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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 penalities 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

MONG the explanations of the cause of the depression

one that recurs most frequently is the World War.
It is heard in speeches in Congress, in editorials, and often
in the more thoughtful dissertations of prominent writers,
Thus Mr. J. G. Lockhart in a recent work entitled ‘‘The
Peace Makers,”’ says: ‘‘The world did not fully recover
from the Napoleonic Wars until a full generation had
passed and the middle of the nineteenth century had
been reached,” and then he follows with the lesson from
analogy that ‘““we may not expect full recovery until
about the year 1954."”

UST how wars work to produce depressions we are
not informed, nor is any effort made to clear up the
matter, beyond the remark casually let drop by Mr.
Lockhart that ‘“‘war is an expensive process.”” An
analogy that seems to have been completely forgotten
1s the prosperity that followed our own Civil War, which
would seem to require some counter explanation. The
theory falls to the ground the moment it is examined. -

OR one thing, such explanation is too easy. We are,

as a matter of fact, living in a constant depression—
low wages, industrial insecurity and mass poverty. These
are accentuated by periods of more acute distress which
go under the name of ‘‘depressions.” The times that

we are out of these depressions are infrequent enough
and to call them periods of prosperity is an abuse of
language. With the masses of men there are always
depressions. There are no times of prosperity—there
are only times of less acute distress, less wide-spread
poverty.

RE such theories conscious attempts to evade in-

evitable conclusions following a closer analysis?
We think not. They are born of a superficial analysis
of the social problem, and an ignorance of economic
factors. That escape out of the depression must wait
until 1954, that not until then may we overcome the
disastrous effect of a war that ended in 1918, will seem
fantastic on reflection. For however great was the
destruction of wealth resulting from the World War,
a period of ten years would have more than sufficed for
the replacement of that loss.

— —

HAT these theories naively ignore, are of course

the economic factors. The very instant the flags
are furled and peace declared, these economic factors,
rudely interrupted by the chaos of conflict, begin their
work. Mr. Lockhart writes as follows: ‘‘History, if
we omit the rare and incalculable interference of the
abnormal, is the product not of a few spectacular actions,
but of innumerable events, unnoticed but irresistable
in cumulations."

HE problem is incorrectly stated. History is not

governed by the ‘“interference of the abnormal,”
nor yet by ‘‘innumerable events,”” but by law, among
which is the working of economic factors. These *‘in-
numerable events' are not the cause of social disloca-
tions, but are the effect of the ignoring of natural laws.
Wars themselves are the effects. What we amusingly
call peace are only wars disguised. Nations that arm them-
selves with hostile tariffs are not only preparing for
war—actually they are at war. And their conflicts of
diplomacy are but one remove from armed conflict.

FTER war, as after the World War, to which is

erroneously attributed the depression, economic
trends are once again in full swing. The same old round
is to be traversed again. The same old stumbling blocks
to progress remain. The same slow impoverishment of
the workers that results from the taking of private wealth
for public purposes and the gradual encroachment of
speculative rent, paralyzing labor and capital, go on as
before. These forces are at all times sufficient to ac-
count for the stagnation of industry without recourse
to imaginary theories to account for periods of depression
which differ from the normal only in intensity. The
phenomena we observe, low wages, poverty, unemploy-
ment are the resultants of a denial of the natural order
and not of the merely temporary dislocations caused
by wars from which we soon recover, going from the
horrors of war into the horrors of peace, which are only

a little less devastating.
4

T is safer as a mode of reasoning leading to sound con-
clusions, to consider economic theories in accordance
with the economic facts, or in other words using the
factors that belong to that special domain. If what
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we know as economic laws work the same under the same
conditions; if we deny men'’s right to the use of the earth;
if, recognizing trade as a part of production, we neverthe-
less strangle trade by tariffs and taxes, we have a sufficient
explanation of poverty and human misery without the
resort to any other theory to account for what we see.
Yet the proneness to consider theories of economic facts
while ignoring economic factors is responsible for much
unreason. We shall never get far until we look upon
political economy as a science and consider it in the terms
that belong to it.

HESE terms and relations are simple enough. Noth-

ing indeed can be simpler. If land is a place to get
things out of that we know by the name of wealth, and
the earth is the only reservoir of human needs, by what
natural law do we pay others for the permission of access
to it? What is property? What is wealth? What
are wages? Correct answers to these questions com-
prise all that need be known as political economy. All
that is needed now is not to write books about it unless
it is for the purpose of clearing away cobwebs. Henry
George has written it in a great book which only an
insane man would hope to improve upon, and in writing
this book he has probably condemned a million other
books, written or to be written, to a merited oblivion.

E can never cease to be amazed at the difficulty

men and women find in the comprehension of na-
tural laws. It would seem they are about the last things
they recognize—certainly the last things they are able to
reason about. Yet the failure to apprehend them lies
at the basis of nearly all our troubles. That the rela-
tions of men are subject to mechanical devices is the
fundamental error of the Socialists. It is also at the
basis of the Roosevelt fallacies, now in partial eclipse.
The laws of cooperation and competition work such
wonders when left to themselves that it would seem they
could not be wholly overlooked. The need of reconcil-
ing human relations to these laws would seem to be
obvious enough. But so little are men willing to trust
these laws that laissez faire has come to be regarded as
a horned beast. The industrial body must be treated
to potions and plasters and the natural powers of re-
covery are never called into play. Even medicine has
made more advances than that.

T is quite impossible to catalogue the various explana-

tions and remedies offered for the depression. Some
of the “remedies” are incredibly silly because the diag-
nosis is almost invariably at fault. We have examined
the war theory, but what shall be said of another rather
numerous group who look to wars as the source of pros-
perity, thus reversing the theory that wars are responsible

for depressions. The technocrats have had their day
and have faded out of the picture. Overpopulation and
overproduction have done some service. There still
lingers the notion, no less vague and indistinct than a
host of others, that the machine age is responsible for the
times through which we are passing, and that re¢ally
nothing can be done about it unless we accept govazrn-
ment ownership of the means of production.

UST when the ‘““machine age” began there seem: to

be some uncertainty. But considered rationally it niust
have had a beginning. The substitution of a spade for
a stick in digging potatoes seems like the commencenient
of the so-called “‘machine age,” but we cannot be quite
certain of that. The substitution of the sewing maciine
for the needle might set a definite beginning for the ma-
chine age, but again we cannot be too sure. For the
needle is a kind of machine. Anything that fortifies
the hand, or substitutes mechanical appliance for physi-
cal labor, or adds to it, is a machine, and the process of
such substitution is as old as the cave man, or older.
When men talk of a machine age they are talking of
civilization and processes coeval with the appearance
of man on the planet. If the relation of man to land is
understood there is no problem here. Every invention,
every advance in the processes of production under
normal relations, with free access to land, increases the
opportunities for the production of wealth.

T is the closing of natural resources, the blackmail

laid upon industry by those who contribute nothing
to industry, the ever increasing tribute demanded of
labor and capital, that bedevils ‘the process and leads the
intellect astray. Once the factors in this very simple
problem are understood it becomes no longer complicated.
It is no longer a money question. It is no longer some-
thing that calls for planning—the plan is already made.
It is no longer a question of too many people in the world
—nature saw to that when the world was created. It is
no longer a question of overproduction—too many good
things for too many people in the world, a mathematical
contradiction which we hear from the same lips. All
these strange absurdities prevail and would require the
pen of a Dean Swift to fitly characterize.

E hear it said that “cur industrial system has

broken down.” In one sense it has—in another
and more important sense it has not. It is not necessary
to rebuild the industrial system. Let us leave that to
our ingenious friends, the Socialists, and their broth}ars,
the social planners at Washington. If they would /Hut
recognize that what appears to be the breakdown of the
system is not due to any inherent defects in the system
itself, but to a dislocation of the factors. These factors
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have bcen ignored—their proper functioning in the in-
dustrial system misapplied. There is nothing the matter
with the system itself if these functions are recognized
for what they are, and the office they fill and the work
they do, properly apportioned. The industrial system
has apparently broken down because the factors have
not been recognized for what they are by those whose
duty it is to tcach, the statesmen and politicians, and the
heads of our institutions of learning from which only
occasionally a lucid voicc is forthcoming.

HE notion that we nced a central regulating power
over industry explains the opposition to the Con-
|stitution and its interpretation by the Supreme Court
in the recent N.R.A. decision. Paul Blanchard in a

“Irecent number of The Forum complains that the Con-

stitution hampers progress because ‘‘it prevents a central
control of our economic life and a unified system of labor
laws.” For our part we would be quite as distrustful
of unified control of our economic life by politicians
temporarily in power as in the hands of the nine able
gentlemen who constitute the Supreme Court. As a
matter of fact, the Constitution is more flexible than
“unified control” in the hands of a strong administra-
tion. It has been amended twenty-one times in 150
years. It is far from being a static instrument since
it provides for its own modification by direct amend-
ment. And we were told years ago by Peter Finley
Dunne, somewhat cynically, that decisions of the Su-
preme Court “follow the election returns.” So we may
rest in that assurance if all else fails us.

UT the very centralized powers for which Mr.
Blanchard contends are a danger more imminent

fand pcrilous than any possible usurpation of power by
“fthe Supreme Court.

We would not lightly ignore cer-
tain considerations, but some thoughtful men are saying
that a dictatorship has been averted by the Supreme
Court decision. We will not go so far as to assert this,
but certain recent developments in the process of vest-
ing in the Executive unusual powers have held a menace
which it were wise not to underestimate.

O doubt the power of forty-eight states to legislate in

their own way on all matters which are not inter-
tate opposes an obstacle to ‘‘unified control of labor,”
nd we for one are glad of it. We would rather bear
the possible inconveniences, if there are any, in favor
f the forty-eight experiment stations in the legislatures
of forty-cight states. It seems to us that democracy
has a better fighting chance. We are glad that the
Supreme Court stands as a guardian over the rights
fof the states. We have forty-eight times more faith
in the emulative example of half a hundred legisla-
ftures competing for adventure in social progress than

a centralized government at Washington, however sloppily
benevolent.

E have made some progress in economic thought.

No complaint that unemployment arises from
laziness or improvidence is likely to be heard again.
Nor is it probable that any great paper like the Chicago
Tribune will again advance the giving of arsenic to the
unemployed, the tramp or the striker. Strikes have
become almost popular and unemployment too familiar
a phenomenon. No future president of a great rail-
road system will advocate that strikers crying for
food should be given ‘rifle diet and see how they
like that kind of food.” No, newspapers and railroad
officials have grown if not more humane at least more
cautious. So much has been gained for the cause of
sanity and a calmer outlock upon the social problem.

OW little we can depend on the teachings of so-called

radical journals like The Nation is shown by their
attitude toward the Supreme Court decision. The
Nation says: “The President cannot complain about his
luck. The Supreme Court has given him a new chance
to assert his leadership after he himself has forfeited
many golden opportunities. We think that he now has
the best issue of his career.”” If The Nation really under-
stood the economic issues involved it would hail the
Supreme Court decision on the N.R.A. as a great step
in the preservation of our liberties. We have no grave
objection to amending the Constitution in a way that
will restrict its power over national legislation. But
that merely looks to a possible improvement of the instru-
ment itself, and the Constitution provides the method
of procedure. It is unfortunate that the issue should
be presented at this time when the decision is in accord-
ance with the best traditions of a liberty-loving
people. G

F there is need for an amendment to the Constitution

it is a pity that the chief protagonists of such change
should be those who have shown small comprehension
of American traditions. We should far rather trust the
future of this republic with the men composing the
Supreme Court than with Franklin Delano Roosevelt
and those comprising the milk and water socialistic
school of The Nation and The New Republic. There is,
we believe, little to choose between Mr. Roosevelt and
Mr. Villard. Neither school to which these men belong
has the faintest conception of natural law in wealth dis-
tribution, and both seem to think that laissez faire and
the operation of free competition disastrous in their re-
sults. Neither school has ‘the faintest conception of
human liberty. The Nation has done some good service
on occasions for the defense of human rights, but what
man’'s fundamental rights are is left to conjecture.
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ET The Nation speak for itself. In one article en-

titled “A Constitutional Plutocracy,” it says: “Our
mutual life is dominated by agriculture and commerce.
Unless they can be controlled by the nation the govern-
ment of the country virtually passes to them.” We
say now that this is un-American doctrine. It is bad
economics; it is Socialism half disguised. They are words
if they mean anything that lead straight to Karl Marx.
No wonder the Supreme Court decision irritates men who
believe as they do in federal control of all means of earn-
ing a livelihood. The control of economic factors by
forty-eight states is not enough. Statute law and the
civil law we are told are not sufficient to guard against
abuses. So the federal power must be asked to step
in and work its wonders.

The Nation writer continues: ‘“How can the situation
be met? Met it must be, for without action we are con-
firmed as the serfs of big business.”” This is the sheerest
kind of nonsense. In this instance the Supreme Court
stands for sound economics and American liberty. The
bigness of big business is a negligible factor. The aboli-
tion of monopoly is all that is demanded, but The Nation
is not willing to take this step. It prefers to fight the
Supreme Court decision when such decision is a victory
for the principles of American liberty which we have
cherished for 150 years and to which The Nation now
and then has contributed some lip service.

EMEMBER now that in all of this Mr. Oswald

Garrison Villard proposes no reform in the process
by which we are (to quote) ‘““handed over to the mercies
of a business and fundamental plutocracy.” Did indeed
the Supreme Court decision do this to us? If so it is
really imperative that something be done about it. Why
these strictures against the Constitution and the Supreme
Court and not against the powers to which we are now
“handed over, bound hand and foot?”” Will this kind
of dreary nonsense find disciples? Is the answer that if
Henry Ford’s plant is now too big it should be made
smaller, and by federal enactment? That big farms
be split up into smaller farms? If the objection is to
big business may we not ask, ‘“How big?” Nothing here
about monopoly that operates against both big and little
businesses. Nothing against federal meddling and taxes
that choke little businesses as well as big. Nothing to
show that the earth is closed against industry, that men
are denied a place to work, that capital and labor, big
and little businesses, are crushed by the exactions of
land monopoly.

T seems to be the opinion of The Nation that everybody
not opposed to the Supreme Court decision is com-
mitted to the status quo. If to reject the status quo
means the acceptance of “ production for use rather than

profit,” which is a fundamental tenet in The Naiion's |4
Socialism—we are indeed committed to the rejecticn of
all such nonsense. For is not all production for use,
and is not profit the incentive and the real wages of
production?

N making his fight against the Supreme Cowt, if

President Roosevelt should deem this essentia for
his reelection, he will have with him the forces of organized
labor. There is little hope here for any real effort t) ge
at the root of the matter. We shall hear nothirg o
fundamental economics, of course. These will be care
fully kept in the background. The leaders of the /\. E
of L. are for the most part politicians who will striw
only to retain their power. The fight is none of| our
though we may well remind both principals to the con
troversy that wages and hours of labor are not some
thing in the power of any tribunal to regulate. 'Fhe
will learn this some day when they cease their shiado
boxing. They will no longer serve as pawns in the game
whether played by politicians of the stamp of Hoover o
Roosevelt.

HE condition of the tenants of the State of Georgi

once called, because of its greater enterprise, ‘‘Th
Yankee land of the South,” is described as deplorable
The State can no longer be singled out from portions o
the less progressive South. At least this is true of a par
of Georgia. The landlords have seen to it that the lan
which yields abundance, which despite the fact that if th
farmer can get a piece of land to work he can live com
fortably all his life, the opportunity is closed agains
him.

ERE is such an obvious lesson that it seems i

possible it can be ignored much longer. Th
impudence of a certain section of Georgia landlo
passes all comprehension. One is reported to have  sai
“If a tenant makes a living he ought to be satisfie] i
stead of trying to make more. When they come an
tell me they are not making enough I tell them to get o
my land and stay off.” No wonder Erskine Caldwell
who has contributed a series of papers to the New ¥Yor
Evening Post, says: ‘‘The landowner-tenant system wi
have to go. No act of its own is motivated by any desir
save that of profit at the expense of the physical, mor
and economic welfare of the workers.”” This is the con
dition that is transforming the Yankee Land of the Sout
into a veritable hell on earth for Whites and Blacks wh
are of the disinherited landless.

T last we have found an appropriate name for thi
men in control of affairs at Washington. There i
a type of antelope at the Central Park Zoo called aoudad
which race around in circles. Recently when the eclips
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of the moon occured they accentuated their speed along
a circular course, though the aoudads are likely to run
Sfaround in circles with no excuse whatever. The same
is true of the Washington species. No eclipse of the
oon or sun frightens them really; the eclipse of industry
only sets them to work with pen and paper figuring how
fif they had been in charge of the matter there would have
slbeen no eclipse.

ONTESTANTS for the Big Award are pressing one
‘ another very closely now. The reader will ask,
“What award?”’ It is the award that awaits the one
ho suggests the most original remedy for poverty and
iddepressions. Out first choice is Roger Babson. Most
#of us will remember the remedy suggested by Dean
wift for Ireland's troubles, which was the killing of all
ew born babies. The ‘gloomy Dean' was not as
serious as Mr. Babson appears to be, nor as thorough.
ABut let the Sage of Babson Park speak for himself: He
fsays, advocating birth control for families on relief: ““The
ery fact that a family is on relief shows that too many
bf that group exist. (sic). Hence I would use every
decent means of reducing the number until the group
o longer needed relief. That is just ordinary com-
on sense.’” Then he adds with a self-satisfied air:
$'The whole question of relieving unemployment is so
imple that I cannot understand why any one will per-
mit religious or other prejudices to block the situation.”

HE whole question may be simple indeed but Mr.

Babson has not come within miles of solving it.
e further elaborates his plan, which includes the'‘drafting
workers info irfdustry on the same principles that men
vere drafted out of industry during the World War.
very employer should add to his payroll one or more
sersons from each family in distress, and should not be
llowed to discharge any on the payroll without the con-
ent of some impartial board like the draft boards.”

¥ T is significant of current confusion that suggestions
L |ike the above receive attention in the public prints.
Ir. Babson evidently thinks that there are such persons
s “employers of labor” who pay wages regardless of
e demand for the product. How glad they would be
o be able to take on one or more employees! Mr. Bab-
i®on has been an unsparing critic of the New Deal but
Me is even more at sea than the supporters of that strange
olicy. We think Mr. Babson qualifies for the Big Award.
We cannot imagine any profounder nonsense.

R. WALTER LIPPMAN is little better in his
reasoning than. Roger Babson, though he is more
nave and a little less ignorant. In one of his articles
the Herald-Tribune he says, speaking of the planning
ogramme: ‘There are of course many who think
hat artificial measures are never warranted. They may

be right, though I think that our situation in 1933 called
for them. But in public affairs, as in medicine, the re-
sort to artificial stimulants, even when it is necessary,
is dangerous and habit-forming. The good doctor and
the good statesman are those who know how big a dose
of stimulants is necessary, and, above all, when to stop
giving them.”

EASONING by analogy is always dangerous and

especially so in this illustration. The economic
man does not need stimulants but a restoration of the
natural functioning. Ewvery good physician minister-
ing to his patient considers this first. The economic
man is bound hand and foot with tariffs, taxes and
monopolistic exactions. His normal functions are in-
terfered with. He is a mighty poor physician who in
such a crisis recommends stimulants rather than freeing
the patient who is being choked to death. Why not
try the experiment of unbinding him?

E think Mr. Lippman has a vague consciousness

of this. We instance, “They may be right,” fol-
lowed by the phrase, ‘“even when necessary.” This is a
deliberate begging of the question for if those opposing
artificial stimulants “may be right” the necessity van-
ishes along with the rest of the argument. That is a
kind of careless writing which is habitual with Mr. Lippman
and does much to destroy our faith in the soundness of
his reasoning.

N the Atlantic for August is an article by Abraham

Flexner on Private Fortunes and the Public Future,
in which is given a list of the most notable benefactions
in the establishment of hospitals, colleges, etc. Were
we inclined to be captious we might question the title
“Private Fortunes,' since all fortunes are private. There
is only one public fortune, the economic rent of land—
all other fortunes are private. Mr. Flexner seems to
think that there is need of some agency or power “to
check greed or folly.” We may remind Mr. Flexner of
Herbert Spencer's statement that the only result of laws
designed to protect fools against the consequences of
their folly has been to fill the world with fools. But a
far more important consideration is that the great for-
tunes out of which these benefactions have come are
for the most part the accumulated loot of privilege and
monopoly, and, to an overwhelming extent, the privilege
of land monopoly. Had these enormous fortunes been
allowed to remain in the hands of the people where they
belong, communities would have built more magnificent
hospitals and more extensive colleges than any we see
today as the result of private benefactions. Mr. Flexner
has a few flings at the laissez faire doctrine, which seems
to be the habit just now of those who do not under-
stand what it is all about. ’
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OW plausible seem these attacks on the laissez faire

principle which Mr. Flexner tells us is “forever
closed.” Yet when was it open? Free competition
against which superficial writers fulminate, has never
existed in the world. Monopoly of the natural resources
has everywhere interfered with the normal law of com-
petition, and thus against the law of cooperation, which
is its complement and not its opposite. With govern-
ment monopolies everywhere, how idle it is to attribute
the ills of society to the exactly opposite policy!

ND speaking of ‘“private fortunes” reminds us of

the “share the wealth” slogan heard so frequently
nowadays. But whose wealth? Granted that what is
needed is a more equitable distribution, is there no ethical
discrimination to be observed? Are we to ignore the
origin of these fortunes which we propose so lightly to
share among us? What right have we to them—how
much greater right than the present possessors?

ICK TURPIN had a political economy like that.

It made him quite popular for a time, but looking
at him in retrospect his code of morals does notseem
quite so inviting? Of course, his practices included one
of the cardinal principles of Mr. Lippman and other
thinkers when discussing taxation without any considera-
tion at all of “the benefits received” theory. Of course,
too, there are times when Dick Turpin’s somewhat repre-
hensible conduct seems lily-white when compared to the
practices of governments. Turpin seems a somewhat
gallant figure when compared with the sneaking practices
of our official representatives and their greedy snarls.
“Share the wealth,'” indeed! That has been the cry of
every highwayman and brigand from Robin Hood to
Dillinger.

T is impossible to imagine a greater robber than the

government itself. It has “shared the wealth” with
a vengeance. Every purchaser of a twenty cent article
in many states is robbed of a part of his purchase. Even
the mother who buys milk for her babes is robbed in New
Jersey, so that the receiver of economic rent (the only
public wealth) may escape his contribution to the cost
of government which itself creates these values. Dick
Turpin would not have done that!

HE great robbery of which these lesser robberies are

but the sequels and consequences is the robbery of
the earth. Against this robbery the great minds of all
the ages have protested, Moses, Gregory the Great, Tom
Paine, Carlyle, Rousseau, Tolstoy, Henry George and
many others. Only the last offered a definite solution.
But the robbery continues.
open only on the terms of the lords of the earth, unem-

With the earth closed, or_

ployment, poverty and misery result. They are tie e
results of the system which denies man a place to wor
Not only is this a challenge to labor, it is equally ;1 chs
lenge to capital. It is time that capital and labor ‘wo
These stupid, snarling cries of “share the wealth"|sho
be a warning to capital, to the possessors of wealth, a
to labor. The remedy is theirs if they will but tike
To the wealthy, the conservation of their fortun:u-s, t
security of their possessions; to labor, the freed)m
work—these call for the application of the only fem
that is safe, sane and easily brought about. ' Pub
wealth for public purposes, private wealth as the sac
property of those who create it. And all this to
eflected by the mere shifting of the tax burden. Is
not worth trying? "

“What Are We Going
to Do About [t?

