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WHAT LLAND AND FREEDOM
STANDS FOR

Taking the full rent of land for public
purposes insures the fullest and
best use of all land. In cities this
would mean more homes and more
places to do business and therefore
lower rents. In rural communities it
would mean the freedom of the farmer
from land mortgages and would guar-
antee him full possession of his entire
product at a small land rental to the
government without the payment of
any taxes. It would prevent the hold-
ing of mines idle for the purpose of
monopoly and would immensely in-
crease the production and therefore
greatly lower the price of mine products.

Land can be used only by the em-
ployment of labor. Putting land to
its fullest and best use would create an
unlimited demand for labor. With an
unlimited demand for labor, the job
would seek the man, not the man seek
the job, and labor would receive its
full share of the product.

The freeing from taxation of all
buildings, machinery, implements and
improvements on land, all industry,
thrift and enterprise, all wages, sal-
aries, incomes and every product of
labor and intellect, will encourage men
to build and to produce, will reward
them for their efforts to improve the
land, to produce wealth and to render
the services that the people need, in-
stead of penalizing them for these
efforts as taxation does now.

It will put an end to legalized robbery
by the government which now pries
into men's private affairs and exacts
fines and penalties in the shape of tolls
and taxes on every evidence of man's
industry and thrift.

All labor and industry depend basic-
ally on land, and only in the measure
that land is attainable can labor and
industry be prosperous. The taking
of the full Rent of Land for public pur-
poses would put and keep all land for-
ever in use to the fullest extent of the
people's needs, and so would insure
real and permanent prosperity for all.
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. Comment and Reflection

ENATOR SMOOT has been thinking of how people

live in our large cities. He has been thinking of the
terrible congestion of people huddled in tenements. He
has thought of that condition, he tells us, ‘‘a dozen times
| or more.”” As a legislator he should have thought of it
more than a “dozen times.”” That is too infrequent a
reflection. He says that he is “not able to figure out how
we are going to rectify these conditions under our civiliza-
tion, so-called.” Yet it 5 a duty he owes to himself and
to his constituents to figure it out.

e

HAT phrase ‘“‘so-called” is significant that he has

begun to reflect. He may have dropped it unthink-
ingly. Yet it is true that a civilization which permits
these conditions is called civilization only by courtesy.
It is something at least that Senatdr Smoot recognizes
the anomaly. Others too have recognized it. One man
observing what Senator Smoot has observed, and feeling
that such conditions could not be in accord with an All-
wise Providence, set himself to discover the reason. His
name was Henry George, and the book in which he set
forth the answer to the problem that troubles the Senator
is “‘Progress and Poverty.” We commend that book to
*his attention.

lWHY is it we have made progress everywhere save

in the distribution of wealth? Why are so many
minds directed to problems of production, invention and
discovery and so few to the graver problems of poverty
!and the making of a living? If but an infinitesimal part
rd the exercise of intelligent thought directed to other
problems had been brought to bear on this one—how to
assure to every man the opportunity to make a living—
with what celerity and certainty the question had been
solved!

7 OR, despite the learned disputes, the flood of innumer-

able books, the profound theorizing over problems
that need only to be stated to be understood, the thing
is really very simple. The problem of making a living
might be successfully taught in the lower grades of our
7primary schools. He would be a dull pupil indeed who,
with the factors named and their relations explained,

n Digitized by |

could not portray it on the blackboard. It is a lesson for
the elementary classes, simple as geography, more simple
than astronomy or chemistry. Yet it seems so difficult
for persons of vast learning to understand it!

ET us suppose trade reduced to the lower form of

barter, where a man brings a pair of shoes to the
grocer for a barrel of potatoes, or the farmer drives to the
country store his garden truck for so many pounds of sugar.
Now the landlord has nothing that he can place in his
wagon or in his car to be exchanged for shoes or farm pro-
ducts. Not a thing has he fashioned with his hands that
he can offer the shoemaker or farmer. He has no exchang-
able commodities—as a landlord he does not work; he
creates no wealth; he is poor and helpless indeed, dependent
on the sufferance of those who work. Explained in terms
of barter the problem becomes crystal clear.

E has something, of course. That is a bit of legal

paper conferring a taxing power on the maker of
shoes and the grower of farm products. This power is
almost unlimited, or limited only by the value of land
created by others on which farmer and shoemaker must
work. So he takes so many shoes or so many bushels of
potatoes. This in terms of barter, if barter it can be called.
Something the landlord has. That is a power granting
permisston to work. For this permission labor and capital
make terms with him. The landlord of course is master
of the situation. So bartering nothing he has created,
for the landlord per se creates nothing and has nothing
but this bit of paper to compel the acceptance of his terms,
he determines the conditions on which men must work.
The invention and use of money do not change the trans-
action. The shoes and potatoes take the form of dollars,
but they are still shoes and potatoes. Nor in our complex
system of production and exchange are the essentials of
the transaction altered. It is still barter between a num-
ber of individuals now greatly multiplied, and a2 more
extended cooperation among producers, with this silent
partner in production, who continues to contribute noth-
ing and takes all he can—the Owner of the Land.

AND the overcrowding evil which Senator Smoot is
worried about. It is another phase of the same disease
caused by the unrestricted power of landlordism. Does
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he doubt it? Then let him reflect upon the statement of
Lord Loreburn (Lord Chaicellor) who says:

“Overcrowding is simply caused because land values
are so high that the rents become necessarily high, though
the land is not fully made use of for commercial purposes,
and the people cannot afford to pay these rents. They are
thus driven into these hovels and wretched slums from
which so many evil consequences arise. On one side you
have the population swept up from the country toLondon:
on the other side, you have these great land values con-
fronting them there and driving them into the slums.
There is no question whatever that this is one of the chief
causes of this overcrowding evil.”

VERYBODY has a suggestion to make on how to

solve the unemployment problem. The ministers of
churches throughout the country are especially vocal in
proposing remedies for the existing distress. Most of
these suggestions are fantastic enough. The Rev. Herbert
D. Hudnut, pastor of the Windermere Presbyterian
Church in East Cleveland, Ohio, proposes the following:
“If 2,000 shops, stores and factories would re-employ
five men or women tomorrow morning and pay each $5.
a day for three months the unemployment situation would
be relieved and we would be attempting to solve a serious
problem in the light of Christ’s teachings.”

'

HE owners of shops, stores and factories are notrespon-

sible for the present situation. They do not lay off
men and women in their employ because they want to,
but because they have to. Tley are not the real employers
of labor—those who can make an effective demand for the
goods offered for sale are the real employers. What the
Rev. Doctor is proposing is charity—he is asking 2,000
employers of labor to give up something, to employ labor
unprofitable to them, to sacrifice $25. a day. It does not
seem to occur to him that few of these proprietors of shops
stores and factories could do this; it would reduce the
larger number of them to bankruptcy. And would it
solve the question of unemployment? It would not. For
at the end of three months the same condition would be
restored, intensified now by a further amount of goods
for which there is no effective demand. The Reverend
pastor means well but he will have to try again.

OLVING the question in the light of Christ’s teach-

ing!” We do not believe Christ would go about in
that way. Confronted by the problem he would first
ask if there was not some deep underlying injustice that
should be done away with. Surely his appeal would have
been first to justice rather than to charity. And he would
have seen that it was not a question of justice between
employer and employee, between capital and labor, but
a question of fundamental justice in the organization of
society. Unemployment is but a symptom of its denial.

1
LEVELAND has another pastor who is righteously
indignant at conditions. Rev. John Taylor Alton, 1

D.D., pastor of the Windermere Methodist Church in |

East Cleveland, has this to say: {

“No industry should be allowed to operate in such a
manner that it can ruthlessly and without warning dump
an army of unemployed out on the street. If there isa
slack in sales let the work that remains be divided among
the workmen.”

UT Dr. Alton makes the same mistake as his Presby-

terian brother. He, too, regards the question as one
between employer and hired man. Consequently he gets
no further than his fellow pastor. Both seem to have
little concern as to what becomes of the owners of shaps,
stores and factories. Indeed if they cannot find employ-
ment for everybody, out with them! ‘“They must not
drop their workmen out in the street,” cries the pastor.
These employers are to divide up the work with the em-
ployees when times are slack. Communism goes not much
further than this. And of course government must compel
them to do it. Government must see that it is done—
always government, more and more of it. And yet these
ministers are kindly and well-disposed. Perhaps all
they need is a friendly guide to point the way, and just a
little knowledge.

HE Ser Francisco Chronicle is a great newspaper.

We say this advisedly. It must be a great newspaper
to get off anything like this. It says: “The shade of
Henry George must chuckle as he looks at the scheme
adopted by the city of Pittsburgh.” Then says the Chron-
icle: “Single Tax or 50 per cent. of it, to be exact. And
the thing isall there. * * * * He was going to abolish
idle land by making it pay all the taxes.” Now is not that
a wonderful statement of what George proposed? Where
do you suppose the writer found it? Out of his head, of*
course, and not in George. And of course the Pittsburgh
half rate tax on improvements is not even 50 per cent.
of the Single Tax. We wish it were.

HEN the writer proceeds to make it worse. “A inn:l

theory, no doubt if it had been inaugurated in ﬁl‘
days of Adam and Eve, but hardly practicable at the late
day when Henry George arrived on earth.” Now can
you beat that? Is there any hope for journalism in Cali- |
fornia, or is there any hope for a man intelligent enough
to write at all who can write anything like that? He has
admitted that 50 per cent. of the theory is in operathu_l
in Pittsburgh; he is in error even in that statement. In- |
deed it is impossible for him to state anything in accordn-l:zr
with the facts.

E have heard it before—wviz, that Henry George's
theory would have been all right if it had been starte:
at the beginning of the world. It seems nottohave occurred

B e ™
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e sapient objectors that economic rent is annually
rring, and that we propose to take it for governmental
What has been collected by private individuals in
previous years has been spent by the gentlemen who
ed it. It is gone and we cannot get it back. But
nual rent of every piece of land can be collected
scal year, and continued each year as rent arises.

INK what the Chronicle would have said if it had
on hand when it was proposed to abolish chaos
ibstitute cosmos. It would have argued that the
had got along pretty well with the previous condi-
of chaos. The thing had lasted so long that it must
right. Then who were these cosmos fellows anyhow?
e without standing in the community who were inter-
> with established order, or disorder, which after all
he only order with which they were familiar.

SSUMING the fancy not an impossible one, the com-

enders of the new theory of cosmos. The Chronicle
immediately throw its influence with the former

It would argue that if the new theory had been
d at the beginning it might have been all right, but it
too late in the day to attempt the overthrow of the
der. Had not chaos been ordained from the begin-
Had it not the sanction of law and religion? And
o had any experience with cosmos anyway? These

mers were interfering with the vested interests of

. So the argument would have run as it runs even
> present day!

ry George—
A Teacher of Teachers

S PLACE IN THE EDUCATIONAL WORLD

WHERE in his biography, Henry George, ]Jr.
" says of his father, that the only title that Henry George
er really desired was that of Professor. It is related

his writing and speaking, was invited to address the

n ecanomics at the University of California, with the
‘that he would be asked to fill the chair in economics.
the lecture, which was attended by members of the
, and scme of the trustees, in addition to the stu-
there was a silence with respect to the expected call
e professorship, which was due not to the quality of
1an, nor to his standard of learning, but rather to
en considered radical character of the subject matter
presented. The call never came, and Henry George
received the title of professor.
- u_-e Moses, Henry George was permitted to go up unto

eights and look over into theacademic promised land,
was not permitted to enter.

"his was before *Progress and Poverty

"

was written.

It is possible, and indeed probable that if Henry George
had been granted a professorship at the time his heart
desired it, the book ““Progress and Poverty,” as we now
have it, would never have been written.

“Progress and Poverty” was written not for the Pro-
fessors, but for humanity. Later in life after his fame was
established for all time, Henry George wrote a treatise
for the professors in his volumes entitled THE SCIENCE
OF POLITICAL ECONOMY. These later books are
learned in method and sound in doctrine, but they lack
something of the fire of life which makes ““ Progress and Pov-
erty’ move and breathe as a living thing, inspired and in-
spiring, placing it among the two or three of the world’s
great books of all time.

If Henry George had written only his volumes on Poli-
tical Economy, he would have earned a high rank among
the professors. But his “Progress and Poverty,” which
the professors in early days were inclined to decry, has
placed Henry George in the front rank of humanity’s
great men.

As was told to the writer, only a few days ago by the
professor of economics in one of the leading schools in the
South, Henry George has placed himself for all time, and
his works will continue to be read and studied by mankind
a thousand years from today.

It is a remarkable thing that the teachers of economics
in the colleges and universities today do not use for their
class instruction and reference reading, the Political
Economy volumes which Henry George prepared especially
for that purpose, but always and invariably use the text
from ““Progress and Poverty.”

It is safe to say that no student of economics attains
his Master’s or Doctor’s degree without a first hand knowl-
edge of the text of ‘' Progress and Poverty.” The use of
this book among advanced students in the universities
has increased rather than decreased with the passage of
the years. Today, it stands as standard in its particular
field. Every economic department in every school in the
country takes up that subject at some point in its course,
and considers by name and by text the proposition con-
tained in ‘“PROGRESS AND POVERTY."”

Henry George was denied the title of Professor, which
he coveted, but he has become a super-professor in that
he is by his book, a teacher of teachers. Not since Adam
Smith has there appeared any man or any book that has so
profoundly affected the thought and teaching method of
the professor of economics. Indeed, the works of Adam
Smith and of his followers, John Stuart Mill and others,
may pass from academic vogue, but ‘“Progress and
Poverty” will remain.

Under the sponsorship of the Robert Schalkenbach
Foundation, it has been the writer's privilege to visit a
large number of schools, colleges and universities in the
Eastern, Middle West and Southern States. The purpose
of these trips has been to interview the heads of the eco-
nomic departments and the instructors, and encourage

Digitized by Microsoft €
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or facilitate the use of ““Progress and Poverty' as a text
book or as collateral reading.

In the course of these trips, one taken in the spring of
1929, and two this season, I have personally visited more
than 75 institutions of learning, including Princeton,
Pennsylvania, Cornell, Washington, Pittsburgh, Carnegie
Tech, Cincinnati, Ohio State, Berea, Missouri, Wisconsin,
Northwestern, Chicago, Oberlin, Western Reserve, Harvard,
William and Mary, Johns Hopkins, Virginia, Washington
and Lee, Richmond, Duke, North Carolina, South Caro-
lina, Georgia, Emory, Georgia Institute of Technology,
Florida, Stetson, Rollins, Chattanooga, and many smaller
colleges, normal schools and teacher's colleges.

I have personally interviewed nearly 200 professors
and teachers of economics, and I do not make a single
exception in saying that the attitude of them all is friendly,
intelligent and cooperative.

It is a tradition among Single Taxers of the old school
that the professorial mind is antagonistic to the teachings
of Henry George. To such I would bear the message that
the academic times have changed, and that the new gener-
ation of teachers, many of whom have been born and have
grown to manhood since Henry George passed away,
know their ‘‘Progress and Poverty.”

In classes in elementary economics, such as are com-
monly represented in the Sophomore and Junior years
in college, the amount of time that is possible to be
devoted to the subject of economic ground rent, is limited
to two or three hours as a rule. Most teachers find it im-
practicable in that short period, to use the unabridged
“Progress and Poverty '’ as a text or to require the students
to read it in its entirety.

To meet this condition, Professor Harry Gunnison
Brown, of Missouri University, made selections from “Pro-
gress and Poverty’’ for use in his classes. These selec-
tions have been printed in the volume of 90 pages entitled
“Significant Paragraphs from ‘Progress and Poverty.’”’
As a preface to this book, appears the impressive essay
on Henry George by Professor John Dewey of Columbia.
This volume, published by the Robert Schalkenbach Foun-
dation of New York, has been most acceptable to the
academic departments. Many thousand copies have been
sold and distributed to schools throughout the United
States and in Canada. It has been a valuable addition to
the working tools of the Single Tax cause.

Information about the book and the extent of its use
may be found elsewhere in these columns.

Everywhere there is evidence of a revival of interest in
Single Tax theory and there is ground for the hope that
this generation may see the truth of the Single Tax estab-
lished, not only in the academic world, but also in practical
application in our government affairs.

WALTER FAIRCHILD.

SEND in any names of likely subscribers to LLAND AND
FreepoM. We will forward sample copies.

Prosperity

1. “All I know is what I read in the papers.”—WILL
ROGERSs.

2. For week ending Nov. 2nd, 1929, car loadings were
62,160 less than the preceding week and 32,292 less than
the same week of 1928.—San Francisco Examiner, 11-14,-
1929,

3. N. Y. Stock Exchange announced Nov. 20th total
decline in value of all listed shares during October was
$15,320,979,515.—Christian Science Monitor, 11-21-1929.

