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know how Henry George treated that defin-
ition when speaking of the term wealth. So
let us take our cue from Mr. QGeorge, and
just see what the terms “private property,”
*'public property’’ and ‘‘common property’’
really mean.

‘When we are buying property or goods,
we are not buying mere material things
such as soil, wood, stone or iron, made up
into certain forms, We are buying utilities
or material services. Some special forms of
matter that have been ‘‘moved, combined
or separated, or in other ways modified” so
ag to admit of the natural power they pos-
sess being directed to the advantage of man.
The function of goodscan consist in nothing
else than in a giving off, or rendering up,
or putting forth—or to use the terminology
of physical science—the passing of energy
into the satisfaction of a concrete want,
‘We value and desire and possess goods only
on acoount of the utility or usefulness that
are expected from them, and the material
itself from which they are made form only
the bodily shell. It is the utility of a thing
that we buy and sell, and not the mere
labor-form, and the market value of a util-
ity is the social estimate of the services
which the good will render. It is not mere
physical matter we desire, it is utility, or
material services, Utility is the basis of
value. physical property is merely the form
—the bodily shell, as it were,

80 when we speak of the valueof a thing,
we mean its utility or usefulness, and this
is real property. The real meaning of
property then, is the material services
which the goods possess, or which fit them
to eatisfy human desires. These utilities
are the completed goods ready for the con-
sumer, and they bave embodied in them
certain material services which are cen-
tributed from three different sources,
namely—(1) Services rendered by the in-
dividual (those of them that workzl. (2)
Services rendered by Society through gov-
ernment; and—(8) Bervices rendered by
nature, These three factors co-operate in
producing commeditiea or utilities, and no
one of them can produce anything in mod-
ern saciety that will satisfy human desires
without the assistance of one or both of the
others, And it is a law of nature that each
of those whose services are required in
forming utilities should receive their just
share of the joint product and in proportion
to the services rendered. Nature demands
that every atom which it contributes shall
be returned to it. And it is also a law of
nature that each of the other factors should
receive theirs. That share of the product
that remains with the individual is his own
private property, and that share which is
retained by the State is public property, and
the services rendered by nature in the form
of matter and natural forces, such as grav-
ity, cohesion, resistance, sunshine, air and
moisture—the whole combined into unity—
is common property. Common to both

COMMUNICATIONS.

society and to the individual, freely ren-
dered. Common to all and special to none.
These natural forces cannot possibly be in-
dividually and exclusively owned, because
nature is unity and not divisible. Land
cannot therefore be individually owned be-
cause it is common to all and not special to
any. No one can fence in a piece of land
and say ‘‘this part of nature is special to me
—exclusively mime from the zenith to the
center of the earth.” Where is the divid-
ing line? If the planet Mars should cross
the boundary line it would come within his
title-deed. A part of material nature can-
not be se ted from the whole, being as
‘‘one in the many and the many in one.”
Nature cannot be individualized. But the
rent of land is the product of society; and
balances the value of the servics which
society renders.

Tae product that is embodied in rent is

ublic property, and no person can right-
ully cFa.im even a fraction of it, Private
property, on the other hand, is the product
of the individual. Farm improvements,
houses and implements, consumption goods,
in fact whatever he has produced and re-
ceived by rendering his services, are his
own private property. When, however,
certain persons claim portions of the land as
their ‘‘private property” and demand a
share of the product for the use of it, they
are receiving products for which they have
rendered no services. - And to say that it
is just to allow these men a share of the pro-
duct as payment for the services rendered
by nature, is to recognize them as creators
of nature. Those products received by the
landlords are taken from the laborers.
Society, through government, demands and
must receive its share of the product, and
if that share does not come in a natural
way, it must come some other way.

As to a title as private owner of land, it is
not necessary for one to have a title as pri-
vate owner in order to secure ownership in
the improvements, All that is necessary is
a title to the improvements and this will
include the warranty of possession in what-
ever form they may exist inspace. And
this is all one is entitled to providing he
renders to society full payment for value

received.
H. N. McDoONALD.
Toronto, Canada.

PROPERTY IN LAND.
LETTER FROM JOHN Z. WHITE,
Editor Single Tax Review:

The question has been asked me, what
Mr. George meant when he said: “If
private property in land be just, then is the
remedy I propose a false one; if, on the
contrary, private propertg in land be un-
just, then is this remedy the true one.”

In the same line of thought, on page
884, he said : ‘‘as nature gives only to labor,
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the exertion of labor in production is the
only title to exclusive possession.”

Again on the eame page: ‘‘When non-
producers can claim asrent a portion of the
wealth created by producers, the right of
the producers to the fruits of their labor is
to that extent denied.”

