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not in, like the tribes whom the deserts devoured in
their sin.”

Who, then, would benefit from the tremendous increase
in productivity? The principal beneficiary would be the
Peter Minuits who would be able to get not $500,000,000
a year for permission to use their Island; they would get
$1,000,000,000 a year. Rent would go up and overtake
the increase in productivity of ‘both labor and capital, so
that the grind of life would continue as of today, the in-
crease in economic rent would forestall and prevent the
toiling masses from entering into rest, it would make im-
possible the lifting of carking care from the hearts of busi-
ness men.

Now comes the all important question, could this be
prevented, and why is it that the selling price of land comes
into existence at all, in view of the fact that there is no
production cost in land? It is the all importantdifference
between the values attached to the things that men make,
and the value that attaches to the thing that God or nature
provided, that constitutes the most important of econ-
omics.

What is it that gives the selling price to land? It is the
failure of our taxing system to collect economic rent, put
it in the exchequer of the community and out of that meet
the needs of the community, and a generous and an ample
amount we would find it would be. Any part of economic
rent we fail to collect is capitalized into selling price, so it
is the failure of a taxing system to do the obviously nat-
ural thing, that is, collect social values for social use, that
gives a selling price to land and is the cause of pyramiding
of land values, for the higher the social order, the more
efficient the government, the greater the service given
to human kind through communal powers, the greater
the economic rent, and the less we collect of it, the more
there will be to capitalize into selling price.

This is the reason the selling price of land on Manhattan
Island today, even accepting the figures of the Assessment
Department, outstrips by a billion dollars the value of all
the improvements that in all these vears we have put upon
Manhattan Island.

This failure to use properly the taxing power and put
publicly created values into the public exchequer and meet
public expenses out of them, puts us exactly in the position
of an engineer who is making a cut through a hill for the
purpose of laying a railroad track, but instead of throwing
the dirt to the right or to the left, he throws it in front.
Now, when would he get through with that job? Never,
because the more he digs the more he has to dig, the more
he works the more he will have to work, his efforts through
the misplacement of the spare dirt only adds to the difh-
culties of the task. And so we in our lack of understanding
of what economic rent is, in our very foolish treatment
of it, that is, in giving it to private individuals who have
rendered no service and who have delivered no goods, we
artificially create a selling price for land that becomes the
greatest liability carried by industry. To put this economic

rent in the exchequer of the community would relieve
industry from the enormous payments it now has to make
for permission to use the earth to begin with, and in addi-
tion to which we come back a second time to industry and
ask them to pay for the support of government. Both
these burdens have of late years rapidly increased to such a
degree that any form of industry, without a monopoly, has
indeed a poor outlook, and the cost of living upon the
whole, while it should be lower today than in any period
of the world’s history, because we produce wealth easier
today than in any period heretofore, is higher than it ever
has been.

We are guilty, through our ignorance, of three wicked
things. We have given to some men vast amounts of
wealth, for which they have rendered no service and
delivered no goods. We have loaded upon the back of
industry vast burdens that will result in destroying in-
dustry, and we are setting at naught the divine and omnipo-
tent purpose that nature had in giving to man the creative
instinct, that enables him to produce things with less and
less trouble, that satisfy desire and make for the growth
and development of the individual.

Activities of the Robert
Schalkenbach Foundation

EXTRACTS FROM REPORT OF
PRESIDENT HENNESSY

T is the duty of your president to summarize a state-

ment of the work of our Foundation since the last annual
meeting, and to make recommendations for your considera-
tion as to the general direction that our activities might
take during the coming year. I am pleased to believe that
in the year that is closing, we have made substantial pro-
gress in advancing the principles and purpose for which
our organization was formed. Our generous founder
aimed at nothing less, to quote the terms of his will, than
the “giving of equal opportunity to all,” and ‘“the better-
ment of the individual and of society by the abolition of
involuntary poverty and its attendant evils." Therefore,
he committed to us, to quote his will.

““the teaching, expounding and propagating of the
ideas of Henry George as set forth in his said book
(Progress and Poverty) and in his other books, espe-
cially what are popularly known as the Single Tax
on land values, and international free trade."”