4, Klamath Basin timber production payroll “this
year will not exceed $8,000,000 as compared with $12,000,-
000 for last year.”—Sacramenio Bee, 11-29-1929.

5. San Francisco building permits numbered 560 with
an aggregate value of $2,487,796.00. Last November
the permits numbered 588 with a total value of $4,220,-
382.00.—San Francisco News, 12-2-1929,

6. A California man shot himself in Milwaukee leav-
ing an estate of 4 cents. His will gave his body to science,
his soul to Andrew W. Mellon and his sympathy to his
creditors, but made no provision for his estate.

7. TFigures of 587 leading cities and towns of the United
States, show building permits issued indicating a loss of
299, over Nov. 1928, and a loss of 239, compared with
QOct. 1929, the preceding month.—San Francisce News,
12-13-1929.

8. Mrs. Andrew Day, Three Rivers, P. Q., Canada
and seven children, 1 to 14 years old, found dead with
throats cut. Mr. Day found wandering strects with throat
cut. He was a $10 a day employee of local paper and pulp
company. Lost his money in stock market.—Sacramento
Bee, 12-16-1929.

9. U. S. Treasury asks bids on short term Treasury
bills of about $100,000,000. Total applied for was $223,-
901,000. Government only had to pay 3-249, for the
money.—San Francisco Chronicle, 12-17-29,

10. It is announced that doles to unemployed in Great
Britain next year will amount to $610,000,000.—Sacra-
mento Bee, 12-20-1929.

11. Reduction of 43,905 cars in shipments of the nation’s
29 principal commodities during the first quarter of 1930
was forecast to day by the American Railway Associa-
tion.—T'ke Examiner, San Francisco, 1-3-1930.

12. Sixth Bank Closes Doors in Alabama.—San Fran-
cisco Examiner, 1-12-1930.

13. Shrinkage reported for December steel produc-
tion to lowest of any month since 1924.—San Francisco
Chronicle, 1-13-1930.

14. Investigation of the Federal Trade Commission
has revealed that 139, of the people of the United States
own 909, of all our wealth, and that 87%, of our people
own the small change—W. A. GRAUNKE of University of
Wisconsin, in 7'he Progressive (LaFollette's weekly) Madison,
Wis., 1-18-1930.

15. General creditors lost about $30,000,000 MORE
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through bankruptcies last year than in the preceding year,
and got back LESS on each dollar of their claims, accord-
ing to an analysis of the Attorney General's report by the
Credi: Monthly Magazine—San Francisco News, 1-21-1930.

16. American Railway Association announced for week
ending Jan. 18, a decrease of 15,838 cars from the previous
week, decrease of 84,508 from same week of 1929, and
decrease of 37,330 cars from same week of 1928.—San
Francisco News, 1-29-1930.

17. A decrease of $5,000,000 in net profits during 1929
as compared with 1928, was shown in the annual stock-
holders’ report of Montgomery Ward & Co., today.—San
Francisco News, 1-27-1930.

18. Vancouver unemployed parade charged by mounted
officers.—San Francisco Chronicle, 1-28-1930.

19. Chicago, Jan. 29. A score of persons injured here
today when 10,000 men and women battled madly in a
department store for 2,000 jobs.—Sam Francisco Call-
Bulletin, 1-29-1930.

20. - Bank clearings this week at all leading cities in the
United States, as reported to Dun’s Review, are 23.69
smaller than those of a year ago.—San Francisco Examiner,
2-2-1930.

21. There are nearly 40,000 *“millionaires’” in the
United States today, according to statistics of income for
1928 issued by the Treasury Department. In 1927 taxes
on INCOMES OF ONE MILLION OR MORE were
paid by 290 persons, in 1928 by 496 persons.—San Fran-
cisco News, 2-3-1930.

N.B. Now, read No. 14 again.

22. Sixth Bank closes in North Carolina.—Sen Fran-
cisco Examiner, 2-6-1930.

23. Facing another year with the 1929 crop practically
unmarketed and the 1928 crop still showing a hang-over
in storage, hundreds of millions of dollars are at stake for
the Canadian farmer in the battle for wheat sales on the
world market.—San Francisco Chronicle, 2-8-1930.

GEORGE CARTWRIGHT.

A Remedy

HE author of ‘““Progress and Poverty,” however, is

not content with mere analysis. He has envisaged
a wrong, and offers a remedy consistent with the prin-
ciples of a sound and unified political economy. He shows
that land monopoly is the beginning of all poverty, and in
the first chapter of Book V., in which he deals with the
phenomenon of industrial depression, a flood of light is
thrown upon the unemployment problem.

A fine tribute was paid to the author of *‘Progress and
Poverty” by the late H. W. Massingham, who said that
Henry George, in revealing that a land problem cries out
for solution in town as well as in country, performed a
signal service to humanity.

Laber Herald, London, Eng.

An Open Letter
to Single Taxers

INGLE TAXERS are dreaming and talking of an

ideal economic system—dreaming of a kind of ‘‘celes-
tial city’’—while the enemy is carrying off the spoils of
war. What Single Taxers are talking about is too remote
from the day-to-day struggles of political life to mean
much to the masses. We need to make our propaganda
relate to current controversies. We can’t stir the aserage
man by a discussion of far-off and (to him) seemingly
unrealizable and abstract ideals. We may be able to stir
him—and stir him to really fight—if we plunge into some
current controversy that appears to him “practical” and
important, stress the relation to it of the principles that

* we believe to be fundamental, and so spread a knowledge

of those principles through the general interest in the con-
troversies lo which they apply.

We should draw a lesson, too—but I fear most Single
Taxers won't—from the history of the struggle over slavery.
Certainly honor is due to those idealists who asserted, in
season and out, that slavery was wrong and ought to be
abolished. But general popular sentiment was probably
influenced much more rapidly through the problem’s enter-
ing practical politics in a fight over the further extension
of slavery. After a generation of controversy over that
question and not over the question of abolition, popular
sentiment became greatly aroused, the evils of slavery
were more and more heatedly discussed and the time was
ripe for the organization of a great political party pledged,
as a party, against (still only this) any further extension
of slave territory. The end of the whole matter was aboli-
tion but the means of arousing the masses and making
them sense the great underlying human issue involved
was the insistence on a more moderate policy that seemed
to them immediately practicable and thus interested
them.

Into what controversies can we enter? Into all political
struggles in which one side calls for relieving ‘‘real estate™
and, therefore, land, of taxes and putting the burden any-
where else. At every turn we can point out what calami-
tous results must tend to follow:—congestion, high rents,
high salable value of land, tenancy (or acquisition of land
ownership only through heavy mortgage indebtedness
followed, often, by bankruptcy and foreclosure), and the
using of funds secured from taxes other than on land in
such a way as to add to the value of the land of some owners
and thus gain them a special privilege income at the expense
of the public. If we cannot, as vet, interest the masses in
the “Single Tax” as such, we may at least be able to in-
terest them in the evil results of taking taxes off of land and
putting the burden elsewhere. As understanding spreads
we may often hold a balance of power and be able to say:
“No, vou shall not take taxes off of land and, if you want
us to help take them off of improvements, you can get sup-
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port from us only by conceding some increase in the tax
on land values.”

But now, while Single Taxers are living in a fools paradise
of hope, the forces of reaction are putting a larger and larger
proportion of the burden elsewhere than on land. Many
states have already abolished absolutely the tax on property
so far as purely state revenue is concerned, and state funds
secured from other sources are being shared with local
communities so that real estate may be “‘relieved.’’ The
first great battle may come when we demand that this
removal of taxes from land absolutely cease. 1t is high time
for this demand. If we make it, and give our reasons
effectively, we shall be preparing the minds of men for
the next step. But we must stop this swing backward or our
case will be well-nigh hopeless.

Many men who have no real understanding of Single
Tax, and who think themselves opposed to it, are never-
theless opposed also to the new taxes being substituted
for taxes on real estate. They are anxious to find weapons
for the fight and will often use some of our arguments,
if we put these arguments into their thinking, without
necessarily seeing to what these arguments may ultimately
lead. Thus we greatly multiply our effective army. Some-
times our allies will be the people in a specific line or lines
of business,—like the druggists when soft drinks taxes
are proposed, or the moving picture people when it is pro-
posed to tax the movies. Sometimes they will be city
professional and business interests who fear that increas-
ing state income taxes to relieve land will unduly burden
them. Whoever they are, it is for us to welcome, aid and
use them, while also continuing our own positive propa-
ganda, until, by these processes of education, we have
spread an understanding and appreciation of the land
problem far beyond our little group of idealists. Then
will the time be ripe for some inspiring leader to focus
in a challenging demand for reform the growing sentiment,
and win a victory which may appear dramatic and sudden
but to which all those will have contributed who, in a
more disheartening period, constantly fought the propa-
ganda of ‘'tax relief for real estate.”

Harry GunnisoN Brown.

HE taxation of the site value, if it could replace the

whole of the rates on building, would entirely sweep
away this obstacle to the builder’s enterprise. So far as
it is used to diminish the rates on building it diminishes
the obstacle. For many years we have maintained that
the greatest and simplest reform in housing would be simply
to lower if not to sweep away the tax on building.

Manchester Guardian.

T is unendurable, that great increments, great addi-

tions, that have not been earned by those to whom they
accrue, and have been formed by the industry of others,
should be absorbed by people who have not contributed to
that increase.—JouN MORLEY.

The Wage Problem Solved

NDER our present system no man can determine

what is an honest wage. In labordisputes invariably
the employee feels that he should have more (in which he
is always right) while the employer as invariably feels
(and generally rightly) that he cannot afford to pay more.
To pay more would, as a rule, mean bankruptcy. Though
both are right in their feeling, neither labor nor capital
gets what is its due and yet neither knows why.

It is all a matter of feeling, of sentiment, of negotia-
tion and compromise—get as much and pay as little as
you can. Well disposed though both sides may be, they
know no way out of the dilemma. Hence the ceaseless
strife between even the best disposed employers and em-
ployees.

Can we arrive at the equities of their seemingly unsolv-
able wage problem?

It is axiomatic that a man earns and owns what he pro-
duces and should receive and possess that production, or
its equivalent, as his own. What each man produces is
his true (economic) wage. There should be and is a way
to determine that product. Robinson Crusoe received
his true wage—there was no one to interfere. Friday
when Crusoe came was not allowed to work for himself,
nor even to work for and receive his full wage. On the
other hand a relationship was established by which Fri-
day received a mere subsistence and Crusoe appropriated
the remainder of his wage. There was no attempt to
determine Friday's true wage which was so merged into
that of Crusoe’s that such a determination probably could
not have been made.

Suppose one hundred families were to arrive on a pre-
viously uninhabited island, a la Crusoe; each family sets
up for itself with perfect freedom to occupy a site for that
purpose without purchase. Each family gets the result
of its own effort—its wage. Results to individuals will
vary with industry and efficiency. Later arrivals will
choose adjacent sites and do likewise till the capacity of
the island is exhausted. If one with executive capacity,
(an entrepreneur) so organizes and directs a group that
increased production results, all that remains after the
others have received their true wage, will accrue to
the executive and be his wage, though it be many fold
the wage of the ordinary worker. He has done just what
each of the others has done—created what otherwise would
not have been. He makes no profit at the expense of the
others, each of whom gets all he earns. If the total earn-
ings under the direction of the executive do not exceed
those of the members of the group working separately,
then the executive earns nothing and should receive noth-
ing. It is assumed of course that capital receives its eco-
nomic share in the distribution of earnings. Here then is
a natural and equitable distribution of wealth.

What if ten men in the above group were to say to the
others and enforce it, “You are slaves,"” or {which is the
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1 equivalent), “You are free but you may not use the land,
- may not have a site on which to locate, may not even
take the timber from the woods, or have to build a boat
. to get away from the island until you shall have bought
land from us or paid us rent”—tribute. Economically,
what difference would it make whether those people were
slaves or free, whether they or the land necessary to their
existence was “‘owned"” by someone else? In either event
- those who held the land would command the services of
~ the others at any compensation the former chose to pay
—merely enough to maintain their existence and that
only so long as the services of the latter were needed.
Without free access to land, men are helpless—are eco-
nomic slaves so long as their services are needed. This
power comes from the fact that one collects ground rent
from another—that one must purchase or pay rent to
| another before he may use land.
 The history of the island of Britain (of all civilized
peoples) is an exact parallel to the condition set forth in
the last preceding paragraph as to our seemingly imaginary
igland, though it seems incredible that any set of men
would have the temerity to attempt such inequity (iniquity)
| or that other men would submit.

When the Normans conquered Britain, it was estab-
lished that all the land “belonged’ to the crown, the crown
allotted it to his barons and the common people became
serfs and, in this enlightened twentieth century, nearly
| all the people of Britain exist on the land at the pleasure
| of the landlords and pay tribute to them. The inequalities
are worse today than at the beginning and still growing
worse. In early Britain the serfs had certain rights in the
land which landlords were bound to respect. Though the
masses are no longer called serfs, they are deprived of
practically all ancient rights in the land enjoyed by the
serfs with no compensating rights in return except to vote
and call themselves ‘‘freemen.”

We inherited Britain's land system. The crown owned
America as it owned Britain, and awarded its lands to
favorites, or creditors, or to those who would pay most
for it. And so, for example, in Pennsylvania, for nearly

o hundred and fifty years, if a man has been desirous
of using the most remote vacant land, he may not do so
legally unless he first buy or lease it from the Penns or
their successors in title. |

Lord Fairfax was granted 5,000,000 acres in Virginia,
Washington had more than 30,000 acres there (probably
not used to 5% of its capacity) and the state was practically
divided into great estates. Thus arose the ‘“poor whites”

nd negro slavery. From the same cause arose also the

“‘restless pioneer” who, unwilling to submit to slavery,
chattel or economic, went to Kentucky or the Northwest,
hoping there to establish estates similar to those of
Virginia and Britain.

Had land been available in Virginia there would have been
no restless pioneers. Men would have taken land adjacent
to their neighbors and kinfolk and Kentucky and the

——
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Northwest and later the Great West would have been
settled only when the natural growth in population should
have overflowed into those territories. Developments of
the new areas would have been postponed, but to the
great economic advantage of both the old and the new—
the growth of both would have been normal and life in
each more desirable and comfortable.

With the Normans masters of Britain, however justly
or unjustly, by what rule of right or equity did William
allot the land to certain ‘“nobles and establish serfdom
for the rank and file, including the soldiers who fought
and won his battles. It was the same as if, following our
late war, General Foch, General Pershing and other com-
manders and their heirs forever had been granted great
estates in the conquered countries and the private soldiers
and their children after them forcibly attached to those
estates and compelled to labor on terms prescribed by law
or by the landlord. Every British and Amencan land
title originally resulted from conquest, and these titles
have not improved morally though transmitted by entail,
inheritance or sale for centuries.

Such is the genesis of the land titles of Britain and
America. Had every man had free access to land as was
his right, there could have been no serfdom or slavery.
As serfdom declined or was abolished, the ‘“‘freemen,”
still without rights to land, were compelled to seek em-
ployment and employers. Thus arose what economists
call “free labor” in contrast with serffdom—free to work
where they pleased if emplovment was to be found, other-
wise to starve, or become objects of charity. And now the
same conditions exist in Britain and America as existed
in our imaginary island when a few usurped ownership.
It 1s readily seen that these *‘free laborers,” without free
access to land, are competitors with each other in the
labor market. It is also apparent that, not what they
earn (produce), but what they can demand will be their
pay. When “times are good” and employers plentiful,
labor may to some extent dictate. When there are few
employers and many looking for work, the Ilaborer,
if he is so fortunate as to secure a job, must accept any
pay offered even to the margin of existence, or less, for
many succumb and die, and women and children go hungry
under the strain and privation to which they are sub-
jected.

That the pay envelope bears no relation to the earnings
of the payee is readily seen in recent experiences. Dur-
ing and following the war, notwithstanding the payment
of unprecedented wages, the profits of many an employer
(not because he earned them but because of the accident
of his position) were greater than his entire pay roll. Until
recently when “big business’’ was in receipt of unpre-
cedented profits, wages were declining, as a result of com-
petition for jobs between men thrown ount of work by
the installation of machinery, mergers and other
causes.

Though the United States has a billion acres of arable
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idle land and its used land is used to but a small fractional
part of its capacity, those men cannot have access to it
even for subsistence, because it is “owned” and held out
of use by speculators, who hold by such titles as indicated
above. Arthur Brishane recently said the whole popula-
tion of the world could subsist comfortably in Texas. The
land was made for the race of all ages and no man has a
right to any part of it except to use it. To as much as he
can use he has an inalienable right, Sir William Black-
stone in his “Commentaries,” which has been the principal
text book in America and Britain for a hundred and f{ifty
years, of all law students, says: " Accurately and strictly
speaking, there is no foundation in nature or natural laws
why a set of words on parchment should convey the domin-
ion of land.” It is a sound principle that no man can give
a better title to land than he has received. If the crown
had no moral right to convey land as it has done, then no
subsequent conveyance, no number of conveyances, can
correct the original wrong, and every such attempt at
conveyance is morally invalid.

