to learn where Single Taxers
stand on the matter of alcohol. Are the laws against theft, burglary
kidnaping enforced any better than is prohibition?

Cordele, Ga. HowsrL CroptoN HARRIs.

RENT—COST—PRICE

EpiTor LAND AND FREEDOM:

Anent the current discussion in your columns of the relation between
Rent—Cost—Price:

In contending that rent does not increase price it might be well
to explain to one's opponent a certain feature which frequently, and
quite naturally, is his stumbling block. It is obvious that if the seller
is paying rent that on the average amounts to 5 per cent of the value
of the goods sold, and that if the owner of the site occupied should
remit this rent charge, the goods could be sold for 5 per cent less.

Thus, reasons said opponent, rent has increased price to the extent
of 5 per cent. Then we start at the other end and demonstrate with
a few words and figures that rent does no! enter into price.

The seeming contradiction disappears when we recognize that the
suggested remission of rent would be merely a gift from the landlord
to the seller of the goods, his tenant, which would enable the tenant
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to reduce his price 5 per cent, which reduction the tenant cowd make,
and which he would be free to make, or not, as he might choose. He
would merely be in the same position as though a relative died and left
him an income equal to 5 per cent of the value of the goods sold in his
store. If he so chose he could pass the gift along to his customers by
reducing his prices 5 per cent and enjoy the same net income as
before. GEoRGE L. Rusby.
Towaco, N. J.

JOHN ROSE DIGS TRUTHS FROM OLD TOMES

Eprror LAND AND FREEDOM:

We Georgists hold that cheap or available land will insure pros-
perity and preclude the possibility of poverty. This is no idle specula-
tion, as the old records attest. Take the early history of Pennsyl-
vania, for instance, as described by Gabriel Thomas in his book, “An
Historical and Geographical Account of the Province and Country of
Pennsylvania'’ (London, 1698):

“Corn and Flesh, and what else serves Man for Drink, Food and
Rayment, is much cheaper here than in England, or elsewhere; but
the chief reason why Wages of Servants of all sorts is much higher here
than there, arises from the great Fertility and Produce of the Place;
besides if these large Stipends were refused them, they would quickly
set up for themselves, for they can have Provision very cheap, and
Land for a very small matter, or next to nothing in comparison of the
Purchase of Lands in England; and the Farmers there can better afford
to give that great Wages than the Farmers in England can, for several
Reasons very obvious.

“Their Land costs them (as I said but just now) little or nothing in
comparison, of which the Farmers commonly will get twice the increase
of Corn for every Bushel they sow, that the Farmers in England can
from the richest Land they have., * L

“They pay no Tithes, and their Taxes are inconsiderable; the Place
is free for all Persuasions, in a Sober and Civil way; for the Church of
England and the Quakers bear equal Share in the Government. They
live Friendly and Well together; there is no Persecution for Religion,
nor ever like to be; ’tis this that knocks all Commerce on the Head,
together with high Imposts, strict Laws, and cramping Orders."

The anonymous author of * American Husbandry " (by an American,
London, 1775), while quite favorable to the colonies, probably does
not exaggerate the prosperity of New England. He says:

“The face of the country has in general a cultivated, inclosed and
cheerful prospect; the farm houses are well and substantially built,
and stand thick; gentlemen’s houses appear everywhere, and have
an air of a wealthy and contented people. Poor, strolling and ragged
beggars are scarcely ever to be seen; all the inhabitants of the country
appear to be well fed, cloathed, and lodged, and everywhere a great
degree of independency, and liberty to be met with: nor is that dis-
tinction of the ranks and classes to be found which we see in Britain,
but which is infinitely more apparent in France and other arbitrary
countries. * * *

“This great ease of gaining a farm, renders the lower class of people
very industrious; which, with the high price of labour, banishes every-
thing that has the least appearance of begging, or that wandering,
destitute state of poverty which we see so common in England. A
traveller might pass half through the colony without finding, from
the appearance of the people, that there was such a thing as a want
of money among them. R

*“This couatry [Pennsylvanial is peopled by as happy and {ree a set
of men as any in America. QOut of trade there is not much wealth
to be found, but at the same time there is very little poverty, and hardly
such a thing as a beggar in the province. This is not only a conse-
quence of the plenty of land and the rate of labour, but also of the
principles of the Quakers who have a considerable share in the govern-
ment of the country. It is much to the honour of this sect that they
support their own poor in all countries, in a manner much more re-
spectable than known in any other religion.”