On page 401, he said: ‘‘Neither on the

und of equity or expediency is there
anything to deter us from making land
common property by confiscating rent.”

On yage 826, he said, in italics: ‘* We must
make land common ty."”

On page 408, he says: *“1 do not propose
either to purchase or to confiscate private
property in land.”

On the same page, again in italics, he
said: ‘It i3 not necessary to confiscate land;
it is only necessary to confiscate rent.”

In his preface to the fourth edition of
Progress and Poverty, dated New York,
1880, Mr, George said: **What I have most
endeavored to do is to establish general

rinciples, trusting tn my readers to ca
urther their application where this is
needed.” In the same, he said, ‘It has
been impossible to treat with the fullness
they deserve many of the questions raised.”
any quotations to hike effect may be
made, but as if to end the matter, he said,
on page 403: ¢ By leaving to land owners
a percentage of rent which would probably
be much less than the cost and loss involved
in attemptin% to rent lands through State
agency, and by making use of this existing
machinery, we egay, without shock or jar,
assert the common right to land by taking
rent for public uses.”

And further on same page, he said, speak-
igf of land owners: *‘Let them continue to

1it their land.”

Finally, page 404, he said: ‘‘In form, the
ownership of land would remain just &s
now., * * TForrent being taken by the
State in taxes, land, no matter in whose
name it stood, or in what parcels it was
held, would be really common property.”

These quotations seem to be a sufficient
answer to the question asked. ‘In formthe
ownership of land would remain just as
now.” In essence landlordism would be a
thing of the past, for the essence of land-
lordism is the legal power privately to ap-
propriate rent,

Those who refuse to perceive the differ-
ence between form and essence, will not be
able to defend Mr. George against the
charge of flat contradiction—even more
than one. He said repeatedly that he would
take rent in taxation, He also said he
would leave land owners a percentage of
rent. He repeatedly declared ﬁrivate prog-
erty in Jand to be unjust. He also said,
*Let them continue to call it their land,”
and *'In form the ownership of land would
remain just as now.”

1f, however, we accept his work as an en-
deavor ‘‘to establish ienera.l principles,”’
and also prove waorthy of the trust he placed
in his readers; that is, to perceive the valid-

ity of those principles and *‘to carry further
their application where this is needed,” we
will haveino difficulty in arriving at the
conclusion that by the words “private prop-
erty in Jand'’ Mr, George meant the legal
power privately to appropriate rent. Also,
that by the words ‘‘common property in
lang," e meant the public appropriation of
rent.

The words ‘“‘private property in land”

bave two meanings, One meaning is, the
legal power privately to appropriate rent.
The other meaning is, the legal power ex-
clusively to possess land in perpetuity.
. The first power is the essence of landlord-
ism. It wasattacked by all the force George
poseessed. Thesecond power is landowner-
ship, and this George did not attack, but on
the contrary said, if his plan were adopted,
would “continue just as now.,”

_Land ownership is the legal power exclu-
sively to possess land in perpetuity. In the
absence of a wise use of the power of taxa-
tion landlordism inevitably will be inciden-
tal to landownership.

An individual may possess land in per-

tuity without resulting harm to any one;

ut the private a %ropriu.tion of rent is
surely accompanied by injustice,

The value of land has nothing to do with
the validity of itstitle. If a man holds title
to a parcel of land of no value, he is never-
theless a landowner,

In the sense that George used the words
I believe in ‘‘common property in land”’ in
what seems to me to be a technically accur-
ate use of the words. I believe in private
ownership of land. Ownership comes before
rent appropriation. If the legal power
exclusively to possess in perpetuity is land-
ownership, George did not endeavor to
abolish private property in land. If the
legal power privately to appropriate rent is
landlordism, George did attempt its over-
throw—and his attempt is proving to be
successful.

If, then, we alter the wording of the
question in accordance with Mr. George'’s
continually expressed thought, we may state
its meaning thus: *‘If the private appro-
priation of land rent is just, then is our
cause unjust.”

JOHN Z. WHITE.

FROM JAMES W. BUCKLIN.

Editor Single Tax Review:

The interesting discussion of the question
of ‘‘Private Property in Land’’ in the col-
umns of the Review arises, I believe, not
mainly from differences in principle, nor
even from differences in policy, but from
different uses or meanings of the term
“Private Property in Land.” Until the
meaning of the worde used are clearly de-
fined and agreed upon, a continuance of the
discussion may be productive of harm
rather than of good.
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A clear, definite meaning of the term
“land” in both its legal and popular sense,
is, at present, very difficult, owing to the
use of the term ‘‘real estate,”
land and improvementsare classed together
in legal and popular phrases, so long will it
be difficult for the general public to geta
clear meaning of the term ‘‘Private Prop-
erty in Land.” Single Taxers, however,
ought not to be confused thereby.