Under the present system men are helpless because
forced from the land. How may it be established that
every worker shall receive his economic wage—his exact
produce? Is it not apparent that it can be done by restor-
ing to man his natural right of free access to land by appro-
priating ground rent to public use? With this alternative
men will be in position to dictate the terms on which they
will leave the land and accept work elsewhere. Their
demand will be their natural or economic wage—all they
earn.

Suppose one hundred men with their families were to
arrive in a country previously uninhabited and settle
there on equal footing. Humans cannot live except on
land, which naturally and morally belongs equally to all.
This is a requisite to equality. So each family without
pay or hindrance settles down on a piece of land. The sites
probably are distributed by lot as when the invading Isra-
elites entered the Promised Land. For the time being, assume
all the sites to be equally desirable and productive. Every
family has a place of abode, a sure means of livelihood
(seli-employment on the land) and every man receives all
he produces—his economic wage. Results to individuals
on the wvarious sites will vary with industry and
efficiency.

Now a factory settles there and wants men. It isevident
that what the individuals can earn on the land, together
with the comparative desirability of the work, will deter--
mine the wages that the industry must pay to secure em-
ployees— the minimum wage. Moreover every man will
be perfectly free to accept or reject the work offered; em-
ployer and employee will be on equal footing. Such terms
as master and servant will be unknown.

The wage will be limited only by the capacity (producing
capacity) of the individual. As all will be employed to
their full capacity or desire, power of purchase and con-
sumption will be multiplied, production will keep pace,

there will be no business cycles, prosperity will be cease-
less and competition for workers will result always in
maximum wages—to each worker his actual production.

The land on Broadway with its sky-scrapers and army
of workers is as essential to production as the suburban
truck farm and the respective contributions to produc-
tion of the different areas are in exact proportion to their
respective market values—rent or selling value is deter-
mined by productivity. !

The physiccrats made the mistake of thinking that agri-
cultural land is the sole ultimate source of all production
{wealth) and so proposed that land should pay all public
revenue—taxation at the source. Henry George saw
that all used land has a part in and is essential to produc-
tion and proposed that all such land shall contribute to
public requirements, each area in proportion to its part
in production as measured by its rent value. Thus would
public revenue be obtained at the actual source of pro-
duction. He saw that ultimately every worker works on
the land, doing his bit in supplying the animal, vegetable
and mineral products essential to the race.

What is a man’s wages? How can we measure his pro-
duce?

Some years ago one of our largest coal producing con-
cerns had a general master mechanic in charge of all the
machinery of its more than fifty plants. In the midst of a
“boom" when prices and profits were unprecedented and
the closing of a plant meant the loss of several thousand
dollars per day, an accident occured. A telephone con-
versation followed between the General Superintendent
and the G. M. M.:

G. S—(very earnestly) The crank shaft at Blank
plant broke just as todays’ run was completed, how soon
can you get in a new one, how much time must we
lose?

G. M. M.—Don't let that worry you; we’ll fix it tonight
and you can make your usual run in the morning.

G. S.—You don’'t understand. The crank shaft is
broken.

G. M. M.—Yes, I understand. I looked at that a year
ago and saw it was going to break. I had a new one made,
it is lying in the shop. We will put it in tonight and you
can make your usual run tomorrow.

That master mechanic held his job on account of his effi-
ciency. We will not attempt to determine his share in
production (his economic wage) what portion of the thou-
sands of dollars he no doubt was constantly saving his
employer, should be his. Suffice to say that with business
always at capacity (what we are accustomed to in ‘‘boom”
times) every man will be in demand and free competition
between employers for men’s services will result in each
man being paid his economic wage. With the alterna-
tive of free access to land the economic wage will be auto-
matically determined—our master mechanic and every
other man (all being freemen) will demand and get what
they produce or its equivalent, Each individual will de-



LAND AND FREEDOM 43

~ termine his own wage—he will get what he demands or
| find self-employment, always available. Each will actually
- get what his fellows will pay for his product.
~ While there will be a constant ““boom " it will be merely
a normal condition, every phase and factor of production
ill be adapted to it and it will be without the feverish
ousness and excitement that accompanies our tempo-
v periods of super prosperity.
. Moreover, men will desire other things than material
 gain and much time will be spent in recreational and cul-
ral pursuits. It will require an astonishingly short time
daily (with modern machinery it has been estimated at
s low as thirty minutes) to gain a comfortable livelihood
since every man will receive all he produces, and additional
income will depend on the effort the individual may be
willing to devote to the acquisition of more wealth, which
will have no value except to satisfy his individual desires—
it will give him neither position nor power. Probably most
men will spend as much time with their avocations as their
vocations. Men will engage in occupations to their liking
and adaptation, no square pegs in round holes, work will
be play, a joy to the worker. As men will receive only what
they earn, no one can cheat—every wage will be an honest
wage.
Not only the farmer, but every man who performs a
service, works on the land and is a producer. The grain
from the farm or the mineral from the mine is not “pro-
ed” till it is in the hands of the consumer. To place
it there requires the plowman and the miner, the railroad
fiicial and the track hand, the truck driver, the merchant,
e salesman, all the executives and clerks that handle
e business, all the army of skilled and unskilled work-
, who produce all the machinery, equipment, factories,
‘homes and every requirement of production. The rail-
pad official and his stenographer and the laborer on the
railroad are as truly producers of wheat and coal as is the
an who reaps the grain or with pick and shovel loads
e coal in the mine. Probably there are no greater fac-
s in production than the physician who keeps us fit
sically and the man of God who ministers to our spiritual
eeds. And there are the writer, the orator, the poet, the
tist, the musician and every man who aids in maintaining
orale and adds to human knowledge and happiness, or
spires men to nobler deeds and better lives. Every one
these is a producer, supplementing the work of the man
n the furrow. The basis of production is land, the means
labor. All workers work on the land—there is no other
ace where men can work.
The workers may be thought of as an inverted pyramid
ith the man in the furrow at the apex, the area ever in-
easing to the top, and all resting on the land. The struc-
e contains every individual contributing to the welfare
mankind.
While a man’s earning, self-employed on the land, deter-
ines the wage, the wage of the immediate worker on the
50il will not be greatly different from that accruing from

equal ability and effort applied elsewhere. Since land is
the basis of all labor, it is evident, if proper economic con-
ditions were established, equal effort and equal efficiency
would automatically produce equal returns wherever
applied or employed. A perfect balance will be main-
tained, a perfect fluidity of labor, because all men will
be free to come and go as they please. If there should be
a tendency for work at one point to command more wages
than at another, men would flock to that place and thus
automatically reduce wages there and raise them at the
deserted places. The law of supply and demand would
have free play and determine wages on a normal basis.
Each family will have such income that every child will
be “well born.”

While free access to land is the one requisite to the estab-
lishment of equity, it will not be sufficient to aliot certain
land to each individual or family and then say to each,
“Now make the best of what you have.” The reason is
that different sites have different values. One must have
an advantage over another on account of location. That
is a fundamental defect in our present system. Some
have sites that have little or no site value while other sites
of very limited area pay (produce) thousands per annum,
with no more effort by the producer than is expended on
the poorer site. Establish equity by taking all ground
rent for public use and thus equalizing advantages of loca-
tion.

To a lone resident like Crusoe, there is but one factor
in production, namely labor. The product has no vaiue
except for use by the producer. In a community the pro-
duct has a commercial or sale value. The latter depends
on location, whence arises site value. The better the site
{the more fertile it is or the more social advantages it en-
joys) the greater the value of the product. This is not
due to the labor of the producer but to environment, the
presence and activities of the community.

The measure of site value is ground rent—witness the
enormous ground rents at the centers of urban population
where the produce is not vegetables but dollars. Labor
of individuals produces the labor values, community efforts
the site values, and each should have what it produces.
At present the “owner” gets the value produced by site
advantage—rent. It is proposed that the public, its cre-
ator and rightful owner, shall take this product.

As there would be no one but the occupant wanting the
poorest occupied sites, they would command no rent—
the “owners’ would occupy them without cost. Each
site above the poorest would pay to the public treasury
the difference between its annual produce and the annual
produce of the poorest occupied site with the same expendi-
ture of labor and capital.

Thus all would be on an equal basis—the occupant of
the best urban site would have no advantage over the
most remote cultivator of the soil. One might have a
‘“‘Lizzie” and the other a Rolls-Royce, but whatever either
had would be purchased from his wages (the results of
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his own labor) and not from his being in position to take
the efforts of others by appropriating ground rent.

The value of site advantage is a natural fund created for
public use. It increases as the community and its require-
ments increase and is always adequate to public require-
ments.

As the income from ground rent would be adequate for
public needs, all taxes would be automatically abolished.
The amount of ground rent would be graduated from
large payments for lots at the urban centers to nothing
for lands at the perimeter of population.

The ground rent of rural lands would be low and, as
there would be no taxes on improvements, or personal
property, the contributions of the farmer and other rural-
ites to the public revenue would gradually decline with
distance from the center and reach zero at the perimeter.
The contribution to public revenue by the farmers would
be greatly reduced. The bulk of the public revenue would
come from urban lots and royalties or rentals from natural
resources. Every site would pay in proportion to its social
advantages—pay for what it got in return and all royalties
would go to the public treasury.

Men would settle contiguously on advantageous loca-
tions, and beyond the perimeter of population no man
would have or want land titles. Land there would be
free as air and just as nature left it. Here would be inex-
haustible publicly owned timber resources and a limit-
less paradise for sportsmen and pleasure seekers. Every
power site and every natural wonder and resource would
be public property. With her present population, the
United States would have a domain of a billion acres of
such land—the billion acres now held idle for speculation
by private ‘“owners” and being denuded of everything
valuable for their private gain.

Thus in a simple way (by taking ground rent for public
use) we solve the labor problem and with it the many other
seemingly complex social and economic problems.

G. Frang KELLY.

Henry George in the
Congressional Record

R. WHEELER (Senator Wheeler, of Montana)

“Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to have
inserted in the Record certain excerpts from Henry George's
Protection or Free Trade.”

The Vice “Without objection, it is so
ordered.”

Thus, there is printed in the Congressional Record of
March 13 the ‘““Outline of Protection or Free Trade” in
full as made by Will Atkinson.

The tarifi just passed is bound to create a revulsion
of feeling, and the sentiment for free trade will grow with
increasing unemployment.

President:

Lecture Work

of James R. Brown

AMES R. BROWN has rendered a report of his lec-

ture work for the last fifteen years beginning with
Jan. 1st, 1915, when he assumed the presidency of the
Manhattan Single Tax Club.

During these years he has delivered 1,865 lectures dis-
tributed among the states as follows:

New York, 769; Massachusetts, 137; Virginia, 145;
Canada, 145; New Jersey, 140; Pennsylvania, 139; Ohio,
101; Maryland, 88; Rhode Island, 88; Connecticut, 32;
Indiana, 18; Michigan, 15; lllinois, 11; Dis, of Columbia,
8; New Hampshire, 5; Delaware, 2; Maine, 1; Wiscon-
sin, 1.

Last year, 1929, Mr. Brown delivered 209 lectures dis-
tributed as follows:

Business organizations, 84; universities, colleges and
schools, 90; churches, 7; sundry organizations, 28. Attend-
ance at these lectures have run from 25 to 2,000.

Besides the lecture activities articles on taxation and the
Single Tax are sent every month to 850 newspapers.
Many papers have used this matter; and many have made
it the basis of editorials treating of taxation and their own
local problems.

A constant stream of literature in the shape of books
and pamphlets goes forward from headquarters, and great
care is exercised in the distribution of this material. This
work is under the supervision of Miss Beatrice Cohen, the
able and efficient assistant secretary of the organization,
who in the absence of Mr. Brown on his lecture tours
directs the machinery of the club, answers communica-
tions, and arranges advance dates where possible.

Mr. Brown accompanies lis report with impressive
testimonials from those who have arranged successful
meetings. Prof. Robert Fry Clark, of the Department of
Economics and Sociology at Marietta College, Marietta,
Ohio, writes: “'We were glad indeed to have you here and
hope you may be able to come again.”

Proi. Mitchell, of Johns Hopkins, says: “Mr. Brown is
by all odds the most acceptable outside speaker that has
come to the University in any department in years.”

L. N. Deniston, president of the West Hartford, Conn.,
Chamber of Commerce, writes: ‘“That you have made a
lasting impression is certain, for those who heard you
still discuss the topic, and many want you to return.”

Prof. E. J. Urwick, of the University of Toronto, On-
tario, writes: ‘“‘Both on my own part and on that of all
my colleagues I should like to express our very grateful
thanks for the delightful and stimulating address you
were kind enough to give to our Commerce Club."

Joseph J. Moran, President of the Moran Business Col-
lege, Kingston, N. Y., writes: “A man who can present'
so intricate a subject lucidly and entertainingly must,
indeed, be an educator of high rank. Many express the
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. wish that you return in order that they may learn more
of the solution of the tax problem."

R. W. Swetland, Headmaster of the Peddie School,
Hightstown, N. J., writes: ‘“You certainly made a great
hit with the boys as well as with me, and I shall be most
happy to have you come again next fall.”

- R. W. McGriffin, President Marietta (Ohio) Commercial
. College, writes: ‘‘The students got some ideas from vour
. speech that should be of everlasting value to them.”

These commendations are from very recent communica-
tions to Mr. Brown and show a gratifving response to the
message this indefatigable lecturer brings to his widely
distributed audiences.

Mr. Brown’s lecture assignments for February of this
year were given in our last issue. Following is a list of
lectures made in the month of March:

Wednesday, 5th: Irvington, N. J., High School, 8.45
A. M. Paterson, N. J., Civic Club, 4.00 P. M.

Thursday, 6th: Danbury, Conn., State Normal School,
10.30 A. M. Bethel, Conn., High School, 1.25 P. M.

Friday, 7th: Canaan, Conn., No. Canaan High School,
2.30 P. M. _

Monday, 10th: Plainville, Conn., High School, 11.00
A. M. New Haven, Conn., Stone College, 2.15 P. M.

Tuesday, 11th: Westfield, N. ]J., Rotary Club, 12.15,
noon.

Wednesday, 12th: Ocean City, N. ]., High School,
9.00 A. M. Beach Haven, N. J., Exchange Club, evening.

Thursday, 13th: Westfield, N. J., Board of Realtors,
8.30 P. M.

Friday, 14th: New York, N. Y., Dwight School, 11.40
A. M. Waldwick, N. J., Young People’s League, evening.

Monday, 17th: Northampton, Mass.,, High School,
8.30 A. M. Northampton, Mass., Kiwanis Club, 12.15,
noon. Northampton, Mass.,, Rotary Club, 6.15 P. M.

Tuesday, 18th: So. Hadley Falls, Mass., So. Hadley
High School, 8.20 A. M. Turners Falls, Mass., Rotary
| Club, noon.

Wednesday, 19th: Chicopee, Mass.,, High School,
10.05 A. M. Springfield, Mass., Bay Path Institute,
2 15.5P. M.

Thursday, 20th: Springfield, Mass., Exchange Club,

" noon. Springfield, Mass., Central High School, 2.30
{ P. M. Auburn, Mass,, Men's Club and Grange, 8.30
' P. M.

- Friday, 21st: Windsor, Conn., The Loomis Institute,
- 12.00 noon. So. Manchester, Conn., Manchester High

School, 2.30 P. M.

- Monday, 24th: Saugus, Mass., Saugus High School,
- 9.00 A. M. Boston, Mass., Hickox Secretarial School,

- noon. Boston, Mass., Boston University School of Law,
4.00 P. M. Boston, Mass., College of Physicians and
Surgeons.

Tuesday, 25th: Brockton, Mass.,, High School, 8.30
A. M. Brockton, Mass., High School, 9.30 A. M. New-
| ton, Mass., Kiwanis Club, noon.

Wednesday, 26th:
College, 10.30 A. M.
12.15, noon.

Thursday, 27th: Boston, Mass., Boston University
Theological Department, 11.40 P. M. Brockton, Mass.,
Rotary Club, 6:15 P. M.

Friday, 28th: So. Braintree, Mass., Thayer Academy,

Waterbury, Conn., Post’s Business
Waterbury, Conn., Kiwanis Club,

8.30 A. M. Taunton, Mass., Bristol Co. Business Col-
lege, 11.00 A. M. So. Braintree, Mass., Rotary Club,
evening.

Monday, 31st: Newburyport, Mass.,, High School,
11:40 A. M. Lawrence, Mass.,, Cannon’s Commercial
College, 2.30 P. M. E

A partial list of April engagements follows:

Tuesday 1st: Worcester, Mass., Becker College, 9.00
A. M. Worcester, Mass., Lions Club, 12.00, noon.

