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fore why should we argue with Socialists and others who change the
meaning of the terms several times in a discussion? It is too bad that
Mr. Loomis does not understand that in our evolution most men
are still less rational than savages. Those who are slightly more
rational than their fellows are those who do the exploiting, cheating,
lying, stealing. Those who are more rational, and at the same time
just, are still but a small voice crying in the wilderness, but taking a
large view of humanity from earliest times I am convinced that we
are fulfilling our biologic destiny and are approaching slowly the
ideal man.

Mr. Loomis quotes Henry George to show that the selling price
will not be destroyed by Single Tax. It is of no concern to me what
authorities are quoted. Let us look at the facts. Al land held out
of use now is so held with the expectation of selling at a price. All
land underdeveloped is also so held. The price expected is the
highest price possible. Single Tax will certainly destroy such sell-
ing prices, Such selling prices presuppose several bidders for the
land. The bidders are actuated by what they conceive to be the
future demand for the land. In many cases this is pure gambling,
but there are many cases in which an astute student of the trend of
commerce and industry can foresee future conditions. When the
holding of the land has become unprofitable because the economic
rent is collected by society for social purposes no selling price will
exist, since to fail to pay the economic rent would mean an ouster
by the state and no man will want to pay more than the economic
rent, which he would be doing if he paid some one for the privilege
of taking over the land from him. To hold land then will mean to
use it. To hold it idle will mean td pay for it out of wealth accumulated
elsewhere. To cease to pay the economic rent will mean that one
must give it up.

Now in a circumstance where a person wants a very select spot for
a home or a camp and someone else is there already and is satisfied
to pay the economic rent, there will arise a situation which might
give weight to Mr. Loomis's contention. [f the one who wants it
badly enough is willing to pay the incumbent a large sum to give it
up to him we might think that the sum agreed upon is a selling value
of the land. But is it? Is the incumbent holding the land to collect
tribute from a future buyer? The fact that he pays his economic
rent for a piece of land which is not used in the production of ma-
terial wealth shows that he is not holding it for that purpose, He is
getting a psychic income, rest, recreation, pleasure, satisfaction of
his artistic sense, a chance to revel in nature and its joys, and health
of body and mind. To ask him to give up these benefits to another
who wishes them for the same reasons would be unthinkable with-
out some suitable recompense for their loss. He must forego all these
comforts for a while until he can locate a place as near suitable as
possible. He must have the annoyance of picking up and vacating,
tear himself up by the roots, as it were. Any sum the other is willing
to pay must be as equal to the comforts given up and the inconvenience
suffered as is possible to compute. If he is willing to pay such a sum,
and the incumbent is willing to take it, is this really the selling value
of the land? No. And what is more it might be many times the value
computed by capitalizing the economic rent at five per cent, depend-
ing upon how desirous the purchaser is to get it, and how desirous
the incumbent is to stay. It is not the selling value of the land. It
is the sum paid by one man to another to give up certain satisfac-
tions. It does not depend upon any supply and demand in cases
where others are also bidding. In this case the bidder is limited to
one person but there are other parcels of land which he might have.
Brooklyn, N. Y. Joan LuxTon.

A TRIBUTE TO FRANK P. RAND

Epitor LAND AND FREEDOM:

Will you spare space for a brief tribute to a veteran Single Taxer,
who for nearly fifty years quietly, tirelessly and effectively preached
the gospel of equality, of the fatherhood of God and the brotherhood
of man as taught by Henry George?

It was at the Anti-Poverty Fair in 1887 that 1 first met Frank P.
Rand, who was born in Maine.

In 1898 I was in Kansas City and met him again.

In 1907 when I went to Seattle, Frank P. Rand was there quiet as
ever, effective, and tireless in preaching the gospel.

In 19131 found him again, in Victoria, British Columbia, still qu et
and still busy, in season and out of season.

Always ready to talk Single Tax himse!f he could not believe ary-
one else would hestiate anywhere or at any time.

In Victoria he came to me and said * You are to talk Single Tax
from the stage at the Princess Theater during the performance ni xt
Monday night.”

Astonished, I said “What do you mean? An audience pays to i ee
and hear a play, they won't sit quiet to hear some one but in witt a
Single Tax talk.” !

