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“Let us then, be up and doing, with a heart for any
Fate,” and with a faith that never falters, let us press on!

Young Single Taxers

ADDRESS OF MISS MARIEN TIDEMAN, HENRY
GEORGE CONGRESS, SEPT. 12.

AST evening Dr. Bradley spoke of the young people

and of how they asked, “How do you know?" in-
stead of answering just ‘“yes’ to everything that is told
them. This sentence is the symbol of a definite turn,
an immense step in the growth of the human race. It
is the turning from a seeking after the unknowable to a
seeking after the knowable. It is the symbol of an achieve-
ment in growth. In a measure it is a doubting of every-
thing, yes, but still, it is in a far greater measure, the assur-
ance of the capacity of self. Young people are not afraid
of anything—not even truth.

Especially not yaung Single Taxers. Because an under-
standing of the Single Tax postulates a first conception
of human relationship that is a just one; one that carries
with it no sentimental sobbings, nothing that wastes time.
Young Single Taxers give no mercy, ask none. All they
want is justice. To each man, a chance to produce and
keep for his own disposal that which he produces. And
this same truth applies when young Single Taxers say
that the value created by the community belongs to the
community. Before this there is no justice. Is not this
a truth around which all economic justice revolves?

Religious, artistic or cultural, political,—all social tangles
will unfold themselves when each man is given an equal
opportunity with all other men to make a living, and not
only that, to do with what he produces as he sees fit.
This is the first justice, and before it comes nothing.

This is what young Single Taxers want. This is that
for which they work and talk. To declare this truth which
has been discovered to them is the most vital thing in the
lives of all us youngsters; it is the purpose of the Chicago
Single Taxer, the little journal which we hope some day
will be something to be proud of. And we will retain
this truth as a working principle until something more
basic, more just crosses our path.

A MONG the papers found after the recent death of
Chas. F. Dole is an open letter from him to a certain
Reform Society in which he says:

I wish it were possible for your group to plant your-
selves definitely on the undertaking to unloose the burden-
some injustice of our old system of land tenure. Here is
a real and obvious and very great injury, on top of which
much so-called “privilege’” is maintained. Thousands
of people who cannot see their way to be Socialists can
be easily made to see that the natural wealth in the land
is sacial, by no scheme of legal fiction individual wealth.
Let us begin at once to set right an egregious wrong. We
ought to be able to appeal to every right-minded citizen
to help us. We need a fearless note of human right.

INTERVIEWED on his return from abroad Archbishop

Wright, referring to his visit to the Holy Land, said:—
“Under Turkish rule there was a tax on fruit trees, and a
great number of owners cut down their trees rather than
pay the tax. ' Now the trees are being planted again in

.many directions.”’

MR. W. AGER, writing to the Goulburn Penny Post,
June 2, 1928, says: “‘realizing the great wealth that
will.accrue by getting possession of the free-hold of blocks
of land in the growing city of Canberra, the speculative
elements are out to grab those lands from the people of
the Commonwealth, and silently rake in the unearned
increment.'—Standard, Sydney, Australia.

Extracts from Letters and Telegrams
to the Henry George Congress

James F. Morron, Paterson, N. J.—Am almost eating my heart
out with the intense longing to be with you. The Henry George
Foundation is still in the early days of its great work. My earnest
wishes are with you for complete harmony in council and for a great
and well-attended Congress which will mark a genuine epoch in the
progress of the greatest and noblest movement on earth.

Joun J. Mureny, New York City.—Deeply regret inability to attend
the Congress to which 1 wish full success.

J. W. Granam Prack, London, England.—Upon all us Georgests
rests a grave responsibility, It is given us to point the road to human
emancipation. Emblazon on your banner the one word Freedom,
Let us show that we are free men in mind and unfettered by the past.
Let not mistaken loyalty to old methods prevent us from presenting
the truth that Henry George made so clear in all its glorious fullness.