Thursday, 3rd: Westfield, Mass., High School, 11.30
A. M. Waestfield, Mass., Kiwanis Club, 12.15, noon.

Friday, 4th: Springfield, Mass.,, Rotary Club, 12.15,
noon.

Tuesday, 8th: Newark, N. ]., Reciprocity Club, even-
ing.

Thursday, 17th:
evening.

Wednesday, 23rd: Baltimore, Md., Morgan College,
10.43 A. M. Baltimore, Md., History Club of Baltimore
City College, 2.30 P. M.

Thursday, 24th: Baltimore, Md., Polytechnic Insti-
tute, 12.00, noon. Westminster, Md., Western Maryland
College, afternoon.

Friday, 25th: Washington, D. C., George Washington
University, 6.00 P. M.

Monday, 28th: Williamsburgh, Va., College of William
and Mary.

Tuesday, 29th:
and Mary.

Many of these dates in April left unfilled will be taken
up before the month is completed.

Port Jervis, N. Y., Kiwanis Club,

Williamsburg, Va., College of William

An Impressive Indictment

R. HAVEN EMERSON, of the Columbia University

Medical Scheol faculty, in an address at the formal
dedication of the new Institute of Mental Hygiene at the
Pennsylvania Hospital in Philadelphia, said that we were
creating conditions as “‘unbearable for human beings as
conditions which existed in the front line trenches during
the World War.”

He declared that much of the wreckage of mind and
nerve today was due to fear, which was induced in no small
degree by unemployment, by depression, by the ‘“sudden
realization of people capable of working for their living
that they have no means of support; that there is no place
for them in this vaunted modern civilization.”

Will not other authorities speak out as frankly?



40 LAND AND FREEDOM

Dinner of the Manhattan
Single Tax Club

(REPORTED By Erma DaME)

N Tuesday evening, February 11, a dinner was given

by the Manhattan Single Tax Club of New York
City at the Hotel Woodstock, to celebrate the fifteenth
anniversary of the presidency of James R. Brown.

It was felt by the directors and members of the Club
that the day Mr. Brown assumed the reins of the club
had marked the beginning of a new era—a turning-point—
in the life of the club and in the history of the Single Tax
movement. During these fifteen years Mr. Brown has
devoted his whole time to the affairs of the club and to
extending a practical knowledge of the Single Tax by his
lectures and writings, by newspaper publicity and personal
work. It was therefore deemed a fitting thing that recog-
nition of his work be given at this time, and that he be
offered an opportunity to give an account of his steward-
ship.

About eighty persons were present at the dinner. Mr.
Richard Eyre presided. Numerous letters and telegrams
of appreciation were read from members and friends who
were unable to be present. Among these were messages
from Charles T. Root, Tom Work on behalf of Buffalo
Single Taxers, Alfred Bishop Mason, Grace Isabel Colbron,
Mary Fels, Charles J. Ogle on behalf of Maryland Single
Taxers, Allen L. Smith, who spoke for ‘‘thousands of
Canadians,” Samuel Seabury, Josiah Dadley, William
Lloyd Garrison, Jr., Dr. Solis Cohen, E. W. Doty, R. Louis
Lloyd, Frances S. Boulton, Edwin J. Jones and others.

Mr. Root’s letter pointed out that under Mr. Brown’s
leadership the Manhattan Single Tax Club had become
a focal point from which the doctrine of Henry George
had spread throughout the Western Hemisphere, He
stressed the simplicity and directness with which Mr.
Brown delivers the central message of the Single Tax,
disencumbering it from controversy, condemnation and
metaphysical subtlety, and thus opening instead of closing
the minds of his hearers to the moral rightness and the far
reaching economic benefits of land value taxation.

The speakers were:

Rev. James F. Halliday, pastor of the First Church
Congregational, West Hartford, Connecticut, and author
of “Robbing Youth of Its Religion,”—a book that is
stirring the minds of the theologians. Mr. Halliday was
formerly leader of a Forum in Binghamton, N. Y., at which
Mr. Brown had spoken.

Professor H. H. Seay, Jr., of the Department of Eco-
nomics of the University of Richmond—an enthusiastic
Single Taxer who arranged no less than eleven lectures
for Mr. Brown in his university in 1928 and as many in
1929, and who will do the same again this year.

George H. Cless, Jr., Secretary of the Chamber of Com-

merce, Glen Falls, N. Y., and formerly holding the same
position in Portsmouth, Va., where he heard Mr. Brown
preach the gospel years ago.

Charles H. Ingersoll told of the deep impression made
upon his mind by Mr. Brown’s mode of presentation which
he had witnessed before classes of high school students.
It was a revelation to him in its simplicity and clarity,
and constituted what he called ‘“the very height of effi-
cient propaganda.’

Impromptu speakers called upon and responding with
fervor were Otto K. Dorn, Joseph Dana Miller, Arthur
C. Pleydell, Lonis F. Bachrach, Walter Fairchild and
Anna George DeMille.

The addresses of the evening in general gave evidence
not only of deep intellectual appreciation of this devoted
apostle of the Single Tax but also of the warmest personal
affection.

Last of all, James R. Brown gave his own inimitable
account of his work, which has extended all over the
United States and many parts of Canada. He said that
it is obviously impossible to lay the whole groundwork
of a sound economics within the scope of a single lecture.
So he drives straight at taxation, and by concrete examples
of the stupidity and iniquity of the present system or lack
of system, copiously illustrated with incident and inter-
mixed with a laugh, he holds the attention and enlists the
sympathy of his hearers from the start. His addresses
are delivered before university classes, high school stu-
dents, Rotary and Kiwanis Clubs, women'’s clubs, Young
Men’'s Christian Association groups and the like. In a
word, his audiences represent the classes that influence
public opinion, the kind of person who will shape the
thought of the future. Ewverywhere he is heard with enthu-
siasm and is invited to return. The doors of a dozen
universities are open to him. He returns year after year
with his message, which is delivered to an ever-growing
number of students.

It is his universal practice to visit the tax office of a
town he is about to lecture in, and obtain the exact figures
and data bearing upon its taxation,—learning its popula-
tion, the number of lots, their valuation, etc., so that he
can make his talk very concrete and interesting for every
local audience. The heart of his message—first, last and
always—is that taxation is payment for social service,
and that land value is the reflection, and therefore the
true measure, of that service.

OUR present land laws cause a greater drag upon trade

and are a greater peril to the standard of living than
all the tariffs of Germany and America, and even our own
colonies. * * * What we believe is that with even a
moderate application of the principle of land value taxa-
tion something appreciable may be done to lighten the
burden of house rent, to diminish the evils of crowding,
and to relieve the pressure on manufactures.

Stk HENRY CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN,
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Cleveland Conditions
Badly Mixed

EV. FERNANDO HOOKER GROOM, D.D., of the

Franklin Circle Christian Church of Cleveland, O.,
delivered a sermon, Feb. 9, on * The Tragedy of the Unem-
ployed.” He blamed overproduction, or what he called
“mass production,” also improved machinery; seasonal
occupations; misfit workers; and lack of vocational train-
ing. He wanted employers to hire laborers, and actu-
ally declared that *“factories own other people’s jobs."
According to the reverend gentleman, it is an ‘‘economic
sin"’ for a citizen to paint his own house or shovel the snow
from his sidewalk; he should hire it done. Even the lady
of the house is almost committing a crime if she does her
own house cleaning; she should sit back, fold her hands,
and pay some other woman to keep the house clean. And
he believes that every man is “his brother’s keeper.” Not
a hint that poverty and unemployment may be due to
social violation of a natural law. In short, the Rev. Fer-
nando Hooker Groom, D.D., gave a fine exhibition of what
David Gibson, publisher of the Lorain (Ohio) Journal,
calls *““economic illiteracy.”” The Rev. Fernando Hooker
Groom said: ‘Charity is a necessity, of course, but many
now receiving charity need a chance.”” The chance, how-
ever, according to this pulpit orator, is something to be
given to the unemployed by citizens who are in good cir-
cumstances, and he does not perceive that that is merely
another form of charity. He demands ‘‘public works on
a vast scale when times are slack.”” He hints cautiously
at the 5-day week, and says government should ‘‘stabi-
lize employment,’” whatever that means.

An Ohio disciple of Henry George sent to Dr. Groom a
copy of “Single Tax—What [t Is and Why We Urge It;”
also a, respectful letter giving twelve brief paragraphic
comments on his sermon.

On Lincoln’s birthday, Dr. Groom, who was a war chap-
lain some years ago, addressed the Reserve Officers’ Asso-
ciation, repeating much of what he said in his Sunday
sermon. In the meantime, about 1,500 unemployed,
organized by Communists, had marched to the City Hall
to attend a council committee meeting on the question of
providing jobs. As all could not squeeze into the com-
mittee room, the police tried to keep the disappointed
ones from filling the City Hall entrance and to keep a lane
open for others who had business in the building. This
led to a riot in which twenty-two were injured—one
at least seriously so. Dr. Groom said: ‘““While rioters at
City Hall yesterday were wrong in asking the city to pick
jobs for them out of thin air, they were right in principle.
Municipalities do have the unemployment problem to
face just as they have the problem of disease. We have
been fed up on too much prosperity talk when 2,300,000
men are without any sort of work. * * * During
the war the government performed a wonderful service

in finding men for jobs, and now could do good by finding
jobs ,for men.”

There are said to be 1,500 reserve officers in Cleveland,
and the association officials promised to circularize them,
asking that they give jobs to the needy.

In the same newspapers bearing news of the meeting of
the reserve officers, appeared a glowing article by the
Chamber of Commerce, predicting a population for the
city in 1930 of 2,000,000. One company would move from
South Bend, Ind., to Cleveland, bringing 200 men. This
brought joy to Cleveland land owners and speculators,
but must have been depressing to South Bend's specu-
lators.

One Ohio pulpiteer is boldly declaring that “we have
too many people here;”’ the Communists are the busiest
propagandists in Cleveland, and assert that the cause of
poverty is to be found in private ownership of capital.
Occasionally, a Single Taxer mildly calls attention to land
speculation and harmful taxes. The group of ardent
young Liberals in Cleveland is too excited about politics
to take interest in the poverty problem, and changing
the form of the city government seems to them more im-
portant than any other public question at present. The
Cleveland Real Estate Board is interested in increasing
population, in rising land values, and in reducing the
amount of revenue derived by the land value tax. Ohio
has a tax amendment pushed through by chambers of com-
merce and real estate boards, and a new law for taxing
personal property will be made if the bankers and land
speculators are able to agree. It will act as a handicap
on capital and labor.

The Cleveland Chamber of Commerce proceeds on the
theory that what Cleveland needs is more people, higher
land values, lower taxes on land, and the open shop.

Cleveland’s purveyors of daily news pay most atten-
tion to crimes, prohibition, politics and town booming.
Editorially they take the side of the land speculators in
taxation, and cannot be induced to discuss poverty and
unemployment in any other than the extreme conven-
tional style, which is inoffensive to those who own the
land of the city and are able to make the masses pay them
for the mere privilege of living and working.

What will happen as a result of the poor thinking, cow-
ardice, rapacity, and apathy now seen in Cleveland? The
city has no outstanding leader either for good or evil. It
is a dangerous situation.

Communists ask the Associated Charities to maintain
a 3-cent soup kitchen on the Public Square. The charity
people reply that near the square are five restaurants in
which a bowl of soup with meat can be had for 5 cents;
also that the Associated Charities are feeding 400 men and
women daily at their Wayfarer's Lodge, where there is
“plenty of food for every hungry man or woman in the
city.” They have a 25 cent meal of soup, round steak,
potatoes, bread and butter, rice pudding and coffee. If
the applicant has no 25 cents, he can ““chop a bit of wood"
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and thereby earn a meal of soup, crackers and coffee. In
spite of these generous (?) provisions, every man who is
on the down-town streets frequently is stopped by appeals
for assistance.

Organized Cleveland charity workers proceed on the
assumption that theirs is a permanent profession for a
constantly increasing number of citizens.

It is announced that Representative Chester C. Bolton,
of Cleveland, will introduce into'Congress a bill to create a
National Employment Bureau, with at least eight branches.
This is the political method favored by President Hoover.
To the creation of government agencies and offices there
is no end. It postpones the day when a fundamental
remedy must be considered, and it supplies the boys with
jobs which will never be abolished unless a political revo-
lution comes along.

The Methodist Council of Cities was in session in Cleve-
land when the unemployed and the police had their fight-
ing at the City Hall. The Council adopted resolutions
calling for more officers and for federal legislation granting
sickness, accident and unemployment insurance as well
as old-age pensions '‘to our workers,’”’ and declaring that
“any industry which would claim Christian commenda-
tion'’ must pay ‘“‘a living wage for the entire year.”” They
said that “in the industrial order envisaged by the church,”
unemployment would be eliminated. This is a hint at
the abolition of poverty, and is the only encouraging sign
Cleveland has had.

Cleveland clergymen are preaching the New Testament
doctrine of love rather than the Old Testament idea of
social justice. The rabbis, apparently, ignore the poverty
problem, or talk of unemployment insurance.

John W. Love, popular columnist for the Cleveland Plain
Dealer, writes that in explaining the cause of poverty,
others may talk of Malthus, Marx and Henry George;
but he himself depends upon the “statistical method."”

It may be an error to say that the hint at the abolition
of poverty, given by the Methodist Council of Cities, is
the only encouraging sign in Cleveland, for the fact that
a prominent clergyman like the Rev. Fernando Hooker
Groom, D.D., in spite of his muddled thinking, declares
that the unemployed ‘‘need a chance,” may direct some
minds to asking: ‘“What kind of a chance?” What Dr.
Groom means by the word ‘‘chance” is clear, but it has
a wider application. Yet Dr. Groom is the first of Cleve-
land’s pulpiteers to have the courage to protest against
“too much prosperity talk.” His heart is in the right
place, and his efforts may save some of the unemployed
from extreme despair and desperation.

The Cleveland Engineering Society has jumped into
the fierce discussion over unemployment, and 300 engi-
necers held a meeting on the subject. One speaker advo-
cates compelling wives to refrain from working for wages.
Another blamed the schools “which failed to instruct
boys and girls in the problems of life.” Still another de-
clared “that most of men unemployed could find or create

work for themselves if they tried hard enough.” The
meeting broke up in a chaos of opinions. Structures
planned by engineers would be unstable if carried out
with such bad thinking.

Barnett R. Brickner, popular rabbi of the Euclid Ave-
nue Temple, discussed unemployment at a meeting of the
Ohio Egg and Poultry Association. Is not that funny?
He wants employment insurance and old-age pensions,
and favored a government revolving fund to “‘provide
work during economic depressions.” It would “provide
work,"” a good deal as the house wife makes work for her-
self when she spills grease on the kitchen floor. Rabbi
Brickner said not a word as to how the government could
get the money to *“provide work," or how it ought to be
obtained. All of the unemployment agitators dodge that
delicate phase of the problem of “letting the government
do it,” and will say nothing displeasing to landowners
and speculators.

How Henry George’s
Books are Distributed

WITH REFERENCE PARTICULARLY TO THE
PLACING OF BOOKS IN SCHOOLS
AND COLLEGES

ARLY IN 1926, when the Robert Schalkenbach Foun-

dation first began its work, an unabridged edition
of “Progress and Poverty' by Henry George, was con-
tracted for, published under the Doubleday Page imprint,
but sponsored and paid for by the Foundation. A thou-
sand copies especially bound for library use were promptly
placed in as many public and college libraries thoughout
the country.

Since that time, through the splendid cooperation of
Single Taxers everywhere, who have purchased books in
great quantities to give away to interested persons, or
perhaps to sell at nominal cost; through the work of the
Foundation in interesting professors in schools and col-
leges; through the Annie C. George Prize Essay contests
and the Hussey Fund contests, and finally through a
systematic advertising programme, there has sprung up
a steady demand for ‘‘Progress and Poverty,'” as well
as the other books available from the Foundation. Last
July a fine, 50th Anniversary Edition of the unabridged
work was brought out under the Foundation's own im-
print, and the sales and donations have been such that
a second printing of this edition is now about to be
launched.