Henry George men hold that wherever there is private property in
land rent, and wherever land is held out of use, there poverty abounds.
Take the condition of the poor whites in Virginia in 1780, as observed
and noted by the Marquis F. J. Chastellux in his book, “Travels in
N. America, in the Years 1780, 1781 and 1782"" (published in London,
1787):

“It is in this country (Virginia) that I saw poor persons, for the

first time, after I passes the sea; for, in the midst of those rich planta-
tions, where the negro alone is wretched, miserable huts are often to

be met with, inhabited by whites, whose wan looks and ragged garments
bespeak poverty. At first I was puzzled to explain to myself how, 1
a country where there is still so much land to clear, men who do not
refuse to work should remain in misery; but I have since learned tha
all these useless territories, these immense estates, with which Virgini
is covered, have their proprietors. Nothing is more common than to
see some of them possessing five or six thousand acres of land, whe
clear out only as much as their negroes can cultivate; yet will they no
give, or even sell, the smallest portion of them, because they form a
part of their possessions, and they are in hopes of one day augmenting
the number of their negroes.  These white men, without fortune, and
frequently without industry, are straitened, therefore, on every side
and reduced to the small number of acres they are able to acquire.”

Contrast the above description of landed wealth and poverty witl
the description of another section of the country as given by Isaac
Weld, Jr., in his book, “Travels Through the States of N. America
&c.” (London, 1800):

“The cultivated lands in this country [Shenandoah Valley] a
mostly parcelled out in small portions; there are no persons here, 2
on the other side of the mountains, possessing large farms; nor a
there any eminently distinguished by their education or knowledg
from the rest of their fellow citizens. Poverty also is as much unknown
in this country as great wealth. Each man owns the house he lives i
and the land which he cultivates, and everyone appears to be happ:
and unambitious of a more elevated situation than what he himse
enjoys.” Joux C. Rosk,

Pittsburgh, Pa.

" MAY BE GOOD NEWS

EpiTOoR LAND AND FREEDOM:
Taxation is looking up.
The Harvard class in economics has dropped in numbers from 14

to 91. This means that 49 less students will be taught economics

that are not sound. TaomAs N. ASHTON.
Fall River, Mass.

EVIDENCE OF APPRECIATION

EpiTor LAND AND FREEDOM:

I thank you for sending me LAND AND FREEDOM here. I had figu
on reading it in the local public library. Generally I prefer to ha
it sent to my home, as then there is no danger of losing it. I alwa
read it carefully when I return home, even if I have read it while
away. I also keep every copy on file. I can read the back numbers
with as much interest as those of today. I regard it as a very valuable
educational journal, as well as a leader in Single Tax philosophy a
news. I have been here nearly two months working up a case f
electric light reduction, where Attorney La Follette is representi
9,000 petitioners, who ask the State Corporation Commission
reduce rates. Generally, during my vacation, I do not stay in a
place more than a week or two. Therefore I depend on the public
libraries to keep me up to date. Epwarp P. E. Troy.

Albuquerque, N. Mex.

FROM AN OLD FRIEND OF THE PAPER

Epitor LAND AND FREEDOM:
I want to congratulate you on the last issue of LAND AND FREEDOM
The contributed articles, taken together with your own expressi

of opinion, actually constitute a liberal education for the student

economics.
I wish also to give belated approval of the opening paragraphs

Comment and Reflection of preceding issue, pertaining to our vis

hopes, aspirations and the need for 2 becoming humility in the prese

of a truth of such magnitude and far-reaching potentialities.
Best wishes for continued success. C. M. HoosE
Philadelphia, Pa.

A FALLACY IN CURRENT TERMINOLOGY

Epitor LAND AND FREEDOM:
I want to make a suggestion. It has seemed to me that a great de:
of confusion exists due to the comprehensive nature of the words
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e’ and the more modern word “realty.” From the standpoint
ything affecting rents and taxation, these words include two
antially opposite things. The first the unimproved land, and
econd the improvements fixed upon it. As to the one, the amount
changing, whatever is paid for it and whatever the amount of
jon; in the other the amount is increasing and decreasing with
mand value and according to how much it is taxed. With the
taxation reduces selling price, thereby increasing the amount
lable for its use, and reduces rents; with the other, taxation de-
es the amount available, and raises rents.

I this is, of course, familiar, but everywhere we see newspapers,
icians, etc., talking of the tax on real estate and generally involv
e conclusion that increased tax on real estate or increased assess-
on real estate, which is the same thing, must increase rents and
e real estate take more than its fair share, all of which is true as
at part of the tax on the real estate which falls on improvements,
eas the other part is an unmitigated blessing.

ink a great deal of confusion among the non-Single Taxers who
ing to reasonably figure taxation problems would be eliminated
thought that the word real estate includes, from the standpoint
ation, two exactly opposite things, could be gotten over, and in
a way as would shame any one who tried to argue about the effect
xation on real estate without making any distinction between the
parts which make up this somewhat incongruous term. My
estion is that you, who know the subject so well and who could
expand upon and polish my crude thought, should try your hand
e sort of tract on the subject, as well as treating it in your paper.
York City, RICHARD EYRE.

HATS OFF TO BROTHER KOHLER!

OR LAND AND FREEDOM:

umay be interested to know that [ have addressed large and intelli-
audiences in Florida while sojourning here since December last.
St. Petersburg, where I spoke last winter at the Public Forum,
the largest audience of the season. Amplifiers were necessary to
‘the outer edge. 1 had one hour and thirty minutes, with a half
for questions.