HEN the complete panorama of human just

reveals itself to the student of ‘‘Progress a
Poverty,” he asks with an impetuosity born of knowled
and conviction:

““What are we going to do about it?"

That question has confronted every teacher of Hen
George. It is a question which bespeaks not only
understanding of the fundamental economics on whi
the proposal to socialize ground rent is based, but a
an earnest desire to see this reform enacted into law
that involuntary poverty, that scourge of humani
shall be abolishcd from this earth. The riddle of ¢
Sphinx has been solved. Why wait?

In attempting to answer that question every teach
reaches back into memory for a satisfying reply.
thinks of the time when he, too, having closed the gre
book with that ecstatic feeling that comes to one to wh
a great truth has been revealed, asked the same qu
tion. He recalls the many plans and campaigns, t
speeches made, the pamphlets written and distribut
the congresses held and the resolutions passed—:zave
thing that has been done “‘about it’’ since the time
Henry George. He finds no adequate answer, beca
he knows that every plan attempted has fallen far sh
of the goal. He realizes that this failure to advance
cause so grounded in reason and justice has not been d
to any fallacy in its logic, nor yet to lack of ability
self-sacrifice on the part of many who have devoted th
lives to it. The reason that the Single Tax reform h
not advanced must be due to lack of public demaid f
it, which in turn must be ascribed to lack of pub
knowledge of it.

The late Oscar Geiger, founder of the Henry Geor:
School of Social Science, realized that widespread edu
tion must be a prerequisite for any successful attem
to enact Single Tax legislation. He arrived at this c
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eplusion only after many years of active work in various
wifingle Tax endeavors He was the kind of devotee who
idgever failed to lend a helping hand in any effort to advance
wre cause. Yet, some years before he passed on he
balized that this sporadic expounding of Henry George's
hilosophy could only arouse interest in a few listeners,
nd that complete conviction could come only with
orough knowledge. And he further realized that the
ort-cuts of political action in which he had taken so
tive a part did not succeed because there had not
feen a sufficient background of education.

WE MUST EDUCATE

But why, it may be asked, is education so necessary
b this movement? Many reform movements have been
tempted, and some successfully brought about, with
ere propaganda—speeches and literature The Abo-
tionists of the middle of last century, and the Prohi-
itionists at the beginning of this one, both saw their
oposals put into law without any educational campaign,
epending entirely upon propaganda literature and
dAktensive speech-making. The reason for this is that
ldpey had nothing to teach. Their reforms were based
tirely upon sentiment. It is a far cry from ‘‘Uncle
om’s Cabin' to ‘““Progress and Poverty.” And then
emagoguery has a quicker appeal than reason.
4 Why, then, cannot the Single Tax be advocated in the
tfame way? Surely, we can appeal to the hearts of men
ith our proposal to abolish poverty, with all the social
aladjustments that arise from it. The very beauty
“Progress and Poverty” is in its ethical approach to
onomics. The desire to destroy the cruel system of
ndlordism that is gnawing at the vitals of civilization
a human impulse, not confined to the erudite. And
D on.
- Quite true. But it so happens that in order for us to
fach the hearts of men we must dislodge fron their
inds certain erroneous conceptions which have been ac-
ipted as true and necessary for many centuries. The in-
juity of landlordism is apparent only to those who have
e idea of the function of economic rent. The populace
oks upon landlordism not as a necessary evil, but as a
eneficial system. A tax on land values is to the average
tizen no different in effect from a tax on labor products;
id the farmer, even the tenant farmer, is quite sure we
ngle Taxers (if he has ever heard of us) want to ‘' take
s land away from him.” When we speak of wealth as
e thing, and of land, money and bonds as another
ling, we are running contrary not only to what seems
Wvious to the man in the street, but also to what he has
een taught to believe since the beginning of time. Nay,
e are speaking a language that is foreign even to the
udent of ‘‘economics’ in our universities. To him
r differentiation between land and capital is as un-
und as it is bewildering.
Our problem is, therefore, primarily educational. It

would be foolhardy to venture an opinion as to just how
the Single Tax will be written into our statute books.
That eventually we must enter the political arena with
our proposal is quite evident; for we ask for a change in
our fiscal laws, and that can only be brought about by
a counting of ballots. Whether we shall gain our end by
separate party action, or through referenda or initiative
petitions, it is almost useless to speculate. What the
precedent political conditions will be is also speculative.
Some there are who claim that a social upheaval, even
communism, will precede the Single Tax, and it is plausible
to assume that a land value tax will be part of a general
reform movement which will include many things foreign
and antagonistic to our philosophy. In any event, it is
certain that no matter what form of political action we
engage in, or what political situation arises that will
make possible the enactment of land value taxation, the
extent of our influence or success will depend on the
number of citizens who are thoroughly familiar with the
philosophy of Henry George. Even if through some
subterfuge or freakish political situation we should be
able to have the Single Tax written into the fundamental
law of a political subdivision of the country it is ques-
tionable whether the result would be desirable; for, with-
out the intelligent vigilance of a reasonable number of
informed citizens, the landlords could make such a law
appear ineffective and even harmful, so that our reform
would seem to be a *failure,”” would be discredited, and
would be retarded for many years, perhaps centuries.
The price of liberty is intelligent, no less than eternal, -
vigilance.

But, though only through widespread education can
we hope to inaugurate and maintain our reform, it must
not be assumed that our problem is to teach ‘‘Progress
and Poverty'' to fifty-one per cent of the people. That
would be an impossible task. It is a fact that an or-
ganized minority that knows what it wants can dominate
a large crowd; but the minority must be of sufficient
size to make its voice heard. Neither the Abolitionists
nor the Prohibitionists ever approached the proportions
of a majority in their successful campaigns. Just how
many Single Taxers we should have to assure permanent
success is very difficult to say. It has been estimated
that one hundred thousand is the number we need in
this country. This is not an insuperable goal. In a
comparatively few years, the concerted efforts of all those
who now believe in our philosophy can achieve this
result.

THE PLAN

The plan evolved by the trustees of the Henry George
School of Social Science is as follows: To organize as
quickly as possible One Thousand Classes in ‘“‘Progress
and Poverty’' in various parts of the country, wherever
teachers can be located. Experience has shown that
between ten to twenty students make an ideal class.
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The course is completed in ten weeks. Therefore, allow-
ing for unforseen delays and vocation periods, each
teacher can complete three classes in a year, accounting
for approximately forty graduates. Thus, forty thou-
sand will have been added to our number in one year.
It must be born in mind, however, that the increasing
momentum of this campaign is a factor that makes any
estimate of numbers impractical. Every graduate be-
comes a potential teacher, or at any rate a solicitor of
students. Every class in a larger community becomes
the nucleus for a full-time school. Among our students
are many who come in contact with large groups in their
daily work—such as school teachers, labor leaders, social
workers, newspaper men. In proportion as we have
more of this type of student the greater will be the accelera-
tion of our campaign. Nor must it be forgotten that
numbers attract attention, and that activity arrests
public notice; as we progress in our educational work
the public press, even where is it antagonistic, will aid
in filling up our class rooms.

When a well-conceived and fundamentally sound plan
is determined upon it is futile to attempt to foresee every
eventuality and to outline every detail of procedure in
advance. It is quite possible that educational avenues
other than the class method will be available, such as the
radio, correspondence courses, and the use of newspaper
and magazine space. This will be dependent upon our
financial resources, which, of course, will be enhanced
with the increase in our numbers. Nor must we over-
look the possibility of our own classes being augmented
by classes in established educational institutions, for
not only will our own teacher students carry the message
of economic justice to their schools, but the increase in
our numbers will compel the professional teachers of
economics to at least explain Henry George’s theory in
their class rooms. Nay, the very problem of increasing
poverty, the inadequacy of the nostrums that are being
offered, the clamor for a real cure will force public interest
to our fundamental reform as the increasing number of
our graduates call attention to it. It is inevitable, also,
that the impatience of Single Taxers with the slow and
steady progress of education will result in attempting
political action; while such action cannot possibly be suc-
cessful at this time, or even in the immediate future, it
cannot but be helpful to the school movement bcause of
the very publicity which political action always attracts.

So, as we embark on this great educational venture,
we cannot foresee what storms we shall encounter or what
favorable winds will help us on our course. We know
that our bark has a sound keel and that it will get us to
our port if only we are steadfast in our purpose. Anchors
aweigh. Let’s go.

WHAT “I” MUST DO
For the individual who, having absorbed the full truth

of “Progress and Poverty,” asks himself, “What am I - Patrick Dove's “Theory of Human Progression,” an

going to do about it?"" The answer must be foun
primarily in his own resources, his abilities and his li nita:
tions, his spiritual make-up. Genius should not, ca inot
be harnessed. Men of strength and vision ‘make  thei
own plans. But, it is not amiss to suggest to every g-adu
ate some thoughts on how he can cooperate witl th
general campaign of the school, as well as some avenu
of individual expression which will advance the caus
First, and foremost, every believer in the philosoph
of Henry George should appoint himself a committ:ze o
one to see that his school or class is never lackirg i
students. No matter what kind of propaganda woik h
engages in, the thought uppermost in his mind should
to persuade everyone he comes in contact with to stud
““Progress and Poverty,”” No Single Taxer is true t
his principles who does not enroll at least five studen
a year. With that first item in our credo faithfullv a
hered to the educational campaign cannot possibly [ail.
Secondly, he should try to increase the numbaor
classes in his community. Small classes are most offe
tive because they encourage discussion. Therefor
when a class numbers more than twenty, possibly fiftee
is a better number, a new class should be formed. An
in larger cities, where the inconvenience of travel is
consideration, it is desirable to organize classes in vario
parts of the town. Sometimes it is possible to persua
a group of friends to attend a class in some home, whi
it might be impossible to have them travel downtown
a classroom. Business and professional people can
induced to join a class of their own, meeting in a co
venient office, while the thought of attending a school
their ages may seem puerile. Groups of serious mind
women, their appetites for social gatherings somewh
jaded by the vacuity of their previous endeavors, can
appealed to on the ground of personal enlightment an
greater public service. Men's clubs and church grou
offer opportunity for classes. Nor should we overloo
adult educational schools, vocational schools, busine
colleges, giving them an opportunity to widen their .f;co
by offering their students a course in fundamental ec
nomics. :
Thirdly, every student of the Single Tax should pr
pare himself to teach. As the number of classes increas
the demand for teachers will be a strain on our force
It is of prime importance, therefore, that every followe
of Henry George consider himself a possible teacher an
be prepared to be called or to call himself into servi
While it is true that many effective teachers have bee
men whose only acquaintance with our philosophy h
been gained from a thorough understanding of ““Projres
and Poverty,” it is always helpful if the teacher, ha
studied all of George's books, especially the *Scien
of Political Economy’ and ‘‘Protection or Free Trade.’
Such books as Professor Geiger’s “Philosophy of Hzn
George,” Louis F. Post’s ‘““Prophet of San Francisco,’
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others, all help to broaden the teacher’s knowledge and
thus enable him to bring to the class an erudition that is
impressive, and a mental experience that enables him to
cope with class-room questions. But, such wider study
is only helpful, not necessary. Perhaps an ability to
interpret political and economic affairs of the day in the
light of Henry George's philosophy is more important,
for the average class-room question is based on current
events. The Henry George School of Social Science
publishes a ““Teachers’ Manual,” with questions, an-
swers, and suggestions on how to conduct classes, that is
an invaluable pedagogical help to every teacher. For
purposes of uniformity the trustees of the Henry George
School of Social Science require authorized teachers to
use this manual as a guide.

Thus, the answer to “What am I going to do about
it" is quite definite. First, get students; second, organize
classes; third, be a teacher. If every follower of Henry
George will follow this personal programme faithfully
the success of the educational campaign is assured. And
upon the success of this campaign depends the success
of any political endeavor that the movement may eventu-
ally decide to engage in.

WHAT “I” MIGHT DO

To those who feel inclined to enlarge upon their personal
activities, there is ever so much work that can be done.
For the orator these are unbounded opportunities. In
these days of stress, when the minds of men, oppressed
by the ever-increasing problems of poverty, bewildered
by the confusion of illogical nostrums that are offered
for their solution, and faith in long-established concepts
of government shaken by innovations which run contrary
to reason, are open to any proposal which might appear
to be more in harmony with logic and experience, the
orator who can effectively demonstrate a natural order in
our politico—economic life would indeed be given a hear-
ing. There are ever so many audiences that are prepared
to listen.

And while we are on this topic of platform-teaching
of the Single Tax, there is a thought that should be con-
sidered by the organized groups in our movement.
Speakers’ bureaus should be established in every city
for the purpose of conducting regular campaigns for
securing opportunities to speak. It is easier for a secre-
tary to “sell”’ the services of the orator than for the latter
to solicit engagements for himself.

For those who are literarily inclined, for the research
student, for those who can wield the pen effectively,
there are limitless opportunities. Such work must per-
force be purely personal in character; no organization
can foster creative thinking.

The Single Tax movie scenario has not yet been written.
Nor the novel that shall popularize the land question
as “Uncle Tom’s Cabin’ popularized the slavery ques-
tion. We need editorial writers who will apply the acid

*for somebody else.

test of Natural Law to the news events of the day. No
one has yet written a book showing how landlordism
and its corollary, restrictive tariffs, caused that crazy
conflagration, “The World War.” History needs to be
re-written in the light of Henry George's philosophy.

In the field of economics we need a comparative study
of all the schools, demonstrating their fallacies as well as
their conflicting ideas, so as to further enhance the
grandeur, simplicity and cogency of the system taught
by Henry George. We need graphic charts, based upon
factual findings, to determine the irrefutable deductions
of Henry George. For instance, a chart showing how
wages and interest rise as rent falls, and vice versa. Or, a
chart showing the relation between the volume of charity
dispensed in the city of New York and the rise in land
value. The ratio of bankruptcies to increased land values,
in number and in dollar volume; the increase of farm ten-
antry; the concentration of mineral land ownership and
the consequent rise of monopolies; a comparison of land
values and mortgages; land booms that preceded panics;
one could go on almost indefinitely naming subject matter
to which the research student could well apply himself in
the effort to prove factually and by charts the effect of
private land ownership on economic and social phenomena.

The legalistic and political aspects of land ownership
open a wide field for the lawyer-authors in our movement.
We really should have definite knowledge of the legal
hurdles it will some day be necessary to overcome so that
land valuation laws may stand the test of court action.
The legal history of private land ownership would make
interesting and intelligent material.

It is not necessary to speculate further into the fields of
inquiry for subjects on which the student and the literary-
minded could engage with profit. Enough has been in-
dicated to show the vastness of the intellectual mine in
which these minds can explore for more than one answer
to the question, ‘““What am I going to do about it."”

IT'S UP TO YOU

The task is yours. It is not a question of ‘'what are we
going to do about it?"’ but ‘“what am I going to do about
it?”’ The problem is an individual one, and its solution is
directly dependent upon, and in exact ratio to, the effort
and ability of every one who has acquired a knowledge
of Henry George to spread this knowledge. Do not wait
Do not waste time in praying for a
leader. ‘‘Progress and Poverty' is your guide, Henry
Henry George is your inspiration, and you are the disciple
on whom the mantle has fallen. Go forth into the high-
ways and the by-ways and teach the gospel of economic
liberty.—FRANK CHODOROV.

O accomodate the report of the Congress and other
matter which should find place, this issuc comprises
forty pages instead of the usual thirty-two.
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The Single Tax*

By HENRY GEORGE

HE Single Tax is NOT a tax on land. It is a tax on

land value—on that value which attaches to land
irrespective of improvements in or on it; that value which
remained in the land of Johnstown after every improve-
ment had been hurled into awful heaps of debris; that
value left in the business part of Lynn lately swept by
fire; that value which remains in a centrally located city
lot after the building on it has become of so little value
that it is bought only to be torn down.

It may be said: ‘“What is the use of making this
distinction? You would not speak of taxing house values
or ship values; but of taxing houses or ships. In the
United States when we speak of taxing land we mean
taxing it according to value. We do tax some things
specifically, but land we usually tax by value.” This is
true. And it is worth noting., For it shows that in-
stead of being a new tax, which would require a tre-
mendous new taxing machine and a fundamental change
in our government, the Single Tax is really a tax we now
collect in the tax on real estate. All that is new in it
is the SINGLE. The tax itself we already have. To
make it the SINGLE tax we have only to abolish other
taxes.

But as to the necessity for the distinction. There is
a difference between taxing land and taxing land values
that does not exist between taxing such things as ships
and houses and taxing their values—a difference that,
although of no importance in ordinary thought or speech,
becomes all-important when we come to reason on the
effects of taxation. A tax on house or ship values would
fall on all houses or ships—or at least on all that have
not been abandoned and are yet in use. But a tax on
land values would not fall on all land, nor yet on all land
in use, for value does not attach to all land, nor to all
land in use.

A tax on land—that is to say, a specific tax on all land
—WOULD become a condition to, and a restriction on,
the use of land; WOULD hamper the use of the natural
factor of production; WOULD fall on farmers; WOULD
become a tax on labor; and WOULD increase prices by
increasing the cost of production. These are valid ob-
jections to a tax on land. It is a tax on what in the
terminology of political economy is styled rent—that
value, namely, which, irrespective of the value of im-
provements, attaches to SOME land with the growth
of population and social development; that premium
which the user as user must pay to the owner as owner,

*Note:—This article, written by Henry George, and published
in The Century, July, 1890, in answer to the attack, written by Edward
Atkinson, entitled *A Single Tax on Land™ in the same issue of the
magazine, is here reproduced and slightly abridged by Anna George
de Mille.

‘- this would discourage speculation and make it easier

either in one payment (purchase money) or in annual
payments (rent), for permission to use land of superior
excellence.

The Single Tax, therefore, could NOT fall on all land.
It could fall only on valuable land, or land of supei ior
excellence. Hence it could not restrict productlon or
lessen the use of land, or diminish the earnmgs of la yor
or capital. It could only take the premium which "the
user as user must pay to the owner as owner; and si ice

to get land for use, it would tend to increase production
and to increase the earnings of labor and capital.

In point of exchangeable power, or as items in the
wealth of individuals, there is no difference between a
given value of land and a like value of grain, metals,
cattle, clothing, machinery, tools, or ships; but observa-
tion will show wide differences in their nature, their
genesis, their laws, and their relations. As an example
of the valuable things whose common character is that
they are produced by labor, and which in political econo-
my are alone properly classed as wealth, let us take a
thing of the kind that in common thought and legal
terminology comes closest to land—a building.

Here is a building which, 1rrespect1ve of the land it
stands on, is worth $5,000; and here is a piece of ]dnd
which, without any improvement in or on it, is also
worth $5,000. These values are equivalent, represent-
ing to the owner equal powers of obtaining other things
in exchange., But—

The value of the building attached to it originally,
from the moment it came into existence. The land had
no original value. There is no building in the United
States that did not have a value when first erected. But,
though the land has existed for geologic ages, there is
no land in the United States that has had any value for
more than a few hundred years; while there is much land
now valuable that has only had a value for a few years,
or even for a few months.

The value of a building lessens with time, since with
time buildings decay. And in growing and improving
communities improvements that cheapen the cost of
building, and changes in the kinds of buildings demand.d,
also tend to lessen the value of existing buildings. Eut
land is not subject to decay or change of fashion. Nor
can decrease in the cost of production lessen its value,
for land is not produced by man, but was here before
he came. So far from diminishing with time, the value
of land in growmg and improving communities terds
steadily to increase. In all our growing cities there is
no building that is worth as much as it was a year ajo
but land as a rule is worth more.

In the case of the building, what determines Value is
the cost of producing such a building. In the case of
land, it is its relative advantage for use over other laruj——
the final element in which is its location in respect to
population. The value of the building has thus indi-
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idual exertion as its basis. It represents the present
alue of labor embodied in the building. The value of
and, on the other hand, has social growth as its basis.
t does not represent the value of any individual exertion,
ut the present value of an appropriation—for the owner-
hip of land cannot be obtained by producing, but only
y appropriating what already exists. The labor of the
ndividual exerted on land may produce value, but it
ill be a value inhering in the product or improvement
he labor makes, not in the land itself. That value comes
nly by growth of population and social advance. A
n may work or spend on land to any amount; but no
atter how wvaluable his improvements, the land itself
cquires no value except as the community around it
rows and improves, or access to larger populations is
pened. He may do nothing at all, and, as social growth
nd improvement go on, the value of his land will increase.
e may be an absentee, an infant, an imbecile—social
rowth will still add value to his land.

Thus in taxing buildings or other products of labor
we take from the individual what individual exertion
roduced, thus impairing the natural reward of exer-
ion, and checking the springs of general wealth. But
n taxing land values we take from the individual what
s brought by social growth; we simply apply to the use
the community what non-producers would otherwise
ppropriate. In no wise do we lessen the rewards of
xertion or check the springs of general wealth. On the
ontrary, in applying to public use the power of drawing
n the general wealth which pertains to the ownership
f land we discourage ownership without use, and thus
revent natural opportunities for production from being
vithheld from use.

Here it may be asked, as the Socialists ask, ‘‘Why
ould not the whole results of production be left to those
who take part in production?” 3
The sufficient answer is, that there is no possible way
f leaving to labor and capital that part of the product
hat constitutes economic rent. This setting aside, as
t were, of a certain portion of the results of production
hich MAY be taken by the community, but otherwise
ILL be taken by non-producers, is a result of advance
n civilization. It arises from the necessity, which comes
ith the higher uses of land, of giving individual pos-
ession, and from differences in the capabilities of land.
Even where the owner and the user of land are the same
person, economic rent exists. Where the demand for
heat causes the cultivation of land that with a certain
pplication of labor and capital will yield fourteen bushels
n acre, the owning farmer whose land, otherwise equal,
ill yield to the same application twenty bushels will
have an advantage—not as a cultivator, but as a land-
wner. The power of getting six bushels more with the
ame exertion will inhere not in his labor nor in his capital,
but in his land. He may cease to take any part in pro-
duction and still get the equivalent of the six bushels

P —

by renting the land; or if he does not choose to rent, or
is prohibited from doing so, he can get from the user
who takes his place an equivalent sum or obligation.
So, if a site in the center of a city will enable a store-
keeper to get a larger net profit than will one on the out-
skirts, a separable advantage will attach to this site,
which he who has the right of use can rent or sell.

These advantages attach to land; they cannot go to
labor or capital. Where they go to a laborer or a capi-
talist, they go to him not as laborer or capitalist, but as
land-owner or possessor and give him an advantage above
what his labor and capital can give. The whole product
can go to labor—or to labor and capital, if they both
engage in production—only where social development
is so rude that no special advantage attaches to one
location over another, and the land is treated as a com-
mon. In civilized societies, where there are great and
increasing differences in the advantages of location, it
is only on the poorest land in use that labor and capital
can retain the full results of production. Any location
where land has superior capability must command a
premium which labor and capital must pay. This
premium may be taken in taxation on land values for
the use of the community, as we Single Tax men propose;
or it may be left to land-owners, as for the most part it
is now left. But it cannot go to labor and capital. There
is no way of leaving it to them.

Let me illustrate: In newspaper offices where union
rules prevail the price of composition is based on the
average work, and steps are taken to secure to every
workman his fair chance of ‘“fat’” and “lean.” But it
is sometimes desirable to permit special men to set par-
ticular kinds of “fat matter.”” In such cases those who
set this matter pay a premium to the others by way of
equalization. To abolish these premiums, and to allow
the men who set the “fat” to retain the full amount of
their bills, would not be to give them the wages of their
labor, but to give them the advantages of monopoly.
To put the theory of the Single Tax in terms every printer
will understand, it is to take ‘‘department premiums”’
for the use of the ‘“chapel.”