In January, 1928, the popular book ‘‘Significant Para-
graphs from Progress and Poverty' by Henry George,
compiled by Professor Harry Gunnison Brown, and pref-
aced with Professor John Dewey's remarkable INTRO-
DUCTION, came off the press. As Mr. Fairchild explains
elsewhere this little book meets the requirements of many
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of the teachers of economics, and it found a ready welcome
as a text book and as a reference book. We found a few
orders coming in to us from professors of economics, for
fifty, seventy-five or more books at a time. That gave
us an idea. With the start of the 1928 Semester, a letter
was addressed to professors of economics throughout the
country calling attention to our special prices for the book
in quantities and oflering a sample copy. The many letters
on file show that the response was instantaneous and cor-
dial. The letter was repeated (in varying form) each
Semester and the sale of books has increased. Some 1.000
books have been sold this way. Nor was “Significant
Paragraphs’ the only marketable book. The unabridged
“Progress and Poverty" has proven popular also and is
ordered in large quantities by certain universities, and
there is a steady demand for Louis F. Post’s books. ‘' Sig-
nificant Paragraphs’ has come through three editions
of 5,000, 2,500 and 5,000 respectively, and it will not be
long before a fourth edition is announced.

Lest there appear a taint of commercialism in this brief
resume of sales of books, we would like to state that in all
cases postage (which is a considerable item) is prepaid by
the Foundation, and quantities of books are always sold
at a cost below, or equivalent to the actual printing costs.
This does not take into account the cost of the making
of plates, which is not considered when the prices are fixed.
Moreover thousands of copies of books and pamphlets
have been freely given to college libraries, to professors,
and wherever it is felt the need is great and the interest
alive and real.—ANTOINETTE KAUFMANN.

Taxation

ET me quote a statement from the immortal Thomas

Paine: ‘“When it shall be said in any country in the
world, my poor are happy, neither ignorance nor distress
is to be found among them, my jails are empty of prisoners,
my streets of beggars, the aged are not in want, the taxes
are not oppressive, the rational world is my friend because
I am the friend of its happiness, when these things can be
said, then may that country boast of its constitution and
its government." !

I never read these lines without feeling something stir
within me, for these lines are so practical and also so im-
pressive, for it is the truth in statements that stirs and
inspires the normal mind.

It is over one hundred and fifty years since Paine wrote
those words. Would it not be well to inquire, are we today
much nearer the objective set forth in those lines; what
progress have we made?

We have plenty of poor, for the life of the ordinary work-
ing man is the life of a poor man, a week out of work and he
is in debt. The life of the ordinary small store keeper is
the life of the poor man; for financial worries are always
with him. And is it not true that ignorance abounds, do

not a vast majority of our people believe monstrous things
so inconsistent with facts? If they were not dreadfully
ignorant, how could they believe them, and how ignorant
the most of our people are on vital questions of great
importance.

Take the tax question, for instance. How many people
know anything about it? We all growl and we all com-
plain, but how many seriously and intelligently think on
this problem?

The jails are not yet empty; the fact is they are worse
crowded than they ever were in any period of the history
of the United States. We have a larger percentage today
of our people in jail than we have had since Washington
crossed the Delaware.

The aged have not been saved from want and the fear
of want. One dark thought that comes into the minds
of all our people, at least to an overwhelming majority of
them, is what will I do in order to live when I am old, and
in many thousands of cases it is either the charity of rela-
tives or the poor house.

What about the burden of taxes? Are taxes oppressive
or are they not? I would say, most emphatically, they
are oppressive. The total bill of this country, federal,
state and local, is said to be for 1927, over Twelve Billion
Dollars, and with a population of one hundred and twenty
million, that means One Hundred Dollars per capita for
every man, women and child. For a family of five, it means
Five Hundred Dollars a year that people on the average
have to pay in taxes. But someone says, ah, the rich pay
nearly all of that. Do they? Where do they get it and
how do they get it? Is it not by taking it through monop-
olistic power from those who produce wealth, thereby
making anything they pay into the tax fund a collection
of the earnings of laborers and capitalists who enjoy no
privilege and have no monopoly? So finally all the costs
of government, as well as the support of the idle rich,
comes out of industry and results in lowering wages and
diminishing the return to capital.

If Paine could come back and look around, take a jour-
ney up Fifth Avenue and see the magnificence of our splen-
dor, or take a walk down south Fifth Avenue and see the
depths of our poverty and degradation of human life, I
wonder what he would say?

James R. BrowN, in Yonkers Workmann.

Taxation and Prosperity

HE usual comment of those in comfortable condi-

tions, when speaking of the less fortunate class, is
that if the masses were more industrious, frugal and in-
telligent, their lot in life would be vastly improved; would
in fact, be quite equal to their own; that they are the makers
of their own condition.

This attitude on the part of the more fortunate dulls
the cense of responsibility they might otherwise feel did
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they understand better the real cause producing so much
of the poverty to be found everywhere. Also, it is flatter-
ing to the well-to-do to imagine that, in a country like
ours, where all are politically equal and the humblest rise
to high places in government and business, that they forged
ahead of their fellows by sheer force of merit; for all of
which they have only themselves to praise.

A few years ago there died in New York City a Polish
immigrant, who had come to this country penniless and
friendless some forty years before, and through invest-
ments in land on Manhattan Island, amassed a fortune of
many millions. The newspaper all over the country told
the story of his career, and much editorial comment was
devoted to his achievements, and most of the papers—big
and little—said it was all due to his business sagacity and
judgment.

The fact that this Polish immigrant succeeded to such
an extent under handicaps which many would consider
as insurmountable, furnished a theme for the editorial
writers for quite a spell; he was hailed as an example of
what thrift and farsightedness might accomplish for other
immigrant boys, and poor native boys, as well. They
counselled everybody to make investments in land, watch
values grow, and reap fortunes as the Polish immigrant
had done. It all sounded like good advice, even though
it were not.

Had the writers of the articles analyzed the economic
conditions that made for this success, they perhaps would
not have been quite so certain that just anyone—nor very
many—could do the same, and would have hesitated before
stating it as their conclusion that all they had to do was
to do it.

The millions of that great city made his wealth for him.
As they toiled at the business of making a living, and others
come to dwell there, by their presence and industry his
wealth grew and grew, though he did no more to make it
increase than any other one of the millions. But he got
the entire increase. They got nothing. They even paid
more rent because he held his land out of use. Was he a
public benefactor?

Had the men and women of that city bought land and
held it out of use, as the newspaper counseled them to do
in emulation of the Polish immigrant, the city could not
have grown at all. Then how could value have been created?
Questions like this supply their own answers.

We should know how the holding of land out to use
affects adversely those who must use it and all must.
The quantity of things available fixes the price to the user,
and if land be held at a prohibitive price, waiting for a rise,
it is, for the time being at least, as though that much land
had sunk into the ocean. Others who sell gain an advan-
tage in price by the artificial scarcity created by the one
holding his out of use.

If a tax sufficient to compel the bringing of valuable
land into use were imposed this would lower ground prices
and cause the erection of more buildings, thus benefiting

the man who desired to build a home for his own use, as
well as those who build to let to others. There would
be more houses built in either case.

Reduced ground values and exemption of buildings
from taxation increase the number of buildings, thereby
lowering rent; so both the owner and the tenant would be
benefitted—the former by reduction in land prices and
exemption from taxation of the building, whether occupied,
or not; the latter by the increased number of houses avail-
able, for the quantity of things available fixes the price
to the user, whether it be land, houses, diamonds, or
apples.

Every saving effected in the price of land, means just
that much more return to labor for its exertions. And
whenever desirable land, through taxation, is forced into
use—whether in city, town, or country—it means less
resort to disadvantageous locations. Take the country
for instance: If desirable land—that adjacent to cities
and towns—were not held out of use by fictitious, specula-
tive prices, there would be no necessity for rural dwellers
to make their homes in remote sections and compel them
to the cultivation of inferior soil, the combined disad-
vantages preventing them from making a living under even
the best conditions otherwise. They are not there by
choice; they are forced there' by our barbaric taxation
system, which allows the few to reap what all have
sown.

The only way on earth to bring desirable land into use
is to tax it in an amount equal to what users would pay
for its annual use. Then land prices would come down to
actual value; and not until then will communities develop
and be prosperous. A sure foothold—security of possess-
ion—will enable them to dwell in peace and plenty, and
by cooperation, have all the modern conveniences denied
them individually under present conditions.

Take by taxation the value created by the whole people,
and the benefits that would accrue—moral, social, poli-
tical, economic—stagger the imagination in contempla-
tion. No question of charity is involved—only justice.
Charity! charity! we hear so much about it we come to
think it is the only remedy for poverty. But it is not; it
is not. Charity cannot usurp the functions of justice, for
justice is first. It is the chief cornerstone of the temple.
It is the stone the builders rejected.

The Single Tax means Justice in action; it means equality
and freedom for all, oppression of none. It is so simple,
we hesitate to believe it can be so potent. We are baffled
by its very simplicity, but shall we turn away from it for
that reason? Where shall we look?

J. F. CoLBerT (Member of Louisiana Tax Commission)
in the Shreveport Journal.

NSTEAD of subduing poverty and inducing the poor

to go out and inherit the earth, many of us wish to
keep them crowded here, because their poverty is their
inducement to labor for us rich.—JEaN INGELOW,
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indeed that on the strictest principle of justice, it is not
clouded by even a shadow of uncertainty or doubt.

‘“There is, moreover, a charm and peculiar beauty in
the clearness with which it reveals the wisdom and the
benevolence of the designs of Providence, in the admirable
provision He has made for the wants and necessities of
that state of Social Existence in which the very instincts
of nature tell us we are to spend our lives.”

Then, as to the sufficiency of Land Values:—

“One of the most interesting peculiarities of this prop-
erty is that its value is never stationary; it is constantly
progressive and increasing in a direct ratio to the growth
of the population; and the very causes that increase and
multiply the demands made upon it increase proportion-
ately its ability to meet them.”

The Bishop of Meath sounded the slogan, ''Back to
the Land.” Single Tax is the method of achievement.

EQUITABLE TAXATION

Under the Single Tax plan, all values created by indi-
vidual use or improvement would be exempted from taxa-
tion, and the only value taken into consideration would
be that attaching to the bare Land by reason of situation,
etc. The farmer, therefore, would pay no more than the
man who held Land of equal value idle; and the man who,
on a city lot, erected a valuable building would be taxed
no more than the speculator who held a similar lot
vacant. »

The Single Tax would thus call upon men to contribute
to the public revenues, not in proportion to what they
produce or accumulate, but in proportion to the wvalue
of the Natural Opportunities they hold.

This principle of raising Governmental revenue speaks
for itself. It is founded on justice, while the present meth-
ods are unjust both in conception and incidence.

DOUBLE-TAXERS

Our present methods of raising revenue consists mostly
of taxes on labor and labor products, and those who object
to the Single Tax must subscribe to some, if not all, of
the many multiple taxes with which we are burdened.

Whether the people know it or not, Government is
taking by taxation part of the product of each individual
worker. His real wages are thus reduced in a dozen dif-
ferent ways, by form§ of taxation which sometimes are
given little heed to.

Just to mention a few of them. The Income Tax is
inquisitorial, and falls most heavily upon the honest man.
Customs Duties at borders and seaports are a negation
of the Brotherhood of Man, and breed enmity between
nations; they hamper trade, make goods dear, and are a
specially cruel infliction on the poor. Taxes on Buildings
and Improvements restrict enterprise and penalize in-
dustry. Then there are Excise Duties, Probate Duties-
Stamp Duties, Amusement Taxation, etc., all manifestly

unjust; yet, for lack of advanced knowledge among the
people, such taxes are in general use in almost every coun-
try throughout the world. The introduction of the Single
Tax would be accompanied by the wiping away of all these
expedients, none of which conforms to Natural Law.

WHAT IS PROPOSED

A good description of what is proposed would be “Not
a Single Tax!”

It is proposed to abolish all present taxes, and to resume
Ground Rent—or Land Values— for the use of the com-
munity, and to describe this resumption of Rent as taxa-
tion is really not correct; but on account of usage, the
term may stand.

The system, then, as its name implies, means one tax.
Abolishing all present taxes, a Single Tax is to be levied
on the value of Land; this without regard to the use made
of the Land and of the improvements upon it.

It is not a tax on real estate, for real estate includes
improvements. Nor is it a Tax on Land, but on Land
Values—a vastly different thing. These Land Values
would be taxed fully. If the holder of Land improved it,
he would be charged no more; if he neglected the Land,
he would be charged no less.

It is not, now, a new tax; for in Australia as elsewhere,
Land Values are already taxed for Municipal, State and
National revenue purposes. In the Municipal sphere it
is proposed to abolish all Rates that now fall upon build-
ings or other improvements, and to levy all Local Taxa-
tion upon Land Values only.

In the State and in the Commonwealth, the reform
would abolish present systems of taxation, wipe out the
graduations and remove the exemptions under the Land-
Values Tax, and would increase that Tax so as to take,
as nearly as may be, the whole of the Economic
Rent.

ADVANTAGES OF THE SINGLE TAX

By taxing Land in proportion to its market value those
holding it idle would be induced either to use it or let
others use it on fair terms. Thus, by making Land avail-
able to use, it would enormously increase the production
of wealth, and it would further stimulate production by
removing the burden of taxation which industry now
bears.

It would get rid of taxes which promote fraud, perjury
and corruption, and which tax what the nation can least
afford to spare—honesty and conscience.

Since Land lies out of doors and cannot be removed or
concealed, and as its value is the most readily ascertained
of all values, the Single Tax on Land Values could be
collected with the minimum of cost and the least strain
on public morals.

Other advantages would be the dispensing with an
army of tax gatherers and other officials which our present
taxes require, and the placing in the Treasury of a revenue
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which would make Government more independent of
lobbyers and wirepullers, and consequently purer.

JUSTICE THE OBJECT

The operation of the Single Tax would mean deriving
the greatest product from the Land. by applying the Free
Trade principle to Production as well as to Exchange.

As you cannot have trade_ without Production, which
begfins with the Land, it is absurd to talk of Freedom of
Trade while penalizing Production at its source. Our
present system of taxation does this, and further hampers

“trade in many ways, the result being to lessen produc-
tion.

Single Tax, in practice, would open up the Land to the
peaple, place Rents and Wages on their Natural Level,
and establish for all time a sound system of Land-
tenure.

Giving complete freedom to Production and Exchange,
it would tend to the fullest development of the resources
of the country and would enrich the nation.

Freedom of access to Land would lessen the causes of
discontent at home; with Freedom of Overseas Trade,
we would reduce the risk of trouble abroad.

The raising of Public Revenue from the proper source
would give free play to co-operation and trade, bringing
the nations closer together, and eventually establishing
Internationalism.

Thus, the Single Tax is not advocated solely as a
means for raising revenue. Merely as such it would not
command the whole-souled devotion of men in every
country throughout the world.

The object of the Single Tax is to achieve Economic
Justice.

THE POWER OF TRUTH

We earnestly ask readers to study the Single Tax ques-
tion for themselves. Being a truth, it will bear the closest
scrutiny. It can hardly be hoped that this article will
of itself make converts; but it may, at least, cause some
to look closer into the matter. Henry George realized how
difficult it is to win people from old convictions when he
wrote:—

“The truth which I have tried to make clear will not
find easy acceptance. If that could be, it would have
been accepted long ago. If that could be, it would never
have been obscured. But it will find friends—those who
will toil for it, suffer for it, if need be die for it’. This
is the power of truth.”

And now we ask the reader to mark this final word
from the same author—which is at once an appeal and a
challenge : —

“Try our remedy by any test. The test of justice, the
test of expediency. Try it by any dictum of political econ-
omy; by any maxim of good morals; by any maxim of
good government. It will stand the test. 1 ask you not
to take what I or any other man may say, but think for
yourselves.”

Many Make Fortunes
For the Few

NE hundred years ago Columbia University received

a grant of 11 acres of land in the city of New York
from the State. The first tenant was unable to make the
rent of $500, and gave up the lease. The trustees were
peeved at the president of the college for accepting the
land in lieu of a small grant in money. Later the tract
was laid out in streets, and improved with private houses,
the lots being leased to the builders by the college. The
tract consists of three blocks from Fifth Avenue to Sixth
Avenue and from 47th to 50th Streets, in the heart of the
city, excepting a strip 100 ft. deep on Sixth Avenue and a
similar strip in one of the blocks at the Fifth Avenue end.
This whole tract has recently been leased for a term of
100 years by the trustees of the university to John D.
Rockefeller, Jr., at a rental of $3,000,000, and taxes which
will be about $1,375,000 more a year. This gives the prop-
erty an estimated value of at least $60,000,000. Many
of the houses have long since been converted to business
and more recently to ‘“‘speakeasies” or ‘‘bootleg” purposes.
Columbia has had a substantial income from the leases
for vears.

The transaction serves well to visualize economic rent
as a basis of taxation. The owners did nothing to increase
the value of this land. The increase was all created by the
people who came and made the city their home and place
of business. In other words, the community created
the extra value, and gave it to the owner. Fortunately
in this case it goes to an educational institution, but in
other cases it goes to individuals. The increase of rental
for the next 100 yvears will all go to Mr. Rockefeller and
people yet unborn. If we made economic rent of income
on land the basis of taxation instead of property, these
unearned rents, in whole or in part as required, would go
to pay the cost of government and replace other taxes.