PouLtNEY BiceLow, Malden-on-Hudson, N. Y.—Blessed be the
name of Henry George, for he labored to emancipate humanity. He
has joined the noble company of martyrs. This is a message from
one who knew and loved Henry George from the first time I met him
in New York near half a century ago.

E. ]. Craicie, Adelaide, Australia.—Our Henry George Commora-
tion will be held on September 11th, and we have arranged an attractive
programme. We usually have from three hundred to four hundred
present. We read with interest of the work you are doing in America.

WaRREN WoORTH BAILEY, Johnstown, Pa—May I not hope that
you will excuse me to the good company who will gather in the city
where as president of the Single Tax Club I feel I did something for
the advancement of the cause. May the Congress stimulate interest
in what I feel is the greatest cause of the centuries.

Normax Tromas, New York City.—Am increasingly persuaded
that appropriation of the rental value of land by taxation is the solu-
tion of the land problem and an important part of our Socialist pro-
gramme. This truth I am giving in writing and speeches. Good
wishes to the Conference.

F. F. InGraM, Detroit, Michigan.—I would enjoy meeting those
who have stood the storm and made sacrifices for truth in the cause
that is deemed dangerous by those who sit in places of power and in-
fluence.

CuarLES H. INGERSOLL, East Orange, N. J.—The Foundation has
injected new life into the movement and I hope it will continue to have
active support.

Jonn FiLMER, Brooklyn, N. Y.—I shall not be able to attend the
Conference, and as I am in my ninety-second year I can make no
promise to attend any future one. Success to the Congress.
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Epmunp Vance Cooke, Cleveland, Ohio.—Please picture me as
standing on the side lines shouting plaudits and encouragement to
you brave lads who are keeping the good game going. [ trust that
your television is working and you may see what a good little cheer
leader I am. At some (uture time when some of the Star Players are
a little bit overworked maybe I can be a little scrub substitute for one
of them.

Grorce L. Ruspy, Towaco, N. J.—Wish you a successful meeting
and am sorry I cannot be with you.

BarNeY HaucHEY, Denver, Colo.—Sorry my health will not permit
me to attend. Would be glad to meet the splendid workers who will
gather.

CHRISTINE Ross Barkir, Toronto, Canada,—Thank you for the
invitation to speak. Another time, another place, maybe.

P. H. CarLanan, Louisville, Ky.—Most of my family have gone
to Europe and some of my business partners are away, which will in-
terfere with my leaving the city.

Borton Sumite, Memphis, Tenn.—Sorry I cannot be present. I
have no special suggestion to make except that serious consideration
might be given to the English situation. England because she has
suffered and has a problem of unemployment is ready to listen.,

WiLLian A. BLAck, San Antonio, Texas.—Qur best work in Texas
has been done through the press. [ have advised you in former letters
to send out a weekly letter of some three Liundred words to the 90 odd
weekly papers of the state.

ATTENDANCE AT THE HENRY GEORGE CONGRESS

The attendance at the Chicago Congress was very gratifying. We
do not print the full registration in this issue but shall wait for the next
to give the names and addresses of those in attendance. [t is not
unlikely that despite the very efficient labors of John Lawrence Mon-
roe and Miss Marien Tideman in securing the names of those present,
a few were omitted. This is inevitable where visitors are going and
coming.

But it is gratifying to report that the registration as seccured numbered
delegates from 19 states and totals 213. Besides, Alaska, Germany,
England and Canada were represented. Our congratulations!

CORRESPONDENCE
PROF. BROWN REPLIES TO MR. GEORGE WHITE

EDITOR LLAND AND FREEDOM:

I am indeed sorry that Mr. George White thinks so poorly of my
article. It is difficult to say everything desired, in so short a space.
And I am probably at fault in not qualifying my statements as I have
done elsewhere.