Fort Myers in the Court House the Good Government League
d with great cagerness for an hour and twenty minutes. Many
s and judges were prescnt to whom my presentation of the cause
erty was entirely new.

one of the Miami high schools the graduating class of young men
en were followers of the outline and illustrations to justify
Tax claims.

he Riverside Baptist Church in Miami I spoke for an hour and
The Junior Chamber of Commerce also got the message at one
weekly dinners.

Three Score and Ten Club of 1,400 members, with a weekly
-table discussion, listened to me for two hours.

Greater Miami Women's Club at the Columbus Hotel gave me
inutes at their Forum debate against a millionaire named
, an automobile manufacturer. Another women’s club is
g a date for me. I shall be glad to fill any dates that other
S cannot cover.

cause for the depression given by such men as Prof. Irving
President Hoover, and even by Walter Lippmann, who should
tter, and that profound faker Brisbane, who addressed an
e here and practically argued in behalf of our present land sys-
ding by advocating a sales tax.

Miami Daily News is broadening, and some of its editorials
y favorable. It has not turned down any of my letters, which
ing attention.

place on earth presents such an example of the foolishness of
ooming as does Miami and other Florida towns. I bought a
0 home for $2,200, and a $12,000 lot for $400, on which I expect

senting the subject I deem it wise to show the fallacy of the -

to build at once. Living is cheaper here than anywhere else in the
United States—a course dinner for 25 cents, a feast for 75 cents. Fish
fresh out of the bay 6 to 10 cents a pound, and other food in propor-
tion. Store rents herc are very low.

There are quite a few Single Taxers here, among them some that
were in the first George campaign. We may get together for a dinner
soon. J. P. KOHLER.

Miama, Fla.

News Notes and Personals

Hexry HarriSON, a publisher of this city, announces the appear-
ance of a four-act dramatization of Oscar Wilde's novel ‘“The Portrait
of Dorian Gray," by Marion Mills Miller.

C. Barsony, of Arad, Roumania, a convinced Georgist, is anxious
to establish communication with the comrades everywhere. He in-
forms the secretary of the Henry George Foundation of the activities
of a group of disciples in Roumania.

FoLLOWING the celebration of his eightieth birthday, F. W. Maguire,
assistant secretary of the Henry George Foundation, suffered a severe
indisposition, but has recovered and is able to visit headquarters.

“You got out a wonderful issue this time,"” writes George E. Mecor-
ney, of Floral Park, L. 1., commenting on the March-April number
of LAND AND FREEDOM. And he adds: ‘‘Of all the avenues being used
to further our cause, LAND AND FREEDOM is the most important.”

DoxaLp MacDoNALD, of Fairbanks, Alaska, is anxious to secure
copies of “ The Shovelcrats,” written by our old friend Craig Ralston.
Also copies of the Tolstoy pamphlet containing the appeal to the
Czar to put into practical effect Henry George's proposals,

THE itinerary covered by Mr. Charles H. Ingersoll in his speaking
tour under the direction of the Manhattan Single Tax Club, as well as
the independent itinerary on which he has now started, called forth
an astonishing number of favorable press notices. His recent addresses
in Portland, Ore., brouht favorable reports in the Journal as well as
in the News-Telegram of that city. In both papers Mr. Ingersoll is
quoted at length. He has opened a booking office at 242 Maynard
Street, San Francisco, and George Cartwright, once ‘private secretary
to Tom L. Johnson, is in charge.

THE Hartselle (Ala.) Enterprise prints many straightout Single
Tax articles. The editor and publisher is Mr. C. R. Walker. Com-
menting on the Lindbergh kidnaping case, Mr. Walker says: “There
is no hope of preventing crime without removing its cause. Want
and the fear of want is at the bottom of practically all crime.”

Ho~. Epwarp PoLax, of this city, former Register of the Bronx,
addressed a letter to the House Ways and Means Committee at Wash-
ington and to members of Congress to consider a tax on land values in
lieu of the proposed sales tax.

WE learn of the death of William H. Faulhaber, of this city. Mr.
Faulhaber was, if our memory serves us correctly, the first president
of the Manhattan Single Tax Club.

WE acknowledged receipt of A Terra, the new Georgist organ of
Rio de Janeiro, in March-April LAND axD FREEDOM. The programme
is two-fold: First, to promote by all means in its power the spread of
Georgism in Brazil, and, second, to establish a Georgist Center to
unite all the Georgists living in Brazil under a single banner, and so
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give unity of action in the struggle for the common ideal. In this issue
before us Amelio de Moraes says:

*YWhether near or far, the goal we have before us—viz., the taxation

of land apart from improvements—we have confidence in ourselves,
in all our collaborators and in all those who, whether Brazilians or
not, throughout the hills and vales of our vast national territory, have
within their soul the passion for a country free and happy."
Two pages of A Terra are taken up by the beginning of a new Portu-
gucse translation of ‘‘ Progress and Poverty.”” It is a miniature edition,
so arranged that one page of the paper will include four pages of the
book. The translation is made by Americo Werneck, secretary of the
periodical.