The land value in these 11 acres is equal to the estimated
land value of 17,600 average farms in the State of New
York, or more than one-tenth of the total farm land values
of the State. The Rural New Yorker, Feb. 1.

Future of American Cities

HE annual dinner for the League for Industrial Democ-

racy, New York, Dec. 27th, was made the occasion
for discussing city problems which are becoming daily
more portentous. Norman Thomas, who made such a
surprising run for mayor on the Socialist ticket at the last
election, was one of the speakers. He said the *“good
government’’ movement is of negligible value in the build-
ing of a better city, there is more to city government than
honesty and efficiency. “Good government does not
touch special privilege and has no social programme when
it does get into power * ¥ * ¥ With such a barren
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programme no movement should stand in the way of the
positive social philosophy which is necessary for the rebuild-
ing of the city and of which the doctrine that land values
are created by society and belong to it plays an important
part. For unless that fact is taken into consideration no
system of replanning the city is possible nor will it be pos-
sible for the city to escape from the dangers which at
present are attacking it on all sides.”’

Another speaker, Stuart Chase, said the city of the
present is planned for real estate speculation and human
welfare is only a by-product, and there is therefore a very
great possibility of catastrophe. The increasing conges-
tion which gives us a growing accident rate, deafening
noise, the dome of dust over the city, will finally make
the city uninhabitable or lead to a technical breakdown.
Three factors have made possible the tremendous growth
of the city—the elevator, which makes possible the sky-
scraper; the development of rapid transit and the ex-
tension system for the water supply that is indispensable.
The great obstacle to rebuilding the city is inflated land
values, which demands more than a king's ransom for a
city lot. The technical knowledge is available to remedy
the situation but it has not the opportunity to get to
work.

The rent of land must come out of production. After
we have paid this enormous sum to the non-producers of
this land we still have the government expense to settle.
A mentality test in use in some institutions is to allow a
faucet to overflow; patients are equipped with pails and
cloths and sent to the room; the feeble-minded mop
patiently at the endless task, but those with a glimmer
of reason left shut off the faucet.

WinIFrED B. CossETTE in Quincy, (Mass.) Patriot Ledger.

What the Great Scotsman Saw

THE great Adam Smith, who may properly be styled

a precursor of Henry George, points out in his monu-
mental book, usually styled ‘“The Wealth of Nations,”
that the one great defect in the land tax which had been
enacted in England in 1693, is ““the constancy of the valua-
tion.”” Accordingly he maintains that an Act ordaining
the valuation of land, the landlord being indemnified for
his expenditure, should be “a perpetual and unalterable
regulation or fundamental law of the commonwealth.”
Clearly what the great Scotsman meant was the separate
valuation of land and improvements and the exemption
of the latter from taxation. True, he does not appear to
have realized that what he terms “the ordinary rent of
land” when referring to country land, is one and the same
thing with what he terms ‘‘the ground-rent of houses"
when he refers to urban land. Bearing in mind that he
was the first in the field of political economy, however,
we must realize that Smith missed very little, inasmuch
as he maintains that no tax could be more just or equitable
than a tax upon ground-rent. Readers may think that [

have a lawyer’s liking for precedents, but in my opinion
one of the most effective arguments in support of our cause
may be drawn from the armory of history, and accord-
ingly it seems to me that we do not make sufficient use of
the historical fact that a land tax was imposed in England
as long ago as 1693, that it was intended to placate the
popular disaffection aroused by the abolition of the so-
called feudal burdens in 1645, and that the principle of
taxing the rent of land, excluding improvements, was
advocated by Adam Smith, the founder of political eco-
nomy, who demanded also that a statute providing for the
separate valuation of land and improvements should be
a fundamental law. As Henry George once said, “truth
is never new,’’ and it will be remembered that he knew
the value of history, and so fortified his argument by a
chapter in ‘“Progress and Poverty” entitled *“Private
Property in Land Historically Considered.”

Honw. P. J. O'REGAN in Auckland, N. Z. Liberator.

A Tribute to
E. N. Vallindingham

DWARD NOBLE VALLANDINGHAM, who died

Monday in Seville, Spain, was a charming combina-
tion of the old and the new South, and the old and new
worlds. In the days when *‘scholar and gentleman'’ meant
intellectual quality, and all that goes with inherited and
acquired culture, he would have been classified as both.
He immpressed one at the first glance and the first meeting,
and was just as impressive after years of acquaintance
and intimacy. In other days, when the late George F.
Babbitt was in his prime, and the late Frank E. Chase
participated actively in social affairs, Mr. Vallandingham

- was at his best, and the three would have held their own

with Thackeray and Maginn and their set.

Mr. Vallandigham wrote extremely well. He had a
leisurely style which gave grace to any subject which he
discussed. There was something in all his essays, as
in his human relations, of that North Shore of Maryland
which he loved so dearly. He was a close student of history
and politics. Where some persons saw merely a series of
haphazard unrelated cvents, he detected the working out
of the principles of government. He knew not only things,
but the philosophy of things. He wrote many editorials
for The Herald, and a number of special articles, and had
arranged to send us his observations on the foreign trip
which has ended so abruptly and so sadly.

A Southerner, he was deeply attached to Boston, proud
of its past, and a contributor to the telling of its story.
The accelerated tempo of the age did not distress him in
the least. He had taken his manners and his educations
from the old school, and retained them. He had genuine
admiration for the man who worked with his hands. An
aristocrat, he had the most scrupulous regard for the social
rights of everybody. He lived a simple and satisfying
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Jesus’ Social Economics

ESUS teaches us to pray: ‘‘Our Father which art in

Heaven, hallowed be Thy name. Thy kingdom come,
Thy will be done on earth as it is in heaven.”’ Then “Give
us this day our daily bread.” If in an earthly home the
children are all treated equally and justly, how much
more so in the family of the Heavenly Father. ‘‘The
earth hath He given to the children of men.” The profit
of the earth is for all.”” He makes sun to shine and the
rain to fall on all. Jesus pictures a happy state when
we need take no thought for the morrow, but be as wild
flowers, fed and cared for by the Heavenly Father. For
all of His creatures tlere is a full and free environment,—
free sunlight, free air, free rain and water, and free land
to produce from. Paley said “If we saw in a barn yard
one good-for-nothing bird sitting there doing nothing
and all the other birds pecking and piling up heaps of
grain for that good-for-nothing bird for half a day be-
fore they could pick for themselves, we would have the
condition among birds that exists among men. A few
men corner the earth and the rest of us live by their good
pleasure. As the Chinese say, “We get our breath from
under the other fellow's chin.” Jesus ends His words of
fairness and justice as He prayed “Thy kingdom come,
thy will be done on earth as in heaven,” by saying, “Seek
ye first the kingdom of God and His righteousness and all
these things (food and clothes) shall be added unto you. "
If sunlight, air, water and land were free to all, there would
be no necessary poverty. It is not a question of dividing
the land among all but of dividing the value or rent. All
ground rent would go to the public for taxes and public
uses and industry, trade and manufacture would be free
from taxes. We would all be the landlord and all tenants.
Men would hold as little land as possible and there would
be plenty for all. House rent would be much lower as
there would be fewer vacant lots and more houses.
Study Matthew 6 and Nehemiah 5.—W. E. MACKLIN.

Ohio’s Opportunity

HIO'S Constitution now permits the Legislature to

abolish the personal property tax. Governor Myers
Y. Cooper at Columbus has appointed a committee of
120 to draft a new law under the changed tax provisions.
The real estate boards and others who want to retain the
personal property tax and to increase the revenue from
that source undoubtedly are in the majority of that com-
mittee of 120. Ohio citizens who want to get rid of the
tax utterly, or to reduce the revenue from it, can write to
the governor their reasons in full, and ask him to send
the letters to the chairman of the committee. They may
do some good. It seems to be taken for granted by the
land specnlators that the change will result in raising more
revenue from bank depositors, mortgage owners, etc., to
“relieve real estate from its unjust share of taxation.”

Some of them claim to want to “relieve home-owners;"
but their real object is to reduce the amount of revenue
derived by the tax on land values. Ohio Single Taxers
would do well to get busy on this matter, either individually,
or collectively, or both.

LeBaron Goeller Lectures
at Endicott, N. Y.

HARLES LEBARON GOELLER lectured at Endi-
cott, N. Y., Feb. 26, in the Central Methodist Epis-
copal Church. The Binghamton press said of the lecture
that it was “‘splendidly illustrated with lantern slides and
diagrams carefully chosen to emphasize the argument.”
Mr. Goeller also had a fine meeting at the Binghamton
Young Men’s Club and two more dates are promised in
the near future.

SUPPOSE, almost alone in the category of social and

fiscal reforms, this (taxation of land values) is one which
meets with practically the unanimous approval, without
distinction of politics or party, of all the great munici-
palittes. * * * What are the two great principles
upon which, as far as [ understand 1t, it is founded? They
are very simple.

They secm to me to be based upon commonsense and
equity.

The first is that those who benefit by public improve-
ments, those who especially benefit by public improve-
ments, should contribute their fair share of the cost of
them. The next is—and I think it is right and just—that
the community should reap the henefit of the increased
values which are due to its own expenditures and its own
growth. These two principles appear to me not to be
inconsistent, but are a necessary corollary of the doctrine
of the rights of property if equitably applied.

Premier H. H. AsqQuitn.

HE social structure, at whatever time or place, rests

on its producing class, as a pyramid rests on its base.
Given a base that is weak and continually becoming weaker,
it does not require higher mathematics to envisage the
downfall of that pyramid. History records no time when
the producers, the mass of mankind, were left unmolested
in the possession of their products, and history may be
read as a chronicle of war and crime and devastation.

OscAarR H. GEIGER.

CITIZEN has apparently no right to lie down any-
where without paying someone else for permission.
All that he can legally do is to tramp along the high road.
If he rests on a public bench he is liable to be moved on.
But it is not physically possible to be always moving on.

Toronto Telegramn,
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When We Are Dead

Tell me, when I cross the river
And I find a vacant lot,

Is a landlord standing near it
Who is owner of the plot?

When we strike thase open spaces
On which we must pitch our tent,
Must we do so by agreement

To pay Angel Smith the rent?

Angel Smith got there before us,

At which fact he should rejoice,

He thus being fleeter-footed

Has a prior right of choice.

And the lots that he pre-empted

Lie just near the great White Throne—
These the ones he first selected,

These the lots he calls his own.

Tell me, when we cross the river,
Landing at the Jasper Town,

Do we pay in yearly rentals,

Do we buy for so much down?
Do we have to purchase title
From the men who went ahead—
Tell me, is the thing as crazy

‘ Up in Heaven when we're dead?

' 3 JosePH Daxa MILLER.

Old Age

As I approach thy dark’ning door, O Death,

I wonder more and more what lies beyond.
Shall I into an endless youth advance,

Or does that shadowy door mean endless death?
Though endless death, why fear to enter in?
Can death be aught than what preceded birth?
But if an endless youth, why fear the joy

Of such a climax to an aged life?

- June 14, 1926

Louis F. Post
1849—1928

ENRY GEORGE was a visionary, but a very practical
visionary. He saw the vision and all his life he made
from the time it broke upon him as it did to Saul of
arsus, as it did to the Hebrew Lawgiver in the thunders
the Mount; it never left him; he lived for—it in a very
nse he died for it. And, that vision he put into “Pro-
s and Poverty’’ and there it is for generation after
ration, ineradicable as the tablets of Moses.

Daxa MiLier at the Henry George Congress,

NDAMENTAL to any programme for the City Beau-
tiful is the land question and ultimately more signifi-
than any petty graft or outrageous salary grab such
Walker has just jammed through or even than the shock-
ing condition of justice in the Magistrates’ courts.

—NORMAN THOMAS in the New Leader.

The Late T. P. Lyon

HIS VIEWS ON CAPITAL AND INTEREST

MADE the acquaintance of the late Townsend P. Lyon

a day or two after my arrival in Fairhope, when Mr.
and Mrs. Lyon called to see me at the Colonial Inn. That
was in February, 1920, and from that time onward he
and I continued firm friends.

T. P. Lyon was a lover of his kind and in turn troops of
friends turned to him with a strong, affectionate impulse.
But far beyond the limits of his Fairhope circle his dream-
ing mind went venturing into those Elysian fields which
he sighed for for humanity’s sake. He was an honest
thinker, and a stubborn adversary when he felt he was
right. He was uneasy and disappointed at the small re-
sults of fifty years of effort on the part of Single Taxers
to impress the public with the importance of their philoso-
phy, fearing that there must be some screw loose in the
machinery. He came finally to believe that the appeal
of the Single Tax lacked that warm spirit of proselytism
which is necessary to win over large numbers. He told me
that the cock-sureness of the average Single Taxer seemed
to him rather forbidding, especially as he had come to
think that criticism of some of their positions was in order.

For instance, he believed with others that their views
on the interest question had done the movement great
harm, and that the defense of interest was a weak spot in
the shining armor of Henry George. George failed to
point out the easy exchangeability of saved capital for
investments in land, with the resulting family likeness of
their offspring, interest and rent. As one knows to a cer-
tainty that on the average one can depend on a sure return
from an investment in land, one naturally insists on an
equal return when he loans out his funds to a solvent bor-
rower. And he gets it without demur. For the paying of
interest has grown to be an accepted convention. The
huge volume of governmental and corporate indebtedness
with its appendage of the interest coupon, offers a safe
harbor for investors which is most inviting. There is no
doubt that all of us have come to believe that we are en-
titled to receive interest on loans we make. The question
is whether in the long run the smug collector of interest
does or does not rob his brother the borrower.

Leaving aside the consideration that with the downfall
of private ownership of land general poverty as we know
it today will have disappeared and the present necessity
for borrowing have been done away with, the question is
whether the usual argument that capital by increasing
the efficiency of labor is entitled to interest, is valid. Henry
George demolished that claim in his well known examina-
tion of Bastiat’s story of the plane. The fallacy here, accord-
ing to Mr. George, is that with the loan of the plane is
associated the transfer of the increased productive power
which a plane gives to labor. ‘“But this is really not in-
volved. The essential thing which James loaned to William
is not the increased power which labor acquires from using
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planes. To suppose this, we should have to suppose that
the making and using of planes was a trade secret or a
patent right, when the illustration would become one of
monopoly, not of capital. If the power which
exists in tools to increase the productiveness of labor were
the cause of interest, then the rate of interest would in-
crease with the march of invention. This is not so; nor
yet will I be expected to pay more interest if I borrow a
fifty dollar sewing machine than if I borrow fifty dollars
worth of needles, if 1 borrow a steam engine than if I bor-
row a pile of bricks of equal value. Capital, like wealth,
is interchangeable. It is not one thing; it is anything to
that value within the circle of exchange. Nor yet does
the improvement of tools add to the reproductive power
of capital; it adds to the productive power of labor."”

And on the question of the deterioration of wealth in
the form of capital there are, said Henry George, ‘“many
forms of capital which will not keep, but must be constantly
renewed; and many which are onerous to maintain if one
has no immediate use for them. So if the accumulator of
capital helps the user of capital by loaning it to him, does
not the user discharge the debt in full when he hands it
back? Is not the secure preservation, the mainte-
nance, the re-creation of capital, a complete offset to the
use?”’

I think, said Lyon to me, that the usual definition of
capital, viz, “wealth used to produce wealth,” is likely to
confuse. For more wealth cannot be produced by more
wealth, more wealth can only be produced by labor again
resorting to and using land. Capital in itself does not
produce. A machine may stand still forever unless labor
starts it up and keeps it going and in repair, and without
the energy of combustion in the coal or oil, labor itself
would be powerless. And if capital as we say, increases
the efficiency of labor, this means that laborin an age of
invention uses finer tools and better machines, which is
but equal to saying that labor makes an intenser use of the
energy of nature or land.

The result of this procedure necessarily is that both rent
and wages tend to increase, whereas nothing supervenes to
prevent capital or saved wealth, from its natural tendency
to disintegrate, become of inferior value and finally dis-
appear.

Of Henry George's own theory of the origin, inevitability
and justness of interest the least said the better. It is
transparently fallacious and is the one weak spot in his
otherwise brilliant treatise. It is seldom quoted now by
his adherents.

The foregoing were the arguments by which our friend
sought to justify his opinion on interest, viz that it is a
robbery of labor and with the saocializing of economic rent
it will disappear.

The last year or two of his life were brightened by learn-
ing that in distant Western Australia a new school of
thinkers has appeared who also insist that interest is a

:

continuous robbery of labor and that it must be denounced |
along with the private ownership of land. With these
“Liberators’’ he placed himself in communication, and
one of the last acts of his life was to direct that a package |
of their monthly publication, edited by R. E. White, 2 Lane |
Street, Perth, Western Australia, be placed in my hands
for distribution. !