Labor, capital, and land are the three factors of pro-
duction, the first two being different forms of the human
factor, the last being the natural factor. Labor and
capital must have a reward for their exertion or they
cannot continue to exert themselves, or, indeed, to exist.
But Nature claims no reward. Land is her free gift to
man, her gratuitous service. The primary division of
the product is therefore between these two, or into wages
and interest. And this (monopoly eliminated} con-
tinues to be the division on what in political economy is
styled the margin of production, or the poorest langl in
use—land on which labor and capital can produce only
their ordinary returns. But where labor and capital
are willing to work on land of a certain quality—or,
what is the same thing, can from their product on it



150 LAND AND FREEDOM

obtain the ordinary rate of wages and interest—then
that law of competition that tends to bring wages and
interest to a common level will enable the owner of land
of superior quality to claim the excess which the exer-
tion of labor and capital will yield on that, over what
they could obtain on the poorer land. And as the earn-
ings of labor and capital must always be fixed by what
they can obtain on the poorest land worked, while the
growth and development of society tends to bring out
higher and higher capabilities in particular lands, the
portion of the results of production that land-owners can
claim tends constantly to increase with the advance of
civilization. :

It is this part of the increment of wealth—the part
called by John Stuart Mill the “unearned increment,”
because it now goes to, non-producers—that we propose
by the Single Tax to take for public needs in place of the
taxes now levied on industry, enterprise, and thrift.

Is not this clearly the wise and just way of raising
public revenues?

(To be Continued)

Action!

T seems unthinkable that any Henry-Georgian should object

to organization and action. Suppose mistakes are made. They
are inevitable, but in spite of our mistakes the right implement can
only be found by trying and will be found at last, and the cause will
triumph sooner than from a course in inactivity.

Are we to be raised to the seventh heaven every time we read a
Georgist paper or book and then do nothing about it! It would
seem that we have wasted enough steam in that way to have got
somewhere long ago. But we are all playing the part of lone scouts
with none of the enthusiasm of camaraderie. The exhilaration of
belonging to a great national body would be of untold value to the
cause.

The appeal from the Land League in your last issue came as a sur-
prise to the writer who had not heard of its existence. The long name
of American Association for Scientific Taxation seems unnecessary
and misleading. Why not simply The American Land League!

The appeal contained two very valuable proposals—first that no
dues or obligations except political cooperation be imposed and
second that we depend on systematic petitioning of legislatures. A
volume of petitions rolling up every year in every State would put
our cause squarely before the American people.

Lewis H. CLARE, Sodus, N. Y.

A Funny World

E worry about the morale of the workingman who has to go
on relief, because we know that he himself worries. Any
decent man prefers to earn the money he spends, and feels himself
degraded if he has to take without giving something in exchange.
But nobody worries about the landowner who takes in a big income
without earning it. Least of all does he himself worry, about his
morale or anything else, even though he is taking without giving
anything in exchange.
It’s a funny world!—GrAcE IsaBeL CoLBRON.

The Keynote
Convention Speech, 1940

By HON. B. A. PARTYMAN

A Story of Tax Relief for Land
and of New Deal Prosperity

By HARRY GUNNISON BROWN

Author of “The Economic Basis of Tax Reform '

Mr. Chairman; Fellow Delegates to this Great (Con-
vention: ‘

S we meet here to deliberate on the selection of a

leader in the campaign which lies before us, and on
the formulation of a programme to be carried out during
the next four years, it is eminently fitting that we pause’
a little while and pass a backward glance at the accom-
plishments and progress of all the states and of the n:tion
during the years, since 1932, that our party has guided
the destinies of America. There is a unity in the legisla-
tion of the states and of the national government durin
this period, which can be explained only by the fact tha
the great party which we represent has puided an
directed both.

It sometimes happens that fundamental principle
of wide application, which only an insignificant fractio
of the people have previously understood, seem to burs
suddenly on the popular mind and come to their ful
flowering in policy during a comparatively few years
Then there ensues a period of material and cultura
development which succeeding generations look bac
upon as a golden age of human progress.

The great twin principles, that high land values ar
the foundation of prosperity and that taxes on lan
should be reduced in order to make land values high
have long been understood by the intelligent and sub
stantial few. But it was not until seven or eight yea
ago, when our great party was waging its successfu
struggle for control of the national and state govern
ments and during the opening months of the new adn inis
tration, that these two fundamental principles bega
really to permeate the understanding of the great multi
tude. During these critical and significant months
however, it became increasingly clear to an ever increas
ing proportion of the citizenry that tax relief for lan
was the one fundamental reform for which all really go
citizens, and certainly all landowning citizens, ought t
work. For, clearly, the more that was paid in rent to land
owners by the remainder of the people for permissio
to live and to work on the earth in any locations havin
community-produced situation advantages, and the less o
this rent that was taken in taxation by the public, the h ghe
would be the sale value of the land. And if the land wa
worth more, then each community and the nation woul
be more prosperous.

There had been, many long years before, a strang
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ind rather obstreperous sect, sometimes called Single
Faxers, who had treated these great principles with dis-
ain and even with derision. The rents paid to land-
wners, one of these deriders had said, benefited the
:] t of the people the same way weasels in the henroost
enefit the poultry farmer. Another of the Single
faxers had got the habit of annoying prominent and
bstantial citizens who had developed their communi-
es through collecting rents, by making them listen to
story about a certain Mrs. D. Mentid whose cellar
as infested with rats which, she said, were making her
aily and hourly more prosperous. Mrs. Mentid would
ten speak rapturously of her rats. For, obviously,
1e would say, the more of her potatoes, turnips, carrots,
eeses and hams were consumed by the rats, the fatter
nd stronger and so the more valuable the rats would
e. And if the rats were fatter and stronger—and there-
bre worth more-—Mrs Mentid would be correspondingly
loreé pProsperous.

But, fortunately, the membership and the influence
this sect had latterly greatly declined, so much so that
any of the literary intelligentsia of parlor pink pro-
ivities, who write for the high-brow magazines, such
the New Republic and the Nation, said the species was
tinct, like the dinosaur and the pterodactyl and the
do, and its philosophy out of date and not worth the
tention of such intellectual leaders as themselves. It
very discreditable for an intellectual to harbor ideas
ich other intellectuals have found to be out of date.
b a large part of the intelligentsia, as well as an over-
elming majority of the entire people, were fast coming
realize that taxes on land should by no means be in-
eased, as the Single Taxers had urged, but should, on
e contrary, be greatly lowered.

So now in all of the states the people began to demand
rnestly and insistently and even clamorously that the
es on land and sites should be reduced, in order to
ave more of the annual community-produced rent of
¥nd in the possession of the owners of land, and thereby
‘Bake the land worth more and thereby make the states
d the nation more prosperous.

Not only were landowners in general—the really lead-
and substantial citizens of the nation—favorable to
e change; but especially were the owners of vacant
s in favor of it, for, as they said, they were deriving
b income from these lots while holding them out of use

yielding them nothing. Furthermore, a large
ber of the public school teachers, school superin-
ndents and other public employees realized full well
at the influential public opinion favored the reduc-
and even the abolition of taxation on the commun;:ty-
“oduced value of land, and that increased salaries could
e only from other sources, so they were heartily in
or of other sources for taxation and of the reduction
taxation on land. Parent-teacher associations joined

in the crusade to relieve land of taxes, so that they could
get more money for the schools and increase thereby the
intelligence of the citizenry on such matters as taxation.

To secure the necessary revenues to run the various
state and local governments, taxes were levied on the
salaries and wages that the people earned by their work
and on the capital they saved and constructed and the
income from it, on such luxuries of the pampered and
idle rich as moving picture entertainments, athletic con-
tests, cigarettes, soft drinks, gasoline and, in many of
the states, on all retail sales.

The result was a great tidal wave of prosperity, prov-
ing that the fears and predictions of opposition calamity-
howlers had been groundless. For these calamity-howlers
had overlooked the innate mulishness of the people and
were therefore entirely unprepared for the really stimulat-
ing effects of the new taxes. The taxes on what people
earned by their work goaded them to work harder and
more cheerfully and to do much more work, so the coun-
try became a veritable hive of industry. The taxes on
the capital they constructed and on the income from it
instigated them to save and to construct more capital,
so thrift became a national trait and the increased capital
made industry much more productive. The fact that
home owners had to pay more taxes when they improved
their homes than when they did not, a time-honored
American custom, incited them to do more improving
and to buy more lumber and paint, more trees and shrubs,
more grass seed and lawn mowers. The taxes on mov-
ing picture entertainments aroused among the poorer
people a frantic eagerness to attend the movies and thus
stimulated the building of theatres and the making of
films. The taxes on soft drinks made it so expensive
to live comfortably in the cities, and especially in the
slums, during the heat of summer, that the poorer people
were tempted to buy more second-hand cars and more
gasoline and to take their families to the seashore and to
the mountains and to various inland lakes for the summer
months. But the gasoline tax prevented this. So they
stayed in the cities and worked harder in order to be able
to pay the taxes, and therefore became thirstier, and
therefore consumed more soft drinks, as well as other
drinks, and therefore stimulated the employment of
soda-fountain clerks and the manufacture of beverages
and of bottles and glasses. Finally, the taxes on all
retail sales, by leaving, for industry and wages in all
lines of production, a smaller per cent of the consumer’s
dollar, fired the working class with a new and driving
ambition—a sort of holy zeal, or righteous rage—and thus
made them more prosperous than they had been before
the sales taxes were levied.

There was, indeed, one disrupting factor in this scene
of joyful activity. The common people in each of the
states were so enthusiastic about the substitution of the
sales taxes and other taxes levied on them, for taxes on
the community-produced situation value of land, that when-
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ever a state senator or representative who had voted for
the new taxes appeared on the street, all of the day labor-
ers and mechanics and clerks and housewives burst quite
spontaneously into cheers and rushed from their work
in the sewers and factories and stores and kitchens and
pressed about the statesman to congratulate him and
themselves and to shake his hand. And the great states-
men in the state legislatures were so’ pleased at this that
they appeared daily and even hourly in public places
where the common people could see them. So the busi-
ness activity resulting from the taxes was not so active
as it might have been. But, after all, the disruption of
business on these occasions brought diversion and excite-
ment to the working classes, and aroused their patriotism
and their pride in their state governments, and so pro-
tected and preserved them from the wiles of communists
and other dangerous radicals. In fact, one of the very
purposes of the new taxes on sales and the like was to
make the working people more contented and stop the
spread of communist propaganda among them.

But the really important cause of the increasing pros-
'perity was the country-wide reduction of taxation on the
community-produced situation value of land. This wel-
come tax relief for land enabled the owners of land to
keep far more than before of the rent which non-owners
paid them for permission to live and to work in those
parts of the United States where community develop-
ment made labor effective and life reasonably tolerable,
and the fact that the owners could keep more of the rent
made their land worth more and so greatly increased
prosperity. Reducing the tax on land reduced the penalty
of holding land out of use for speculation and made it
easier for owners of unimproved land to keep it unim-
proved until they could get a reasonably high price from
those who wanted to use it for industries and homes.
The owners were no longer compelled to pay as high taxes
as before on land which, since they were holding it vacant
and idle, was yielding them nothing. So, in a little while,
it came about that approximately half of the building lots
in the principal cities and their surburbs, certainly more
than before, and many of the mines and potential power
sites, and more agricultural land, were being held out of
use by speculators who confidently expected the land
to rise in value. This increased the demand for the re-
maining land for industry and to build homes and there-
by made land values throughout the nation higher and
the people richer.

Although the indirect taxes on many working farmers
and on the poorer home owners made their total tax
burden heavier than if just the situation rent of their
land had been taxed, yet they were richer because their
land was worth more. Even if they could not enjoy so
good a living, could seldom afford to attend the movies
and could have hardly any of the real comforts and luxu-
ries of life, still they were richer because their land would
sell for more.

In the central business districts of the big citics, a
increasing number of the well-located sites came t¢ ha
values of several million dollars each, and all thé mo
intelligent people, such as the owners of these sit
recognized such values as an evidence of general pr
perity. i

Enthusiasm for the new policy was mfectlou, a
spread rapidly. Those whose great intellects had enabl
them to foresee the adoption of the tax relief syste m—
well as to urge it—and who had therefore bought slen
of land while it was still cheap, were now rich, and th
could afford the leisure to help the rest of the peo
understand the advantages of relieving land of taati
Some of the rest of the people were not quite sure abo
these advantages and needed to have them explained.

There were, to be sure, a few dissentients of the chro
kicker type, who did not like the idea of haviny lal
expensive even though property values in the nati
were thus increased by billions of dollars, and wh:)m
one seemed able to convince. These dlssentlen.s
jected that it was now harder for most people to b
homes than it had been, and harder for cities to buy la
for playgrounds for the children and for parks, t
mortgages were necessary to enable any but the w
to-do to buy land for homes or farms or business, t
crowding in the slums was getting worse and that
speculative holding of land out of use was interferi
with industry and production and raising the cost
living. What most of the kickers appeared to des
was that the community-produced rental value of la
should be the first and principal source of public regren
It is to be feared that they had been mfected with t
virus of Single Tax.

But such critics failed to realize the importance
high land values as a foundation of prosperity. La
ing the vision and the breadth of view of the substant
landowning class, they were unable to see heyond th
immediate apparent pecuniary interest. {

As a matter of fact, it was not alone the owners
land who benefited by the new policy. For it 'sho
not be forgotten that from their large and incieasi
rents the landlord rich were able to employ m:ny
butlers, gardeners, caddies, nurse maids, kitchen ‘mai
interior decorators and companions, and to buy jewe
and steam yachts and silks and satins and expens
liquors. Even, therefore, if more did have to be p
by working people for permission to work and to five
the land, this money was spent by the landlords in
mands for the services of the poor. So the poor,
enriching the landlords, indirectly enriched themse ves

Although some of the poorer and less educated peo
could not understand this, it was quite clear to those
were intellectually acute and who could reason out h
a person becomes richer by having to pay more to oth
and by keeping less for himself, because then these, oth
have more with which to demand his goods and servi
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f course it would not have made the landowners richer

andowners and, indeed, a good many of the poorer people,
vere able to see how it enriched the poor to pay more of
‘he taxes and more rent to the owners of land. Some
f the landowners sacrificed considerable leisure time
hich they might have enjoyed in playing golf or watch-
g horse races or dog shows or examining and purchasing
ntiques or travelling in Europe or vacationing in Ilorida
r Hawaii, in order to explain this important economic
shenomenon to those of the common people who could
e made to understand it.

There were, to be sure, a few of the common people
ho were too ignorant to get a clear understanding of
he matter even with all this explaining. Strange as it
ay scem, some of these began to burglarize the stores
nd engage in hold-ups and pick the pockets of copper
nd steel and coal and oil and gas magnates and of other
reat landowners. When apprehended they would say
at they were merely trying to increase the prosperity
f those they appeared to be robbing, that the money
ey thus secured was spent in buying goods from the
ery stores they had burglarized and from the very
gnates whose pockets they had picked and that so
siness was stimulated and everybody’s prosperity was
Snhanced.

It was, in truth, most unfortunate that, despite the

acrificial efforts of the owners of natural rcsources and
f valuable city sites to make the recipe of prosperity
lear to the common people, such mistaken notions as
is should gain currency. Obviously, the incidental dis-
eputable and illegitimate and violent thievery did noth-
g to raise the value of land and could not, therefore,
crease prosperity. Stern repressive measures had to
adopted, and the owners of land and natural resources
d to sacrifice even more of their time and moncy to
ake the recipe of prosperity understood by the masses
nerally. But, gradually, even the most ignorant
gan to see the light, thereby justifying that abiding
aith in the intelligence of the common people and in
erican institutions and in high land wvalues, so elo-
uently and often professed by the leaders of our great
rty.
It ought to be noted at this point it was not just in-
irectly and through the general stimulus to business
rom high rents and land values that the common people
oped to gain from tax relief for land. A number of the
gorer citizens rcasonably expected to profit directly
rom an increasc in the value of remote and swampy
ilding lots which they had been able to buy on the
nstallment plan.

35

* * *

When the farmers and home owners and owners of
usiness sites and the real estate boards and land specu-
ators and teachers, and the people generally, saw what

prosperity was being brought about by the simple ex-
pedient of relieving land of taxation, when they realized
how the leaving of nearly all of the community-produced
rental value of land in the hands of private owners had
raised the value of all the land in the country and, by
encouraging speculative holding of vacant land, had
still further raised this value; they began to wonder if
they could not devise other policies to raise the value of
land, and to promote the prosperity of the nation still
more.

It was quickly seen that any further measures, to be
effective, must be national in scope, and all the people
began to look hopefully to their newly elected President
for leadership in this great ,adventure. The President,
who had pledged himself to work in the interests of the
forgotten man, saw clearly that this forgotten man was
typically the landowner, whose land was worth too little
even yet, despite the spread of the tax relief policy among
the states, and he did not disappoint an expectant nation.
After a careful and statesmanlike consideration of all
the important facts, an administration bill was intro-
duced into Congress, which provided that new and addi-
tional taxes, to be known as processing taxes, should be
levied on various productive processes and that the pro-
ceeds should be turned over to agricultural landowners,
the rich and prosperous as well as those heavily mort-
gaged, whose land was being used for production, on
condition that they should at once withdraw a large
fraction of this land from wuse. The administration
should have the right, if circumstances seemed to warrant,
to increase this fraction. Congress passed the new legis-
lation with enthusiasm and alacrity and the new policy
was put into effect at once.

The good results were almost immediately manifest.
Owners of farms and plantations on which there had been
numerous tenants and farm laborers, made haste to
terminate their contracts with a large number of their
tenants and discharged many of their laborers, their
hearts overflowing with gratitude for the wise leader-
ship and statesmanship of the President, who had not
failed to remember the long forgotten men to whom Geod,
in his infinite wisdom, had entrusted the land and
natural resources of the country. In truth, the day of
these forgotten men seemed to have dawned at last and
the glory of the rising sun of their prosperity illumined
all their thoughts and anticipations.

For the policy of paying owners of land to remove it
from use, reduced the amount of land available for farm
tenants and farm laborers to work on, and caused them
to bid more desperately for the chance to work on the
land still left in use, and so enabled owners to charge
higher rents and to pay lower wages, and so raised the
value of their land. This, of course, made the nation
more prosperous, and, therefore, in the end, made wages
higher. '

A few unthinking critics said it would be better to tax
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the rent yielded by the superior land and to pay some of
the farm tenants and farm laborers not to work and thus
to make farm labor scarce and raise the wages of farm
workers, rather than to tax workers in their food and
clothing purchases to pay landowners to withdraw their
land. Other critics said that if the owners of farm lands
were to receive benefit payments from the government,
only the more needy ones should receive the payments
and the money required should be raised by a tax on the
billions of dollars of community-produced value of city
land instead of on the necessities of the poor. But what
all these critics persistently overlooked was the basic
principle underlying-the new policy, viz., that high land
values are the foundation of prosperity. To pay laborers
for not working would most certainly lower land values
rather than raise them, and to tax city land might lower
its value by even more than the benefits to agricultural
landowners raised the value of agricultural land.

But it was important to restore a proper balance be-
tween industry and agriculture. New Deal states-
men said they intended to put agriculture on a
par with industry. There was much discussion as to
what this meant. Many city workers had been out of
jobs and, at times, cold and hungry. There had been
jobs about as usual in the country. Narrow-minded
critics said the President and Congress must be trying
to bring about an equal unemployment among cotton
croppers and other farm tenants and farm laborers, so
that these would be cold and hungry too, in order that
agriculture ‘and industry might be on a par with each
other. But such critics had no vision whatever of how
all the people could be benefitted by making land scarce
and raising its value and did not sympathize with the
President’s policy of aiding the forgotten man.

An unidentified old man—possibly the last living
Single Taxer—was heard to remark about this time, in
a street crowd down in Mobile, that it must have been
the cotton croppers and other farm tenants and laborers
of Scottish extraction that the poet, Robert Burns, had
in mind when he wrote of “Scots, wha hae wi’ Wallace
bled.” But what idea the old man meant to convey by
his remark, no one seemed to know, and he slipped away
before anyone had a chance to ask.

It was feared, however, that a considerable number
of landowners might be tempted by the high prices of
products, induced by the scarcity of them, to use all
their land rather than to withdraw part of it from pro-
duction. To make certain that none would follow a
policy so disruptive of the entire New Deal programme,
Senator X. sponsored a supplementary act putting a pro-
hibitive tax on the excess output of plantation owners
who failed to withdraw a sufficient proportion of their
previously productive land from wuse. This new act
effectively prevented too many people from having jobs
raising cotton or bailing or ginning it or transporting it.

But it was most unfortunate that so much of the valuable - and a difficulty of finding jobs for the unemployed, thi

time of Senators had to be spent planning how to makd¥
people withdraw land from use. It would have beerjtl
much better if there had been less good land in the countrsj!
to begin with, if, for example, the Sahara deser: had¥
been located in the South of the United States ir stea
of in Africa.

Because of some complaints that a large numter
former tenants were no longer needed on the land an
that they were being kicked off to find such living a: the
could on the relief rolls, Senator N. introduced i bi
providing that the government should establish a Far
Home Corporation through which farm tenants and far
laborers who desired to buy farms might be enabled t
pay for them in installments. The bonds of the coipor
tion were to be guaranteed by the government. Th
pleased almost everybody in the Senator's state.
few of the tenants and laborers thought they “nigl
possibly be able to buy a little land and, even, eventuall
pay for it, despite the rising price of land resulting fro
New Deal policy, if they could pay off their mortgag
by easy stages. Ewven if they were unable to produ
enough on the land to pay off these mortgages, ai. an
rate they might be able to live on it several months du
ing which no owner could dispossess them. And,
course, all of the landowners saw clearly that, if such
Farm Home Corporation increased the demand for an
the price of land, they could get even more for such lan
as they might want to sell than the other legislation ju
by itself would enable them to get. It was obviousl
proper and desirable to pass laws that would raise t
value of land, But to tax land values rather than oth
things, in order to make land cheap for tenants an
laborers to buy, would have been obviously impro
as well as inconsistent with much of New Deal policy.

* * *

But the policy of payving landowners to withdraw thei
land from use was not fully effective, since it applied onl
to agricultural land. “The owners of city land and min
and power sites and oil and gas wells insisted that so
of their land should be withdrawn, too, with adeguat
compensation for withdrawing it. So the Presden
shortly began to consider to what kinds of land and ho
far his policy should be extended.

Realizing the importance of technically trained exper
advice, the President had already put several of the bette
known young economists of quasi-socialistic sympathi
into important official positions and he consulted the
frequently. The most distinguished of these, Dr. Z.
following somewhat the line of argument of Karl Mars
and various other socialists, emphasized the fact tha
production had become too efficient. Labor-savin
machinery and efficiency engineers had been develcpin
rapidly. It should have been possible to see, a geiera
tion ago, he said, that the world could be overwhe m
with goods. If, therefore, there was unemployinen
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was not at all due to the speculation in land which had
come from the low taxes on land, nor yet was it due to
the prosperity-building policy of the President and of the
Secretary of Agriculture, of paying landowners to with-
draw their land from use. In short, it was neither the
speculative holding out of use of land in anticipation of
a rise of land prices, nor the formal withdrawal of land
from production for the sake of benefit payments, that
was decreasing the employment opportunities of wage
earners, but what was decreasing these opportunities
was the efficient production of goods.

