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THE lover of freedom fleeing from tyranny may make
his flight through the door of socialism, because it
seems to offer escape. But the constructive statesman,
conferring face to face with freedom, will cast no longing
eye that way. A free people will not—if they know and
love freedom—consent to blind themselves with even
silken shackles. Men do love freedom—blunderingly,
it is true and not with the clearest vision. Let it be
shown to them and they will rally to her. Let her voice
be clearly heard and the song of the socialistic siren will
charm in vain.

IF our readers will permit a further digression in this

somewhat rambling discussion, it should be said that
political economy as taught has missed no absurdity
tending to confuse the essential truths. A glance at the
history of the so-called Wage Fund Theory may be of
interest. The theory held that wages depend on the
relative amount of capital set aside for payment of wages
and that wages are high as the amount is high or the
numbers to draw upon it are small. For a refutation
of this theory our readers are referred to ‘‘Progress and
Poverty.”

HE Wages Fund Theory is attributed to James Mill,

father of John Stuart Mill. The son embraced
the theory but later abandoned it and exposed its fallacy.
The most elaborate attack upon it was made by Francis
Walker. Following John Stuart Mill's capitulation the
theory ceased to influence economic thought. But never-
theless the notion that is inherent in the Wages Fund
Theory pops up in different forms in current teaching.

HIS (Jefferson’s) legacy is not his solution of the
political problem, but his realization that the prob-
lem must be solved anew in each succeeding era. OQur
heritage is his faith that an informed and intelligent
people can and will work out their own salvation.—
The Jefferson Tradition in American Democracy,
CHARLES M. WILTSE.

N unexpected nooks and crannies one comes across a

witness to one or another of our beliefs:

In the annual report of one of the finest libraries in
the country, in describing one of the accessions to the
collection the librarian writes of “An Association” entered
into to raise money for the purchase of lands in the North
Western-Territory; the work printed in 1786. Of this
plan it says, “One of its distinctions was that it was not
an organization for the exploitation of settlers by a group
of speculative investors, but a democratic association in
which the subscribers themselves, very largely, ‘were the
colonizers, and in which the benefits of the project were
reaped by those who bore the heat and burden of the
settlement.”

l

Puerto Rico, Sweet Land of
Liberty 1

BY WILL LISSNER

EMONSTRATION of the universal character
the land question, as it appears within a particula:
national economy, was one of Henry George's impo

the question whether the masses of mankind will be co
tent with poverty amidst actual and potential abunda

Distress was acute in Ireland in George's time 2
the situation was dramatized by the agitation of Parne
Davitt and the Land Leaguers. George analyzed
situation in “The Irish Land Question,” afterward p
lished as ‘“The Land Question.” He found the cause
the distress in the system of land tenure which prevail
there, the system of absolute private ownership of lar
and noted that “essentially the same land system
that of Ireland exists elsewhere, and, wherever it exis
distress of essentially the same kind is to be seen.”
concluded that everywhere the connection between
system of tenure and the social problem of pauperism
“that of cause and effect.”

This principle of George’s has resulted in many stud
of various types of economies by students of the s
sciences. These studies have particular value for
science of economics. Not even in the United Stat
where statistical research has made great advances
the past two decades, are data available for a compl
analysis of the economic effects of privilege. Thus t
student must turn from the monopolistic-imperial
economy to other types.

It is not true that the seemingly exact scientific meth
of laboratory analysis, experiment and proof, which
associated with the physical and biological sciences, cann
be approximated in the social sciences, and particulz
economics. One cannot experiment with the happi
and well-being of 135,000,000 persons, of course, in t
present delicate state of the economy.

But, as George pointed out, in the less advanced eco!
mies the relation between land and labor can be seen w
such distinctness that it s seen ‘‘by those who can
in other places perceive them.” This is possible,
continues, because of certain special conditions pec
to the particular economy. Definition of these s
conditions is of no concern here; they are not aly
identical, from one country to another, and probal
need not be.

These studies have been limited in the light they hs
thrown on the principle only by the limited characte
the data available. Fortunately, the growth of inte
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George’s work in recent years, and the passing of the
ntent of his emphasis upon land reform into the sys-
ems of leading economists—a process which is only in
s beginnings—have given a new direction to economic
nd social inquiries, making accessible much new infor-
ation bearing upon this principle.