So too, the words *‘Property in Land,” as
generally used, includes exclusive posses-
sion. or rather the right of exclusive posses-
sion, which right of possession may justly
be either public or private.

Property in land may, and frequently
does exist, however, entirely independent
of the question of possession. Ome person
may have the legal or equitable possession
or right of possession, and an entirely dif-
ferent person ma'{ be the legal owner
thereof. True the legal right of ownership
and the right of possession are frequently,
perhaps generally, vested in one and the
same person, but they are nevertheless dis-
tinct and separate rights, It is perhaps
owing to the fact that these two distinct
and separate rights are generally vested to—
gether, that property in land is often care-
lessly assumed to mean either or both of
these rights. To avoid confusion, however,
in the discussion of questions of the right-
fullness of private property in land, all
questions of possession, or the right of

ossession, must be excluded, leaving at
18sue only the question of ownership or the
right of ownership. What then does the
term ‘'Private Property in Land” mean?
Not the right to own the improvements or
the personal property on a piece of land, for
such rights frequently belong to tenants or
to other owners of personal property or
improvements, Nor does property in land
coneist in possession or the right to the pos-
session thereof, the right to the exclurive
possession being frequently vested in ten-
ants, employees and others. In such cases
the tenant, employee or other person
having the right of exclusive possession,
would have both the equitable and legal
right to exclude even the owner of the fee
therefrom. No one denies the rightfuliness
of private possession.

Iconclude, therefore, that ‘‘Private Prop-
erty in Land,” as the termis generally used,
and as used by Henry George, does not in-
volve the question of who owns the per-
sonal property or imgrovements thereon,
nor a question of who has the possession or
the right of possession thereof, but who
owns the rent. The essence of privale prop-
erty in land 8 in the ownership of the rent,
all (gweatiom of possesgion being merely sec-
ondary, When this fact of the real nature
of private property in land isclearly realized,
then many of the apparent differences of
your correspondents are harmonized, or
their inaccuracies made apparent.

If it be true that private property inland
really consiste in the private appropriation

So long as’

of rent, and that no question of possession
or theright of possession is involved, then
all Single Taxers must admit, as Henry
George alleged, that private property in
land is unjust; for the rentof land is clearly
a public, not a private creation,

A question of policy, however, remains.
Now, as always, ‘‘honesty is the beat
policy.” If private property in land is un-
just, and private possession just, we should
on proper occasion so declare, By denyinp
the justice of private property in land
believe fundamental forces may be aroused.
Still as the term “Private Property in
Land” is 80 commonly misused, as above ex-
plained, our opponents and others whodo
not carefully discriminate, are liable to be
misled. In denouncing private property in
land we should therefore use proper discre-
tion and explanation,

We need not hope, however, to avoid the
bitter opposition of ignorance and greed by
the politic use of terms. In Colorado, for
illustration, we made the fight as a tax
reform. The bitterness and strenuousness
of the opposition to our Constitutional
Amendment in that state, seemed utterly
inexplicable to many of the Socialists and
others, but to those who had considered the
matter, nothing else was expected. Whether
the Single Tax be urged as a tax reform, a
labor reform or aland reform, it must meet
and ultimately evercome, bitter opposition.

I am not one of those who believe our
cause will be materially advanced by any
one policy rather than another. It has been
demonstrated that the public mind of the
American people is not yet prepared to
adopt any part of the strictly Single Tax
programme except perhaps the municipal
ownership of municipal utilities, and even
on that question public opinion is not fixed
or stable, Nor is it the Single Tax principle
that owners of such franchises and rights
of way are to becompensated therefor. The
majority of the people want private prop-
erty in land and other graft to continue, in
the hopes that some day they may them-
selves participate in the spoils. When
another great industrial depression shall
spread over our land, when millione of men
are idle and little children are hungry, then
perhaps a majority of the people will realize
that for them there can be no advantage in
graft; that while the few can rob the many,
the masses cannot successfully rob the few;
that justice and not graft can alone solve
the problem. TUntil that time comes, the
work of education along democratic lines is
the only real road of Single Tax progress.
Different conditions will doubtless call fora
vast variety of 'Folicies on sundry occasions
and places, he occasion will generally
develope theright policy. But the Georgian

hilosophy being the science of the natural
aws governing all economic relations, it
follows that no economic queation can arise
upon which light cannot be thrown by the
well informed Georgian. In the present
state of ourorganization, we must leave to
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individual workers all questions of policy,
except in 8o far as it misrepresents funda-
mental principles, For that reason I believe
that Mayors Johnson and Dunn, Congress-
man Baker, Louis F, Pest, the Sin&l’eTax
Review, the leaders of the Fairhope Colony,
C. B. F’illebrown, and many others are each
and all pursuing the best policy under the
circumstances. A Single Tax doer, nota
Bingle Tax isser, produces results. I always
regret, however, to hear anyone, especially
a Single Taxer, allefo that private property
in land is just, for I think such a declara-
tion is simply a misuse of words,

James W. BUCELIN,
Los Angeles, Cal,

DEATH OF HAMLIN RUSSELL.