In the year ending, as in recent previous years in thjs
country and elsewhere in the world, there have been con-
tinued evidences of an extraordinary revival of interest
in the teachings of Henry George. We are prepared to
contend, and, I believe, to demonstrate that a great part
of this revival of interest may be traced to the stimula-
tion of ways and means of publicity and propaganda,
originated by this Foundation.
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Not long ago, our good friend, William Lloyd Garrison,
grandson of the Great Liberator, declared at a meeting
of Single Taxers in Boston, that a rediscovery of Henry
George by his countrymen was now inevitable. So it seems
to those of us who have been in touch with some of the
results of our office activities. It seemed, until a few years
ago, that there was danger, in this country at least, that
the very name of Henry George might fade, for the time
being, from the memory of all his fellow countrvmen, ex-
cept for the devoted but dwindling group of the followers,
most of whom won the inspiration of a great faith and social
vision from the lips of the Great Teacher himself. But
since then, our Foundation has been concentrating itself
upon enlarged and growing projects for advertising the
name of Henry George and his particular books, and for
stimulating a demand for those writings, and meeting
such demand after it had arisen. Limited in our endeavors,
as we have been, by the comparatively small annual fund
at our disposal, we have, nevertheless, I believe, attained
most gratifying results. Our records and correspondence
files and our constantly growing card index of the names
and addresses of men and women interested in our work,
give ample proof of this. If the occasion would permit, I
could quote hundreds of heartening messages expressive
of appreciation of our work that have come from all parts
of the country. Especially encouraging are the book orders
and endorsements that come from economic teachers in
the colleges and schools of the country, partly as a result
of letters which we sent out in September 1928, January
1929 and again last October, detailing our book services
to college professors. A new, and now I believe not un-
common professorial view was expressed in a letter of last
December to Mr. Van Veen, from Professor William H.
Taylor of the University of California, who wrote:

“I have my own copy of that great work “Progress
and Poverty,”” nor am I unfamiliar with other move-
ments for social reform. All have suffered unjustly at
the hands of economists and historians of this coun-
try. But the greatest injustice has, perhaps, been in
the almost complete ignoring of the works of one who
was in many respects greater than they. His name will
go down in history while those of many now famous
American economists will be forgotten.”

Scores of letters of this character from the colleges are
in our files. In this particular direction I would not over-
look the excellent work accomplished by our Secretary
Mr. Fairchild, in visiting scores of educational institu-
tions in the South last Winter, and making friendly per-
sonal contacts with economic teachers, with whom, in
many cases, we had previously been in correspondence.
The Executive Committee provided the funds to meet
the expenses of this work.

Detailed reports of the activities of Mr. Fairchild have
heretofore been communicated to members of the Board,

who have also been kept fully informed by Mr. James R.
Brown of his visits to educational institutions.

Not less valuable and interesting are the letters that
come to us from outside the academic field,—from old-
timers in the Georgist cause, who, through our work, it
would appear, have been born again into a new faith and
enthusiasm, and from newcomers who are reading the
great truth for the first time. Time will not permit a read-
ing of many of these letters, but this one is typical, from
Frank Sheehy, a business man of the Union Trust Build-
ing, in Cleveland, who writes:

"I have been a reader of progressive and liberal
literature, but “Progress and Poverty” by Henry
George, which I have just completed, has immeasur-
ably broadened my social vision. I am enclosing my
check for a copy of the new unabridged edition.”

Some measure of our activities in the matter of corres-
pondence relating to our work, but particularly respecting
the sales of literature, may be estimated from the fact
that I find since January 1st of last year, approximately
30,000 letters have been posted from our office, of which
two-thirds were in circular form. This work, I should say,
was most intelligently directed by our very competent
assistant secretary, Miss Kaufmann.

GENERAL PUBLICITY

Scrap books are available for the examination of our
directors, to show the type and character of purchased
advertising publicity which we have been using, and also
to illustrate the extent to which we were able to obtain
publicity in the leading newspapers for anouncements
relating to the Fiftieth Anniversary Edition of ‘‘Progress
and Poverty."”

The prize essay contests carried on in colleges and high
schools by the Annie C. George Prize Essay Committee
and the Committee of the Hussey Fund, also received
considerable public notice in newspapers. In this connec-
tion, we received a notice from Professor E. J. Brierley,
one of our English friends, that he was modelling his nation-
wide prize essay contest over there, after the Annie C.
George Contests here.

We have good reason to believe, incidentally, that our
advertising campaigns, during which we have stressed the
interest and value of Henry George’s writings have resulted
in considerable sales of books outside of the Foundation.
This we know is true particularly of Protection or Free
Trade which book we have recently begun to advertise.
[In the March-April issue of LAND AND FREEDOM a sum-
mary of the circulation of books of Henry George by the
Schalkenbach Foundation was printed and therefore de-
tails are omitted here.—Editor LAND AND FREEDOM].

FURTHER PUBLICATION PROJECTS

Nothing that this Foundation could do seems more
important to me (and I believe to all of my associates
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