A very valuable one has just appeared, a study of “The
ilemma of Puerto Rico,” by Earl P. Hanson, who
rved as a member of the executive board of the Puerto
ican Reconstruction Administration, an agency of the
nited States Government. Mr. Hanson was on loan
it from President Roosevelt's National Resources
ommittee, of which he was planning consultant.

I

Poverty is a bitterly abject thing in Puerto Rico, ac-
rding to Mr. Hanson's study. “On the outskirts of
ry town are found the same dismal slums, thousands of
iserable huts mushrooming out of land that is often
arshy and infected,” he writes. ‘‘All parts of the island,
d particularly the coastal plains, are dotted with ‘houses’
ilt of hurricane debris, old gasoline tins and old rags,
ten on squatters’ land, where there is no chance to
ow food.” On the roads and in the streets large groups
jobless ‘‘jibaros,” poor peasants, dejectedly mill back
d forth in the hopeless search for work. ‘It is a com-
on sight,"” he declares, ‘“to see them (the permanently
nemployed) scavenging in garbage pails in the cities
d begging their food from garbage trucks."”
Unemployment in this agricultural economy is as
idespread as it was in the United States in 1932. The
ederal Emergency Relief Administration estimated that
there are in Puerto Rico not less than 150,000 heads of
milies permanently unemployed,” which is about one-
ird the working population. The Brookings Institu-
on inquiry in 1929 showed that in the city of Ponce
7 per cent of the men investigated were unemployed
ther totally or periodically. For jobs of the white-
llar class, 41,745 persons applied to the Puerto Rican
econstruction Administration in September, 1936.
bout 100,000 men, or about one-fourth of the working
ulation, are employed only during the harvest and
inding season from January to July in the sugar indus-
and are idle afterward.

Wages in this section, seat of one of the most important
gar industries in the world, are incredibly low. The
dustry, in spite of large earnings, paid its workers wages
ataveraged about 12 cents a day per worker and depend-
t in 1929, and the average has not changed since. The
verage annual wage of a seasonal worker is about $150,
n which he has to support a family of about five de-
endents.

Real wages are lower than even the nominal wage
ould indicate. Food and practically all the necessities

of life must be imported, in the highly expensive tariff
protected American market. The employed workers
are forced to buy from company stores, an additional
monopoly which exacts its price.

About 94 per cent of the average worker's income
is spent for inadequate food. On the inadequacy of the
food, L. M. Ramos reported in a study for the Depart-

‘'ment of Education, San Juan: “One of the most dis-

turbing aspects of the family budgets of the island is the
dominance of imported dry food, especially polished
rice. The bad hygienic results of the diet so lacking in
vitamins need no comment . .. Monotonous and de-
bilitating diet is used by a large proportion of the people.”

The effects of the diet are seen clearly in the health of
the workers. Nearly 90 per cent of the rural population
and about 40 per cent of the urban inhabitants have
hookworm in their intestines, according to Dr. Walter
C. Earle of the Rockefeller Foundation, reporting to the
American Journal of Tropical Medicine. The death
rate from gastro-intestinal diseases is about 360 per
100,000, against 25 in the United States, 40 in Alabama.
Tuberculosis, despite the sunniness and healthiness of
the climate, accounts annually for 325 deaths per 100,000
population, the highest for any civilized country for which
statistics are available, against 60 in the United States,
90 for Tennessee. This was reported by Dr. Costa
Mandry in the Puerto Rico Journal of Public Health
and Tropical Medicine. Malaria, according to the Insular
Department of Health, is responsible for 8 per cent of
the total deaths, 175 per 100,000, six times that of the
four most malaria-ridden southern states combined.

Virtually nothing remains of the worker's pitifully
small income for housing, clothing, medicine and similar
necessities. The Brookings Institution, after its investi-
gation in 1929, declared: ‘“The problem here is funda-
mentally economic and not sanitary.” The problem,
it continued, had its roots in poverty.