The late Hamlin Russell was born in
Philadelphia in 1862. During his varied
career he has been employed in many
capacities, but chiefly as a newspaper man.
He was Railroad Editor of the Cincinnati
Inguirer for three years; five years Railroad
and,Financial Editor of the St. Louis Repub-
lican, and for twelve years reporter and
correspondent—at different times—on the
Philadelphia Inquirer; Council Bluffs, Iowa
Nonpareil; Minneapolis, Minnesota, 7ri-
bune; Grand Forks, North Dakota, Plain
Dealer; El Paso, Texas, Times, and other
Western papers, He was the only news-

aper correspondent who accompanied

eneral George Crook on his memorable
campaign (1883) against the ApacheIndians,
Chief Geronimo and his band from Willcox,
Arizona, to a remote point in the Sierra
Madre Mountains in Mexico. The expedi-
tion consisted of ten officers, fifty cavalry-
men and two hundred Apache Scouts.

Since 1886 he wasin the employment of
The Whitehead and Hoag Company, New-
ark, New Jersey, where his great execu-
tive ability and business resources were
much appreciated and will long be missed,

For sometime before hisdeath he suffered
from a painful illness, which he battled
with a fortitude that was heroic and char-
acteristic.

By the death of Mr. Russell the Single
Tax has lost one of its ablest and most de-
voted advocates. He was converted in St,
Louis in 1884 and since that time has been
a missionary of the Gospel of Henry George.
In a letter to National Single Taxer, in
1897, he says: ‘I was all fight right from
the start,” and it can be truly said he
was ‘‘all fight right to the end.” Over
twenty years of reading, study and investi-
gation only deepened and strengthened his
conviction.

He was a man of great individuality, of

uick perception and gifted with a wonder-

1 memory. He had traveled all over the
States and seen life in a vast variety of
phases. His reading was wide and deep. In
character he was the soul of hospitality,

absolutely devoid of false pride and affecta
tion and possessed of a sense of humor that
was delightful. His conversation was in-
structive, racy and interesting. His Pastor,
who knew him intimately for nine years
truly said that ‘*he had a genius for friend-

ship.”
J. KELLY.

DEATH OF CLARENCE A. MILLER.

The death of Clarence A. Miller, the well
known attorney and Single Tax advocate,
of Los Angeles, Cal., is felt as a grievous
loss to the host of personal friends and also
to those who knew of his worth as a public
spirited citizen. His sterling integrity and
his habit of doing what he believed to be
right regardless of consequences stamped
him as an unusual man.

From an acquaintance with Mr, Miller,
extending over twelve years, I never ceased
to be impressed by his love of justice, which
nothing could swerveoralter. As an ex-
Eonent of our principles it is doubtful if he

ad a superior. His public expositions of
the Henry George doctrinealways convinced
any clouded hearer, though the latter
might be slow in letting it be made public.

Another of our captains is gone. But we
should redouble our efforts to hasten the
day when justice as he plead for it through
the Single Tax shall prevail throughout t%e
country and the world.

RarLpe Hovr.

DEATH OF JOB REED.

Job Reed who died last month at Leth-
bridge, Alberta, N. W. T., at the age of
sixty-five, was born in Somersetshire, Eng.
He was left an orphan at an early age, and
was compelled to make his own way. He
passed through the strenuous days of the
Corn Laws, and observed with eager in-
terest the campalign that ended in their

re?eul. .

n spite of being compelled to make his
own way, he studied much, and later
taught school in England for several years
and followed the profession of a tutor for a
short time on his arrival in America,

In 1882 he went to Canada and made his
home in Lethbridge, and settled down to
the occupation of a farmer. It was not
until 1897 that he read ‘‘Progress and
Poverty’’ and became a Single Taxer, since
which time he has been an ardent cham-
pion of the doctrine. His death removes
another of the devoted disciples whose most
eager bope wastor the triumph of the move-
ment to which the future civilization must
look for its saving prinociple.

The Socialist says that the government
boss would be better than the individual
boss, regardless of the fact that the root
of the evil consists in the necessity for
working for any boss.

The Standard, Sydney, Aus,
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TOUR OF JOHN Z. WHITE.

John Z. White spoke at St. Louis, Mo., on
April 6, It was a very well atitended meet-
ing at which the Bingle Tax was nearly
unanimous. Some little opposition devel-
oped but nothing of a serious character.