So the policy of restricting output by withdrawing
land from use was consistent with the best conclusions
of economic analysis and research. Consequently,
further steps in the same direction, such as paying city
landowners to hold more sites out of use, and owners of
oil and coal land and iron and copper mines to hold more
of these resources out of use, should be helpful in making
the nation even more prosperous through bringing about
more competition to use land and making land values
still higher, and reducing not only the wheat, corn, cotton
and tobacco which could be produced, but also the auto-
mobiles, radios, structural steel, oil, coal, shoes, shirts
and other goods.

Perhaps, indeed, the national prosperity would be
even more cffectively promoted and more men given
employment, if nearly all of the land could be withdrawn
from ure and the output of goods reduced by several
hundred per cent. But the number of books on eco-
nomics and sociology, especially those written by social-
istically-minded voung professors who had become
administrators and advisors, should be increased rather
than decreased, in order that the common people might
learn how desirable it was to withdraw land from use,
stimulate a healthy competition among tenants to use
land, prevent an excess of goods, and thereby promote
the general prosperity.

New legislation was quickly formulated and passed,
applying the brilliant New Deal policy to land which had
been used for all kinds of production and not merely to
agricultural land. Not only did this prevent too great
an output of goods to all other sorts, as well as of food
and raw materials, and raise all prices, but, by inducing
the withdrawal of more land from use than had pre-
viously been withdrawn, it concentrated the demand for
laborers and tenants and enterprise upon the remaining
land and greatly raised the rent and, therefore, the sale
value of land. This, of course, made the nation richer
than ever and raised wages and increased employment.

(To be Continued.)

O see land is to discover it, and according to the

childish laws of men to discover it is to own it.
Ownership gives the right to gather its riches, and to
that end kill all who stand in the way, whether they be
Indians or white men claiming they saw it first.

“The Tale of Chicago,” by EbGArR LEE MASTERS.

Fortieth Anniversary at Arden

HE regular annual celebration of the birth of Henry George

and the Fortieth Anniversary of the Delaware Single Tax Cam-
paign was held in the Field Theatre, Sunday, Sept. 1, under favorable
conditions, with a very good attendance.

Henry W. Hetzel presided and gave an appropriate biographical
sketch of the life and work of Henry George and a synopsis of the
history of the work in Delaware in 1895 and 1896. Mr. Hetzel said
that Henry George was a brilliant example of the self-made man
and that the Single Tax had, in addition to being an appealing fiscal
proposal, certain spiritual qualities not apparent in the name, That
the only difference between burglary and landlordism is that the
Jatter is legalized. That Mr. Hoover has said that '‘to abolish
poverty we must increase production,” but to do this would only
increase the value of land and further enrich landlords. The pub-
licity of the Delaware Campaign was highly beneficial to the general
Single Tax movement.

Mrs. Anna George de Mille followed Mr. Hetzel and paid tribute
to the devotion and golden eloquence of Frank Stephens, one of
Arden’s founders. Mrs, de Mille reported a very great increase in
the interest of people everywhere in our movement. She spoke
particularly about the Henry George School of Social Science, paying
a well-deserved tribute to Oscar Geiger, its founder, and urging a
class in Arden.

Grace Isabel Colbron quoted Henry George's, ‘' Unless its founda-
tions be laid in justice, the social structure cannot stand.” She said
that our present world situation was proof that the foundations of
society were not sound. That there was poverty even when men
were fully employed. That labor was poor long before the present
depression. That we treat symptoms, not causes. In answer to those
who complain that Single Taxers do not go far enough, she said that
when men go either to the north or south pole they usually return
and tell about it as they can go no farther, Strictly speaking, the
only property is what people individually create by their own efforts;
that the value of land is a communal product and therefore not prop-
erty in the true sense. Miss Colbron also paid a fine tribute to the
memory of Frank Stephens.

Henry George, 3rd, made a very forceful and convincing state-
ment concerning the basis of the large fortunes of the Astors, the
Carnegies and the Rockefellers, which were all derived from law-made
privilege. That such natural inequalities in men did not exist but
only seemed to be so because of these privileges and the ability to
stifle competition. He quoted Thomas Jefferson as saying that
crime in this country followed the monopolization of land.

Edwin Ross, Jr., dwelt on the question of compensating landlords.
As the Single Tax did not propose to take away title to land, there
was nothing for which to compensate; and that if anyone was to be
compensated it should be those who have been impoverished by an
‘unjust and stupid system of taxation.

An open forum for questions and answers with an interesting dis-
cussion followed the regular meeting.—E. S.%Ross.

A Violation of the .
Creative Spirit

USSOLINI not only apes the Imperial Schoolmarm abroad, he

apes her senile idiocies at home. In order to diminish as fas as pos-
sible unemployment among Italian laborers the Inter-Syndical Com-
mittee has decided that ‘‘no mechanical means whatsoever shall
be used for the next harvest.”” Demented as such a proceeding self-
evidently is, it is a perfect reflection of the conduct of our munici-
palities, which insist on the greatest possible amount of hard labor
under their contracts. There can be little risk of peace as long as
war is the saner. Production is an aspect of Creation, and the failure
to utilize every advance towards supreme efficiency is a violation of
the Creative Spirit.—New English Weekly.
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Tenth Henry George Congress

HOTEL NEW YORKER,

HE Henry George Congress has met and adjourned.
The friendships formed after three days’ intimate
contact are certain to be renewed by correspondence
and future meetings. We have shaken hands across
the sea in a very real sense. Arthur Madsen of London
and F. Folke of Copenhagen, have cemented a friend-
ship between our workers here and the devoted group
of adherents to the Georgist philosophy in the countries
from which they come. We have been apprised of what
they are doing in England and Denmark, of which many
have learned for the first time, and this knowledge is a
revelation as well as an inspiration to renewed effort here.
It is time to appraise the value of the Congress itself.
It will be remembered that we had certain criticisms to
make of the Chicago gathering a year ago. The New
York gathering of this year is a distinct improvement.

There are still some criticisms to be made. There is
still possible great improvement in these gatherings.
There are still defects to be corrected. We were spared
a few of the definite disagreements with Henry George
with which we have been regaled on previous occasions,
disagreements which have no place in such conferences
met to renew our faith in the teachings of the master.
We do not question the sincerity of the gentlemen who
put different interpretations on these teachings, but we
must demand that they seek other forums. Their op-
position at Henry George Congresses is an illicit intru-
sion. The Henry George Congress is not a debating
society, but a meeting to advance certain definite
principles and consider definite lines of action.

Did the Congress succeed in doing this? We think
it did. Indeed the activities of the Henry George School
of Social Science, opening up a new and tremendously
promising sphere of opportunity for advance, impressed
all present. Perhaps the only ones who showed impa-
tience with the slow advance were the young student
graduates of the School who want to see something done
af once. Privilege may look to itself in the face of the
growing anxiety of the new youthful adherents to the
Georgist philosophy to realize the teachings of the master
in actual accomplishment. The suggestion of Mrs. Mary
Ware Dennett that bills be introduced in every State
Legislature of the forty-eight States appealed to them
and will find response everywhere. We are more con-
fident that ever of the early realization of our hopes.

Another very hopeful sign at this gathering was the
emphasis laid by nearly all the speakers on the individu-
alistic ,character of our philosophy and the repudiation
of Socialism and social planning which includes so much
that is definitely antagonistic to our philosophy. There
was a consciousness that the Roosevelt policies were

NEW YORK CITY, SEPTEMBER 26, 27 AND 28

doomed, and that our appeal is to the producers of' the
world, to capital and business men, for the relief of in-
dustry and the preservation of the rights of prope 'ty.
In other words, there was a prevailing tendency to
present our doctrines as the sole hope for succes:ful
opposition to the confusions of the New Deal and to
place in the hands of business leaders, and of labor ind
capital, the real remedy for poverty and depressions,

We thank the press of the city for the very generous
space allowed to the proceedings of the Congress. We
differ with our friends who believe that there is a con-
spiracy of silence among newspapers with regard to our
movement. Newspapers will give the news if we pro-
vide it for them. The newspapers are still newspapers,
not entirely governed by their editorial policy nor, by
their advertisers. Their advertisers, too, are business
men and very much interested at this time in matters
of taxation. What interests them will interest the news-
papers. As we make news (and in the exact proportion
that we make it) the daily press will give us space. We
need not be concerned about that,

As to the Congress itself it is necessary to speak. Too
much praise cannot be given to the chairman of the Con-
gress, Edward P. Donovan, who presided with skill and
dignity.

The “high lights”’ may be briefly indicated. They
include the admirable address of Col. Rule, the report
of the Extension Classes of the Henry George School of
Social Science from the Field Director of the School,
John Lawrence Monroe, the speech of young Bill True-
heart, a fourteen year old boy from Houston, Texas, who
knows his economics and is able to express them forcibly
and well; the eloquent speech of Rabbi Michael Aaron-
sohn and the touching tribute to him from his comrade
in arms in the Argonne, Hon. Abe D. Waldauer. The
appealing figure of the blind rabbi whose words thrilled
those present will remain with us for a long time, and /the
beautiful tribute of his friend will echo in our ears after
many incidents of the gathering are forgotten.

Mention must not be omitted of the address of Arthur
Madsen, the editor of Land and Liberty of London, be-
loved friend of John Paul, and the interesting account
from F. Folke of the real progress made in Denmark
Both Mr. Folke and Mr. Madsen have a keen sense of
humor, and let us not be told again that our Enghsh
friends lack humor. In this sense of humor our Darilsh
representatlve is not far behind. We should include also
in the mention of what we have termed the ‘“high hghw
of the Congress the well chosen words of Hon. Chailes
O’Connor Hennessy, chairman of the Friday night sessn)n,

-and the searching inquiry into our pr1nc1ples and purposes
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made by Benjamin W. Burger in his paper, ““What to
Emphasize in Teaching the Philosophy of Henry George,”
which we hope to publish some time.

At the banquet Mayor McNair of Pittsburgh regaled
us again with his purely American humor. He knew his
audience when he said, ‘‘Is there anybody here who
doesn’t want to make a speech,” and a good natured
laugh went up.

The banquet was a big success. An attendance of
over two hundred, each of whom paid $2.50 for an ex-
cellent dinner, was larger than that of any previous Con-
gress. And as if loth to depart the members of the con-
ference stayed after midnight to exchange greetings and
farewells. Thus came to an end a memorable, and on
the whole a really constructive Henry George Congress.

Opening Session, Sept. 26
REPORTED BY MRS. ADELINE T. MUHLENBERG

HE opening session of the Tenth Annual Henry George Congress

began Sept. 26, 1935, at 10 a. m. with Edmund P. Donovan
of New York City, chairman of the New York Convention Com-
mittee, and Charles Joseph Smith of New York as the chairman of
the session. The subject for this session was ‘“The Henry George
School of Social Science.” )

Mr. Donovan gave an address of welcome and introduced Charles
Joseph Smith.

Mr. Donovan again resumed the chair and asked that ‘‘brevity"
be the keynote of the convention. He then introduced the chair-
man of the session and Mr. Smith took the chair. Mr. Smith said,
“‘the finest method of learning is by way of teaching.”” He urged
that we ‘‘ keep the sun of our cause rising."

The principal speaker was Otto K. Dorn of New York, Business
Manager of the Henry George School of Social Science, who reported
on the activities of the School. He called the School ‘‘a clearing
house for all schools.’”” Mr, Dorn anticipates a larger registration
than ever before. The Teacher's Training Classes are becoming
more popular,

There followed five minute reports from teachers and alumni
students of the School at its National Headquarters as follows:

Roma B. Halpern, graduate of Teachers’ Training Course advises
that all problems and questions on the work be brought to the class
for discussion. The methods of this class were given in detail.

Charles Erwood, present member of the Training Class, left the
thought that “most people who study Henry George think they
know it better than anyone else.”

Stephen Bell, foreign editor of Commerce and Finance, spoke on the
importance of ‘“‘free trade' in and out of the movement. He gave
a very instructive talk on the tariff, saying ‘““too much attention can-
not be given to free trade; it can give all nations and all mankind a
place in the sun.”” Mr. Bell urged a special class at the School on
tariffs,

Lancaster Green of New York pleaded for a restimulation of the
movement by all. Mrs. H. H. McEvoy of Alaska and Chicago told
of her work in Chicago among the colored women.

Morris Van Veen pleaded for imparting the Henry George theory
every day of one's life. Mr. A. C. Thompson of Toronto Canada,
told of spending an entire lesson on the Malthusian theory with all
of his classes.

Mr. Herbert M. Garn of New York addressed the convention.
Mr. Smith completed the session. Mr. Donovan then presented to
the convention the following distinguished guests who were present:

Marietta Johnson of Fairhope, Ala., Miss Charlotte Schetter of
New York, Bill Beach Truehart and Mrs. William Truehart of
Houston, Texas, the Messers. Ellert from Milk River, Alberta,
Canada, Mr, F. Folke of Denmark and Mr. Arthur Madsen of
England.

Second Session, Sept. 26

REPORTED BY MRS. ADELINE T. MULHENBERG

HE second session of the Tenth Annual Henry George Congress

convened at the Hotel New Yorker in New York City, on Thurs-
day, Sept. 26, 1935 at 2 p. m. with James F. Oastler of New York as
chairman. The subject of this session was ‘‘Extension Classes of
the Henry George School of Social Science.” Mr, John Lawrence
Monroe of Chicago, Field Director of the Henry George School of
Social Science, was the principal speaker.

Edmund P. Donovan, chairman of the Congress opened the session
with announcements of the exhibitions in New York City of first
editions and galley sheets of ‘‘Progress and Poverty’ and other
writings of Henry George at the New York Public Library, and the
portrait of Henry George as painted by an American artist, George
de Forrest, and donated to the Metropolitan Museum by August
Lewis who commissioned the portrait.

Mr. Donovan introduced Mr. Oastler who, after his greetings and
expediting of the subject in turn presented John Lawrence Monroe.
Mr. Monroe told of his visits to different parts of the country and
Canada, and reported the extent and progress of the movement.
"There are too few people who know,” said Mr. Monroe. He urged
the use of radio, class work and the press, to arouse the interest of the
country. An outline of the methods of teaching was given and sys-
tems of attracting students presented. *‘Realize,” said Mr. Monroe,
““the power of education to spread this teaching."

Mr. Oastler then presented a number of speakers from various
parts of the country to give five minute reports on Extension Classes
as follows:

Rabbi Michael Aaronsohn of Cincinnati, reported the progress of
classes by personal contacts, the radio, and the press. ‘‘Acquaint
the world with Henry George’s teachings,” was the message that he
left with us.

Dave Margolis of Cleveland, O., spoke.

Richard E. Howe of Pittsburgh, reported on the class movement
in that city.

Robert C. Bowers contrasted the success of the present as compared
with the past in Pittsburgh.

Bill Beach Truehart of Houston, Texas, representing a splendid
example of the youth of today and the interest that can be created
in and among the younger generation, interested this session im-
mensely. Mrs, William Truehart, mother of this youth, and the
instructor of a class of high school boys in Houston on the teachings
of Henry George followed. Eva L. Maxwell of New York and Dan-
bury, responsible for the organization of class work in Connecticut,
spoke hopefully of our progress.

Dr. Elizabeth E. Bowen of Newark, N. J., left some very construc-
tive messages on teaching by the use of the blackboard; in assisting
the reading by summary work; by giving a thorough understanding
of the ““seven terms.'

J. B. Ellert, Milk River, Alberta, Canada, spoke of his success
in giving the Henry George philospohy to others by the spoken word.
He drew his examples from Milk River, his home town, the town of
the Single Tax., Miss Zarah’ Dupont of Cambridge, Mass., spoke.
W. W. Monroe, of Schenectady, a Henry George follower for fifty
years, said he is prepared to teach four classes every week.

Hartley Dennett, East Alstead, N. H., was now heard, and Mrs.
Anna George de Mille, daughter of Henry George who reported the
results of the progress of her efforts in California during the summer,
F. Folke of Denmark, who has helped to spread the Henry George
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theory in Denmark, gave us the thought ‘‘one cannot teach the prin-
ciples of Henry George without thoroughly understanding them.”

Mr. Arthur Madsen of England related the progress made in his
country. He suggested the publication of a summary of *Progress
and Poverty" so that it might be placed in the hands of prospects
as well as students.

Dr. Bowen announced that she had in her possession an original
newspaper, The New York World, wherein many years ago Henry
George himself had published a complete summary of ‘‘Progress and
Poverty.,” Mr. Edmund P. Donovan then closed the meeting with
the announcement of the evening session.

Evening Session, Sept. 26
REPORTED BY CHAS. ERWOOD

R.LANCASTER GREEN, as chairman opened the meeting and

introduced Mrs. Marietta Johnson of Fairhope, Ala. Mrs.
Johnson began her address by urging that Georgists and Socialists
should come together in their fight for social equality. She expressed the
belief that the Socialists would see that the socialization of land value
would accomplish the aim of social justice without having recourse
to the rest of the Socialist programme; that they would be content
with this fundamental step and not try to socialize capital as well.

Most interesting was her theory that children are brought up to
expect injustice, and she went on to explain that external standards
set up by schools and parents foreordained many to failure. She
criticized the school system as closing the mind to truth; learning to
accept truth on authority instead of accepting truth for authority.
Schooling must meet the need of the individual instead of forcing
the individual into a fixed pattern.

Mrs. Johnson laid our present difficulty to lack of purchasing
power and strongly advocated the Townsend Plan as a remedy, but
stipulated that the pension must be paid by collecting economic rent.

Mr. Waldauer of Memphis, Tenn., opened his address with the
now celebrated story of his first Single Tax speech at the age of
thirteen.

He then spoke feelingly of his meeting with Rabbi Aaronsohn in
France in the Argonne and of the comradeship known to men who
have faced death together, and said, ‘' Great as was that comradeship,
it cannot compare with the comradeship known to the followers of
Henry George."”

Mr. Waldauer told of the fight to stop sales tax legislation in the
State of Tennessee, and drew comparisons between Tennesseans’
and New Yorkers' reactions to sales tax legislation that was not at
all complimentary to New Yorkers. He quoted from a letter of
Enoch Emsley who, long before George, had written, ‘‘Never tax
anything that would be of value to you or your State, that could or
would run away, or that could or would come to you."

In closing Mr. Waldauer said that despite the general illiteracy
in Tennessee there was more tax literacy than in many sections of
the country, and that he hoped to see sales taxes and all other forms
of taxation on production abolished in the near future.

Rabbi Aaronsohn referred to this as his maiden speech at a Henry
George Congress and hoped that it would be the first of many.

The Rabbi went on to say that most conventions are called to
benefit some partisan interests, to gain privilege for some group or
individuals; but that this convention was called for an unselfish cause
and a noble purpose.

The chief object of this gathering should be to choose the best way
of spreading the philosophy of Henry George, and the only way to
fill the empty press section would be to knit the followers of Henry
George into a close compact army. ‘*We cannot look upon ourselves
merely as disciples of a great teacher, but must also be warriors, girt
for battle, ready to fight a series of orderly engagements instead of
the present guerrilla warfare against injustice and corruption.”

He was enthusiastic about the work of the Henry George Fe low-
ship and the Henry George School and said that the Fellowship stould
be the mother institute of the Georgist movement, the heart and
the guiding mind.

Rabbi Aaronsohn paid tribute to the work of Tom L. Johison,
Louis F. Post, and Oscar H. Geiger, all of whom he regarded as htroes
of the Georgist movement.

Morning Session, Sept. 27

R. DONOVAN introduced Mrs. Mary Ware Dennett as c 1air-

man of this session which was devoted to legislative met] ods.
Mrs. Dennett introduced James G. Blauvelt, who ran for Urited
States Senator on the Republican ticket in New Jersey, and wlo is
president of the Henry George League of that State. He congratu-
lated the Congress on the progress of the Georgist cause. He paid
a deserved tribute to Graham Peace for his work, “The Great
Robbery.”

Mrs. Dennett now called upon P. R. Williams, secretary of the '
Henry George Foundation, who responded briefly. Walter )7air-
child spoke for the Society for Scientific Taxation, and told of the
bills recommended by the society to the legislature, which now rest
in committee.

Mrs. Dennett advocated the introduction of Single Tax bills in
every State, such bills to conform to circumstances. A greater
stimulation would thus be afforded, giving an opportunity to those
who wanted to do something for the cause.

Joseph Dana Miller reported for California by reading portions
of a letter from Hon. Jackson H. Ralston and submitting the follow-
ing telegram:

State Federation of Labor at San Diego with five hundred delegates
today unanimously endorsed again the constitutional amendment and
instructed its executive board to further its adoption at the polls in
November, next year.—JAcksoN H. RALSTON.

Other speakers were Congressman Moritz, Donald Marcellus,
Harold Sudell, the latter reading a bill, which he had prepared, for
Philadelphia.

Mr. Ewing and Mr. Leubuscher also spoke,

Afternoon Session, Sept. 27

HIS session was called to order by Mr. Bowers of Pittsburgh,

who announced that the principal speaker Mr. Schwartz was
unable to be present. The same announcement was made respect-
ing Henry George Atkinson.

Miss Antoinette Kaufmann reviewed the work of the Schall:en-
bach Foundation, and the history of the movement since 1897, and
answered a number of questions.

Mrs. Gertrude E. Mackenzie spoke for the Women’s Washington
Single Tax organization.

Mrs. Eva Maxwell reported for the Forum and No Taxes of Stock-
ton, Calif., and Mr. Miller reported for LAND AND FREEDOM.

Mr. Edward Polak detailed his efforts, which were remarkably
successful, in the High School Essay contests and the Forum which
he established some years ago. He advocated a policy of "boring
from within'" through the dominant parties. In 1922 we did this
and were successful in establishing a ten year exemption, of impmve—
ments from taxation, which gave a great impetus to building.

Alfred M. Chandler reported for activities in New Jersey and the
bill which received 22 votes, lacking only nine of adoption.

Mrs. Bessie Beach Truehart of Houston, Texas, stressed the neces-
sity of appealing to the masses,

The speakers also included George Lloyd, Chas. Johnson Post,
Mrs. McAvoy, Mrs. DuBois and others.
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International Night, Sept. 27

REPORTED BY DONALD MARCELLUS

HIS session was presided over by Hon. Charles O'Connor
Hennessy.

An address on ‘““Land Value Taxation in Politics and in Practise
in Denmark,'" was delivered by Mr. Folke.

Mr. Folke described the long battle and slow evolution of Georgian
principles in Denmark. The outstanding events were: abolition of
serfdom in 1788, the adoption of a democratic constitution in 1849,
the growth of cooperatives which gave the small farmers power
against the landed proprietors, the famous scientific land valuation
carried out between 1805 and 1826, the bringing of Georgian teach-
ings to Denmark by Jacob Lange in 1884, assessments at one hundred
per cent of market value in 1903, separate assessment of land and
buildings in 1916 and the financing and land settlement acts of 1899
and 1919. Under the financing provisions of these acts about ten
per cent of Danish farms came into existence. In 1932 tax exemp-
tion of all farm improvements and part of city improvements was
achieved, also a tax on land value increases which had the interest-
ing effect of inducing landholders to make a true declaration of the
value of their holdings. Also at this time the Georgists succeeded
in getting subsidies for farmers in place of tax reductions.