I1

The growth of population and its relation to the natural
resources of the island has special significance for the
Georgeist student. As in all countries where life is hard
for the common man, the population continued to grow
steadily and to enlarge the island's social problems. From
about 900,000 in 1897, it has grown to 1,723,534 in 1935,
according to the P. R, R. A. census.

The birth rate is fairly steady at about 40 per 1,000,
The death rate has been gradually decreasing since the
American occupation and is now about 18 per 1,000.
The natural increase is around 38,000 per year.

The overall density of population is about 510 per
square mile. This, as Mr. Hanson points out, is exceeded
only in such industrial countries as Belgium and the
Netherlands and in such agricultural countries as Java
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and some of the West Indian Islands. The social prob-
lem in Belgium and the Netherlands is nowhere so acute
that it can be compared with that of Puerto Rico. Java
is a classic example of what happens to a dense population
when social institutions and customs hem it in. The
density per square mile of cultivated land, 1,500, is about
the same in Java as it is in Puerto Rico. But Java must
yield to Puerto Rico as a classic example, according to
Mr. Hanson's calculations.

Java has a greater proportion of its land cultivated
by and for its inhabitants, including cultivation for direct
consumption and for exchange for commodities desired
for consumption. It has a greater diversification of crops.
Therefore, Mr. Hanson concludes, the effective density of
population in Puerto Rico is perhaps the greatest in the
world. For in calculating the population supported by the
land, one must include not only those who werk upon it,
but those who live off it, the owners present in Puerto
Rico and the owners absent in the United States.

Rice, beans and peas, the principal foods imported from
the United States, all are grown in Puerto Rico. But
the per capita acreage devoted to them has declined steadily
from 1897 to 1935. Meanwhile the acreage devoted to
the export crops has almost doubled. Specialization in
cash export crops would result in an even higher standard
of living for Puerto Ricans under a free economy; under
monopoly capitalism they are robbed of that as well as
of an average primitive subsistence.

I11

The social problem outlined above is explained by the
changes in land use and tenure, reliable figures for which
are now available in a 1936 report by Rafael Pic6 to the
Puerto Rican Reconstruction Administration.

The total amount of land under cultivation has prac-
tically doubled since 1899, together with the population.
In 1899, the total of cultivated land was 477,987 acres;
in 1909 it was 542,675 acres and in 1929 it was 756,642.
The increase in cultivated land between 1909 and 1929
was 213,967 acres. From the close of the Spanish-Ameri-
can War to the beginning of the world depression there
was little change in the amount of land under cultiva-
tion per capita. In 1899 this was 0.50 of an acre; in
1909 0.49 and in 1929 again 0.49 of an acre.

But between 1920 and 1930 there were highly significant
changes in the distribution of the land in farms. To
make these changes clear, the figures are given first,
then the significance is drawn.

Land in farms of 500 acres and over, including culti-
vated and uncultivated land, increased from 662,970
acres to 867,490 acres, a gain of 202,520 acres.

It will be noted that the increase in land in farms of
500 acres and over is almost exactly the same amount as
the increase in the total amount of land under culti-

1
vation. This increase took place, Mr. Hanson points

out, “in spite of the fact that these farms are largely
illegal under Puerto Rico’s Organic Act.”

But during the same period the total number of fz
of 500 acres and over decreased from 539 In 1910 to 36
in 1930, a drop of 172.

The fact that the total number of farms of 500 acre
and over decreased by almost one-third, while at
same time the land area in them increased by 33 per cen
shows the greater concentration of land ownership i
those farms, among the farms of 500 acres and over
which had the larger area.

In the same period, the land in farms operated by thei
owners, including cultivated and uncultivated land, fe
from 1,457,345 acres in 1910 to 1,166,976 acres in 193(
a decrease of 290,369 acres. But the land operated b
managers increased from 401,749 acres in 1910 to 676,76
acres in 1930, an increase of 275,023 acres.

As Mr. Hanson points out, these items are highly sig
nificant from a social point of view. They show ‘‘tha
while the large estates increased, the acreage of la
operated by owners decreased by some 300,000 a
the land operated by managers increasing by almo
the same amount.” The figures give a clear pictu
of the process by which the Puerto Ricans were expre
priated from their land.