In saying that a reasonable interest on the value of improvements
must be allowed for before we know what is the economic rent, I really
did not intend to imply such ideas as (for example) that the valuc of
a hot-house built on a North Dakota wheat farm, {or the purpose of
raising bananas there, should be reckoned at what the hot-house cost
to build. Nor when I referred to taxation which would tax only their
economic rent, “‘if and when they received any,’’ did I mean to imply
that the potential rent of a farm held by a lazy or incompetent owner
who receives no actual rent, should fail to be taxed. If Mr, White
cares to consult recent articles of mine in the Journal of Political
Economy and a forthcoming article in the Journal of Land and
Public Utility Economics, which just failed to get in the August
number, along with various relevant passages in my books, he will
find that I have argued favorably for the taxation of potential rent.

Again, let me say that [ was not attempting to justify any particular
assessment procedure on the part of assessors. It may be that “the

market value of the privilege " is what assessors should look to. Asses-
sors would be guided directly, then, by the bidding of the market.
But the bidders themselves are necessarily guided as suggested in
my article. For how could a person who proposed to take a long lease
of an unimproved farm or lot, with the purpose of himself improving
it, determine the rent he could afford to offer except by estimating
what it would yield him when he had improved it and then allowing
(i.e., subtracting) a reasomable return on the improvements and for
his labor (of direction and otherwise)? The annual value of a piece
of land is not the same through all succesive years. The “market
value of the privilege” of holding and using agricultural land is less
in a decade of agricultural depression. Thus land rent taxation
“tempers the wind to the shorn lamb.” This was in my mind when
I used the expression “if and when they received any.”

My article was first written with the desire of helping make clear
the general idea of a tax on economntic rent to those farmers (many of
them in my own state) who think it means taking all they can make
from their farms. It is difficult for me—I1 am sure there are others
who could do better—to be briel and clear in presenting a problem
and yet present it in all its complexity. The article was offered for
printing not with the notion of instructing competent students of the
Single Tax but with the feeling that any later use of it (such as an
active friend of the cause, who had seen it, contemplated) might be
more effective in case it had been published. But I am quite ready
to harbor a doubt as to its worth.

I have at various times seen estimates by Single Taxers aimed to
prove that there is enough land value to bear the entire tax burden,
which counted the farm value minus buildings, with no allowance for
fertility. Yet I know that many Single Taxers are quite aware of the
need for a distinction and I certainly did not mean to exploit the idea
as an original one. Tam sorry if I appeared, to Mr. White, to be seek-
ing credit due to others.

As Mr. White presumably knows, a common objection to the Single
Tax, among professional economists, has been that under it some com-
munities could not, even though taking 1009, of economic rent, meet
the expenditures necessary to support the most important public
functions. It was not my intention to argue that all taxes should be
collected and spent by the Federal government or by the state govern-
ments and none by towns and cities, nor have I any expectation of the
Federal constitution being amended in the near future to permit the
first arrangement, even assuming it to be desirable. Perhaps Mr.
White will insist that my [ailure to be more specific in my brief article
means that [ am committed to the idea of using the rents of American
cities for the equal benefit of Americans and Hindoos! He might
point out that when I said “used for the benefit of all” he was entitled
thus to interpret mel I do believe that a considerable part of our
public expenditures should be managed by the state governments.
Of course, if one insists on the view that no matter how towns and cities
are divided for purposes of political administration, no such division
can ever fail to contain land of sufficient rental yield to provide for
all public needs, the solution I favor will scem unnecessary and, per-
haps, foolish.

Let me again express regret at having failed to make entirely clear
what was in my mind. But in doing so perhaps I may be permitted
to say, by way of a slight palliation of my offense, that perhaps all
the pages of LAND AND FREEDOM, in place of the less than two which
I used, would hardly have sufficed to make clear my meaning and fore-
stall unfriendly criticism and ministerpretation. Then not the or-
dinary farmer but only careful students of the details of the subject
would have the patience to read the article at all.

So, in conclusion, I can only ask the charity of your readers in not
assuming my views to be altogether unresaonable and ridiculous ones
unless the words and the context preclude any other interpretation.
I fear Mr. White thinks they do.

Columbja, Mo. —HARRY GuxNI1sON Brows.