The importance of the Danish achievements can be partially
judged by realizing that up until 1930 Denmark had more com
merce than any other nation in relation to the size of its population,
and that practically all Danish farmers owned their own farms as
contrasted with our ever growing proportion of tenant farmers. They
have far to go yet as is made apparent by the fact that they only
take 1.4 per cent of the total taxable land value but their legisla-
tion is progressively building up to achieve pure Single Tax.

The grain-dumping activities of America forced England to give
up her agriculture and forced Germany to take refuge behind tariffs
but Denmark built up a new agricultural industry. The Danish
farmers also proved that small farms were as efficient producers as
large ones. (This will be of particular interest to the advocates
of the large scale plans of the Technocrats.)

Mr. Folke's description of the defensive tactics of the Georgists
was particularly interesting. Attempts to substitute income taxes
for land taxes were parried by showing that this would favor the rich
{they would pay lower taxes on their incomes than they had to pay
on their speculative lands) those that received the most services from
the community and those that improved their farms the least. When
in the argiculture crisis of 1930, attempts were made to reduce land
taxes, it was pointed out by the Georgists that the debt burden was
more oppressive than the tax burden and that the debt burden would
increase if taxes were reduced.

Other speakers at this session were Arthur Madsen of London,
Alan Thompson of Toronto and Col. Victor A. Rule of Chicago.

Morning Session, Sept. 28

REPORTED BY MRS. EVA L. MAXWELL

N the absence of Mr. Jesse M. Zeeman, Col. Victor A. Rule pre-

sided.

Mr. Benjamin W, Burger, the speaker of the session, took for his
subject, “What to Emphasize in Teaching the Philosophy of Henry
George.”

He said our philosophy can find acceptance only in the well-
ordered mind, those who sense a divine order in the universe, for
we see things not as they are but as we are. Therefore to understand
the Georgist philosophy requires for the ordinary mind the estab-
lishment of a new viewpoint. He must understand the fundamentals
of political economy. Mr. Burger then listed six qualities which
distinguish land from private property, as follows:

1. The earth is not produced by man, but is the gift of the Creator,
for the equal use of all.

2. It is limited in quantity.

3. It is essential to existence.

4, It does not owe its value to anything that landowners choose
to put upon it.

5. It owes its value entirely to the presence and activities of the
community.

6. It cannot be carried away or concealed.

As in law, there are five points to establish the necessity for the
collection of ground rent. The First is that man in his physical as-
pect is a land animal.

As Georgists we are radical. We place the emphasis on land as
the essential, while the Socialist places it on the non-essential, capital.
The Second point we must establish is that all human beings have an
equal right to live on the earth. The Third point, that the earth
cannot be privately owned follows from the first two. The Fourth
point is that land rent measures the desirability of different loca-
tions. And, Fifth, the most difficult to establish to the satisfaction
of beginners is, that by using ground rent for our common needs, we
secure for each and every human being the equal right to live.

It is of vital importance if we would be understood, that the terms
of political economy, land, labor, capital, rent, wages and interest
mean exactly the same to our hearers as they mean to us.

Mr. Roy A. Folke, of Dun and Bradstreet, discussed the effects
of land speculation on business enterprises. He established the fact
that speculative increase in land value causes an undue proportion
of income to go to rent. The economic function of business is to
produce goods and services. Too large an investment in land leads
to bankruptcy.

Discussion followed from the floor. Mrs. Marietta Johnson of
Fairhope, Ala., urged that we bring our gospel to church people She
said that love was impossible if we allow individuals to take what
they do not produce, or if society takes from individuals what they
produce. There was further discussion by Professor Oppenheimer,
author of “The State,” Miss Charlotte Schetter, Messrs. Leubuscher,
Fiske Warren, Foley, Tynes, Odgen, Marcellus, Olcott and others.
They further emphasized that we must put this fundamental teach-
ing in language the people can understand. -

Meeting Board of Directors
of Henry George Foundation

CLAYTON J. EWING presided and Edward P. Donovan thanked
the officers of the Foundation for the fine cooperation estab-
lished between the official body and the committee of arrangements
of which he was chairman. He suggested the formation of a more
militant organization and spoke of the work being done in Great
Britain of which Mr. Madsen had told us.

The officials of the Foundation were re-elected at this meeting
and Miss Grace Isabel Colbron, on motion of Mr. Leubuscher, was
elected to the Board and Miss C. H. Fuller was elected on motion
of Mr. Miller.

Mr. P. R. Williams reported for the Foundation.

Mr. Waldauer advocated enclaves for land reverting to the States
where anybody could go to the land on a ninety-nine year lease.

On motion of Mrs. de Mille the thanks of the board was given te
the efficient chairman of the Congress, Edward P. Donovan.

Resolutions having been ruled out of convention proceedings the
following resolution suggested by Mr. Ewing had been drawn up and
introduced at this meeting by Mr. Miller.

Believing that the principal cause of wars is the hunger for land
and the policy ot greedy nations in the grabbing of territory, and

Believing also that the imposition of tarifis that strangle trade

divide peoples into hostile camps, thus accentuating the temptation
to conflict, we call attention to the need of considering the teachings
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of Henry George who pointcd out a way for the destruction of these
peace-destroying institutions, the freeing of Industry from tariff
barriers, and the establishment of the natural rights of man to the
lands of nations, thus bringing about a reign of universal j.eace.

Visit to the Grave
of Henry George

REPORTED BY M. VAN VEEN

N Saturday, Sept. 28, about oue hundred members of the

Henry Gceorge Congress availed themselves of the opportunity
of paying tribute at the grave of our great leader Henry George in
his resting place in Greenwood ce. etery.

Most of those present went, owing to the thoughtfulness of the
Committee, in a huge stage, while others went by the subway.

A most beautiful and fitting tribute was made by Col. Victor A.
Rule, in the absence of Hon. Peter Witt who was to have made the
memorial address. Called upon at short notice thanks are due to
Col. Rule for his beautiful and feeling tribute to our great leader.

This was followed by an address by F. Folke, of Denmark, who
explained that the heather flowers which he laid upon the grave were
gathered by his fellow countrymen to be so placed.

Mr. Madsen followed with an eloquent address, and in behalf of
the English follwers presented a beautiful wreath which was placed
at the foot of the monolith. Mr. Madsen said: “He is alive with the
spirit of those who are alive with his thought.”

All agreed that they had been present at a beautiful ceremony that
they would cherish as an imperishable memory.

Banquet Henry George Congress

REPORTED BY MRS. MARGARET F. BINGHAM

HE Tenth Annual Henry George Congress came to an impressive
close on Sept. 28, when over two hundred people gathered at
a banquet in the ballroom of the Hotel New Yorker.

Mrz. Edmund P. Donovan, to whose intelligent and capable direc-
tion much of the success of the Congress was due, acted as toast-
master. Mr. Donovan, an Englishman, modestly yet humorously
referred to his selection as Chairman of the New York Convention
Committee. Mr. Leonard T. Recker had notified him of his appoint-
ment. Said Mr. Donovan, “I was a stranger in a strange land, and
Mr. Recker took me in—and how.”

First to be introduced was Mr. Percy R. Williams, secretary of
the Henry George Foundation, and Chief Assessor of Pittsburgh.
Mr. Williams reminded the gathering that conventions are merely
a means to an end, and expressed the conviction that all had profited
by this one. Reporting on conditions in Pittsburgh, he gave the
satisfying information that the Mayor, the’ Administration, and a
majority of the Board of Assessors, are Single Taxers.

Mr. Helmuth Moller, First Vice Consul of the Kingdom of Den-
mark, son of a prominent Danish Georgist, introduced the next
speaker, Mr. F. Folke of Denmark, President of the Henry George
Society of Denmark. Mr. Folke brought resolutions of greeting
from that body. He spoke of the difference between America and
Denmark. America is young, strong, with conditions of life new and
different from those of Europe. The Danes, on the other hand,
occupy an old, small country, hemmed in by the sea. They can
hope for nothing by strength; their only hope is through justice.
Theirs is a happy country, however, for every child is true heir to
his fatherland, as Henry George advocated. Although Denmark,
too, has unemployment, quotas, and restrictions, freedom and equality
permeate the spirit of the people. Mr. Folke gave a disarming ac-
count of his impressions of New York. Although prepared by pic-
tures for the skyline and for skyscrappers, he was thrilled and de-

lighted by seeing them. This, he said, is what a people can do with
even a little freedom and democracy, such as we have had. Now
that free land is gone, democracy has lost its foundation. Ameiica
must return to true democracy and the principles of Henry Geoige.
It will then be the happy country of the world.

Mr. Arthur Madsen, of London, editor of Land and Liberty, told of
his first contact with the idea of the Single Tax, years ago, in East

London, Cape Province, Africa. From 1909 he was associated
with John Paul at the United Committee for Land Value Taxa-
tion. An interesting trend in Great Britain today is shown by the
fact that Sheffield, England, and Cardiff, Wales, have separately
called upon all cities to join in petitioning Parliament to shift ta ces
to land values. Mr. Madsen spoke of the misunderstanding on' :he
part of Liberals as well as Protectionists on the meaning of *'lais: ez-
faire.” It is not obsolete, as they think, nor does it mean ‘' Let thngs
alone.” It means “LET THINGS BE DONE,” and was origin:lly
said by the French Physiocrats to a government whosc taxation was
restricting énterprise.

The entire gathering stood for a minute of silent tribute to the
Single Taxers who have passed on during the last year,—to Frunk
Stevens, William Black, Francis Maguire, Judge Robert Minor, ind
Mrs. Julia Goldzier.

The Hon. William McNair, Mayor of Pittsburgh, then spoke.
He made the telling point that the people must select as law mak:ers
men really fitted for their jobs, with a knowledge of econom cs.
Henry George schools throughout the country will provide them.
From leaders produced by the schools, the masses will get the 1dea
that community value should be taken for community purposes.
When they realize what economic rent is, thcy will take it.

Mrs. Anna George de Mille read an inspiring letter written by her
father to Father Dawson, of Dublin, in which he explained his dedica-
tion to the cause of freedom.

A fitting valedictory to the banquet, and, indeed, to thc Conven-
tion itself, was uttered by Mr. Folke. All winds of Europe, he said
come from the west. Many messages have been sent from the new
country to the old; that of Benjamin Franklin, who tore the lightning
from heaven, and the sceptre from tyranny, that of Woodrow Wil-
son, whose name will never be forgotten in Denmark; that of Henry
George, true Democrat, and prophet of freedom and justice.

Mr. Folke's Speech Before
Grave of Henry George
Greenwood Cemetery

I AM here on behalf of the Danish Henry George Union to do
honor to the memory of our great leader in gratitude for what he
has given to each of his folowers: an active and fertile vnewpomt on
the central economic question in our social life, a firm belief in the
future of mankind, an ideal to fight for, a service to render our country
in memory of the sacrifice of our ancestors and in hope for the future
of our children. The influence of Henry George was not limited to
his followers. In my country his name is known and honored every-
where by the people. He was a teacher to my people—a benefactor
to Denmark.

This name of honor is generally attributed to those who founded
universities, who built hospitals and charitable institutions. In my
country most of this work is rendered as public service. Our true
benefactors are those who taught our people to understand them-
selves, their needs, their duties and responsibilities. These Hery
George gave to many of the best of my people.

The wreath 1 bring has been bound by Danish friends of Heiry
George. It is composed of heather-flowers, the beauty of our heaths,
which now are disappearing under the ploughs of our smallholders.
For in Denmark such work is not accomplished by companies, Hut
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by the individual energy of independent small farmers. They are
our pioneers, and they are filled with the pioneer desire for free acces-
sible land. They became more than any others the followers of
Henry George. In 1926 their representatives received HenryGeorge's
daughter as a princess coming back to her own country. Might his
message be so received all over the world by those who are seeking
freedom, equality and justice.

L’ Envo1

ANNA GEORGE DE MILLE—CONCLUSION AT DINNER—
SEPT. 28.

AM sure that those of us who have been attending the Conference

feel so enthused by the reports of work being accomplished in
very many directions that we are all keen to get back in the fight
and are indeed ‘“‘rarin’ ter go.”

Most of us who have been in the Henry George movement have
found it difficult, at times, to keep our light burning in this darkened
world, and to know that now it burns more brightly than for many
a long year, is indeed encouraging.

For those great souls who blazed the trail for us to follow, who were
and always must be our inspiration, our gratitude grows stronger as,
with our own struggle to impress a confused humanity, we realize
the courage and fortitude demanded of them. They have left us a
great heritage as well as a great responsibility and the faith that was
theirs in the past, gives us faith for the future—a faith to be carried
high like a gleaming banner.

It is not merely our common desire to bring about an economic
reform which links us so strongly that we have learned to respect
our differences as to method in the accomplishment of our high pur-
pose; it is a spiritual bond that makes for tolerance and understand-
ing—a fraternity—a fellowship that must carry our cause to victory.

Some of you will remember the letter written by Henry George
to Father Dawson of Dublin, in answer to the priest's urging him to
join the Catholic Church.:

“I care nothing for creeds. It seems to me that in any Church
or out of them one may serve the Master. . . . Andin my way
in the line that duty has seemed to call me, that I have tried to do
. Once in daylight and in a city street, there came to me a
thought, a vision, a call—give it what name you please. . . . And
then and there I made a vow. Through eviP{and through good, what-
ever I have done and whatever I have left undone, to that I have
been true. It was that that impelled me to write ‘‘Progress and
Poverty’ and that sustained me when all else failed. . . . It
has never left me; it is constantly with me. "

“In many different forms and in many different ways men may
serve the Master, Each in the station to which he has been
called, let us do what is set us, and we shall not clash. From various
instruments, set to different keys, comes the grand harmony.”

It has not been given to many to see a vision—save as that vision
comes transmuted into the golden message from one who has seen.
But such a message has been written across our lives and most of us
here have made the vow of dedication and we who have collected
to be helped and to help one another—can go forth again our several
ways—cach in the station to which he has been called’’ knowing
“that from our various instruments, set to different keys, will come
the Grand Harmony.”

So linked as we are, tonight when we part, we do not say goodbye
but rather—au revoir, auf wiedersehn, paa gemsyn,—and as rare Ben
Johnson hath put it:

o in the hope to meet
Shortly again and make our absence sweet.”

CHIicaGo like Carthage was founded by cheating the
natives out of their land.

EDGAR LEE MASTERS, in ““Tale of Chicago.”

Address--Antoinette Kaufmann
Executive Secretary of the
Schalkenbach Foundation

HE following is a resumé of a talk given by Miss
Antoinette Kaufmann at the Friday afternoon ses-
sion, Sept. 27, of the Tenth Annual Henry George Con-
gress at the Hotel New Yorker, New York City.
* % * *

At the time when Henry George lived, wrote, and
campaigned, the force of his personality and the new
truth which his message brought, combined to set in
motion a great political campaign. Nationwide public-
ity and awareness were the inevitable results, and the
Single Tax movement in 1897 reached its peak of power
and popular interest.

After the tragic passing of the leader, groups and
individuals carried on for many years. The Fels Fund
poured resources into the hands of those who were work-
ing politically in a number of States throughout the
Union, and this fund undertook a systematic printing
and distribution of George’s writings. The Great War
saw the close of its activity. There were still faithful
workers all over the country who continued individual
effort, but in the long stretch from 1917 to 1925, with
the exception of the work of a few men and women who
maintained such organizations as the Manhattan Single
Tax Club, the Single Tax Review, now known as LAND
AND FREEDOM, etc., the movement had no definite head-
quarters.

Robert Schalkenbach, the head of Rankin & Co., a
large printing firm in this city, and the then President
of the New York Typothetae (New York Employing
Printers Association,) was devoted to the principles set
forth by Henry George. In November, 1924, he passed
away, and it was found that he had, in his will, set up a
trust fund out of his modest fortune for the purpose of
spreading the ideas of Henry George through the print-
ing of Henry George's books. This Fund was named
after its founder, the Robert Schalkenbach Founda-
tion, twenty-one trustees being appointed, to serve with-
out remuneration, as a Board of Directors. An Execu-
tive Committee of five was chosen by this board to govern
the policies of the Foundation.

In 1926 it began its work. It was found at that time
that the books of Henry George were practically out of
print and unavailable in book shops, and many libraries
in the country had worn editions left over from 1897 or
from early Fels Fund donations. It was found also
in this period of so-called, and comparative “ prosperity,"’
that there was that scant knowledge of Henry George and his
teachings, and the general disposition of the press was
to ridicule George as outmoded and fallacious in theory.

The schools and colleges had practically lost all con-
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nection or interest in George's teachings and if any men-
tion was made in the economics courses, it was perfunc-
tory and confined to a discussion of the “Single Tax"
as a fiscal reform, with nodiscussion of the broad aspects
of justice and economic freedom that are involved in
any intelligent treatment of the subject.

The first duty, then, was to prepare an edition of “ Prog-
ress and Poverty,” and ''Protection Or Free Trade,”
the two most important writings of George. This was
done, and over 1,500 libraries throughout the country
were presented with copies of ‘‘Progress and Poverty."
At the same time, work was begun upon an abridgement
which would attract those who felt they could not take
the time to read the unabridged work. Our first Presi-
dent, Mr. Charles T. Root, conferred with John Dewey,
and obtained from him the very beautiful “Apprecia-
tion of Henry George” which appears in the little abridge-
ment which was finally evolved from the pen of Prof.
Harry Gunnison Brown, and which is entitled, ‘‘Signifi-
cant Paragraphs from Progress and Poverty.”

The Foundation began an advertising campaign to
build up the name and fame of Henry George, and
throughout the years of its work, has attracted thousands
of outsiders to a reading of George through this method
of printing George’s writings and then advertising them
either in newspapers and magazines, or by direct
mail. Lately, the Fund, having diminished somewhat,
has not been able to sustain this advertising, but the
contacts made during the years when this work was
carried on, have been the basis for nation-wide activity.
Many of the people so attracted, are now students
of Henry George, having ‘‘followed through'’ by reading
not only ‘‘Progress and Poverty,”" but other writings,
and they have become leaders of classes in cities
throughout the country, as established by the Henry
George Extension Class programme.

Not only has the Foundation placed George's books,
one by one, in print, and obtained for them a place in
the book stores of the country, and a nation-wide dis-
tribution among individuals, but it has maintained in
its office a voluminous correspondence from the year
1926 to date, which has been effective in the following
manner:

Inquiries were answered; suggestions were
given where people expressed a desire to do con-
structive work in their communities; news of
progress was diseminated to people long out of
touch; and in short, field work tending to keep
the movement together and stimulate activity
was accomplished through this consistent atten-
tion to correspondence.

The people on our lists constituted a nucleus and the
beginning of what might be a national enrollment, and
there is in this office an index card for every active Single
Taxer, which is literally a picture of the extent of in-

terest the individual has displayed during the past years.

Much of the favorable attitude of the press can »e
traced to the quality and timeliness of material sent to
editors at stated intervals. This work of late has becn
extended to include radio commentators, and sin:e
these men in many cases conduct syndicated news
columns, the publicity is extensive if the material se it
happens to interest them to the point of writing on it.

When books were launched, reviews were made tp
with adequate information of the history and subje:t
ready to hand for the editors’ use. The clippings from
the press have been watched over a period of years, ard
favorable editorial comment has been noted and macle
use of wherever possible.

The Foundation considers that it has accomplished
something very definite in the schools and colleges. [t
has obtained the interest of the teachers of economics
in many of the major universities, and it has kept every
economics department advised twice a year of the ma-
terial available for teaching Henry George in the eco-
nomics course. We have reported from time to time
in the pages of this magazine, the comments of educators.
The latest received is merely a postcard from a teacher
in a Southern college, who says:

“ T am anxious tosecure a picture of Henry George for
our economics classroom collection. I am requiring my
students in advanced theory to read “Progress and
Poverty."”

Briefly the statistics as to the book distribution are:

41,762 ‘“Progress and Poverty,” both abridged and
unabridged.
16,652 other Henry George titles.

58,414 Total since 1926.
Over 800,000 pamphlets and tracts.

It may be noted that in the forty-five years from 1897
to 1932, the figures on the distribution of George’s books
by the publishers who formerly handled them, are 57,000
volumes, or, the approximate equal for forty-five year:s
of our nine years work.

Our President, Mr. Charles O’Connor Hennessy, who
has been president since 1927, is also honorary head of
the International Union for Land Value Taxation and
Free Trade, an international organization that keeps
in touch through the London office of Land and Liberty,
conducted by Arthur Madsen, with Georgists through-
out the world.

Much correspondence is maintained in the Founda-
tion office with foreign Single Tax groups. It was ounr
president’s splendid inspiration to invite Lord Snowder
to this Tenth Annual Congress, and while Lord Snowder
could not attend, he sent the magnificent statement to
the Congress which appears elsewhere in this issue.

This letter has received comment from the press asso.
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ciations. Qur president was also instrumental in the
preparation of that remarkable document entitled,
“Economic Causes of War and Industrial Depression,”
which was presented to the League of Nations at Geneva
in May, 1927.

There are two conclusions that Single Taxers and others
who read this article might well arrive at. One is, that
the work of the Foundaion is not merely book publica-
tion and distribution, but a broader, deeper service to
the cause. A service that is carried past the time when
the individual gets the book, on into the time when,
through a reading of it, he becomes interested. At that
point the Foundation places him in touch with the
Henry George School in order that he may go forward
to a systematic study of Henry George, and a widening
of personal influence for the cause in his community.

The other conclusion we would have the reader reach
is, that the work of the Foundation has been on a stable
basis, that it has been effective and constructive at all
times, and carried on at some periods under great dif-
ficulties because the Fund which was left,—modest to
begin with,—has not been large enough to yield an in-
come sufficient to carry on the work upon any scale com-
mensurate with the needs as they are today.

There has been no extra overhead, the work being
carried on by ‘“dollar-a-year’’ men of the Board, and by
the undersigned as paid secretary, with exactly one
office helper.

Any aid that can be given to supplement the Fund,
or to augment its usefulness in the future, will indeed
be a worthy and fruitful action. All support that can
be given in distribution of pamphlets and books will
help the general printing fund. All word that can be
given to newcomers about the Foundation and about
the books will immensly help our cause.

T is now rccognized at least that there is a social prob-

lem of distribution. That much is gained. No longer
do we hear from the impenetrably thoughtless that men
are poor because they are lazy or improvident. Ten
million men seeking employment and unable to find it
have finally stilled that stupid explanation. Other stu-
pidities have taken its place, but this one is banished
forever. Too many of those who are nof improvident
have seen their savings swept away as the avenues of
employment closed against them.

AN you imagine an embalming a library of works

on political economy? Just a collection of mummies.
And would you not feel very much like the American
in “Innocents Abroad” who refused to take any interest
in mummies and wanted to see instead a ‘‘good live
corpse.” These mummies will soon seem so ancient
that we will be justified in voicing such a request. Al-
ready these writers seem to belong to a remote an-
tiquity—there is not a nice fresh corpse among them.

From the
Rt. Hon. Viscount Snowden

DeAr Mg, HENNESSV:

I thank you for your cordial invitation to attend the Congress of
the followers of Henry George which is to be held in New York at
the end of September.

I much regret that I am unable to undertake the long journey,
but I would like to send you a few lines to express my best wishes
for the success of the gathering.

There never was a time when the need was greater than it is today
for the application of the philosophy and principles of Henry George
to the economic and political conditions which are scourging the whole
world.

The root cause of world's economic distress is surely obvious to
every man who has eyes to see and a brain to understand. So long
as land is a monopoly, and men are denied free access to it to apply
their labor to its uses, poverty and unemployment will exist. When
the land monopolists do permit the use of land they do so on terms
which extort its full economic value.