He said "“You needn’t talk very long, but you'll have to talk. I
arranged it with the management. They are playing ‘Shore Acr:s’
and 1 told them you were a friend of James A. Herne who wrote'it,
and whose acting made it famous. The actor who takes Herns's
part will cal! on you in the dinner scene and you'd better sit in the
front row, and be ready.” So obediently, I climbed over the fcot
lights, talked Single Tax briefly and escaped alive. Next day Raad
called on me and said “You are to talk next Thursday night at the
house warming of the new Congregational Church.” I went and had
a delightful evening with a very fine bunch of people. There was no
chance for any Single Taxer to loaf or get rusty with Frank P. Rand.
around. He was always willing to sacrifice anyone to advance the
Single Tax. Now for him *“Out of the darkness has stretched a hand
and into the silence has come a voice, ‘Well done, thou goed and
faithful servant. Thou hast been faithful over a few things, I will
make thee ruler over many things; enter thou into the joy of the Lord.'"
Bolar, Va. WILL ATKINSON.

WE SHOULD BE REPRESENTED AT CONFERENCES
EpiTor LAND AND FREEDOM:

One thing bothers me tremendously.

Everywhere there are committees and commissions and individuals
making investigations and reports on the tax question, and proposals
and notions and bills without number are published and introduced,
many of them senseless and unjust. But hardly anywhere is the land
value tax proposed or considered—the only just and practical of them
all,

Why should it not be possible to have an able representative of the
Single Tax plan represented at some of these meetings and conferences?
Alma, Wis. THEODORE BUEHLER

MR. STEWART RETURNS AGAIN TO THE CHARGE
EpiTor LAND AND FREEDOM:

My letter ‘‘As to Interest,”” in your Jan.-Feb. issue with Mr.
Kendal's on “Some Practical Aspects of Interest’’ and “‘Note by
the Editor,"” submitted that ‘‘The actual identifying of Single Tax
with continuance of the present certain interest burden is killing its
natural broad appeal;’’ and that natural law facts call for our standing
simply on the law of supply and demand as determining interest.

As we are certainly concerned about the slow progress of Single
Tax this is a proper matter to “worry"” about. The fact that whiit-
ever interest there will be under Single Tax must be natural and just,
has no bearing on the present importance of knowing and teaching
the truth as to what it will be instead of wrongly antagonizing those
whom we must convert to it in order to get it. Teaching that eveiy-
body will have capital and get interest—perhaps from the unfir-
tunate and improvident who do not count,—simply cannot help
even if it satisfies us to let it go at that.

We all agree that diverted-rent unjustly enters into ‘‘the prescnt

.certain interest burden,” giving it such certainty as natural values

alone can give; that so far as the vote is determined by relative scar-
city of capital (however normally caused) it is just and beneficial
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to both parties. We also agree that nothing else than Single Tax
is needed to make it just.

What is the disagreement, and how does it matter? The answers
are: (1) Simply as to prognostications about what will actually enter
into this automatically—just interest that Single Tax will secure;
and (2) The effect of wrong prognostications in killing acceptance
of the Single Tax remedy. This killing effect demands careful
determination of the natural law facts on which our prognostications
should rest. Henry George wanted no blind following; he and we
want his remedy.

George based everything on natural laws,—on which all sciences
must be based. He adopted interest as a natural law factor because
he thought that natural values (of reproduction) entered into it as
‘‘the result of added efficiency due to capital.” He found this **added
efficiency’’ theory untrue and unjust in its application to tools, but
failed to find that reproduction values are subject to the same natural
laws of distribution which apply to other products. He qualified his
statement that ‘'wages and interest must rise together'’ by adding—
" The inlerest ratio with wages being fixed by the net power of increase
which attaches to capital.”” If natural laws permit none of this in-
crease to go to capital, so that wages rise alone, then the complete
science which he based on the natural values attaching to land is
merely simplified.

When the diverted-rent which now falsely enters into present in-
terest is eliminated by Single Tax, will any other natural value (that
is value apart from individual labor) enter into it? If it will, to that
extent it will be ‘“the certain interest burden'' we now have—
supporting such obligations as the * Perpetual Income Bonds' men-
tioned. If not it will inflict no such burden. Primarily we can and
should determine the facts as to this. If natural laws distribute
generally the natural values attaching to things, just as Single Tax
will distribute the natural values attaching to land, we should know
it and teach it, for it will remove a killing stigma from our cause.
Nothing else can continue the menace of our present false interest.

Mr. Kendal refers to the moral theory that ''it is not permissible
for one man to do no labor and another labor to pay him interest,”
as requiring testing; and this is certainly true as to the moral theory
that ‘“‘equity demands a return to the lender;'’ or that ''added effi-
ciency due to the use of capital belongs to capital.”” The important
truth is that natural law facts furnish the proper test; for it cannot
be questioned if we concede natural law morality, and that the facts
are revealed to us *'by ordinary observation."