A New Single Tax colony has been established in M ississippi to be
known as the ‘‘Enclave of Wall Hill.” Mr. H. C, Lutton is one of the
pioneers or the movement. We hope to give further details later.

TrE Los Angeles Times, commenting on the Jubilee Year of the ancient
Hebrews, says it was designed for a simple and pastoral people, but
that our modern financial leaders might learn much from a study of
the twenty-fifth chapter of Leviticus. Good!

Our March—April issue chronicled the death of Mrs. Schalkenbach,
widow of Robert Schalkenbach, founder of the Schalkenbach Founda-
tion. Mrs. Schalkenbach, who passed away at her home in New York
City, was well known to local Henry George people. She was born in
Preston, Ont., but was a resident of the United States from her youth,
Her body was conveyed to West Branch, Mich., and funeral services
were held at Campbell Corners, in West Branch, at the home of her
sister, Mrs. Charles Bennett, Rev. E. A. Flory officiating, It should
be said that she was in entire sympathy with the will of her husband
which endowed the Foundation. She and Robert had many a talk
on the propaganda for the principles of Henry George. In these prin-
ciples she believed as strongly as her husband, and so in honoring him
we honor the wife who entered enthusiastically into his plans and was
afactor in their accomplishment.

CONGRATULATIONS on the liberal spirit shown by Tidings, a forward-
looking Catholic paper published in Los Angeles. Commenting on a
recent address of Bishop Cantwell, it says: ‘“The Bishop pointed out
that if the rights of the laboring man are not better looked after than
they are now by the capitalists, neither laws nor anything else would
prevent communism from taking hold in this country.”

C. L. St. Joux is an independent candidate for Minnedosa (Mani-
toba) riding. His programme includes the destruction of all forms of
private monopoly, and socialization of ground rents, natural resources
and all public utilities. An admirable and ringing indictment of
present conditions occupies a full page of the local paper. Mr, St.
John declares in this article, which is his platform, that the old economic
order, which is more appropriately referred to as monopolism than
capitalism, has definitely and disastrously failed.”

WiLLiaM MATTHEWS of Spokane, Washington, writes us:

““We had a verK interesting and successful Single Tax campaign in
Spokane Sunday, May 15th to the 19th inclusive, during the stay of Mr.
Chas. H. Ingersoll.

We succeeded in keeping him pretty busy with three or four dates
each day. Mr. Ingersoll seemed to enjoy the work and his visit with us
very much, and he is very skillful in putting the message across.”

WE have received from Henry E. Foelske a pamphlet of fifty-four

pages entitled “Bondholders, Attention—The Rational Remedy.”
A review of this will appear later.

From our friend Poultney Bigelow comes an interesting pamphlet,

‘John Bigelow and Napeleon III,” in which our Malden friend te
of his father’s work at the French court during the Civil War peric
John Bigelow was minister to France and rendered important serv.
to the Union. Poultney Bigelow tells the story interestingly. Jo
Bigelow was a great American and occupies a high place in the an
of our country. The pamphlet is a reprint from New York Hist
Magazine for April, 1932,

TuE father of Joseph H. Fink died Saturday, May 21. He ¥
eighty-three years old and worked up to within a few days of his dea

A RECENT article in the Times-Siandard Union, of Brooklyn, N.
contained an article of Edward T. O'Loughlin, one of the colum
of that paper, reviewing the career of Dr. McGlynn. This broug
flood of letters from people resident on Long Island and elsewt
recalling memories of the former pastor of St. Stephen’s in Manhatt
Mr. O'Loughlin was surprised at the number of those who wrote quo!
passages from Dr. McGlynn's great addresses at the meetings of
Anti-Poverty Society.

Our congratulations to Mr. and Mrs. George C. Madison, of Chic:
who on May 17 celebrated the fiftieth anniversary of their wedd
Mr. Madison has been active in the Single Tax movement almos
long.

IN the News Chronicle, of London, England, dated May 14,
Percival Perry, chairman of the English Ford Company, says i
interview headed *The Strangle Hold on Trade': “The measure
protect the currency while killing trade illustrate the utter foll:
the present situation.”” Sir Percival makes other significant and ¥
statements in the course of the interview,

WE suggest toour readers that they send for a sample copy of t
Ingram Institute News, published by the Ingram Institute, at 854 Eigh
Street, San Diego, Calif, This is a wideawake and well-edited jo
of political economy, carried on by the founder of the Institute,
Ingram. It is a dignified and aggressive organ of our principles.
see it is to subscribe if you have the money.

CHuARGES of land speculation have been brought against the
kinsburg, Pa., school board. A suit will be filed compelling the
to place forty acres of land recently acquired for a recreation ci
on the tax rolls. The charge is brought by Andrew A. McKe
township tax collector, an aggressive Single Taxer and a conve
Mr. McNair.