Speaking of England particularly, there never was a time when
land values were increasing so rapidly, and it is not an unrelated
fact that for the last few years we have had the largest volume of
unemployment in our history.

At the time I write Europe is trembling on the brink of an Im-
perialist War, the magnitude and consequences of which no man
can calculate. The root cause of this impending conflict is land
acquisition for the purpose of alien exploitation, All the diabolical
machinery of modern warfare is to be employed to crush the inde-
pendence of a defenseless State and to appropriate its land.

In its saner moments every country admits the ruin which is being
inflicted on world trade by protection and other methods of arti-
ficially created hindrances to the free flow of Commerce; but selfish
interests and a perverted nationalism keep the nations in economic
bondage.

Great Britain's departure from Free Trade has been a disaster,
not only to herself but to the world at large. We no longer can set
an example to the world of the advantages of a Free Trade policy.
Our Protectionist policy is corrupting the political life of the country
and creating vested interests at the expense of the community.

Permanent peace can only be established when men and nations
have realized that natural resources should be a common heritage,
and used for the good of all mankind. It is to inculcate this funda-
mental truth that your Congress is meeting, and I hope the day is
not far distant when it will be universally appreciated; and then will
be the age of Freedom based on Eternal Justice,

Remarks of Clifford H. Kendal

N my opinion it is time for the followers of Henry George to stand

for what he advocated and not for what he opposed. For years
we have followed a so-called liberal policy toward Socialism notwith-
standing George opposed it both in his speeches and writings.

If the philosophy of Henry George is really understood it will be
found one of pure individualism. It follows basic law, viz, inherent
rights only in the individual, and the creation of the State by the
individual as an instrument of public service, the State having no
inherent rights but only temporary conferred powers.

Also 1 feel we have come to a time when we should be outspoken
in our condemnation of the New Deal and what it has done, its poverty-
breeding, socialistic attempts to cure the depression, thereby retard-
ing even temporary recovery.

I feel quite certain that most of you, based as you are on funda-
mental economics, will agree with me in this matter, and, in the
absence of resolutions, will do all you can to let it be known that we
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stand for the real rights of property, that we oppose confiscation,
restriction of production, sales taxes, etc.

Business is sick and is growing sicker still of recurring industrial
depressions, at the same time feeling that such visitations are inevi-
table. Every legitimate and productive interest cannot afford to do
otherwise than investigate the teachings of Henry George. For
the alternative and probable course of events is Socialism or Com-
munism, short production, money tinkering, inflation, and govern-
ment interference with business. Opposed to all this Henry George
offers a simple and constructive programme based on natural law,
a system of sound economics and a true basis of statesmanship.

I repeat, it is time to take our stand against Socialism and let the
world know that what we advocate is in line with sound finance, sound
business and encouragement of initiative and in all things, in con-
formity with the natural order.

Extension Classes of
the Henry George School

S the Henry George School of Social Science opens

its third school year we find its classes in forty-two

cities of the United States, two in Canada and one in

Mexico, with prospects of extensions of the School being

established in England, New Zealand, and other countries.

No one can see between the lines of this record of growth
from one class in 1933, without sensing its significance.

100,000 active Georgists in America!

This is the immediate goal of the School. You can
help attain it in five years or less by becoming one of a
thousand teachers to use ‘' Progress and Poverty'' as the
textbook and the Teachers’ Manual as a guide. What
others are doing you can do. These are some of the
cities where classes are opening this fall:

) ALABAMA
SELMA:

Instructor: William H. Dinkins, A. M., Presi-
dent, Selma University.
CALIFORNIA
GLENDALE. Inmstructor: Hollis C. Joy, 1850 Verdugo

Knolls Drive.
LonG BracH. Imstructor: F. Darwin Smith, President,
California College of Commerce.

Los ANGELES. Exiension Secrelary for Southern Cali-
fornia: C. W. Silvernale, 7356 Willoughby Avenue.
PasapeENa. Instructor: George E. Lee, 1900 Paloma

Street.
SaNTA ANA. Instructor:
Otis Bulding.

Ben E. Tarver, Suite 418,

CONNECTICUT

NorvoLK. Imustructor: Joseph R. Carroll.

STRATFORD. Extension Secrelary: William J. Lee, 219
Burritt Avenue.

WATERBURY. Extension Secretary: Dr.
Hayes, 314 W. Main Street.

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

WASIIINGTON. Extension Secretary: Mrs. Elizabeth M.
Phillips, 2309 N. Custis Road, Clarendon, Va.

Royal E. S.

CEDAR SPRINGS.

ILLINOIS

CHICAGO: Extension Secretary: Maurice Welty,
Dakin Street.

OAK PARK.- Extension Secretary: J]. Edward Jones, 137
N. Marion Street.

PEORIA. Extension Secretary:

rison Street.

4833

Albert Henniges, 326 Har-

MASSACHUSETTS

AnNisQuaM. Imsiructor: James B. Ellery.

BosTON. Extension Secrefary: Miss Zara du Pont 3%
Shepard Street, Cambridge.

Sanpwicn. Inustructor: Lincoln Crowell.

SoutH EGREMONT. Exiension Secretary: John M. Miller.

MICHIGAN
Instructor: ]. S. Tindall.
DetrOIT. Extension Secretary: William J. Palmer, 1257
National Bank Building.
GRAND RAPIDS. Extension Secretary: M. Herman IFiied-
rich, 701 Livingston, N.E.

MINNESOTA

MINNEAPOLIS. Instructor: Louis B. 310

McKnight Building.

Schwartz,

MISSQURI
Kansas City. Exiension Secretary: Edward White, 300
La Salle Building.
SPRINGFIELD. Extension Secretary: Dr.
823 Woodruff Building.
NEW HAMPSHIRE

Instructor: Hartley Dennett.

NEW JERSEY

NEWARK. Instructor: Dr. Elizabeth E. Bowen, Jack-
sonville Road, Towaco, N. ]J.

J. V. Boswell,

EAST ALSTEAD.

WESTFIELD. Instructor: Edwip J. Jones, 311 Prospect
Street.
NEW YORK
BROOKLYN. Instructor: John Luxton, 496 E. 46th Street.

Instructor: David Chodorov, Execut: ve's
Secretarial Training School, 1560 Flatbush Avenue.
BroNX. Instructor: Max Berkowitz, 655 E. 223rd Street.
MiIDDLETOWN. Extension Secretary: Z. K. Greene, 39
Washington Street.
NEw York City. National Headquarters:
Business Manager, 211 West 79th Street.

0. K. Dorn,

SCHENECTADY. FExiension Secretary: W. W. Munro, R.
D. No. 3.
OHIO
CincINNATI. Extension Secretary: E. E. Hardcastle,

Union Central Life Insurance Co.

CLEVELAND. Extension Secretary: Virgil D. Allen, 2304
Bellfield Road, Cleveland Heights.

CoLumBus. FExtension Secretary: J. H. Kauffman, 403
State House Annex.
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Y OUNGSTOWN. Extension Secretary: Charles C. McGowan,
25 S. Hazel Street.

PENNSYLVANIA
BEAVER. Instructor: Richard E. Howe, 810 Keystone
Building, Pittsburgh, Pa.
PHILADELPHIA. FExtension Secrefary: Julian P. Hickok,
315 Zeralda Street.
PITTSBURGII. Exiension Secreiary: Richard E. Howe, 810
Keystone Building.
BSOMERSET. Instructor: Ernest O. Kooser.
TEXAS
OUSTON. Imstructor: Mrs. Bessie Beach Truehart, 5308
Almeda Road.
} WASHINGTON
DERWOOD MANOR. [Iustructor: W. H. Proctor.
COMA. Imsiructor: Robert S. Doubleday, 2306 S.
Yakima Avenue.
CANADA
ILK RIVER, ALBERTA. Inustructor: J. B. Ellert.
ORONTO, ONTARIO. Imstructors: Alan C. Thompson, 100
Lombard Street. Miss Dorothy E. Coate, Rousseau,
Ontario.
MEXICO
VMONTEREY. Imstructor: E. S. Westrup, Ave Morales
32, Ote.
Joun LAWRENCE MONROE.

Congress Notes

Mrs. Adeline T. Muhlenberg who covers for this issue of LAND
AND FrREEDOM the first two sessions of the Henry George Congress
s a graduate of John Luxton’s Brooklyn class of the Henry George

hool. She is a worthy pupil of that highly capable teacher. The
pthers who reported the Congress for this issue are all members of
he Students’ Alumni.

At every recurring Henry George Congress Abe Waldauer asks us
he question, ' Will I see the Single Tax before I die?”” And our answer
has always been “Yes.”! As Abe seems rather anxious about it, and
loes not ask the question merely to keep in practise, we are going to
bredict publicly in anticipation of the same inquiry next year that he
vill live to see it.

It was good to meet old friends and a lot of new ones. The daughter
bf our old friend Charlie Fuller, Miss C. H. Fuller of Middletown,
N. Y. especially interested us because we were a close friend of her
ather who passed away several years ago. She is an enthusiastic
hidherent of the Georgist philosophy.

Mayor McNair who has a habit of doing unexpected things, has
bffered our friend Abe D. Waldauer the office of City Attorney of

‘Pittsburgh. We fancy that the people of Memphis think too much

bf him to let him go.

John Lawrence Monroe told of the progress of the Extension
Classes on Thursday afternoon of the Congress. He said in part:
‘A year ago I completed a month’s tour of the South and West. [
pisited Mississippi where Dr. Copeland carried on his heroic campaign.
During my visit to many cities I saw that we were handicapped by
the fact that only a few were familiar with our philosophy. In the
fHlenry George School 1 discovered the method of bringing the sub-

ject to the people. In Cleveland Peter Witt gave a talk over the
radio which elicited over 1,000 inquiries and resulted in the forma-
tion of classes in which 240 were enrolled. There are now over forty
cities which have classes and these should reach 100 at the end of
the year.”

Young Billy Truehart of Houston, Texas, one of the most interest-
ing figures at the Congress, showed a familiarity with our principles
and a knowledge of ““Progress and Poverty’” remarkable in one so
young.

Mr. M. Van Veen spent a whole day in showing Mrs. Truehart
and Billy the sights of the city.

As a repercussion of the Tenth Henry George Congress the Henry
George Club of Pittsburgh held a meeting to listen to reports of the
Congress from Mayor McNair, Congressman Moritz, Robert C.
Bowers, and Richard E. Howe.

Hon. George Foster Peabody, old friend of Lord Snowden, joined
with Charles O’Connor Hennessy in a separate invitation to the
former to attend the Congress. In another column will be found
the admirable letter of Lord Snowden explaining why he was unable
to be present.

We regret that Mr. J. B. Ellert, of Milk River, Alberta, did not
give a full account of the experiment on Single Tax lines in that town.
The Congress would have heard something constructive and inspiring.
At the Henry George School on Monday, Sept. 30, he reviewed the
history of what had been done in Milk River. It seems to us that
here is a magazine story of unusual interest, which, with pictures of
the town, would appeal to the editor of some popular periodical.

The success of the Congress was due not solely to its capable chair-
man Edward P. Donovan, but to the efficient cooperation of Mrs.
B. W. Burger, Otto Dorn and John Lawrence Monroe, These persons
deserve special mention.

P. R. Williams in his speech at the opening session said: “I cannot
announce the discovery of any royal road to the triumph of our prin-
ciples, but I do feel that we are making progress along many lines.
Among these is the election of several of our believers to Congress.
We have also found a new instrument in educational methods in the
Henry George School.”

Mr. Charles Erwood who reports the evening session of the first
day of the Congress is librarian of the Henry George School, which
is well on its way to the ownership of 5,000 volumes required as one
of the conditions of the renewal of the School’s charter two years
from date.

We regret that Miss Helen D. Denbigh was not heard from. To
her more than to any one is due the starting of the Henry George
Fellowship. But readers of LAND AND FREEDOM will hear from her
soon. In this connection it is pleasing to announce the receipt of
Number One of The Henry George Fellowship News from Chicago.

Phelps Phelps, who has given some very interesting Henry George
talks over the radio, but who says that he is not a Single Taxer,
dropped in to look us over.

Ashley Mitchell of Huddersfield, England, whom many of our
New York readers will remember, was unable to attend the Con-
gress. He wrote: “I hope you will have a very successful Henry
George Congress. Am delighted to know that Arthur Madsen and
Mr. Folke are to be with you.”
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Albert Firmin, former postmaster of Brooklyn, held the attention
of the audience with his resonant voice and his oratorical ability.
Mr. Firmin is one of the best loved veterans of the movement.

We were glad to see our old friend ‘‘Larry” Henry at the Congress.
He brought with him certain banners from the '86 campaign which
were placed on display. Mr. Henry was accredited delegate to the
Congress from his local union. He is 78 years of age but still full
of enthusiasm for the cause.

The Importance of Free Trade
STEPHEN BELL AT HENRY GEORGE CONGRESS

T is not my purpose to explain to you the merits of

free trade, for you understand them as well as I do.
It is unnecessary to tell you that Henry George’s ‘‘Pro-
tection or Free Trade' is a classic, for you know that
too. But it may be in order to remind some of you that
the book is half a century old, that the tariff map of the
world has changed “considerably in that time, and the
universality and stringency of trade strangulation today
make the matter of commercial freedom more important
than ever before. It is my desire to help you in visualiz-
ing the supreme importance of free trade in our larger
philosophy of complete economic freedom.

Too many of us have taken at more than face value
the dictum that advancing rent will absorb the gains
that may result from free trade, even as it has absorbed
the lion's share of the gains from other improvements
and reforms.

Fifty years ago, when George wrote, Protectionism
was in its infancy as compared with what it is today.
It was merely an irritating, stinging sea nettle as com-
pared with the giant octopus it is now, with its tentacles
embracing the earth and strangling the trade of all na-
tions, the trade that is the lifeblood of civilization, since
without it civilization must languish and die.

Yet in 1888 Henry George thought the matter so im-
portant that he broke with many of his best and closest
friends—even with that great soul whose memory we all
delight to honor and revere, Father McGlynn, who was
even then under the ban of excommunication by his
church for having taken up the cross of this crusade,—
in order to support Grover Cleveland for the Presidency
on the mere chance that he might do something for free
trade.

I would invite you to read again the concluding chapter
of *‘Protection or Free Trade,” you who regard tariffs
as a side issue, and see for yourselves in the light of sub-
sequent events the prophetic insight which inspired it.

I have said that Protectionism is strangling the trade
that is the lifeblood of civilization. Why did Germany
plunge the world into war? For a place in the sun. Free
trade would have given it to her.

Why has Japan entered upon a career of expansion
and conquest on the Asiatic mainland? For a place in
the sun. Free trade would give it to her.

Why is Italy crying for more room and threatcning |i
the peace of the world? For a place in the sun vhich
only free trade can give her.

Free trade, and only free trade, can give to every na-
tion, great or small, rich or poor in natural resources
progressive or backward, its rightful place in the sun
opening to all of them all the resources of the cart
through the channels of mutually profitable commer :e.

I believe that Solomon had our philosophy of economi
freedom in mind when he said:

“There is that scattereth and yet increaseth, and :her
is that withholdeth more than is meet, but it tegdet
to poverty?” {

Certain it is that the poverty of the world is due ¢t
its greed, the desire of the nations to keep their pro
perity to themselves and to allow none of it to leak ove
their boundaries. !

Too many of our people are afraid of the tariff ques
tion. I've heard them say they seldom or never star
a discussion of the tariff because it seems to clos: th
mind of the prospect to any discussion of the Georgea
philosophy whatever. Well, it’s just as easy to close th
mind of a prospect by leading off with a discussion of th
land question as it is with the tariff. My own experienc
is that the tariff offers one of the easiest and safest open
ings for a discussion of the broader philosophy of eco
nomic liberty which will give to all humanity its plac
in the sun by freeing all industry and trade from stranglin
restrictions and the burdens of taxation that should
borne by our real commonwealth, the values which popul
tions and their activities create in the land.

Why do men fear that with free trade we would spen
all our money abroad for cheap goods, and so allow ou
home industries to die? Do they not know that we can’
spend American money abroad any more than foreigner:
can spend foreign moneys here?

Money is not migratory. It stays where it can cir
culate. Our merchants and manufacturers will not sel
their goods abroad for foreign money. Foreign merchant
and manufacturers will not sell their goods herru f
American money. Each wants the money of his ow
country. It is the function of exchange banking to
the medium through which exporters and importer
exchange their credits, so that each can pay and be pai
in the money he desires.

In normal times one may gauge the way in which th
tides of trade are running by the movement of the foreig
exchange market. Frank A. Vanderlip has callecd th
exchange markets of the world the ‘‘international scal
pans,” and no more effective instrument exists for di
couraging excessive importing or excessive expcrtin
than the balance of the international scale pans, which
however, may be thrown out of balance when govern:
ment credit in the form of great foreign loans are throw
into them.

Why cannot the so-called war debts of our associate
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din the World War be paid? Because, while their moneys
are worthless here, we prevent them from securing through
trade the dollar credits necessary for their payment.

Why cannot the countries whose national and municipal
governments and corporations borrowed large sums after
he war for the rehabilitation of their industries, pay
these debts, which amount to about as much as the war
‘fdebts? The reason is the same.
¥ You may wonder why and how those countries bor-
rowed dollars, though dollars do not circulate abroad.
hey did not borrow them to take them abroad. They
borrowed them to pay for American machinery, equip-
ment, raw materials and foodstuffs, and it was for this
purpose that the foreign governments threw their credit
Jinto the international scale pans. What we really
oaned abroad was goods and services, and it is goods
and services we must take in repayment, or let the debts
go unpaid. In the face of this invincible fact, however,
Mwe have twice raised our tariff to prevent this kind of
#payment, and have even added insult to injury by calling
our debtors ‘‘defaulters’” and ‘‘welchers” for not paying.

It is the strain of trying to meet these commercial
obligations with gold which has upset the gold standard
itself, and this strain is an effective bar to currency
stabilization.

Trade is a two-way traffic, and to stop it one way is
to stop it both ways. We see its effects in the shrink-
ing of agricultural products which began many years ago,
backing these products up on a domestic market unable
#to absorb them until they smashed prices by their sheer
weight. The foreigner could not buy here because we
W made it next to impossible for him to sell here. All this
B has helped immeasurably in breaking down the domestic
market for manufactured goods of every description and
scattering unemployment and destitution over this coun-
try and the world.

Now the primal motive for all trade is to acquire things
@ we want and have not, and the thing we offer in exchange
dor sell in order to acquire the wherewithal to buy is merely
the means by which we expect to get the thing we want.
Let free trade liberate the consumer demand of the world
dif we truly desire to set the wheels of industry humming

again.

@ Why are we trying to cure want in the midst of plenty
by reducing the plenty? Because we refuse to liberate
that consumer demand. These trade-strangling tariffs
are costing the nations not only their prosperity, but
4 their security and peace as well. Richard Cobden said
i# of the anzmic half-baked free trade of the Manchester
school that it was the best peacemaker. The late Henri
§ Lambert of Belgium, who understood our brand of free
trade, declared it to be the only peacemaker.

I have never known any other man whose mind worked
so clearly and so independently along the lines blazed
by Henry George as did the mind of this Belgian noble-
4 man, who not only disdained the use of his title but was

suspect as a ‘‘defeatist”’ and *‘pro-German’’ during the
war because of his clear diagnosis of the causes of the
war and his insistence on their removal. He became
intimate with Col. House, and to his influence I have
attributed the third of President Wilson's famous ‘‘Four-
teen Points’ for settling the war—the one calling for the
elimination of economic barriers. And I have attributed
the break between President Wilson and Colonel House
to the discarding of these Fourteen Points at the Ver-
sailles Peace Conference.

In my talks with Henri Lambert he disclosed a thorough
understanding of the Georgean philosophy, but he main-
tained that George had unduly subordinated free trade
in order to push the land question to the front, and he
explained his attitude in this wise:

“The land question is basic, fundamental, and the
popular mind, never profound, cannot be led to consider
so fundamental a reform under conditions that exist
today. War and the fear of war oppress the nations
continually, and the hard conditions of life make it well-
nigh impossible to think of anything else. Here in
Europe the fear of war is always with us. No genera-
tion has escaped it. Qur thoughts are centered on mak-
ing our borders secure, to the exclusion of everything
else. Therefore you will pardon me if I decline to be
turned from my purpose of realizing for Europe a Pax
Economica.”

Henry George revealed to us the rock on which pre-
vious free trade philosophies had been wrecked, and we
owe him eternal gratitude for showing to us the glories
to which true free trade, or full economic freedom, will
yet lead the world, but he overshot his mark when, with-
out intending it, he allowed many of us to regard com-
mercial freedom as a mere subordinate part of the
broader philosophy.

In the work of the Henry George School of Social
Science too much attention cannot be given to ‘‘Protec-
tion or Free Trade." George’s book is a classic, but it
is half a century old, and in that time trade strangula-
tion has assumed forms and phases he little dreamed of.

Our great need is for a text book which, without omit-
ting or altering any of the principles set forth by Henry
George, shall bring this surpassingly important matter
up to date.

INGLE TAXERS will smile over a few words in Bernard
Shaw's recent address to the left-wing Laborites in
England. As reported in the New York Times, he said:
“They pay rent in Russia, but the difference is that
here we pay rent to a gentleman who may go and blow it
all at Monte Carlo. In Russia you pay rent to the local
Soviet, which uses it for public purposes, of which you
get the benefit. In other words, the people of London are
fools; the people of Moscow are sensible.”

ALICE STONE in Unily.
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Loyal Discipleship

INGLE TAXERS, always optimistic and zealous, see a revival

of interest in their movement in which they are attempting to
enlist the interest of youth. At their tenth annual convention last
week it was announced that the Henry George School of Social Science,
established in New York three years ago, has branches in thirty-eight
cities and it is hoped to increase the number soon to a hundred. They
are taking advantage of current interest in economic problems to
attract attention to this old proposal to cure the ills of society.

It is fifty-six years since George, a native Philadelphian, wrote
' Progress and Poverty,” and thirty-eight since his death. His book
made him world famous. An enthusiastic Single Tax movement
started in this country and rapidly gained adherents in England and
the British dominions. In 1886 George, backed by labor in his can-
didacy for Mayor of New York City, ran ahead of Theodore Roose-
velt, the Republican candidate, and gave Tammany a tight squeeze.

The Single Tax movement soon lost its first impetus and slowed
down. It has always had devoted adherents preaching the George
Gospel with almost religious fervor and setting an example to the
advocates of other movements by their persistence. A real Single
Taxer is never pessimistic, said one of the speakers at the New York
gathering.—Philadelphia Evening Bulletin.

A New Definition
of Embezzlement

HE American Petroleum Industries Committee has long been

complaining, with justice, of the disproportionate share of taxa-
tion to which the industry is subjected, as well as the many ways in
which unscrupulous dealers evade these taxes, to the injury of their
more honest fellows. It has followed up this noble work with one
equally noble in intention but less so in conception. It would aid
the government in preventing tax evasion while lightening the
general burden, and would do it by means of a “model law” which
it asks all the States to adopt.

We are particularly entranced with the one providing that failure
to pay is to constitute an embezzlement of public funds. Thus the
legitimate earnings of a gasoline dealer, or at least a portion of these
earnings, are to be tagged as “public funds,” to withhold which is
a felony.

Of course this is done constantly by our tax laws without saying
anything about it, but this express labeling private earnings as
public funds invites inquiry as to what kind of funds the publicly
created value or rent of land constitutes. No one pretends that this
is even earned by the landowner.