On April 7, at Cleveland, Ohio, Mr, White

ve the last lecture of a course including
%:nest Howard Crosby, J. W. Bengough
and Rev. Herbert Bigelow. There was
quite a lively time after the talk, developed
mostly from questions by gentlemen of
seeming socialistic inclinatione, Epbraim
is wedded to his idole,

A like course was conducted at Detroit,
Mich., the last appointment occurring on
April 9. A very good audience assembled,
and much interest was manifested. Detroit
is developing great public spirit. This is
largely owing to the persistent work of
Messrs, Ingram and Howarth, two thor-
oughly capableand successful business men,
who nevertheless clearly perceive the ten-
dency of our times.

The next evening was given to a visit to
Ferris Institute at Big Rapids, Mich. Mr,
Ferrir, the president of the educational
center, is an energetic and capable map; was
candidate for governor of the state on the
democratic ticket. He is one of the strong
determined men who intend to rescue our
land from the debasing grasp of moncpoly
—and be knows how, The large hall of the
institute was fllled, and the poetulates of
the Single Tax position were presented to
keenly attentive minds.

The institute at Valparaiso, Ind., was
visited, and although a lecture on Burns
had been advertised, B0 many desired to
hear about the Single Tax, that the author-
ities decided to change the subject. The
audience was a large one and seemed to en-
joy what is sometimes thought to be a d
argument, Everyone seemed to be well
pleased with the alteration of the pro-
gramme. The popular schools are gradually
becoming g ground for good crops of
independent thinkers, and this is but a

relude for independent action. When the

istory of our time ehall be written lovers
of freedom will say, God bless the school-
masters, Let us hope that some high class
professors will be included.

Small meetings were held at the Fine
Arts building in Chicago, at Palos Park,
I1l.,, and at Mansfield, Wis, A short talk
was also made at the high school at Mans-
field. The principal gave some very inter-
esting figures showing the enormous con-
centration of wealth,

On the third of May, John Z. White spoke
at Brown University, Providence, ode
Island, on ‘‘Sources of Municipal Corrup-
tion,”” Some of those present seemed dis-
appointed because the Single Tax was not

made more prominent, However, as the
cause rather than the cure was the subject
advertised, it is thought best to confine this
address to the inevitableness of monopoly
in human society; and to the fact that this
advantage will surely inure to individual
advantage if not in some way publiclf- ad-
ministered. If the value of monopoly be
allowed to go to private pockets, individuals
will struggle for its possession—and in the
struggle will violate both human and divine
law. This hablt, being once found, will
continue until there is nothing so holy that
it w‘illl not be sacrificed for commercial re-
ward.

The Normal School was visited and the
puﬁils seemed to enjoy and appreciate the
talk on ‘‘political economy.” The subject
sounds heavy and uninviting, and is 8o as
presented by most of its professors. It is
not so of itself, however., Itis known as
the dismal science, and pupils seem to won-
der why a man deliberately chooses this
matter as a topic on which to discourse. In
reality political economy is full of promise,
of joy and peace. Its professors have given
it a black eye which it in no way deserves,
Ricardo, for instance says: ‘‘ A tax on rent
would discourage cultivation, becau:e it
would be a tax on the profits of the land-
lord.” If the poor landlord could not get a
fair profit from his land, of course he would
not permit its use. Ricardo did not tell us
where the owner would get tbhe coin to
placate the tax gatherer, but little matters
of that sort don’t worry the professors.

On May 4th, a half hour was given to
“Burns” before the English high school.
The school is large and seemed more inter-
ested in a (as generally understood) literary
character than would reasonabl antic-
ipated. The real force of Burns’ character is
shown in his grasp of political and religious
fundamentale. His teachings in these re-
spects have been allowed to become all but
forgotten.