WE are glad to receive a pamphlet containing a report of the S
Committee of the American Institute of Architects on Taxatic
relation to architecture and the practice of the profession. We ¥
we had space for more extracts from this very gratifying report
is the strongest argument in favor of land-value taxation ema
from a conservative organization which we remember to have
For example, what can be better than this:

“Even children understand, and realtors boast, that site valu
created by the presence of population and the taxes it pays, ani
these taxes are paid because they do provide streets, parks, sc
and all other improvements and services the whole community d
it needs. \Why, then, should the building owner not insist th
site owner apply the rent paid him to financing the things for
he receives rent, thus freeing the building owner from double
ment of rent and taxes? Why should he pay for them once to t
owner and again to the tax colleetor? The answer seems to
sound business principles are to be adhered to, that if the bu
owner pays for these publicly created benefits in his rent, the site ow
should supply them; if he pays for them in his taxes, there would
to be no sound business reason for paying the site owner,"

MEETINGS are being held at the home of Mrs. Anna George de
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e purpose of discussing subjects of interest to the movement.
well-attended meetings have occurred on May 9 and May 23.
gatherings are of value in the interchange of opinion.

dskild (Ground Rent), organ of the Danish Land Values Com-
e, reports an interview with the Prime Minister early in the
 of this year. The deputation, led by Mr. F. Folke, urged the
ment to extend and develop the land-values tax for both state
ocal purposes. The reply was that the ministry was in accord
he sentiments expressed by the deputation, and that it was in
ony with the views of the Land Values Committee. Mr. Dahl-
the Home Minister, in the upper house spoke against the pro-
to reduce the taxes on landed property, saying that this would
ree gift to the larger land owners and no relief to the smaller
since the latter would have heavier burdens piled on them.

. Huig, editor of the Standard, Single Tax organ of New South
wants copies of anything written by Dr. McGlynn that were
in pamphlet form. Many of our readers will remember ‘' The
of the New Crusade,” which was widely circulated but which
out of print. If any of our readers have anything to send to
{uie he will be glad to receive it. His address is 114 Hunter
, Sydney, New South Wales, Australia.

have received from Charles J, Schoales, of Philadelphia, Pa.,
age booklet giving the economic story in rather novel form and
ing much dietary advice, the value of which we are unable to
Its title js *‘ Uncontrolled Earth and Birth.” Mr. Schoales found
pletion of the little book that the rates asked for printing were
ach for him to meet, so he bought an old press at a bargain and
pages himself—rather an amazing feat for an amateur printer!
hoales’ address is 2535 North Mascher Street, Philadelphia, Pa.

Fabreeka Belting Company, of Boston, Mass., in a beautifully
business circular reprints the admirable “‘skit” by Samuel
on ‘‘Overproduction,” and also the recent pronouncement
dent Butler of Columbia on ‘‘Progress and Poverty.”

EORGE FowLDs writes us from Auckland: “Everything in New
d is pretty bad and growing worse, No ideas beyond balancing
get by salary cuts and increased taxation. * * * In Great
it looks as if they will need another Cobden to lead them into
d of freedom, and it will need a leader who will put free land
front of free trade. * * * Your paper has done and is doing
r .ll

death of John W. Lovell recalls one of the first publishers of
ss and Poverty” in the well-known 20-cent edition. He
the age of eighty. Besides publishing Henry George's books
d 20-cent editions of Kipling, Barrie and Mrs. Humphry Ward.
ibrary, a sequence of standard works, was well known in the
ey were entered as second-class mail and had an enormous
n. In 1889 his firm was absorbed by the United States Book
y, and in 1893 he retired from the publishing business and
imself to real estate. Three daughters and one son survive
ring his later years he occupied an apartment in the same
h Morris Van Veen, and they were great friends.

SKIRROW, secretary of the Yorkshire and Northern Land
eague (England), writes under date of April 30:

all the good work done in promoting the cause of freedom
t far from entering the promised land. But the only way to
llow the trail blazed by Henry George and his followers; who
nly people who know what they want and how to get it.”

eveland Press speaks of Peter Witt's recent address at the
b of Cleveland, and noted elsewhere in this issue, says: "It

was quite a triumph. In substance it was not so much a discussion
of the issues of the moment as a fundamental declaration of faith,
the faith of a free trader and Single Taxer. And it was an eloquent
declaration.”

Miss CATHARINE CALDWELL spoke on Henry George at the Hotel
Jermyn, Scranton, Pa.

FroM a recent letter of John Paul, editor of Land and Liberty, of
London, we extract the following:

*‘Iet me congratulate you on the March—April LAND AND FREEDOM.
As usual, it-carries good and useful instruction. I regret I have no
time to name the pieces of writing that specially appeal to me. Apart
from the special articles, which are all first-rate, the report of the
field work has a revival touch about it that is calculated to bring new
life into the 'valley of the dry bones' anywhere. I am a diligent
reader of LAND AND FREEDOM and, like Comrade Frank Stephens,
appreciate very much your own editorial notes and comments. I
enjoyed particularly your ‘‘City Management—And After” article.
The point of your criticism is surely in the last paragraph.”