When the data on land use is examined, the natu
of this process is disclosed. Land in sugar cane rose fro
72,146 acres in 1899 to 145,433 acres in 1909 and
277,758 acres in 1929, an increase from 1909 to 1929 g
02,325 acres. Land in coffee fell from 197,031 acres i
1899 to 186,875 acres in 1909, but then rose to 193,56
a gain from 1909 to 1929 of 6,686 acres. Land in tobace
increased from 5,963 acres in 1899 to 22,142 acres in 19(
and then jumped to 52,947 acres in 1929, an increa
from 1909 to 1929 of 30,805 acres. The export fi
industry is so comparatively new to Puerto Rico that
land in fruits did not warrant separate reporting in tk
1910 census, but in 1930 it amounted to 8,366 acres.

The total land in the four main export crops rose fro;
275,140 acres in 1899 to 354,450 acres in 1910, and
increased to 492,638 acres, a rise of 138,182 acres.
the same time, the land in food crops fell from 0.22 acre
per capita in 1899 to 0.16 acres per capita in 1930, a fa
from 1899 to 1930 of 0.06 acres per capita.

Mr. Hanson's explanation is worth quoting verbati
He says:

“In most cases, managers in Puerto Rico mean absen
ownership. The absentee owners who have come
dominate the island’s economy since the American occup
tion are interested entirely in cash-export crops.

“The increase of some 140,000 acres planted to the
crops, and particularly the increase of almost 100,0f
acres planted to sugar, indicates that while the extensi
of land under cultivation kept pace with the growth ¢
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population, this extension was made largely by and for
absentee owners, bringing comparatively few benefits
to the island’s population.

“Most of the concentration of land in large estates has
taken place on the coastal plains, on lands devoted to
ugar. This land, consisting to a large part of alluvial
oils, is the most valuable land on the island.”

!

v

Mr. Picé's data gives an interesting picture of how
e American corporate landowner squeezed the Puerto
ican land user from possession of the soil of his native
sland. Mr. Hanson has calculated from the United
tates Census of 1930 how farms now range in size, giving
clear picture of the present concentration of land owner-
hip.

There are 37,587 farms of 19 acres and less, which are
1 per cent of the total number of farms. The total
creage of these farms is 278,935, or 14.1 per cent of the
otal acres in farms. Farms of 20 to 49 acres numbered
,835, 16.7 per cent of the total number. The total
creage of these is 264,712, or 13.4 per cent of the total
cres in farms. There are 3,351 farms from 50 to 99
res, 6.3 per cent of the total number. Their acreage
s 226,464, or 11.4 per cent of the total.

Farms from 100 to 499 acres numbered 2,825, or 5.3
per cent of the total number. Their total acreage is
341,873, or 27.4 per cent of the total land in farms. Farms
of 500 acres and over numbered only 367, or 0.7 per cent
of the total number. But the total acreage in these farms
is 867,490, or 33.7 per cent of the entire area of land in
arms.

These figures show that more than one-third of the
land in farms is in those of 500 acres and over, which
comprise less than 1 per cent of the number of farms.
t the same time, the family-size farms, the small farms
of less than 20 acres, which make up 71.0 per cent of the
total number of farms, include only 14.1 per cent of the
land.

Mr. Hanson contrasts the present situation with that
which obtained before the blessings of American occupa-
ion were visited upon the island.

“According to the census of 1899, he points out, ‘“‘more
than three-quarters of the total area of Puerto Rico
(2,743 square miles) was then included in farms. The
average of cultivated land to each farm was 12 acres, and
the proportion of farm owners to the whole number of
farms was 93 per cent, contrasted with but 28 per cent
for Cuba.

““The military authorities who took the census and wrote
a detailed discussion of it were almost prophetic of the
civil disturbances tearing Puerto Rico today, when they
said: ‘This general ownership of farms, however brought
about, has unquestionably had a great influence in pro-

ducing the contented condition of the people of this island
as contrasted with the restlessness of the Cubans.” "
With the decline in land available for use for food
crops, Puerto Rico today imports over 60 per cent of the
food she consumes. Mr. Hanson points out that if this
meant that the Puerto Ricans were exchanging their
export crops which can be produced so efficiently on the

_island for food crops which can be grown more efficiently

elsewhere, they would have a high standard of living in
spite of the population density, and perhaps, in part,
because of it.