We know that if '"everybody” had capital (labor products—not
"*spurious’’), the lender could demand little, and perhaps might have
to pay for the safe keeping of his unused wealth.. If the potential
lender could convert his wealth into ownership of tools, or cattle etc.,
50 as to secure their natural values, we would have to provide against
such ownerships being monopolized. With natural laws actually
distributing these values, Single Tax needs no supplementing,—it is
“enough;" the now plausible basis for Socialism, Communism, New
Dealing—the fight against *' Capilalism'' —will be undermined.

There is real urge on LAND AxpD FrREEDOM and all Single Taxers
to know and tell the truth as to this. Whatever else enters into true
interest cannot make it unjust any more than the ‘‘profits and loss”
of business enterprise can be unjust so long as they are subject to
free competition, but we must appreciate that mere ‘‘somehow"
theories are of no value.
Reading, Pa. WALTER G. STEWART.
A NEW ENTHUSIAST
EDITOR LAND AND FREEDOM:

I want to congratulate you on your editorials in the last issue of
LAxDp AND FREEDOM.

I am entirely in agreement with the letter of Robert S. Doubleday
suggesting the observance of a Henry George day instead of the con-
gress. This would make Sept. 2, the first such observance and
plans should be started immediately. The large individual meetings

in important cities should have good speakers and their talks should
be broadcast on a large hookup over the nation, thus more or less
bringing all the meetings into contact with one another and serving
the purpose of a single congress as well as doing much more good for
the cause in general.

The letters of A. C. Campbell and A. Lawrence Smith were interest-
ing to me as I believe in getting some concerted action. In the case
of Mr. Smith’s fetter, I think that the "spot” to shoot the birdshot
at is Washington, not some State or other, If you are going to bring
down an eagle the best place to hit him is in the head or body, not a
wing, a foot or tailfeathers! Let’s hit this problem right on the head.
I think that the work being done in California is great stuff and more
power to Judge Ralston.

Radio is now the most effective means of advertising and the most
powerful factor in forming public opinion. Partisan newspapers can
suppress news but the radio can't. An advertisement in a paper is
hidden away inside but a radio programme is on the FRONT PAGE
with a streamer headline across the top. A national network pro-
gramme cannot be missed in a single city, town or village in the coun-
try. There are millions of radio listeners. That is the key to our
success, If the newspapers want to follow, O.K. Ignore those that
don’t, they won't be popular. The Hearst chain will be against it
for W. R. Hearst has thousands of acres of land. Will Rogers will
be against it for his hobby and sideline is land speculation. The brain
trust will be “‘agin” us for the same reason (see Chas. B. Rogers'
letter in Jan.—Feb. LAND AND FrEEDoM)., These opponents will be
the biggest feathers in our campaign caps! They are some of the
very monopolizers we will turn the people against in wrath. We will
dig up the facts about how much land they have and expose every
one of them. The people are going to tire very soon of ail the sickly
hit-and-miss fallacious palliatives and panaceas and the *frank ex-
periments'’ of the administration. They are going to be sick of the
patent medicine and want to perform a real surgical operation on our
system to find the real trouble and cut it out and sew it up tight!

O.K. then. The line forms on the right. Lets get organized on the
double-quick and get this job done.

I just read Frank Chodorov's wonderful article in the last issue of
Lanp anxp Freepom. 1 therefore appoint him CHIEF HIGH
MASTER OF PROPAGANDA, without even consulting him about
it. He said that the leader will probably be crucified. If that is
meant to scare, I'm not sacred for I don't believe it. I therefore
appoint myself CAMPAIGN MANAGER and will step aside for a
vote when we get organized. Now it is up to somebody to appoint
someone as TREASURER and at the same time to have him appoint
a COLLECTOR (or two) OF INTERNAL REVENUE. By 'in-
ternal revenue'’ I mean contributions, to get this started, from mem-
bers already #n the movement. If we can't get their support in
DOING something then we had better forget Single Tax and go jump
in the river.

I hope my enthusiasm will prove contagious. You see I am an
aviator and an aviator is either QUICK or dead. Let's be quick be-
fore we're dead. I am also a reserve officer in the Marines. As a
Marine I believe in ACTION. So let's have some QUICK ACTION!

South Egremont, Mass. Joux M. MILLER.

INTEREST VIEWED BY A NEW ZEALANDER

Epitor LAND AND FREEDOM:

The discussions that arise in connection with the validity of interest
are becoming more numerous than has been the case in the past.
Even Single Tax journals are printing controversies on the subject,
and many followers of Henry George, of whom I am one, gravely
question the right of any man, his heirs and assigns, to ''sit down"’
and draw interest on his capital, ad infinitum.

This letter has been inspired by the reading of the discussion be-
tween Frank Stephens and John Luxton in your Nov.-Dec. issue.
The latter defends interest on the plea that a lender of wealth is en-