Tre Philosophy Club of the University of North Dakota was
addressed recently by Dr. George R. Geiger, son of Oscar H. Geiger,
his subject being ‘‘ Moral Philosophy and the Social Sciences.” In the
columns of the Quarierly Journal of Philosophy young Dr. Geiger
reviews ‘‘The Contemporary and His Soul,” by Irwin Edman. The
review has the usual sure and scholarly touch never lacking in anything
written by this remarkable young man,

ERNEST G. GEOGHEGAN writes us from the island of Malta, where
he is the leader or the Land Tax League. A petition of 755 names
has been presented to the government of Malta and a promise received
that the petition will be laid before the government after the forth-
coming election. At every labor meeting a speaker is allotted for
the land-value tax, and the result of the election is awaited with
interest.

Tue Henry George League of New Jersey offers free lectures by the
following well-known public speakers: James G. Blauvelt, manufac-
turer and former member of the New Jersey Legislature—subject,
‘Property Taxes and How to Relieve Them;” L. R, Bonta, tax
expert—subject, ‘‘The Pittsburgh Tax Plan;"” Alfred N. Chandler,
publicist and economist—subject, ‘‘How to Abolish Poverty" (this
lecture illustrated with stereopticon views); Hon. George L. Record,
former member of the New Jersey State Board of Taxation and former
city counsel of Jersey City—subject, ‘‘ Business Depressions, Their
Cause and How to Prevent Them;"” Herman B. Walker, publicist,
economist and newspaper writer—subject, ‘‘Individualism vs. Com-
munism.”” These lectures are given without cost to organizations
making requests of Herman B. Walker, 1726 Lefcourt Building,
Newark, N. J.

WE regret to chronicle the death of Mrs. A. E. Schalkenbach, wife
of Albert Schalkenbach, brother of Robert Schalkenbach. Mrs.
Schalkenbach was greatly beloved by all who knew her. She died
at a Chicago sanitarium where she had gone for treatment. Mr.
Schalkenbach is comforted to reflect that the last few months of her
life were comparatively free from pain.

THE People's Advocate, of Adelaide, Australia, contains an interesting
account of the campaign of E. J. Craigie, M. P., to help the Tasmanian
workers in their battle for the Single Tax and Free Trade. He addressed
meetings in churches, chambers of commerce, and gatherings of
factory workers. It is an inspiring record of the itinerary of this
great crusader.

THE Rev. Alson H. Robinson, of the First Unitarian Church of Plain-
field, N. J., writes to our friend H. B. Maurer: “Thank you most
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heartily for sending me a copy of the Single Tax magazine LAND AND
FreepoM, which contains some excellent articles bearing upon our
present critical situation.”

Mgrs. DanieL KIEFER, widow of Daniel Kiefer, of Fels Fund fame,
and sister of Samuel Danziger, passed away on April 2 at Takoma
Park, Md. She leaves three sons. Mrs. Kiefer was a convinced Single
Taxer and did much work for the cause in the days when Mr. Kiefer
was alive. She was approaching seventy.

"“Your Archimedes bocklet is a winner,"” writes Prof. Brinsmade.

““You are putting out such an interesting magazine that no George
man can afford not to read it,” is the verdict of William Matthews,
of Spokane, Wash.

‘“C. B." WRITES to the New York Sun stating that the city of Van-
couver, B. C,, tried out the Single Tax with disastrous results. As
the Single Tax was really not tried out in Vancouver or anywhere else,
the writer is in error. The approach to it was negatived by ridicu-
lously low assessments at a 20-mill rate. Not enough land values
were taken to prevent the land speculation boom that set in—and of
this no less a person than Henry George, Jr., warned the city long in
advance. Had an honest attempt been made to carry out the prin-
ciple in practice, the result would have been different. We hailed it
at the time as a beginning, but for the reasons stated our hopes were
blasted.

Epwin I. S. HARDING, honorary secretary of the Henry George
League of Queensland, writes: ‘' The old hands are passing out all over
the world. We need to pray the Lord of the Harvest that He will send
forth young laborers into His fields—and we mustdo our share toward
instructing and inspiring them.”

*'TrE Fundamental Principles of Economics” is a thirty-five-page
pamphlet published by Charles T. Townsend and Walter L. Sinton,
at 2951 Washington Street, San Francisco, Calif. It is excellent in
matter and manner.

TuE Lansing (Mich.) Capital News contains a rather lengthy report
of an address by Ray Robson in which the merits of the Single Tax are
set forth. Mr. Robson is president of the Single Tax Club formed in
Lansing, which is gaining in numbers. The article is accompanied by
a portrait of Mr. Robson. There are few workers in the movement
who are doing more or better work then Mr. Robson and his devoted
wife.