E. Yancey CoHEN in Fairhope Courier.

BOOK AND PAMPHLET NOTICES

CATECHISM IN FUNDAMENTAL ECONOMICS

1. D. Beckwith, of Stockton, California, publisher and editor of
The Forum, has issued a fifty page pamphlet entitled “ The Catechism
of Fundamental Economics.”” In the form of questions and answers
he surveys the entire field of economics, covering the philosophy and
practical application of our doctrine. {

So well is this done that it seems doubtful il any need should ever |
arise for doing the job over again. We do not need to comment upon
it further. There are points carefully elaborated which are not usually
touched upon in Single Tax discussions, Send for a copy and see for
yourself. i

TOWARD THE LIGHT 1

This is the title of a book of nearly three hundred pages published {
by the Deronda Publishing Company, of this city. The author is |
Mary Fels, widow of Joseph Fels. 1

It is the work of a spiritual thinker, and the appeal is to the spirit. |
Here is a religion of the deeper sort apart from formalism and creed. |
It is a reminder of the profounder philosophy that is Hebraic in its |
strain, and in its yearnings toward God it realizes the aspirations of the
Hebrew prophets. |

It is in the form of readable paragraphs, short sermons they might |
be called, all instinct with the life of the spirit, but related to morals |
and conduct. Among what may be called devotional literature it |
should hold a high place. 1

Indicating the obstacles that prevent the finer development of men
and women she speaks of the work of Joseph Fels for economic emanci-
pation. And reflecting upon conditions as they are, “No wonder,”
she says, “culture is an extraneous thing—something of the brain, |
not of the spirit.” {

Mary Fels has taken us up into the mountains, and it will do us no
harm to walk with her a little way. |

I D N |
LAND TENURE AND UNEMPLOYMENT
The book “Land Tenure and Unemployment” was first published'!
in England in 1925. Frank Geary B. Sd. Econ. of the Inner Templei
and the South Eastern Circuit, Barrister-at-Law, is its author,andl'
A. S. Comyns Carr, K. C. writes the preface. ‘

The book states in its opening paragraph: ‘It is the purpose of
this inquiry to discover, if possible, the cause of unemployment, and to
indicate the remedy.” |

With this purpose in mind, the author attempts first of all, to make
it quite clear how wealth is produced. He gives as the essential fac-1
tors, land, which includes all the natural resources of the earth, and |
labor, and shows how all wealth is the application of labor to land, |
“adapting, changing or combining natural products to fit them for |
the satisfaction of human desires by utilizing the reproductive forcesi
of nature and by exchanging the products of labor.” . . . *Capital,”
he says, “is a derivative factor (itself the product of labor and land) !
and not a primary factor. For this reason capital cannot limit in-‘

{
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| dustry, but only the form of industry, and not even this for long, where

N AL

| I

there is the opportunity for producing more capital, and security
.afforded for its growth."

Next he shows that the supply of labor cannot be in excess of the
demand so long as human wants are unsatisfied and man has the alterna-
tive of *exchanging his labor with someone who can give him the good
he wants, or by going directly to the land, producing his own subsis-
tence, and exchanging his surplus for other goods he needs.”

This brings us to the point, “that if the supply of labor is not in
excess of the demand, and yet there are men who lack the goods they

~ want, the reason must be that the supply of labor is in some way pre-

vented from satisfying demands. JMeither that there is
insufficient land or that labor is denied access to the land."”

From here the inquiry proceeds along historical lines to ascertain
whether there is a sufficient area of land to provide opportunities for
e yment for those who need the results of labor, and if there is,
what it is that is preventing the supply of labor from using the land
to satisfy its nceds.

We find, and the author supports all his claims with a mass of docu-
mentary evidence, that in Saxon and early Norman times there was
no unemployment in England. *Nature's opportunities for employ-
ment were in abundance, and land was freely at the disposal of him
who wished to till it.” 1lowever, soon after the Norman conquest,
the Lords began enclosing the waste and common land and from that
time throughout the 15th, 16th and 17th centuries, the enclosure move-
ment contirued. “In the middle of the 18th century, began the last
and greatest period of enclosures, which by the middle of the 19th
century had accounted for practically all the land in the kingdom.
This period saw the wholesale depopulation and devastation of the
countryside; the rise of the slums of the great industrial cities, in which
the disposessed had to take refuge; the pauperization of a large pro-
portion of the population of Great Britain; and the growth of that
terrible one-sided competition among the surplus of unemployed for
the jobs which appeared to be too few to go around.”

In thus appropriating and monopolizing of the land the landlords
were, in fact, robbing the community of its rights over land, which
originally it clearly possessed and which should have been handed
down from generation to generation. These rights were not lost without
a struggle. In fact, the Commons of England frequently rose in armed
revolt down to the 19th century, when the countryside was so drained
that there were few left to rise.

“In Scotland this wholesale confiscation of the rights of the com-
munity took place within comparatively recent times, and has turned
fertile valleys into desolate wastes and depopulated the whole country-
side.” Moreover, confiscation iz a continuing evil; it does not cease
with the generation which commits it.

However, the validity of the author’s conclusions do not rest on the
origin of rights. Whether the land belongs to the community or to the
landlord, his conclusions are based on the fact that when access to land
was free to labor and opportunities were available for all, there was no
unemployment. Now, with nature’s opportunities monopolized,
“‘there is always a large surplus of unemployed, with its complement
a mass of underpaid labor.”

An investigation of the mineral resources in Great Britain and of
land tenure in urban districts, reveals the same state of affairs. Con-
sequently labor, except to 2 very limited extent, has not been able to
avail itself of the advantages of labor-saving machinery. With a sur-
plus of unemployed, the labor-saving inventions only serve to oppress
labor further and to throw more men out of jobs.

Capital is often denounced as the cause of unemployment and
poverty, but even Karl Marx, the great apostle of this theory, wrote
in ‘“Capital” pg. 739, “The starting point of the development that
gave rise to the wage-laborer as well as to the capitalist was the servi-
tude of the laborer . The expropriation of the cultural producer
or the peasant, from the soil is the basis of the whole process.” The
capitalist could not have crushed the worker if he had not been driven
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off the land and denied the alternative which Nature's resources gave
him.

Many support the theory that overpopulation is the cause of unem-
ployment. *“If this country contained two men only and one of them
owned all the land and had no need of the labor of the other, and re-
fused to even give him permission to use the land, the country
would be overpopulated.”  But in reality, history shows that pop-
ulation seems to increase slowly when wealth is more widely distribu-
ted and a rising standard of living is maintained, and that when man
is kept down to a condition resembling the lower animals with no
future, he, like the animals, multiplies quickly.

Currency manipulation, labor saving-machinery, and trade cycle
are other alleged causes of unemployment. The author shows how the
exponents of these various so-called causes all err with regard to the
same vital point, namely, in entirely disregarding how wealth is
really produced and what are the factors necessary for its production.

What is the remedy for the conditions we find prevalent? “The
remedy is clear. The land monopoly must te broken down and labor
must be afforded free and equal access to all land.”

*This might be brought about by a gradual resumption by the com-
munity of the rights over land and a change in the basis of
taxation and rating, so that industry would be freed from
penalizing taxation and the penalty fall on him who withholds land
from labor.”

*“Just as a high protective tariff acts as a wall around a country
to keep out a large proportion of foreign goods that in the normal
course of trade and exchange would come in, so the land monopoly
acts as a tariff protecting the interests of the owners, the monopolist,
and keeping out labor.

“This opening up of the land to labor would then have the result
of putting an end to the one-sided competition under which workers
compete for jobs but employers seldom compete for workers.” With
Nature’s opportunities for employment thrown open to all, the num-
ber of potential employers would be greatly increased, and the greatest
of all competitors for labor, the demand of labor itself, would have
come into the market. Then for the first time for nearly 500 years
there would be free competition—a competition which would give to
each the full product of his labor, neither more or less.”

The research is extensive and detailed, and deals with the subject
most convincingly. It should become well known in this country for
it is a very valuable addition to “‘land question” literature.

MaBeLLE HAaTEAWAY BROOKS.

CORRESPONDENCE
NEWS FROM RUSSIA

Eprtor Laxp axp FrEEDOM:

In my letter published in the Sept.-Oct. number of LAxD axD FrREE-
poM the statement is made that the Russian Government in carrying
out its plan for internal improvements had negotiated no loans either
foreign or domestic. This was true at the time the letter was written,
but later a ruling was made that a deducation of about 8% would be
made from the monthly salaries of all persons employed on government
work, and when the deductions amounted to 100 rubles a bond would
be given for the amount. These bonds draw interest and are negotiable
at the government banks.

In the letter it was intimated that but little Sunday work was done
in Russia. This was true also when the letter was written, but a ruling
or law has gone into effect giving all workers a holiday every fifth day.
Work continues without interruption and one fifth of the workers
every day are having a holidey. This arrangement is causing very
general dissatisfaction. The full benefits of a holiday can not be
secured without the mass of the people having their holiday at the same
time, as is the case in regard to the national holidays.

Alma Ata, Kazakstan. W. A. WARREN.
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HOW HERBERT BIGELOW WAS CONVERTED

Epitor LAND AND FREEDOM:

The short note in your recent issne telling of the death of George
Von Aner recalls the fact that to him the movement is indebted for
Herbert S. Bigelow and, no donbt, for others. It was in 1897 that Von
Auer, at that time a new comer in Cincinnati, discovered a young
preacher more interested in discussing economic conditions than in
holding his job. He promptly joined his church and took upon him-
self the task of straightening the kinks in Bigelow's arguments. That
he made progress in this job is a fact, although the credit for the finish-
ing touch in Bigelow's conversion belongs to James R. Brown. It was
Von Auer also who rounded up the Single Taxers of Cincinnati into
allying themselves with Bigelow’s church and helping in wresting it
from control of the rcactionaries. The influence which that institu-
tion under Bigclow's guidance has had in both local and state affairs,
and the help that it was to Tom L. Johnson, are matters of history.
Let it be remembered that George Von Auer planted the seed from
which this grew,

Baltimore, Md. SAMUEL DANZIGER,

COMMENDATION FROM CANADA

Epitor LAND AND FREEDOM:

If one wants to get the truth, unadulterated, it can be found in
LanD anp FREEDOM. It looks as though in our Western Civilization,
especially on this continent, as if, as Henry George so truly portrays
in “Progress and Poverty,” ‘'the Pillars of the Repnblic are already tot-
tering to their fall” and due to Land Monopoly we have ‘' beggars on
our strects and tramps on our roads,'” and in high places sit those who
do not pay to civic virtune even the compliment of hypocrisy. I am
pleased to see that your publication is still upholding the torchlight
of freedom, and if the masses do not, through excess of poverty, be-
come too debased and degraded to care what happens, the silver lining
may yet appear out of the dark clouds which are trying to engulf us all.
Toronto, Canada. Wu. R. WiLLIAMS.

FINDS THE EDITOR NODDING
Epitor LAND AND FREEDOM:

Helmut Schulz, of Brooklyn High School, is to be congratulated on
his prize-winning essay, “Economic Principles as Expounded by
Henry George in * Progress and Poverty.” It is encouraging, indeed
to find a high school pupil with so keen an insight into economic princi-
ples, and the ability to express them so lucidly.

An apparent contradiction has crept into the last issne of LAND
AND FREEDOM. At the conclusion of Mr. Schulz's essay there is a
reference to New South Wales as a country in which Single Tax princi-
ples are being tried ont, and the paragraph ends with the following
statement: *‘Although only a young nation it boasts such wealth and
general prosperity as bespeak the benefits of an equitable economic
distribation."”

The article “Australia in Extremis” on page 15 of the above issue
gives an entirely different picture of conditions in New South Wales.
It states, for example, that there are 30,000 unemployed in New South
Wales alone. The situation is fully explained to those who care to
read throngh- the article carefully, but it is such apparent contra-
dictions that our opponents are quick to take advantage of.

The writer has been much interested in the discussions on co-opera-
tion between Single Taxers and Socialists in political campaigns. Both
groups having the same object, it does seem as if they could unite on
some common interest, and the question has often come up in the past,
but the inherently diametrically opposite viewpoints make such
cooperation difficult.

For example, in his specch here in Milwaukee last Friday night
Mr. Norman Thomas set forth as his remedies for social evils the follow-
ing: public ownership of big business, unemployment insurance, public

employment exchanges, work on public projects to take up slack em-
ployment periods in industry, the five-day week and * heavier inheri-
tence and income tax."

There is little encouragement for a Single Taxer in that statement
and he would be hard put to it to defend the economic principles of
such a candidate and still maintain his position as a follower of Henry
George.

Milwaukee, Wisc. K. L. HAXSEN.

FROM A VETERAN WHOM WE HONOR
Epitror LAND AND FrREEDOM:

I want to thank you most sincerely for your kind notice of my 90th
birthday.

With inspiration and strength to go on in my work in promoting
the Georgean philosophy, my faithfnl wife can write my thonghts
and my conclusions. I have received beantiful congratulations from
Hon. Chas. O'Connor Hennessy, Mary Fels, Alice Thacher Post, Judge
Blackman and every one of the clerks and officers of the Supreme Court
in Brooklyn, I am rich in my faithful friends including yoursell.

May the Creator of the universe bless you and every one of these
named with long life and continned service. I am sincerely grateful.

Brooklyn, N, Y. EBEN STILLMAN DOUBLEDAY.

SOME SORT OF UNITY SEEMS POSSIBLE

EpITOR LAND AND FREEDOM:

The progressive politico-economic movement in this country has
reached a stage where it wonld seem to be a tactical error if Georgists
stand aloof. The Socialists, under the leadership of such scholars as
Thomas and Laidler, are becoming increasingly less doctrinaire. They
are now meeting us Single Taxers half way by incorporating our ideas
into a modified socialism. Henry George had no objections to social-
istic reforms, but merely insisted that other reforms, by making the
carth a more desirable habitation, enabled landlords to charge us cor-
respondingly more for the privilege of enjoying the then more desirable
habitation, Economic rents, lost to landlords, will be higher in a state
where there are such things as the constrnction of public works to
relieve business depression, public ownership of natural bounties and
of public service industries, free trade, cooperatives, old age pensions,
unemployment insurance, and freedom from the danger of indistrial
strife and of foreign war.

The adoption of these rcforms, first, might perhaps place in relief,
and show up the more plainly, the then exaggerated evil of landlordism,
thus being educational, although needlessly expensive. But these re-
forms do not need to precede ours, because we may be able to have
the cooperation of large groups which are willing, right now, to go
along with us on the economic rent question if we will go along with
them on their pet questions. ‘‘Labor" would appreciate more general
support and would probably reciprocate. It wounld probably be more
willing and able to change its brutal tactles when, and if, it saw that,
by so doing, it would gain such additional support in its disheartening
fight for a normal wage and even for the mere right to produce the
necessities of life. Many reform movements would take heart and exert
greater efforts, if there was a political party they could call their own,
and if they had reasonable assurance that their votes would become
effective in the not too remote future.

The League for Independent Political Action, now forming, advo-
cates among other reforms, public ownership of coal mines and of the
clectric power industry, taxation of land values and free trade. A
spokesman for the League says that there should be skimmed off through
taxes on large incomes, inheritances and economic rent, those socially
appropriable surpluses which are not nccessary to carry on produc-
tion, but which are, instead, merely tolls levied because of a mon-
opolistic position. These words are as much Georgist as they are
Socialist.  If we Georgists have overestimated and other groups have
underestimated the importance of our theory, they and we now have
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a chance to learn as we go along together adopting one or another re-
form.

The Socialists will undoubtedly cooperate with the League but may
retain their own identity and organization. In a national election, and
in elections in smaller political subdivisions where there is little chance
for a Socialist candidate, they will vote for the candidate of the new
party. Likewise, the Farmer-Labor Party of Minnesota might vote
the new party ticket in a national election only, or it might identify
itself with the new party. The new party would not try to duplicate
the Farmer-Labor Party in Minnesota nor would it try to
duplicate the Socialist Party in Milwaukee or Reading. Georgists,
may retain their identity and organizations and carry on as always,
but in addition would have the satisfaction of voting for a party pledged
to free trade and taxation of land values.

Last, but not least, here is a chance for Single Taxers, and Socialists
as well, to undo the public’s suspicion of, and prejudice against, the
single track mind. As Norman Thomas says, let us take the attitude
of path-finders and not that of a Messiah.

The leadership of John Dewey should induce Georgists to join tp,
League and do it now.

Chicago, Il WaLTER VERITY.