In the evening a non-partisan caucus was
held in the Cumberland town hall. The
purpose of the caucus was to make self-
government more real and evident, and of
course, in like degree, less vague and uusub-
stantial. To this end it was proposed to
name candidates for the United States
Senate. Mr, White was invited to speak.
He complimented the meetingon its object,
and expressed the hope that such organiza-
tions would continue until local self-govern-
ment became the fully established custom
throughout our whole country. The ten-
dency to discues, and the seeming deter-
mination to con.rol, public monopolies—
now in private hands—was referred to, and
the audience then demanded an explanation
of the Single Tax ductrines, As a result the
talk became an extended discourse. The
caucus closed with a hearty note of applause
to the speakers,
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The class in political economy at Brown
University was visited. A bright lot of
young fellows, who were in no way adverse
to hearing accepted notions opposed. The
law of diminishing returns was ‘‘treated”
by the speaker, as a ‘¢ psychological” af-
firmation of the worn out Malthusian doc-
trine. According to this “law” a given
amount of labor (or ‘‘dose” of capital) ap-
plied to a given parcel of land will produce
given wealth, uble the labor ?or the
‘‘dose’’) and the product may be more than
doubled. But if this doubling be continued
a i)oint must be reached when there will be
a less product per laborer (or ‘‘per dose”).
‘We ask is there not un increase up to a cer-
tain point? If so, may we not call it the
law of increasing returns? Why is the
ultimate decrease, rather than the present
increase, emphasized ¢t Why is it not made
clear to the boys that there are not people
enough in the world to treat more than a
very small portion of land to the aforesaid
‘‘doses ?* Why do not our professors ex-
plain to the boys that it is possible to give
each human being in all the world two feet
by six feet of surface and yet bury them all
in the State of Rhode Island and still have
one-third of the State unoccupied? The
boys anjoyed the hour’s talk., There will
be no trouble about the boys understanding
political economy, and thereby becoming
Eood citizens, when the world is willing to

now the truth or in other words, to be
free,

‘“Public Ownership’’ was discussed before
the British Club in the evening. This club
is a vigorous and growing society. They
mean to do things, and to that end are not
only willing but anxious to learn things and
80 are not nervous as to whether or not cer-
tain questions regarding property rights be
fully and freely discussed. e Bannerman
victory appears to have stimulated lovers of
freedom the world over. The British Club
of Pruvidence looks good to a plain west-
erner,

Oun Sunday, May 6, an address was given
at Paine Memorial Hall, in Boston. The
meeting was largely made up of what is
sometimes called the radical element, but
was very encouraging because of the fact
that these same radicals are beginning to
make precise discriminations, a sort of
activity we trust our conservative friends
will emulate.

In Wesleyan Hall, the Methodist ministers
were visited, and after a somewhat unprom-
ising beginning the hall filled, and the
interest increased, until, at the end, many
questions were asked. We were really sur-
prised to discover that the Single Tax had
much earnest support Our friends of the
church are learning that the second com-
mand can be very largely obeyed through
the agency of public functions—a fact that
seems heretofore to have generally escaped
their notice. The ancients made idols with

their hands, We seem inclined to make in-
tellectual idols. Still a justice of our State
Supreme Court proposes a constitutional
convention to revise the United States doc-
ument. Virtue still livee—even on supreme
benches, All of which indicates that
preachers and lawyers are breaking long-
established habite—the world moves.

The Scotch Clan at Hyde Park was visited
and addressed on the subject of ‘‘ Robert
Burns.” They were to some extent sur-

rised to find a ‘‘foreigner” who urged to a

uller realization of the sterling worth of
their great poet. They were frankly told
that for a century they had been lauding
Burns to the skies, while steadily refusin
to accept his ideals. Until very recently
Scotland has sent to Parliament only repre-
sentatives of those classes who felt the full
power of Burns’ attack. How many gen-
uine champions of the cause of Honest
Poverty has Scotland sent to Parliament
during the past one hundred years? How
many opponents? Count 'em,

The Citizens’ Association of Quincy is
made up of the active members of Quinoy’s
very select population. Quincy has all the
modern attachments of civilization, and if
to be thoroughly civilized is to be aristo-
cratic, then is Quincy most intensely aristo-
cratic. These gentlemen are evidentl
highly cultivated. It was a pleasure to uﬂi
to them, They said it was a pleasure to
listen, Being cultivated, they undoubtedly
know the desirability of truthfulness. The
problem of taxation was shown. Some
present absurdities were exhibited. Some
of these absurdities caused laughter. Many
questions were asked—but, in spite of good
nature, cultivation, etc., these questions
were practically all devoted to hiding the
truth contained in Carnegie’s claim, that
what is one man’'s privilege is another man's
right. America professes to love freedom,
Scotland claims to revere Burms. Neither
appears to comprehend the nature of the
thing adored. America’s notion of freedom,
like Scotland's idea of Burns, seems to
strongly resemble the idolators concept of
deity—very woodeny.

On the next day the high school of Brook-
line was visited,. Here was to be found the
true American. He (and she) had not yet
learned that there was something in the
structure of our American life that must be
concealed. We must not tell the truth, be-
cause our society is itself a lie. Therefore
to tell thetruth is to put oneself at outs with
one’s neighbors—and that is bad form. Bad
form is the unforgivable ein, But as the
pupils were not yet sufficiently cultivated
to grasp all this, we had a most pleasant
session and they will not be in the least ad-
verse to looking into the dismal science.