J. H. FLETCHER is a Methodist local preacher of Richmond, Aus-
tralia. He has been disciplined by the church for a Single Tax speech
in which he declared that the landless, rather than starve, offer to work
for a bare, meagre living, which is all the black slave received. Hence
the church’s condemnation. We are pleased to know that all Metho-
dists are not like, that and glad to record on the authority of our old
friend W. L. Crosman, of Revere, Mass., that a book entitled ‘‘ Religion
in Everyday Life,” by Harold B. Hunting, being a teachers’ Sunday
school manual, and used in Methodist Sunday scheols, contains a story
about Henry George and one about Tom L. Johnson. The one about
the former refers to the time he wrote *‘ Progress and Poverty,” and the
one about Mr. Johnson relates his struggles to make Cleveland *‘a
city set upon a hill.”

CLEMENT L. CoLEMAN is dead at the age of eighty. He was one of
Fairhope’s pioneers and served for two years as member of the Fair-
hope Town Council. He is survived by his wife and two children,
Genevieve and Henry George Coleman. He was leng a subscriber
to LAND AND FREEDOM.

Joun F. Conroy, of Youngstown, O., appeared before the con
mission appointed by the Governor to consider the question of unen
ployment insurance and advocated that a tax on land values be
to raise the necessary funds.

A sUBSCRIBER and sympathizer with our cause asks why, if
principle for which we contend is so vital, that it has not made greal
progress. The question may not be easy to answer, but it must
remembered that arrayed against us are all the forces that oppo
any change. These, and the ignorance and apathy of the people,
a sufficient explanation of the apparent slowness with which we mo¥
But we move just the same.

A DEBATE was held at Pacific Grove, Calif,, in the high school a
torium between Hon. Jackson H. Ralston and Von T. Elsworth of
Puacific Grove Tribune. The Tribune was generous enough to head
report of the debate with the caption, ‘‘Honors Are Even.” In
course of his address Mr. Ralston said:

“Taxation should not be taxation at all. It should be a retu
for benefits given. Government gives a series of benefits to all
bers of the community, such as schools, public buildings, police a
fire protection. We have a very clear measure of these benefits.
is economic rent, the earning power of land. No one man gave
its value. The whole body of you in the community have given v:
to the land. It is this which the government, as its creator,
a right to take. If that were done there would be a perfect excha
with benefits on both sides, because the measure of the service of
ernment is accurately reflected in land values.”

Hox. JoBn F. DorE has been elected Mayor of Seattle by the la
vote ever given for that office in the city’s history. Mr. Dore mad
subject of taxation the principal issue of his campaign. In the sg
city Mr. Oliver T. Erickson, our old-time Single Tax friend, was defe
for the membership in the City Council. Mr. Dore writes Mr, P
Ryan as follows: “‘I was very much pleased with the letter I rece
from you during the campaign. I am a great admirer of Henry G
and am very familiar with his principles laid down in ‘Progress 2
Poverty.'” In taking office Mayor Dore advocated a $4,000 exen:
of homes and criticized such fortunes as that of the Wendels,

DR. HARRY ELMER BARNES in the World-Telegram of this city re
the life of Samuel Seabury by Walter Chambers and calls it ‘‘a ¢a
and lucid bicgraphy.” He suggests a parallel to the career of
Seabury in the life of another great Democrat, Samuel J. Tilden.

COMMENTING on the run-down condition of the high school in W
ley, Mass., where he lives, Franklin Wentworth writes in the
paper, The Townsman: ‘“We should instruct our assessors to
cent or two to the valuation of all our land values in Wellesle
regarding the improvements. The land value is here. It is ¥
a community value and should be taken for community purp

TrUS Mrs, Walter Ferguson in the World-Telegram: ‘‘Every
would like to give her child plenty of outdoor room for play,
few have this because landlords have decided to make money fro
ment houses and we prize ground too highly.” We ask Mrs. Fe
to think a little further, as she is on the right track, though ps
a little bewildered.

“LAND AND FREEDOM continues to bring its cheering messag
each issue, and is indeed looked for,” writes Mrs. W. D. Dona
of Gowanda, N. Y.

AN admirable study of Newton D. Baker appears in Colliers of
19. It is written by George Creel. Speaking of Tom L. Jol
he says: ‘‘That dynamic Saul of Tarsus, converted by Henry
from a career of money-making, had been elected Mayor of Cle
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D[. * * * Johnson's need was for idealistic youth that he

fire with his own enthusiasm.’””

KK H. Howe, of Columbus, O., is candidate in the primaries for
y Commissioner.

E movement has suffered a loss in the death of Frank Grant, of
ield, Mass. He died at the Springfield hospital, where he had
or a minor operation. He was a member of the family of which
Grant was the most distinguished member, and was much in-
ed in the genealogy of the Grants, beginning with the founder
family, Matthew Grant, of Windsor, Conn. He possessed an
te knowledge and had a great fund of anecdote relating to local
y. The Springfield papers referred to him as ‘‘a nationally known
ity on Single Tax.” He was present at the Henry George
ess in Baltimore last year,

State convention of the Socialist party of California, which
February, adopted a plank calling for the taxation of the annual
value of all land held for speculation, a recommendation impos-
of enforcement but nevertheless a slight hint of the recognition
importance of the land question.