“UNEARNED INCREMENTS”

Epitor Laxp axp FrEEDoM:

In regard to the recent discussion in your paper as to the desir-
ability of working with the Socialists to attain common ends, I think
such a course of action is highly desirable. As I understand the situa-
tion, Single Taxers and Socialists both desire that unearned increments
in land values be appropriated by the public. The Single Taxers think
this will cure most of the ills of society. The Socialists agree that it
will cure many of such ills, but contend that there are other unearned
increments that should be appropriated as well. As it is manifestly
impossible to cure all the ills of society at one stroke, and what-
ever reforms are effected will have to be effected gradually and by
piecemeal, it seems to me that the appropriation of the unearned in-
crement of land will come first, as it is so much more easily effected
and will not have the opposition that the whole programme of the
Socialists will have. When that reform is achieved by the help of the
Socialists, the Single Taxers will then use their judgment whether to
go along with the Socialists in order to capture other unearned incre-
ments, or to rest content with their achicvements and part company
with the Socizlists in their future operations. It is my belief that when
that time comes, conditions will be so much improved and people will
sce the benefits of taking for the community what belongs to it that
Single Taxers together with the Socialists will insist that all unearned
increments of whatever nature go to those to whom they of right belong,
but whether they do or nat, let us work together as much and as long
as we possibly can.

Seattle, Wash. A. M. Morey.

1S THERE A REAL DANGER HERE?

EpiTor LAXD AND FREEDOM:

Permit me to say a word anent the current discussion in your columns
of the relations between Socialists and Single Taxers.

The Socialists would destroy private property rights in land as a
first step toward destroying all private property rights; the Single
Taxer would destroy private property rights in land as a first step
toward conserving private property rights, recognizing that to extend
private property rights to the inclusion of land is to deny true prop-
erty rights, because equal right of access is thus denied to that from
which all property must be produced.

The Methodist asked the Quaker for a contiibution toward tear-
ing down the Church steeple and replacing it with a higher one; the
Quaker replied that Quakers did not believe in Church steeples, but
that he would contribute $5 toward demolishing the present one, hop-
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ing that this first step would exhaust the fund available and that the
Church would thus be left steepleless. The Bootlegger and the Dry
both vote for Prohibition,—the first because he thinks it will bring
him more profitable opportunities for selling liquor, the other because
he believes the law will stop liquor dealing.

Can the Methodist and the Quaker, the Bootlegger and the Dry,
be properly regarded as “opoperating,” or is it merely incidental that
for the time belng they are just do!ng the same thing?

Truly, there is merit in the thought suggested by Mr. Geiger, that
while the Methodist and the Quaker are together demolishing the
old church steeple, one may convert the other as ta the desirability
or undesirability of replacing it with anather,—but which will be which?
It is obvious that a very large percentage of those who rank as “Single
Taxers” are such chiefly from sentiment; they do not clearly comprehend
cconomic principles, and would flop either way, with the crowd. Is
there a real danger here?

Towaco, N. J. GEoORGE L. Rusay.

MAJOR MILLER FOR SUPPORT OF NORMAN THOMAS
Epttor Laxp axp FrREEDOM:

My experience of over forty years leads me to the belief that our
progress will necessarily be very slow if we vote only for those who
are completely and exclusively devoted to the Single Tax pure and
simple.

While it is true enough that Socialism is, by its nature, contrary to
the Single Tax, yet it seems to me that when a Socialist candidate
such as Norman Thomas clearly endorses what would be an impor-
tant step ir our direction, we should support him.

All pelitical platforms are more or less compromises, and it would be
always our privilege if not our duty to state the grounds upon which
our support is based and our reasons for not endorsing other planks
in the candidate’s platform.

There are no arch-angels available as candidates for public office
and we must take them as we find them and make the best of them.

Lake Worth, Florida Frep J. MILER.

NEWS NOTES AND PERSONALS

Jorx A. ZANGERLE, assessor of Cuyahoga County, Ohio, asked by
a Cleveland newspaper to reply to a Cleveland landowner who had
complained of the assessment of his land for taxation, did so in detail,
and his last paragraph must have been a shock to the real estate board:

“I note that the complainant urges that Euclid Avenue develop-
ment is being delayed by high taxes on land value. This is news to
me. [ always had assumed that a high tax on land value stimulated
improvement of the land, and that low taxes delayed its improvement.
On the other hand, T always understood a corollary to be that a high
tax on improvements delayed the improvements but that a low tax
on the improvements stimulated their development.”

Ix Bengal, India, although land values have enormously increased,
the government’s revenue from landowners remains exactly the same
as fixed by Lord Cornwallis a century and a quarter ago, and that’s
what the land speculators would like to do here.

PRAGUE does not give housing subsidies, but has exempted buildings
from taxation until 1935, and the old city is building up rapidly, fur-
nishing better shelter and much employment.

MANCHESTER, ENGLAND, to give employment to 450 idle men, paid
$385,000 for idle land, or $1,300 per man.

WE have had frequent occasion to speak in terms of high praise of
the excellence of our contemporary, The Standard, of Sydney, N. S.
Wales. There is no Single Tax paper in the English speaking world
that excels it in vigor, wit and clarity. Those political time-servers
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in and out of power must writhe under the rapier thrusts of this ex-
perienced and brilliant journalist. We urge our readers to get this
paper which is published at 114 IHunter Stieet, Sydney, Australia.

S. S. TaBer writes us from San Diego, California: “If you can
assist in making it clear to the man in the street that the general prop-
erty tax is simply a method of transferiing wealth you would confer
a favor that would be appreciated.”

Hon. Epwarp Porak, of this city, writes: “Jan.-Feb. number
of LaND aAND FREEDOM will be enjoyed by all Single Taxers who read
itH

IN Commerce and Finance of this city Mr. M’Cready Sykes pro-
pounds certain questions and answers them. One is as follows:

‘“What is the best way to stop the present crime wave?

There is no crime wave. The improvement of the economic system
should lessen poverty and ignorance, which are the chief causes of
crime."”

Mr. Sykes is a nephew of T. I. M’Cready, long ago an editorial
writer on Henry George's Standard.,

ThE recent death of Jokachi Takamine, Jr., by a fall from the window
of his room at the Roosevelt Hotel in this city, is reported in the news-
papers. Young Mr. Takamine was the son of Dr. Jokachi Takamine,
famous Japanese chemist, Single Taxer and friend of the George family.

Tue Standard, of Sydney, Australia, tells of the death of C. L. Gar-
land, one of the pioneers of the Single Tax movement. Mr. Garland
visited America to induce Henry George to undertake his Australian
trip. He helped to arrange the initial meeting at Protestant Hall in
Sydney, the largest meeting place at that day in the city. The late
Sir George Reid (at that time plain Mr. Reid) consented to preside
at what proved a great and notable occasion.

A rirE of General Lafayette, by Brand Whitlock, has just been
published.

A FOUR-PAGE leaflet addressed to workingmen by Thos. Colgate
has been published by the Henry George Foundation.

Stimuli, which is published by F. Lincoln Hutchins, at Baltimore,
Md., has attained its fifteenth number, It appears monthly. Samuel
Danziger writes informingly in every issue on current problems.

Tug Square Deal, of Toronto, announces the formation of a Henry
George Foundation for Canada, fuller particulars of which are to follow.

E. J. CraiGiE is the Single Tax candidate for representative in the
Flinders district of Adelaide, South Australia, There is no one better
qualified than Mr. Craigic to carry forward the banner of industrial
emancipation. He is held in high esteem by his fellow co-workers.

OLiv J. Rosk, a distinguished Columbus, O., attorney, is having
a letter-writing contest in the Ohio State Journal with 2 Communist;
but, as he accepts the Communist’s idea that land and all forms of
legalized monopoly are properly included in the term Capital, he does
not get very far.

GEORGE S. MyERs, of 1844 Wymore Avenue, East Cleveland, O.,
wants a national unemployment commission appointed by the govern-
ment “‘of such a high character and chosen in such a manner that its
findings perforce would command universal respect ' He adds: “Once
having obtained a full, complete and fair report of the entire problem,
the next logical step would be to find the proper remedy. That remedy

would have to avoid the evils of socialism and paternalism. America
is and ever will be committed to the principle of private right of prop-
erty and a full reward for every man's endeavor.”

Frank H. Howe, of Columbus, O., had a letter in the Ohio Staie
Journal, replying to a correspondent who wrote that ‘“‘the problem
of unemployment is still unsolved.” Howe quotes from *‘Progress
and Poverty” liberally.

I¥ a lecture on “The Workingman,"” Rabbi Abba Hillel Silver, of
Cleveland, said that the workingman ‘‘enjoys today a higher standard
of living, better conditions of employment, shorter hours, higher wages
than at any time since the beginning of time,” and then spoiled the
glowing picture by saying, near the end of his talk, that *‘two-thirds
of American families fall short of the minimum budget requisite for a
decent standard of living, millions live on the verge of want, and con-
tingencies frequently force many of them below the line of want.”
The rabbi was apparently usticonscious of this glaring contradiction
of himself, and he is probably the most popular pulpit orator in Ohio.
He is giving a series of lectures on “Men Who Serve,” but would be
more interesting if he lectured on ‘**Men Who Do Not Serve."

PETER WITT, of Cleveland, has been making a number of tariff
speeches. Three persons who heard him called him by phone to ask
questions. This encouraged him to write an article which was pub-
lished March 1 as an interview. He called the tasiff ““an international
swindle.” *“Governments like it,” he said, “because it is an indirect
tax and gets the most feathers from the goose with the least squawk-
ing. People accept it because they are told it is true. No one can
think about it and believe it."’

StepHEN M. Young, of Cleveland, who used to belong to a Single
Tax club but has never been active in the movement, has announced
himself as a candidate for the Democratic nomination for governor
of Ohio.

“No one church can successfully minister to all, but all can work
together in great social cause, and will need to, if the great problems
of poverty and war are to be sclved.”—says Rev. Earl H. Thayer,
of the First Congregational Church, Cleveland, O.

THe Cuyahoga County, Ohio, Young People’s Council, representing
protestant churches, held its fourth annual conference, Feb. 2, 700
young people meeting in eighteen discussion groups. Each group,
at the close of its session, sent a delegate to meet Rev. George M. Gib-
son, Jr., of Trinity Congregational Church, to give the gist of the find-
ings of their respective groups. It was agreed that worship is “value-
[ess if it does not reach its fruition in righteous social action and im-
proved social relations,” Dr, Gibson, in summarizing the discussions,
said the church must “blaze new trails, seek new truths, and aid people
in adapting themselves to new situations.” He urges youth to do
their own thinking in seeking religious truth, and these 700 in Cuya-
hoga are evidently doing it, according to the long and interesting report
of the Council’s session given by Guy Clemmitt, religious editor of the
Cleveland Plain Dealer.

E. W. Dotv, famous in Cleveland for his wit, was selected by the
Cleveland Real Estate Board to preside as toastmaster at their recent
annual banquet, although they know him for an ardent Single Taxer.

RaLpH G. HEss, real estate editor of the Cleveland News, reports
Louis Brandt, housing engineer, Pittsburgh, as saying in a speech be-
fore the Home Owner's Bureau of Cleveland, that “Loaning Institu-
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ow the uncertainties of values in improvements and overpriced
sites,” and that “The time is rapidly coming when lot-sell-
ely as a speculation will come to an end.”

L has been introduced in the New Jersey legislature by
Joseph Thompson which will permit any municipality
to adopt the socalled Pittsburgh Plan of a half rate tax
ents. Another bill introduced by the same Assernblyman
a gradual repeal of taxes on buildings and tangible per-
riv.

onaire income class has been increased over two hun-
‘the United States. What a prosperous people we are!

o in the Portland, Oregon, Journal, writes clearly and
y on poverty and the cause of crime.

tarifi problem used to worry me,” writes John W. Love,
Plein Decler columnist. ‘“Then I realized that, if things
my rent would go up, but if they get worse, it would go
fe's sublime equilibrinm would be maintained.

ND's AssoCIATED CHARITIES has solved the unemploy-
for a few people by paying them to “‘snrvey” the street

-

. RorgR, columnist of the Cleveland Press. says:

may not be able to decide with whom you'd rather spend a

on an island, a dozen Communists, or a dozen councilmen,” post-

C., "but T find it no puzzle. 1 prefer the Communist to the
en, for ! don’t believe the Communist would combine to un-

y real estate on me.”

the suggestion of some sort of cooperatien between Single
d Socialists, J. R. Hermann, who is skeptical and has a sense
, offers the following proposition:

L s have a baseball game, with the extreme Socialists on one side
the inch at a time stepping Single Taxers on the otber side, with
m Thomas as pitcher and Edward White as referee, and let the
ipts be sent to the Oregon campaign.'’

G. ANDERSON, of Jamestown, N. Y., has contributed during
st few months several Single Tax letters to the Swedish-American
 different parts of the country.

‘President Hoover Assure Equitable Prosperity,” is the title

v page pamphlet written and published by our friend, S. S.
San Diego, California.

W of our readers know that the Hon. William N. McNair, now

lecture stafl of the Henry George Association in Chicago, 538
| Dearborn Street, increased the Democratic vote in 1921
ayor of Philadelphia from 5,000 to over 40,000 and as
ndidate for U. S. Senator of Pennsylvania increased the Demo-
i - vote from 400,000 to over 1,000,000, running ahead of Al Smith
everal thousand.

Al o vER of Dr. McGlynn" reviews the McGlynn case, which stirred
world in the late eighties, in a recent issue of the Jrisk Weekly,
st, Ireland.

e Ingram Institute, of San Diego, under the management of
ram, formerly of Detroit, has begun operations ard is pub-
ng a little paper entitled the Ingram Institule News, {or the purpose

of placing before the public and legislative bodies the findings and
recommendations of the Institute. Assisting Mr. Ingram in his educa-
tional programme are John M. Henry, formerly of Pittsburgh, James
MacGregor, J. H. Rainwater and others. The March number of the
Insiitute News contains an address delivered by Mr. MacGregor on
‘“‘Labor’s Opportunity. ”

TeEE N. Y. World of Feb. 27, contained a sketch of the life and work
of David Gibson, former editor of the well remembered Ground Hog
and now editor and publisher of the Lorain Jounml of Lorzain, Ohic.
The heading to this article on this familiar ﬁgure in the movement
is entitled, Cleveland Editor Single Tax Leader. It recounts his sin-
gular facility in the creation of striking epigrams, with which most
of us are familiar. We had a taste of his quality in the fine address
ke made at the Henry George Congress in Pittsburgh last September.

J. F. CoLBERT, speaking before the Louisiana Association of Asses-
sors, said that there would be more homes if all taxation were levied
upon land values. Mr. Colbert is, as our readers know, a member of
the Louisiana State Tax Commission.

Tre Wilmington (Del.) Morming News contaired an editorial on the
celebration of the seventieth birthday of Frank Stephens at Arden,
and says “he richly deserves the tribute paid him.”

TaE death of E. N. Vallandingham, in Seville, Spain, where he was
journeying, removes another old friend of the Georgist cause. He
was ar. intimate friend of Henry George, Jr., Louis F. Post and others.
For Mr. Post’s work ““What is the Single Tax?" published by the Van-
guard Press of this city. he wrote the admitable Introduction. He had
much communication in recent years with Charles O’Connor Hennessy,
for he was an ardent supporter of the International Union. He grad-
uated {rom the University of Delaware at the age of sixteen, and was
later Professor of English at the same institution. He began his news-
paper work on the Pkilodelphia Times and was later editorial writer
on the Philodelphia Record, the Bostor: Herald and the old Sun of New
York City, and a contributor of special articles to the old Tribume of
this city. He wrote for Henry George's Stendard and favored Laxp
AxD FreEpoM and the Single Tax Rerirw with several contributions.
He was seventy-six years old. In another column of this issue will
be found an editorial tribute to this distinguished disciple of Henry
George from the Boston Herald.

S

OteERs deaths which have occured in recent months are those of
Ambrose A. Worsley, of Chicago at the age of sixty-three; J. H. Sheets,
of Loma, North Dakota; George Hebard, of Hollywood, California.
Mr. Worsley was a close friend of William Jennings Bryan, and for
years a leading spirit in the Chicago Single Tax Club.

DEeATH has taken its toll of Single Taxers in Chicago in recent months.
To the names already given must be added that of Theodore J. Amberg,
dead at the age of seventy-four. Mr. Amberg was long a subscriber to
this paper, indeed almost from the beginning. He is survived by a
widow and six sons. He was prominent in the business world of Chicago,
being presideat of the Amberg File and Index company.

Our readers will learn with pleasure of the marriage of John Law-
rence Monroe, son of the late Frederick H. Monroe, of the Henry George
Lecture Association, to Miss Marien Tideman, of Chicago. Many of
our readers will remember both of the voung people at Chicago and
Pittsburgh and will wish them long life and happiness and a career of
great usefulness to the causc which has enlisted their activities, for
both will continue the work for the advancement of the principles of
Henry George. Marien is a member of the Tideman family which
numbers many devoted disciples of our_cause.
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