At Worcester, Mass., a very good meetinﬁ
was held. Mayor Jobn T. Duggan occupie
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a seat on the platform., Prof. A. Gordon
Webster, of Clark University, preeided.
The initiative and the referendum was first
considered, after which the public owner-
ship of public utilities was examined. The
initiative and referendum, or direct legisla-
tion, is securing an increasing share of pub-
lic attention. This is ve‘g likely the result
of a more rational method of presentation.
Many a cause has been lost, or at least
greatly hindered, by the ill-advised methods
of its most earnest friends, The American
principle of government is that the people
as a whole are sovereign. If so they surely
not only have the power but the duty to
exert tge authority of sovereignty when
need arises. How can this be done to-day?
Elect legislators and congressmen; then
governors and the president; then oourts in
the states; then wait till federal judges die.
‘What sovereign ever tolerated a similar
series of interferences with the expression
of his power—without being ridiculed?
Initiative and referendum are simply well
tried methods whereby actual power may
be realized. The appeal from the chair on
a point of order in ordinary parliamentary
procedure is the referendum. Making a
motion is the initiative. Without these two
forms how could any society control its
officers? How can the American feople
control their officers without like forms?
They cannot. In relation to public owner-
ship the good people of Worcester are much
interested. Slowly it is becoming evident
that our ferocious struggle for private gain
is certain to defeat itseif, Poverty is con-
tained in the forces which make for pro-

ess, Our peopie would not believe George.

ey prefer the procees referred to by Car-
lyle. He said‘‘facts,” if we do not heed them,
will make us feel them bye and bye, We
are surely feeling facts if there be any truth
in the beef report, or if the price of coal be
not mere illusion. Men exert force as in-
dividuals, either alone, orin such volunta
association as they find to be effective, Also
they do, and must exert force as a society,
that is, all the people occupying a given
territory must act together in regard to
some matters, These are nece acts of
sovereignty. If we ignore this fact, Carlyle
says, we will be made to feel it. The whole
problem now confronting the American
people is, the legitimate versus the illegiti-
mate exercise of this necessary sovereign
authority. The magor said he agreed with us.
Mr. Webster eaid he did not intend to en-
dorse any position, but he proposed to ex-
amine every position. Papers gave lengthy
report.

The Twentieth Century Club of Boston is

8 body worth meeting. Mr, C. B, Fille-
brown presented a paper on the effects of
taxes on property of different kindse. This
¥3Yer was 80 illuminating that no one could
ail to appreciate it, unless he made a sim-
le clerical error, as is often done in book-
eeping. Mr. Fillebrown’s wit is of the

variety known as humor; while full of fun,
it hurts no one—it helps some. Mr. White
followed, and a number of questions were
asked. These were answered and after ad-
journment some waited on the speaker and
said their understanding of George’s pro-
goeals was much clearer than ever before.

uch admission was aocepted as compli-
mentary to George. The notion that George
was merely advocating the violent conflsca-
tion of private gropercf' is gradually giving
way to a saner idea. It is now quite widely
realized that he was really concerned to
stop rather than to inaugurate the confisca~
tion of private property.

A society in the Massachusetts Institute
of Technology, known as ‘‘Kommers,” in-
vited a presentation of Single Tax notions.
They areabright, alert lot of youngfellows.
The season was late, many members strug-
gling with preparation for examination. As
aresult attendance at luncheon included in
above invitation was small, but that interest
was excited was made pia.inly evident by
the questions that followed the address.

On Bunday afternoon a lecture on ‘‘The
Dignity of Labor’’ was given before the
Y. M, C. A, at Pawtucket, R. I. The audi-
ence received somewhat unusual views with
a very fair spirit. The Y, M. C, A. is des-
tined, with many other societies, to be even
more useful in the future than it has been
in the past. The leaders of this society said
the gave much food for thought.

In the evening ‘‘Henry George aud His
Dootrine” was presented at the Bell Street
Chapel in Providence. This is an endowed
society, and is liberal in thought. The
pastor will be with us as soon as he becomes
familiar with economic literature.

The Baptist ministers’ meeting was at-
tended on the following morning. Ex-Gov,
Garvin also attended. The ministers were
in no way antagonistic, and had many
questions to ask. The gathering was of
course small, but it is believed that these
occasions are fruitful.

Inthe evening a meeting at Sharon, Mase,,
was attended, and here we met one man
whom nothing would satisfy. Meanwhile
he had no pesition of his own.

Spoke at the High School at Southboro,
Mass., on the following afternoon, and be-
fore the Board of Trade of the neighboring
city of Marlboro in the evening, The latter
meeting was presided over by the Mayor
and was attended by most of the prominent
business men of t{e city. The city is de-
voted mostly to the making of shoes. It was
really surprising to perceive the favor with
which our gospel was received. The larger
part of the banqueters were inclined to ac-
cept our general ideas, and were closely
attentive to explanations as to their detailed
application.
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‘“The French Revolution” was given be-
fore the Radical Club of Providence, R. 1.,
on the followin? evening. It was a pro-
nounced sucocess in the opinion of all those
present. The feudal lord's power wasshown
to be identical with that exereised by our
modern monopolist. Freedom from mon-
opoly as a result of rational taxation is now
as when proposed by Turgot, the remedy.