RE SULLIVAN heads one of his articles in the Herald Tribune,
ats Talk Free Trade and Act for Tariff.” They do not even
e trade. Something would be gained for education if they did
t.

hard to keep track of the activities of John C. Rose, of Pitts-
Pa., so many and varied are they. Many of the letters appear-
newspapers under different noms de plume are his.

D0 J. \WWERNICKE sent to the Catholic Tidings a criticism of the
s and real estate speculators of Los Angeles, which was hospit-
eated by Rev. John Dunne, its editor. He has also sent much
George literature to Rev. Robert E. Lucy, well-known liberal
of St. Anthony's Church (Catholic) of Long Beach, Calif.
Lucey's radio talks have aroused much interest because of their
and tolerant spirit. They have endeared him to thousands of
aith. Mr. Wernicke received a gracious reply from this forward-
priest. It is splendid work that Mr. Wernicke is doing in his
etters to the papers and to individuals.

f. LEROY WATERMAN, of the University of Michigan, reports that
xcavations at Seleucia on the Tigress he found seals indicating
ich citizen of that ancient capital had not paid his taxes for
five years. He had saved the tablets at six months’ intervals
hat period. “‘A situation not uncommon in many communi-
ay,”" added the professor, dryly.

B. McGAURAN, of Denver, writes: ‘‘I am glad to see that the
ns have discarded the term Single Tax. It is contradictory
leading and has been the cause o much confusion and mis-
ding. Henry George said it was a misnomer. It is worse
”

Bokck, of St. Louis, has written a letter to Father Coughlin,
dio talks have been strong arraignments of our civilization,
tention to what the good father lacks in the apprehension of
tals.

CHARLES O'CoxNor HENNESsY during his recent visit of Cocoa,
ented through the Schalkenbach Foundation, of which he
ent, new editions of the works of Henry George, which were
acknowledged by the librarian, John L. Paterson. The
was noted in the columns of the Cocoa Tribune.

Epwarp P. E. Troy, of San Francisco, has been at Albuquerque,
N. Mex., for six months assisting Attorney Robert La Follette in his
case before the State Corporation Commission for nine thousand peti-
tioners who ask for electric light and gasrate reduction. Mr. Troy is
widely known as a qualified expert in these matters. In a recent
letter to us Mr. Troy says: ‘‘Why not ask the Single Taxers what
they are doing in the present crisis to save our national lands? If
Congress gives the lands to the States they will be in the hands of
monopolists, and the margin of cultivation will disappear, thus making
American men and women more completely slaves."

—
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The Story
of Archimedes

A terrible if ironlcal arraignment of Land Monopoly resurrected
from the writings of Mark Twain (though the origin of its publi-

cation awaits Identification).

Dan Beard, illustrator of Mark Twaln’s ‘‘Yankee in King
Arthur’s Court,” certifies his belief in its authenticity.

Here Is the most trenchant indictment.of Land Monopoly
ever written. Coming from a friend of Henry George, thls
wonderful essay by Mark Twain, the most gifted satirist of his
time, will be a surprise to those who know him only as the
author of such widely differing works as ‘‘Huckleberry Finn"
and “The Diary of Joan of Arc.”

Issued as a 12-page pamphlet and sold at 5 cents a single

copy and 2 cents each in quantities of ten or more.
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Single Tax Publishing Company
150 Nassau Street, N, Y. City

Tracts

Single
Copy
Plain Talk on Taxation, by James R. Brown - - 5c
Farmer and Single Tax, by James R. Brown- - - 5e.
Pyramiding of Land Values, by James R. Brown - 5c.
Not a Single Tax, by Charles T.Root - - - - 35c
Taxing Land Values, by Henry George - - - - 3c.
Single Tax, What It Is and Why We Urge It,
by Henry George - - - - -« -+ - 5
The Ultimate Causes of Unemployment,
by Warren S. Blauvelt - - - = = = 5c
Thoughts on Natural Law In Civil Life,
by John H.Scully - - - . - . . Se

Causes of Business Depresslon, by Charles G. Merrell 3c.

The Philosophy of the Single Tax,
by James F. Morton - S -

Better Than Socialism, by James F. Morton - - S5c.

Natural Law in the Economic World,
by Oscar H. Geiger - - = - - - 35

LAND AND FREEDOM
150 Nassau Street N. Y.

Unemployment and
Our Revenue Problem
By JOHN S. CODMAN

A New Edition in Board Covers
Price 25 cents

This book when it first appeared several years ago caused

much favorable comment
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Henry George Scho
of Social Science

(Supported by friends of the movement)

Meets every Friday Evening
at Pythian Temple

135 West 70th Street

East of Broadway
New York City
Classes and Forums

Questions and Discussion

Oscar H. GEIGER, Direct

Send the young folks