Telegram From London

HE following telegram was received by Arthur Madsen and
read at the Henry George Congress:

“Conference held under the auspices of City Council of Cardiff
carried resolutions demanding power from Parliament to levy local
taxes on land values. At conference there were ninety-six delegates,
representing fourty-four municipalities and other local governing
bodies in Wales. Resolutions now being sent by Cardiff City Council
to 2,000 municipalities and other local governing bodies in England
and Wales."”

A NIBBLE, ANYWAY

In Perigord, France, where they use pigs to root up trufiles,
it is found that unless the pigs get some of the truffles they
stop digging.

Bureaucrats, tax collectors, please note that not even pigs will
go on working if somebody takes away all that is dug.
London Express.

An Important Meeting
In Los Angeles

HE opening speech of a movement to establish a unicameral

legislative system in California was delivered at a recent vu-
nicipal League Forum in Los Angeles. The speaker was that vetiran
Democrat of Democrats and steadfast Georgist, Laurie J. Quinby
of Hollywood. Mr. Quinby has never passed up an opportunit:: to
promote true Democracy.

Over twenty years ago, as a Nebraska State Senator, he was
critized for promoting a constitutional amendment calling for a one-
house legislature in that State. The next session of law makeri in
Nebraska will be unicameral. {

Men of the Quinby calibre should be sent to California’s S:ate
Capitol to replace the horde of blatant demagogues now there. .ind
why not the ‘‘Sage of Hollywood™ himself 7-—C. W. SILVERNALE.

T was at the session on the Malthusian Theory at the
Teachers’ Traninng Class of the Henry George School

of Social Science when one of the students referred to the
fact that the population of the world could be housed in
the State of Texas but the teacher understood him to
say taxes in place of Texas. After the laughter subsuled
the teacher said: “Right, the population of the wc:rld
could be housed in Texas and they could all be buried
in taxes."

Contemplating the
| Here and Now

HE whole world scems at the present time experienc-

ing a fearful unrest. The adjective “fearful’’ is not
used inadvisedly. Many economic physicians are pre-
scribing for the disease (lack of ease), but are apparently
heeding symptoms only, and studiously avoiding causes.
Several reasons may be attributable for this attitgde.
Symptoms are multitudinous and require little proof and
less thought to declare, and one can, and most all of us do,
see symptoms, while causes are few in number and may
poss1bly be reduced to one outstanding fact which re-
quires reason and logic to prove.

Mental laziness, then, has largely to do with a solun on.
Physicians who prescribe lake water with a Latin lal)el
are careful that their patients are kept ignorant of he
subterfuge; likewise, there are many economic physicians,
who know the truth, but are reluctant to advise the remedy
openly, knowing that the world is apparently not yet
ready to be free. To acquire freedom it becomes neces-
sary to exert, at least in some degree, mental initiative,

It is a well-known fact that theie are but two pr:mal
fundamental factors in the human physical activities,
namely, Man and the Earth. The question naturally
arises, Does this generation possess sufficient knowle(lge
and efficiency to extract from the earth their daily neels?
“Give us this day our daily bread,” has a deep significaiice
when considering the apprehensions most of us entertiin

“regarding the needs of tomorrow.

-
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The fear of want is the compelling motive to store for
future use and has been carried to excess by some, the
gaining of which has kept them so occupied that their
brother’s necds have been entirely ovcrlooked, together
with that bit of philosophy which teaches that what
rightly benefits one benefits all; also, the plan eventually
spells failure and chaos—then change. The law of justice
1s always present and thc necessity for making it manifest
is gradually coming into the consciousness of the afore-
said brother. Universal thought is today shaping itself
on a new basis, which had best be recognized, and instead
of being led into vague notions leaning toward socialistic
doctrines, something along the line of fundamecntal
Natural Laws will be considered. The trouble lies, of
course, in the improper distribution of our wonderful gift
of supply, and instead of permitting it to be monopolized
by a few, we should reason that what is provided by the
Creator without our aid or knowledge, must ostensibly
have been intended for all. Placing our earth supply
in the samc catagory as the air and sunshine might aid
us in this solution, and substituting superficial expediency
for Natural Law with cxpectation of favorable results,
promises to be a gigantic undertaking, involving untold
ramifications.

Seeking cvery avenue for taxing labor products, and
ignoring the scientific method of taxing the source, the
monopoly of thc earth, to the value of which all con-
tribute, this reasoning, of course, is too simple for our ex-
perts to contemplate. It implies no statistical elaboration,
historical data, nor prognostication anent the future; it

mcrely contemplates the Here 'and Now. —F. J. Eppv.

RUESOME stories of conditions in Russia appear in

none too veracious Hearst papers. Whether true
or falsc no denial by the Soviet government or its American
champions can be trusted, since prohibition in Russia of
hostile criticism constitutes an implied admission that the
government has much evil to hide. The only way the
Soviet administration can clear itself is by making hostile
criticism as safe in Moscow as in Washington or New
York. Until this is done communist speakers and writers
must be classed as talking ignorantly or menda-
ciously.

F the Wright brothers had needed an Act of Congress

before they could have experimented with an airplane
there would be no airplanes today. Had legislative per-
mission been necessary before any one could try out an
an automobile we would still be in the horse and buggy
age. Had Stephenson needed an Act of Parliament be-
fore being allowed to build a locomotive stage coaches
would still be running. This explains why mechanical
progress has outstripped progress in matters relating to
governmcnt.

I AM glad to hear that you are engaged in an active campaign to
make known the economic and fiscal ideas of Henry George. If
the United States had harkened to his warnings forty years ago it
would have saved itself most of its present tribulations, so largely due
to monopoly fostered by private control of land and natural resources.
South Africa has the opportunity to avoid similar future catastropte
by adopting in time the principle that the land and its natural riclics
are not to be monopolized, but are for the good of all.
Joun DEWEY, in letter to Mather Smith.

What They Are Saying

MEMORY OF HENRY GEORGE*

Labor Day, by a suggestive coincidence, occurred yesterday upon
the birthday of Henry George, making the occasion doubly worthy
of attention.

Henry George—born Sept. 2, 1839, died Oct. 29, 1897. His funda-
mental message remains today no less fresh and pertinent than it
was nearly four decades ago when he laid down his sword!

The world he lived in was, for practical purposes, not so large as
it is now, not so swift-moving, not so complicated. But it wasa world
of the same immemorial difficulty and struggle. Against the evils
of that world he fought with a courage that never turned aside, and
for its problems he offered a philosophy of justice which is still living.

‘‘Social progress makes the well-being of all more and more the
business of each,”” declared Henry George. The world has changed
much since he said that, but the most idealistic of the New Dealers
goes no further is stating his basic principles.

And to the timid souls who shake their heads at the idea of re-
form in the recovery programme there could be no better answer
than Henry George's pronouncement, “There is danger in reckless
change, but greater danger in blind conservatism.”

Henry George was steadfastly the upholder of the rights of men
who lived by their own hard work. He belonged also, and just as
much, to all those patriots and visionaries who march toward the
hope of a fairer deal.

The inspired New York World bade him farewell thirty-eight years
ago in these words:—

‘““Wherever men honor public and private virtue; wherever men
are struggling to uplift their fellow-men, wherever men grope in the
darkness of oppression, straining their eyes for the breaking of the
dawn of liberty, the news will come as the tidings of the death of a
friend. Liberty has lost a friend! Democracy has losta
leader] Down with dictators.!”—N. Y. World-Telegram.

EpiTORIAL NoOTE: We are grateful for this fine tribute to our
leader. But we must point out that there is nothing in common
between the doctrines of the New Dealers and the ‘‘ basic principles"’

of Henry George. Indeed they are in irreconcilable conflict.
Epitor LAND AND FREEDOM.

HENRY GEORGE IN CHINA

China would seem to be one of the world’s poorest fields in which
to disseminate the economic philosophy of Henry George. But Dr.
Macklin didn’t find it so.

During his four decades of service as a physician in a mission hospi-
tal, he found time to translate into Chinese Ida M. Tarbell's ‘'History
of the Standard Qil Company,” Herbert Spencer's ‘‘Social Statics,”
Green's “‘Short History of English People,” Henry George's famous
works, ‘‘Progress and Poverty” and *'Protection or Free Trade,”
and about fifteen other w'rorks along similar lines.

* * * *

In the course of his work in China, Dr. Macklin had opportunity
to become closely acquainted with Dr. Sun Yat Sen, the George
Washington of the Chinese Republic.

In their discussions concerning the future of China, Dr. Macklin
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presented to the Chinese revolutionary leader the Henry Georgian

philosophy of making taxes on socially created land values the sole

source of governmental revenue, and converted him to the idea.
GILBERT BrROWN, columnist, in Los Angeles Post Record.

LORD KITCHENER, GEORGIST

Kitchener's Georgist laws in Transvaal are the most dramatic part
of his life, in their re-emergence. But one ventures to think the
grandly simple lines of his Sudan Code will fructify in greater boons,
which are the more impressive when we recall Cromer’'s founding of
a landed gentry in Egypt itself at the time. Honor to our brotherl

MERVYN J. STEWART in Melbourne Progress.

KITCHENER'S LAND REFORM PROGRAMME

When Lord Kitchener became Viceroy of Egypt he found a condi-
tion similar to that which now exists in the United States. He might
have built more pyramids so as to give employment to labor, but he
did not. He caused the distribution of small tracts of public land
to the people and these tracts were inalienable. They could not
be mortgaged or sold. The holder of this land could only desert
it and make room for a better man.

PreEscorT A. PARKER in New York Herald-Tribune.

ALWAYS ENOUGH IN THE WORLD FOR ALL

**The Chart of Plenty,” which Charles A. Beard thinks is the most
important American book published in recent years, proves, in the
words of Stuart Chase's introduction, that under a different system
of property relationships ‘‘American industry could supply every
family with a health and decency budget (from $2,000 to $2,500)
and give in addition almost as much again in terms of comforts.”
Although I am an amateur in these matters, I can find flaws in what
Mr. Loeb and Mr. Chase have to say about the potential capacity
of the industrial machine, and I hereby apologize for not having
mentioned ‘‘The Chart of Plenty'" before this.

But too much can be claimed for books like *‘The Chart of Plenty."
As Murray Godwin once pointed out, there has always been enough
in the world for every one. What has always kept most people from
getting a good living is monopolization by an elite of land and natural
resources, as Henry George long ago explained. *Progress and
Poverty' is still a far more important book than ‘“The Chart of
Plenty.” And the really important work of showing how the politi-
cal means of distributing an annual income of some $4,000 to each
family is to be devised is as yet unwritten. Until that book appears
I refuse to get excited about the figures of our technocratic prophets
of the ‘““economy of abundance.” We have always had a potential
plenty of basic stuffs, even if it takes the machine to offer us a poten-
tial plenty of luxuries.—JOoHN CHAMBERLAIN in New York Times.

FRIEND OF CAPITAL AS WELL AS THE FRIEND OF LABOR

The only reformer abroad in the world in my time who interested
me in the least was Henry George, because his project did not con-
template prescription, but, on the contrary, would reduce it almost
to zero. He was the only one of the lot who believed in freedom,
or (as far as I could see) had any approximation to an intelligent
idea of what freedom is, and of the economic prerequisites to attain-
ing it.

* * * *

One is immensely tickled to see how things are coming out nowa-
days with reference to his doctrine, for George was in fact the best
friend the capitalist ever had. He built up the most complete and
absolutely impregnable defense of the right of capital that was ever
constructed.—ALBERT J. Nock in July Atlantic.

HENRY GEORGE IDEAS APPROVED IN SO. AFRICA
The May issue of the monthly journal, the Indusiries of South

“ things are going along just as they have always gone along and that

Africa, published in Durban, contains a complete reprint of “Ienr,
George's ‘“The Crime of Poverty.”

An editorial note said ‘“the arguments propounded by the Piophe!
of San Francisco, are arguments that apply even more forcibly t
present day world conditions.

““Those of our readers who will read deeply and study casefullyf]
what Henry George has to say will find to their amazement that what
he says is so right—so utterly and simply right—that the junda
mental facts seem to have escaped more recent reformers «f ou
social and economic systems in their seeking after compl cated
methods to right complicated wrongs." !

Land and Liberty, London, Engl:nd.

SPENDING LIKE A DRUNKEN SAILOR

$24,206,533,000, representing the expenditure of Roosevelt's Ad-
ministration, as estimated by the President—actual 1934 and esti-
mated 1935 and 1936, a total of three years—means that the New
Dealers are spending the taxpayers’ money at the rate of $15,351
per minute, or $255 per second. That’s something for our boys an
girls of today—our taxpayers of the future—to look forward to.
Wingold News Letier, Bay State Milling Co., Winona, Minn.

A DEFINITION OF PRIVILEGE

In my thinking, privilege has to do with a favored position that
cnables a person to secure income at the expense of others, incom
for which he does not render an equivalent in goods or services t
those from whom this income is drawn. The income of a monopiolist,
of a slave owner (even though he has bought his slaves from the previ-
ous owners), of a recipient of tariff or other government favors, and
of a person whose income is derived mainly from the community-
produced situation rent of land or sites, might all be spoken of as
enjoying privileged income.

Pror. HARrRY GUNNISON BrowN, in St. Louis Ster Times.

WILL CANADIAN LABOR ACT ON ITS OWN RESOLUTION?

The All-Canadian Congress of Labor, at its annual convention in
Montreal in May last, adopted certain ‘‘recommendations of policy”
made by its Executive Board. Among these was one on the subject
of The Land, reading as follows:

““The nation should re-assert the ownership of natural resources
as an initial step in any fundamental reform of the economic system.
The most important of all natural resources, the land, should be
national property. The communally created value of land should
belong to the community. To achieve this advance the Board recom-
mends the advocacy of the gradual acquisition of all land valucs by
taxation, the revenue so derived being applied first for the prov ision
of housing for the workers."

This is the deliberately chosen pollcy of the Congress and it stands
as such until—if ever—it is altered or rescinded by equally authon-
tﬂt]VE ﬂCthn of some future convention.

On the other hand, natural resources actually have been made
private property to such an extent that the workers have been de-
prived of their fair share. This has been done throughout our
civilization and in all ages of recorded history. This fact is about
as obvious and as widely known as man's constant dependence upon
natural resources. Not only that, but in all ages and all lands there
have been protests against such a system. But those protests have
been made, almost without exception, against some special grievance
or to ward off some evil threatening the common welfare. The case
that comes most readily to mind is that long-continued and system-
atic outrage by which the common lands of England were “enclosed”
with the intent and effect of stealing them from the commur ities
that owned them.

Has anything happened here in Canada to make it necessary for
Labor to make a gesture of warning or protest? Many will say that
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he All-Canadian Congress of Labor in adopting this ‘“‘land"” resolu-
1on is merely repeating a platitude or is looking for trouble.
in Canadien Unionist.

QUESTIONS OUR OPPONENTS MUST CONFUTE

sl To shatter Georgian economics it is only necessary to refute cer-

ain very simple propositions which Henry George propounds, illus-
Such propositions for example are:—

1. That man is entirely dependent upon land for his physical
bxistence,

2. That this planet (land) is the gift of the Creator to all his crea-
ures—not merely to the dress circle occupiers.

3. That the only real Landowner, the Creator, charges no Rent
or the use of his land.

4, That rent only exists where human societies exist.

5. That at the fringes of society (if land be plentiful and not pur-
osely held out of use) there will be no Rent.

6. That Rent is a natural phenomenon—as natural as any
hysical law—secreted as it were only by society, just as food is

turally secreted by the mother for the benefit of her young.

7. That land is the only source of wealth, and labor the only means
by which wealth is produced.
8. That all taxation is a forcible extraction from the wages of

br
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‘|ticularly in our larger cities.

abor.

9. That Rent is not an extraction from wages.

10. That Rent correctly applied to meet the expenses of govern-
ent, eliminates the necessity for taxation, and thereby assures to
abor the full value of the products produced.

11. That wages are the returns to labor, whilst Rent is the natural
eturn due tosociety, being occasioned and caused by society as dis-
inct from the individual.

12. That labor applied to land produces wealth.

13. That mere ownership of land contributes nothing to the pro-
uction of wealth, though it often yields fortunes to owners.

The Standard, Sydney, Australia.

TAKE TAXES OUT OF PRICES

The Wall Street Journal has been harping on ““Kept Apart by
rice”” for about a year now, and [ hope that it continues harping
n that same theme. Neither government nor legislation has any
irect jurisdiction in the field of price fixing, for anything, and that
ncludes wages, interest, rent and profits, but can control taxes and
he expense of governmental activities. Legislators can ‘‘Take
axes Out of Prices” by shifting them to the site value of land. They
n cancel taxes with rent and they should do it now. That can and
hould be done gradually, one step at a time. The best place to start,
I think, would be transportation taxes. That is the heaviest tax
that everybody has to pay. By shifting ALL taxes from ALL carrier
facilities, including gasoline, coal and oil, to ALL land values, urban

‘fand rural, irrespective of ALL improvements, would be killing, with

one stone, two foul birds of prey, namely, exhorbitant freight and
passenger rates and fabulously high prices and rents for land, par-
Legislators should learn about and
become conscious of the limitations of statutes and, at the same time,
put aside wishful thinking and wish-fulfilment devices and do things
that are possible and which should be done in the public interest.
Dr. C. J. LAVERY in Dakota Free Press.

THANKS, BROTHER TOEPFERT

It surely is becoming evident that a right solution of our tax prob-
lems is of the utmost concern, as you have said, in the affairs of every
United States citizen. The modern development of the doctrines
of Smith, Spencer, the French physiocrats and others of the *‘classic”
period are carried out and elaborated in the teachings of Henry
George, and in this connection it may be of interest to know that the
Ilenry George School of Social Science, located in New York City

and chartered under the laws of the State, is establishing extension
schools in the principal cities of the United States.
OscAr A. ToEPFERT in Christian Science Monitor.

REAL ESTATE RACKETS*

The field of real estate rackets has experienced a depression boom.
aimed at those who want to sell-—debt-ridden subur-
bamtes. harassed farmers, bedeviled merchants, bewildered widows.
« + . . ‘“Cash for your home,” ‘“We buy real estate anywhere,”

or ‘‘Mortgage money available.”” . . Rented desk room—
“business address,” cards printed: ‘‘Real estate appraisals.” The
stage was set for the ads in the ‘‘Money to loan” sections. ‘‘Ad-
vance fee” racket. ‘““I've a client who wants to buy your place.'
contract of sale . . . etec., etc. ‘“Building
Corporation” represented as being very, very anxious to buy these
tracts, . . . Payment no cash but only interest-bear-
ing mortgages, the terms of which the promoters had no intention
of meeting. they had accomplished their purpose, the col-
lection of the advance fee, and had kept within the law,

The many Philadelphians who succumbed to the scheme didn’t
know that the lots for which they paid $1,500 each—a large part in
cash—had cost the promoters only $75. each. This game is worked
all over the country.

Free Lot scheme, and Lunch and Lecture scheme. *“Once signed
these contracts hold.”” Don't count too heavily on the law.

JErOME ELLISON in Readers Digest for August.

BOOK REVIEWS

A USEFUL BOOK—WITHIN LIMITS*

Here is a work typical of much that is being written in these days,
and useful within limits.

Prof. Wallis has his fling at Henry George. It has become the
habit of those who derive all they know from the master to present
what they want to think is an original approach to the problem, so
much more reasonable than Henry George himself, but which turns
out to be the same thing under another name and a new setting, or
some very much diluted form of it. For example, one of the sub-
titles of this work is ‘*A New Approach to the Business Problem."
It would be new if Henry George had not indicated the same avenue
of approach fifty-five years ago. We wonder if it is just crass egotism
that leads these writers to wrest piecemeal rocks from the great moun-
tain and exhibit them as original discoveries. There is not a single
statement in this book of Prof. Wallis that is not derived from ‘‘Prog-
ress and Poverty.”

Perhaps the reader will ask for justification for these comments
of the reviewer. We have it on page 58 and 59 of the work as follows:

*‘ Mr. George, as we have shown, was not the first writer who pointed
to land as a peculiar tax base; but he attracted worldwide attention
for a time by linking economics, in oracular style, with utoplan em-
phasis on Single Tax as a panacea for social ills, *.* * [ con-
cur in much that Mr. George says, but cannot count myself a disciple,
and have experienced considerable difficulty in working with those
who regard him as their master.

On the whole, then, the influence of “‘Progress and Poverty
the present time is an obstacle in the way of sane economic read]ust—
ment; and with regard to this point, the views of many scholars are
expressed by Prof. Edward A. Ross of Wisconsin University, who
writes me as follows: ‘‘I agree w1th you that by rearing a Utopia
on the exclusive taxation of land, Henry George interrupted the
rational evolution which was gett'mg on toward recognizing land
as peculiarly able to bear taxation.”

This is pretty astonishing. Mr. George did much more than point
to land as a peculiar tax base. Nor did he set himself to build a
Utopia. If he dwelt upon the subject “‘in oracular style” (by the
way, this sounds like a sneer) he did so because he saw the kind of a
civilization that would result from the solution he offered. He had
linked the law of wages with the law of rent. This was his great
contribution to economic science, There had been many land re-
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formers before him, but none had built the bridge over which in a
much fecbler way inferior thinkers had stumbled, or walked uncecr-
tainly. It is not surprising that Prof. Wallis found ‘‘considerable
difficulty in working with those who regarded Henry Gcorge as their
master.”” It is clear that he has only imperfectly sensed the teach-
ings of Henry George in all their implications.

We are sad to learn that *Progress and Poverty” is ‘‘an obstacle
in the way of sane economic readjustment.” The remark is amus-
ing, for it is doubtful indeed if Mr. Wallis' present volume would have
cmerged at all if Henry George had not inspired it.

But let us be grateful for small things. This book will be read by
many who have not the intellectual capacity, nor perhaps the leisure,
to examine what Henry George really taught. Much that precedes
what we have quoted is well worth while. In this we include his
examination of Marx, his cxplanation of the nature of capital, his
relation of land to production, and the evils wrought by land specula-
tion. These are all well done, and other comments of Prof. Wallis
call for commendation. .

Prof. Wallis suggests as a substitute for the name Single Tax,
"Capretax,” which strikes us as a name of equal futility.

It may be said, too, that the rejection of rights, or **Natural rights,”
on which George laid peculiar emphasis, forces Prof, Wallis to an
acceptance of Bentham's principle of ‘“The greatest good to thc
greatest number,” the fallacy of which was pointed out by the clear-
eyed Alexander H. Stephens many years ago.

All the points raised quite admirably by Prof. Wallis will find
further augmentation in a better knowledge of Henry George, to whom
all these arguments may be traced. And for the benefit of the student
let us say that Henry George did not teach that land was *‘peculi-
arly able to bear taxation.” It is not the taxation of land that he
taught, and we wonder if it would not have been just aswell to insist
upon this throughout in the interest of truth and a better under*
standing. Indeed this has been done in what precedes the passage
we have quoted and which is a negation of what has gone before.

All in all, it will still have to be said that this little work will do good
among those who prefer to get their knowledge in derivative form.

J. D. M.

*"Safeguard Productive Capital.
By Louis Wallis. 12mo.

Tax Ground Values and Untax Industry.'”
Doubleday, Doran, Garden City, N. Y.