The Boston University was visited next
day, and an hour occupied before the clase
in political economy. The class evidently
alppreciated Bingle Tax economics, Atten-
tion was called to the fact that men make
food, clothing and shelter—therefore they
know how—therefore again, the processes
can be examined, and a oconclusion as to
them be demonstrated, In short, the un-
certainty that obtains in economic literature
is absurd. This was a new idea to the class
—maybe to the professor, At the same time
we can pray earneetly for the time when all
educators will favor freedom as does Prof.
Baldwin., Absolutely no strings were tied
to the speaker. If the class did not receive
the Single Tax g:la 1 the lack cannot be
charged to Prof, win,

A meeting was held at New Bedford and
another in Morgan Memorial Building, in
Boston, before the Total Abstinence Guild,
This closed our work for the time being in
Boston, and the season was cloged by a
Eeries of meetings in and about New York

ity.

A talk was made before the Women's
National Single Tax League, then in session
in Brooklyn. The women were more than
kind in expressing appreciation of the oc-
casion.

On Decoration Day exercises are an-
nually held at the grave of Father McGlynn,
For this year A, J. Boulton and John Z.
‘White were eelected as speakers. The
grounds about the grave were fllled with
people and it is really inspiring to see the
gathering of Father McGlynn’s old and
tried friends as well as those who have
learned to love his memory without having
known his charming personality. The oc-
casion is one on which to preach McGlynn’s
goepel, which we all know included the

ingle Tax without excluding anything
that is good and true.

The Board of Trade at Ridgewood, N, J.,
was visited and addressed. It is encourag-
ing to find 80 many business organizations
and schools that are no longer afraid to
hear the truth. The Board gave the most
careful attention and seemed favorable to
our conclusions—though they were cau-
tioned to do nothing hastily.

A return trip to Pawtucket, R. 1., was ar-
ranged for the purpose of appearinlg before
the Business Men’s Association. This was
a fine meeting. The plain fact of monopoly

—and ita basis in unfair law—is becoming
plain to all. Once this fact is generally
affirmed, the end will be in sight,

A small meeting at Nutley, N. J., was
held. A very fair one was held under the
auayicee of the Civics Club at E. Orange,
N.J. The Independence League at Har-
lem Casino in New York City was ad-
dressed, The Men’s League at Irvington,
N. J., proved to be good ground. ey
voted the address to be the best they had
heard on economic matters. That's why
they are appreciated, A small group was
met at Tarrytown, N, J., and a large meet-
ing addressed at Ossining, N. Y, The lat-
ter is a branch of the Independence League
which is being formed through New York
State and bida fair to cause the politicians
to sit up and take notice. Another meeting
was held in Flatbush (suburb of Brook-
lyn). Also at the Seventeenth District Mu-
nicipal Ownership League in Brooklyn.

At Trenton, N.J., a fine meeting was
held. The asseesors of the city were in at-
tendance and asked questions. Everyone
seemed highly pleased—save one socialist
who was evidently of a melancholy temper-
ament, The burden of the world was on
him—and he wanted the ‘‘tools.” He was
advised to secure to all men the equal op-
portunity of making them.,

An unexpectedly meeting was held
at Rochester, N. Y. The Independence
League is visible at this point. Our iood
friend, J. M. Campbell, is still at work here
—and where Campbell is there will the
Single Tax gain.

THE NEW PRESIDENT OF THE WOM-
EN'S SINGLE TAX LEAGUE.

Mrs. Minnie Rogers Ryan, who was elected
President of the Women’s National Tax
League at its recent convention in Brook-
lyn, N, Y., was born and educated in Del.
phi, Indiana. Her father, William Rogers,
for many years an ardent Single Taxer,
came here from England in ’59 and in ’61
enlisted, and fought through the war that
thﬁ c(:lurse of chattel slavery might be abol-
ished.

Her grandfather, Robert Rogers, was one
of the radicals during the yeurs that pre-
ceded the repeal of the ‘““corn laws” in
England, and many times went into hiding
for weeks at a time to escape arrest, for
having written songs which became popu-
lar, and which were uncomplimentary to
the ** powers that were.”

Though only well into her ‘‘ teens” when
she moved east with her father’s family, it
was not a year before she was an earnest
Single Taxer, Always of a quiet, thought-
ful disposition, and having spent her child-
hood where there was ‘flenty of room for
all—none very rich, and none very poor, it