PAMPHLETS RECEIVED

“Social Democracy’’ is the title of a twelve page pamphlet issued
by the Order of Social Democracy of Georgia. It is signed by Howell
Clopton Harris as secretary and he is presumably the author of this
little work stating the aims and principles of the order,

The recommendations include political as well as economic changes,
Of course, the collection of land values, or economic rent for public
purposes, forms the first of these demands. We might be critical
of some of the suggestions, but Mr. Harirs is too good a Democrat
to insist that his demands {in this instance the demands of the Order
of Social Democracy of Georgia) are the last words of wisdom on the
subject.

It should be said that on the fundamentals of economics Mr. Harris
stands ‘‘four square.”” Wage and price-fixing, regimentation, tariffs,
etc., are rejected for reasons that have been tested by experience.
Certainly no party will go to the polls with a better programme than
the Order of Social Democracy.

* * *

““A Printer Tells the President” is a pamphlet of 32 pages by H.
Ellenoff, consisting of questions and answers. This compact little
arsenal of fact and reason is published by the author at 916 Carroll
Street, Brooklyn, N. Y. at twenty-five cents a copy The number
of questions are forty-five and the answers include figures and statis-
tics, with statement of authorities from many and varied sources.

We have no hesitation in saying that of all the pamphlets thit ha
reached this office in a long period this is the most admiralile an
weighty. The answers to some of the President's statements a
keen and searchmg We cannot refrain from this single quctatto
“When man is denied his natural rights, the common rcac .ion
governments the world over is to take on the functions not or’:ginall
intended, such as prying into private affairs, the creation f jo
the exalted idea that it is thc duty of government to make pcopl
happy. Man who is the product, the result of countless .gcs
evolution, can well take care of himself, provided he has free ac
to nature.’ {

Perhaps because this little pamphlet is issued by an adwi rtisi
man its typographical appearance is peculiarly appealing.

* * * *

Denald L. Thompson, of Spokane, Wash., is the author of a r.um
of thoughful pamphlets. The one before us is captioned “Our
luded Over-Productionists’ and is sold for fifteen cents a copy.
is written simply and is a sufficient answer to those who would redu
crops and limit production. The doctrine Mr, Thompson :ittac
and which is widesprcad he calls “an economic illusion," and provi
it to any one who can be induced to peruse this easily read anc easi
understood little brochure.

* * * *

Here is another larger pamphlet which we heartily recommen:
though it is quite different from the three that have been notcd
the foregoing. It is entitled * America's Tax Dilemma" and 's pu
lished and presumably written by Herbert Atkinson, 148 Eigh
Avenue, San Francisco, Calif. It consists of 48 pages and can be h
for 25 cents a copy.—J. D. M,

Correspondence

NOTICE TO OUR CORRESPONDENTS

With this number we bring to an end, so far as thcse columns a
concerned, the controversy on Interest, whether Rent enteis in
Price, or whether under the full collection of Economic Rent any
the selling price of land remains,

The world is approaching a tragic hour. We are trembling on t
brink of another World War. Whatever the outcomc of the Italia
Ethiopian squabble the danger is still upon us.

We are bringers of a World Peace. Our gospel is the gospel
plenty, of liberty throughout the world. We bring a message th
will make war forever impossible. We preach the concord of nation
the Fatherhood of God, the Brotherhood of Man. And we? kno
how to attain that condition. The future is ours if we will but. ob
the call. (

Let us pray that it may not be too late. In the meantime th
clouds are gathering. Civilization, such as it is, cannot sur\nve
recurrence of what came upon us in 1914, Henry George has give
us a great message, a message of emancipation from the terrors tha
are threatening, the dangers in which no household is safe, the lo
of all that is generous and fine, the destruction of the culture an
beauty that have taken centuries to build.

What shall be said of those of us who at such a time stop to dis
cuss whether rent enters into price, or whether under the full collec
tion of economic rent more or less shall be asked for the use of mbltal
Whether one or other of these schools be right matters but little
Our duty and responsibility are greatcr than these.

Editor LAND AND Fnsr.nou.

CONDITIONS IN KOREA
Epitor LAxD AND FREEDOM:

In the July number of Asia there appeared an article on  Kor
under twenty-five years of Japanese control. It is entitled ‘' Japa
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d the Korcan Farmer.” The author is C. Martin Wilbur. Accord-
to Asia Mr. Wilbur has lived in Japan, China and Korea since the
e of one, and was Reference Librarian at the College of Chinese
dies in Peiping during 1932-1934. Accordingly he should know
subject. It is quite evident that he knows the facts, but as to the
bical relation of cause and effect he is utterly at sea.

He points out the terrible condition of the Korean farmer after
quarter of a century of guidance from the Yankees of the East.
r instance: fifty-three per cent of the farmers are tenants. The
erage yearly income of tenant farmers after rent is paid. amounts
thc equivalent of $15.80, or about seventy-five per cent of what is
cssary to support life by the lowest standard prevalent in Korea,
twenty-five per cent below the cost of living. Rents equal from
y to eighty per cent of the harvest. In addition to this the tenant
ys the land tax, and also gives presents in feudal fashion to the
dlord and his family., More and more farmers are becoming
ants each year, going from bad to worse, and Japanese and city
eans are getting possession of the ancestral acres. On top of this
b have the astounding fact of an increase of over one hundred per
t in rice production, due to more efficient methods of farming.
ill seventy-four per cent of the entire population are in decline in
economic way.

‘To what does Mr., Wilbur attribute this depression of Korea? He
mes it upon the fecundity of the Koreans! He asserts that in
enty-three years these improvident people have had the audacity
increase in number fifty-three per cent! Think of it! While the
of life has increased one hundred per cent in twenty-five years,
pestive systems to handle that rice have increased but one-half!
d in consequence three-quarters of the population are worse off
an they werc under the petrified civilization of the Hermit King-
m twenty-five years ago. And yet Mr. Wilbur knows that the
dlords get from fifty to eighty per cent of the Korean farmer's
pduct of his labor in rent, and give in return absolutely nothing.
d does Mr. Wilbur believe that if the population had increased
t one-quarter or had even remained static, or declined, that the
of the farmer would be any better when fifty per cent to eighty
r cent of his labor is lost to a parasite?

I have written to the editors of Asia showing the fallacy in Mr.
ilbur's reasoning, and pointing out the true cause, and they have
tified me that they are interested in my conclusions and are sending
By letter to Mr. Wilbur so that he may reply to it himself.

ooklyn, N. Y. Jonn LuxTon.

WE THINK MR. LOOMIS IS IN ERROR
1ToR LAND AND FREEDOM:

My main contention in the discussion in which I have been taking
is that under the full Single Tax it is quite possible that land
Il have a genuine selling value. May I be allowed just a little more
ace?

If the landowner received only WAGES for the collection of taxes
m sub-tenants or for other actual work, his retention of part of the
t would not show itself in a selling value of the land. I personally
lieve it will pay the State to allow him more than this, to allow
n cnough to give the land an acutal selling value. How else will
e State attain the objective referred to by Henry George of *‘avoid-
¢ the attempt to rent land through State agency?' This can be
tcomplished only by having land bought and sold as it is now. And
this purpose land must have a real selling value.

It is true that the State will get a service. I believe it will get it
leaper thus than in any other way. But it will get it by allowing
d to have a selling value. On the other hand, the landowner will
get something for nothing, for the portion of the rent that he gets
this will tend to equal the interest on his investment.

1 return now to my main contention, that it is quite possible for
nd to have a selling value under the full Sungle Tax.

hicago, Il H. B. LoowMis.
No1e—The selling value of land 'is an untaxed value. If there-

fore any sclling value of land rcmnains after we get the Single Tax
it is proof we have fallen short of our purpose and that something
is still due the community.

A typographical error crept into John Luxton’s reply to Mr.
Loomis on page 132 of the July-August issue, second column, 8th
line. It should read one hundred per cent minus X per cent, not
plus.—Editor LAND AND FREEDOM.

TOUCHES A PROFOUNDER QUESTION
EpiTor LAND AND FREEDOM:

May I add a few words to the memorial article on ‘“The Passing
of Frank Stephens’’ and of his views which may not be known to all
of his friends.

His mother designed him for the ministry but due to theclogical
differences he did not enter it. The only person with him to the last
was the beloved nurse, Mrs. Marguerite Shanklin Wood, who has
ministered to so many people in Arden.

Frank Stephens view of life was always intensely ethical and doubt-
less he took death in the stride, His service to ethical issues was
marked—the popular nickname for him was ““The Pope.” His motto
was action.

Perhaps religion will make no real advance until we so far progress
as to have bona fide communication with those who have passed
on. Advances in religion have always taken place with uphill effort
against the opposition of cotemporary theology. Ignorance in
official religions have retarded spiritual progress.

Lonsdale, R. I. FLORENCE GARVIN.

A TRIBUTE TO FRANK STEPHENS
EpiToR L.AND AND FREEDOM:

A severe illness, which has kept me flat on my back for months,
and from which I have not yet recovered, has delayed my tribute to
Frank Stephens.

He was one of the whitest souls ever created and spent his life in
unselfish devotion to his fellows.

In 1884 Frank Stephens, A. H. Stephenson, A. N. Chandler, R. L.
Atkinson and Will Atkinson formed the Henry George Club of Phila-
delphia.

Stephenson was a very able speaker and debater, but exulted in
making mince meat of those he met in debate and Stephen’s time
was largely taken up by trying to heal the wounds made by Stephenson.

When I started Justice, a Single Tax weekly, Stephens, Stephenson
and Chandler were all associate editors.

That the Club was a vital force in the Single Tax movement for
many years was very largely due to Frank Stephens.

Frank was staying at the Union Square Hotel and was the first
to respond to Mrs. Henry George's call for help when Mr. George
died.

I had gone that night to the George home at Fort Hamilton, at
Henry George’s request, to escort Anna George home. She had been
at Father Ducey’s meeting at Cooper Union at which he came out
flatly for Henry George.
Capon Springs, Va.

NEWS NOTES AND PERSONALS

RABBI MICHAEL AARONSOHN writes; ‘I have been keenly interested
in Frank Chodorov’s article in May-June issue of LAND AND FREEPOM,
‘Wanted One Thousand Teachers.””

WILL ATKINSON.

DRr. ApoLpH DAMASCHKE, leading land reformer of Germany, died
July 31. He differed from Henry George in his teachings. He was
the editor of the * Year Book of Land Reform and Social Questions,”
and founder of the Society for German Land Reform. In June, 1931,
he was nominated for the Nobel Peace Prize won that year by Eric
Karefeldt, Swedish poet, and in 1919 and 1920 he was urged as a
candidate for President of _Germany. His published works are
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numerous, among them being ‘The Problem of Communal Politics,”
“History of Political Economy,” ‘‘History of the German Land
Reform Movement,"” ‘“The Art of Popular Speaking in Public,”
and many others. He assisted in the preparation of the Special
Number of the Single Tax Review for Germany in 1912, an eighty-page
illustrated number, one thousand copies of which issue were sent to
Germany for distribution. It was not foreseen that two years later
Germany and the world would be involved in the chaos of a great
war. It is conceivable that events might have worked out very dif-
ferently if the war had not intervened. The organization for land
reform which he had founded and of which he was the head, came to
naught on Hitler's ascent to power. Dr. Damaschke had married
in 1904 Julia Geiser, daughter of a Jena professor, and three daughters
were born of this union. A fuller account of his life and work appears
in the “Single Tax Year Book' (1917) edited by Joseph Dana Miller
and will be found on page 145 of that work from the pen of Joseph
Danziger.

WE have received a letter from the secretary of Mrs. Franklin
Delano Roosevelt. It will be recalled that Frank Stephens dined
at the White House at the invitation of Mrs. Roosevelt a few weeks
before his sudden death. The letter reads as follows: ‘‘Mrs. Roose-
velt asks me to thank you for the copy of LAND AND FREEDOM con-
taining the article about Frank Stephens. She is very glad to have
this and deeply appreciates your sending it to her.”

ARTHUR W. ROEBUCE, Ontario's Attorney General, and long a
Henry George man, in a recent address to more than 4,000 delegates
of the Knights of the Khorassan, said: ‘1 would like to see the day
when there will be no one at the border going through our baggage
looking for things which should not be there.”

WE have received the September number of the Roman Forum.
It is full of interesting matter and its discussion of current events
is as usual wonderfully informative. The paper is published at one
dollar a year and is well worth the subscription price. The Roman
Forum edited by Dr. Frederick W. Roman is published at 214 Loma
Drive, Los Angeles, Calif.

During the Pittsburgh Jubilee held Aug. 19 to 24, Mr. John C.
Rose had charge of the distribution of literature at the Assessors’
booth. During the week he distributed all the good literature they
had in Pittsburgh. Francis Maguire gave out literally tons of the
literature remaining from the Joseph Fels Fund stock. During the
Jubilee week one hundred and thirty persons were enrolled in the
Henry George School of Social Science.

The Universal Engineer is an imposing monthly periodical of over
70 pages published at 150 Nassau Street and devoted to engineering.
In the September number appears the address of John H. Allen on
‘“Taxation” delivered before the Universal Craftsmen Council of
Engineers. It is an uncompromising presentation of our philosophy.
On another page appear carefully selected paragraphs from the work
of J. P, Kohler, ‘‘Hard Times,” which our readers need not be told
are all that can be desired. These are arranged by Mr. Allen who
asks: *‘Because our great grandfathers, our grandfathers, yes, our
own fathers, have been content to struggle along under these ever-
recurring depression-boom cycles is surely no reason why we should
not correct the evil, in our own generation.” Our congratulations
to the publishers of this impressive periodical.

Joux T. GippinGs of East Providence, R. I. appears with a number
of Single Tax communications in the columns of the Providence
Journal and the Eveming Bullelin. -

WE learn from Judge A. B. Pittman of Memphis, of the death of
our old friend Louis N. Geldert, of a sudden heart attack. Mr.

Geldert was not a Single Taxer but he was a personal frienc of t
editor of LAND AND FrREEDOM and a man of high character. Wh
we were in Memphis on the occasion of the Henry George Congri
he gave a luncheon in our honor and invited a number of his frien
prominent in the city, among whom was Judge Pittman, the char
ing editor of the Press Scimitar, and the leading Unitarian clerg
man of Memphis. He drove us around the city with Mrs. (elde
who passed away several monthsago. Shewas a writer of dist nctio;
We shall cherish the recollection of these two charming people w
have passed from among us. Mr. Geldert was editor of the Cot
Qil Press and a personal friend of Herbert Hoover.

PErcY R. MEGGY of New South Wales is dead at 82. The S'andar
of Sydney gives a sketch of his life and his great services to th: cau
He was indefatigable in his work for the movement and his' articl
appeared in many periodicals. He was special correspondent ¢
Lanp anp FrReEpoM for Australia. A newspaper man all his life
helped to found the Chicage Daily News during his stay in the Unit
States and later was on the staff of the London Eche. He ulso di
much work for the Australian papers. The Standard tells us th
his end was peaceful. A long and useful life is closed. Three daug
ters and a son survive him. Two sons were killed in the Wor(d W

AN article in Harpers for August by Wayne W. Parish and Harol
F. Clark, containsthe following: ‘It is quite true that the quanti
of land is fixed, but this is no longer suitable as a basis for econom:
theory. Production in the future will have little relation whate
to land itself.” Comment is superfluous.

Our old friend Rev. John F. Scott now resides at 1101 Atchi
Street, Pasadena, Calif. He writes that he has been “crashing in
the papers of late.”” He was present at a reception given by M
and Mrs. Lee to Mrs, Anna George de Mille within a few miles
his home. Mr. Scott writes in a letter full of his old humor. *
enjoyed it—all of which I saw and part of which I was."

L. C. PAINTER is a candidate for State Senator from Alexandri
Va. We quote from his platform:

Democracy is impossible with a vicious system of taxation.
restore prosperity; lower assessments against the farmer, merchan
mechanic, businessman, home owner, and raise them upon the val
able, idle, city and suburban land, and valuable merchandising lan
until they equal its rental value, Charging this valuable land fi
value for services rendered, would prevent land speculation. unt
industry, and remove its shackles. Both would encourage industr
Virginia can break this depression immediately by adopting such
system. Every other State would have to follow suit to prevent
their capital and labor from moving into Virginia. f

THE death of Mrs. Isabel deForest Colbron at an advancec age
announced. She was the mother of Grace Isabel Colbron ard di
at New Canaan, which had been her home for a number of years.

WE regret to chronicle the death of Mrs. Julia Geldzier in an aut
mobile accident. She will be remembered as the author of t
*“ At-one-ment of Single Tax and Christian Science.” She knew h
economics as well as she knew her Christian Science, though she h
her differences with Mrs. Eddy.

Epwin J. JoNEs of Westfield, N. J. writes:

The Single Taxer fully grounded in the faith has nothing but sco
and disgust for the corrupting and demqra}izing _mel;hods”)f pr:
paganda now being so mercilessly exposed in investigations at Wasl
ington. This crafty manner of warping the judgment of the!citiz
taxpayer and voter never can succeed because such is the power
truth that once the light of day is brought to bear upon the pro

andists the exposure brings their work to naught. There is. ther
%ore, no excuse for George adherents for deciding on the adogtion
any but the strictest adherence to the truth as they have abisorb
1t from Henry George.
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14 OurR old friend Frank G. Anderson has a Single Tax article of a
lumn in Skandia, Swedish newspaper of Jamestown, N. Y. Brother
Inderson was 78 on Oct. § and has been active in the movement
- ‘Ince 1886.

Morris Vax VEEN of this city recently bought in a second hand
okstore a copy of “Progress and Poverty' (Appleton edition,
| In it is a book plate of Frederick Leveson Gower, and neatly
{ablded in the book are numbered colums from the London Times of

je “Thunderer’ of Sept. 14, 1882. Now is it-a matter of record,
d do any of our English friends know, if Mr. Gower was the author
| that review so admirably done?

Jwe regret that in the review of Jorgensen's ‘‘Stagnation of Indus-
y'" in July-August LaND aAxp FREEDOM from the pen of Norman
. B. Fowles the name of the publisher was omitted. The work is
ed from the publishing house of James Bell Company, Elkhart,
hd., and its price is $2.00.

¥ A RECENT visitor to this office was Father J. H. Higgins of Well-
" gton, New Zealand, a convinced Henry George man and a charm-
g personality. He will see Father Coughlin while here. He is
bw on his way to Washington, D. C. On his return he will get in
_buch with representatives of the movement here.

A Dz. RovaL S. Haves of Waterbury, Conn., sent a copy of *Prog-
Pss and Poverty' to a friend, Dr. Dayton R. Pulford, of Toledo,
ho wrote Dr. Hayes as follows:

George appeals to me, for he goes to fundamentals and then builds:
“hd does it step by step. He makes his premises so obvious and

alterable that one cannot help being impressed by their truth. He
\§ so unlike the windy economists that clutter up the press. One
Hing, thank God, he does not decorate his book with charts and
aphs. I always think of Roger Babson with his goatee and charts
hen I think of economics. Most of those damned economists have
axe to grind and hide their whetstone behind a gas barrage. 1
nnot help too about thinking of that Yale economist who thought
grohibition was pulling us out of the depths of poverty and then we
hd to vote back liquer to get us out again,

4 FoxuaLL A. PARKER of Salisbury, Md., has just returned from the
ternational Lions' convention in Mexico City., An address was
slivered by Lic Emilio Portes Gill, president of the National Political
farty, and former president of Mexico, in which he advocated a

blicy of land restoration for Mexico. Mr. Parker asked him through
sl interpreter if he was familiar with the teachings of Henry George
d he told him that he was not only familiar with them but very
uch interested, Mr. Parker also met and interviewed Senator
ic Moises Huerta and Mr. Richard Pesquera of Mexico City.

the Philadelphia Evening Ledger from the pen of Harold Sudell.
e will send a hundred copies of this letter with a copy of the *Single
ax, What It Is and Why We Urge It" by Henry George, to as
any persons as may be interested.

Jares W. GERarD, former Minister to Germany, advocates a tax

spending abroad. We suggest that such a measure should be
titled, ““A Bill to Reduce Employment at Sea, from Captain to
toker."”

_bntained detailed reports of the celebration at Arden, Del., in August.
fhe latter contained an excellent article from its special writer
illiam P. Frank, in which is an interesting story of the Delaware

district, writes as follows to E. B. Gaston of the Fairkope Courier:
“1 am especially interested to get your views regarding the Single
Tax. 1 have studied the Single Tax rather thoroughly and 1 am
heartily in accord with the economic theories of Henry George.”
Page Howell Clopton Harris of Cordele, Ga.

WE regret to announce the death of Judge R. B. Minor of San An-
tonio, Texas, long an advocate of the Henry George philosophy and
for many years a friend of LAND AND FREEDOM.

Tue New York Sun bhas been very generous of late in its publica-
tion of Single Tax letters. These have included communications
from John Luxton, Edwin J. Jones, Raymond V. McNally and others.

EuGENE W. WAy, of Seattle, Wash., suggests the reprinting in
pamphlet form of Rabbi Aaronsohn’'s admirable address before the
37th Division of the A. E. F. He offers to take one hundred copies.
If contributions are available we will undertake it.

CoroneL WiLLiam C. HARLLEE, who retired from the Marine
Corps on July 1, after 35 years of service, announces that he will be
a candidate for the United States Senate from South Carolina in the
1936 primaries. Col. Harllee is well known to the friends of the
Henry George movement and is a fundamental Democrat. In
a statement published in the Dillen, (S. C.) Herald, he says: “I am a
Democrat devoted to the pioneer leaders of American democracy
who proclaimed the majesty of all men and that the best government
is the kind which governs least. Prosperity is not coming to this
country by levying sales, excises or nuisance taxes, and borrowing
money from bankers and paying them a tribute in interest and then
squandering it all in priming the pump of business * * * or
handing it over to the shipping or other interests.”” The statement
of Col. Harllee is published also in the Columbus, (S. C.) State and
furnishes an admirable declaration of principles for his campaign.
In a letter to the editor of LAND AND FrREEDOM he says: ‘' This State
still clings to the democracy of Jefferson. The tide has turned
against the New Dealers who seek to destroy the principles for which
our people have struggled. I shall follow the kind of democracy we
believe in and shall be guided by the beacon lights that mark the
course."” Col. Harllee thinks the prospects are encouraging.

Two statements appear in a recent issue of the Nalion. One is
as follows: ‘‘Proponents of the abolition of capital punishment
sometimes seem as tiresome as Single Taxers.” On another page
of the same issue the Nation says: * The idiocy of poverty in the midst
of plenty has often been pointed out.” Our friend E. W. Doty of
Cleveland writes to the Nation: ‘‘Do these two sentences by any
chance emanate from the same writer. And just when did the
Nation offer any remedy for idiocy of poverty, except Socialism, trades
unionism, Wagner bills, and Section 7 a?”

THE Revere (Mass.) Journal of July 11 contained an article by
Leslie Eichel, Times Central Press Staff Writer, dated at New York,
headed “Single Taxers Attack F. D. R. Tax Proposals."” W. L.
Crosman of Revere augmented this with a letter in the next issue of
the Journal. We may say that Mr, Eichel's syndicated letter appeared
in a number of papers. He is doing good work for us.

FLORENCE GARVIN writes: ‘I am glad to see in the current issue
of LAnD AND FREEDOM that the New York Constitution, Article 1.
Section 10, states that the people in their right of sovereignty are
deemed to possess the original and ultimate property to all lands
within the jurisdiction of the State.” This would enable the State
to commandeer all lands without compensation to the owners. My
father, Governor Garvin of Rhode Island, was accustomed to ask
if the government compensated the heirs who would compensate
the disinherited?”