But that this is not being done is illustrated by the
position of the sugar industry. This industry, which
replaced coffee as the backbone of the Puerto Rican econ-
omy, accounts for 64 per cent of the island’s exports and
employs about one-fourth of the working population.
Purchasing power, under the stimulus of its growth,
rose from $20 per capita in 1899 to about $70 in-193S,
as measured by imports into Puerto Rico.

But about two-thirds of the securities of the sugar
corporations are held outside the island. Of 41 mills
operating in Puerto Rico, 11 are controlled by four large
absentee corporations, and these 11 produced nearly
half of the total sugar production of 1936. Estéban A.
Bird calculated in a special report to the P. R. R. A.
that between 1920 and 1935, three of the large sugar
companies alone paid dividends and accumulated a sur-
plus amounting to $80,000,000.

These are not the least of the charges in the indictment
of the sugar land monopoly of Puerto Rico. The Brook-
ings Institution investigators found that the lands on which
the sugar industry pays taxes are on the whole under-
assessed by perhaps 25 per cent, while most other lands
are over-assessed to meet the needs of a financially em-
barrassed government.

In addition, Mr. Hanson points out that much of the
sugar industry was created under the American tariff and
is artificially maintained. ‘‘How large a proportion of
the industry could survive and compete with such areas
as Cuba in the world market,”” he adds, “is open to ques-
tion.” Also, as a result of the chaotic conditions created
by the dominance of this monopolistic industry, other
Puerto Rican crops suffer an almost complete lack of credit
and distribution facilities, resulting in high efficiency
and waste.

How the economic and monopoly rent of Puerto Rico
is exported to the absentee owners is shown by Mr. Han-
son in a study of the balance of payments.

“It (the balance) has been against Puerto Rico only five
years out of the last thirty-five. But this apparently
excellent balance of trade, showing an average (annual)
gain of some $10,000,000 in favor of the island is purely
fictitious.

““The exports of cash, in the form of dividend payments,
interest payments (on bonds), real estate rentals ana
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freight charges, and the like, so far exceed the paper
balance that the net balance is somewhere around $10,000,-
000 against rather than for the island.”

A%

Mr. Hanson'’s study is published by Science and Society:
A Marxian Quarterly (in the Summer, 1937, issue). If
it were not for the fact that his approach to the question
of land ownership is Georgeist rather than Marxist, one
would be led, by the fact that some of his proposals on
the tariff questions involved are distinctly not Georgeist
and by the conclusions which he draws from his data, to
suspect that he chose his medium of publication out of
sympathy rather than expediency.

He considers the efforts being made by the Federal
government to reduce absentee ownership by purchase
and to resettle Puerto Ricans on land of their own as
“praiseworthy.” He himself sees, however, that ‘‘the
difficulties imposed by federal restrictions and local con-
ditions are almost overwhelming.” Even if the pro-
gramme for the next two years is fulfilled, the P. R. R. A.
will have resettled only about 15,000 families.

‘““At the general average of about 5 per family, this will
be about half of the natural increase in population since
the P. R. R. A. was first organized," he points out, “‘show-
ing that the P. R. R. A. as a reconstruction ‘agency has so
far been unable to work fast enough to keep pace with
the natural population growth.”

Moreover, he notes that “in the last few years the
federal government has expended or allotted between
$60,000,000 and $80,000,000 for relief and reconstruction
alone, in an apparently futile effort to hold Puerto Rico
together”” and makes the sage comment, although he does
not seem to realize just why this is, that ‘‘the island has
been compared with a cow that is fed by the American
tax-payers and milked by a few large absentee corpora-
tions.”

Mr. Hanson’s conclusion is that the proper kind of
independence is the indicated solution for ‘“‘the dilemma
of Puerto Rico.” This explains the variety of ideological
debts which enable him to make a Georgeist approach
to an economic situation in a Marxist magazine and yet
draw the most conservative conclusions. He must be
a New Dealer by conviction as well as connection: one
speech forward, two steps backward, as a wit once defined
that social philosophy.

“What kind (of independence) is eventually achieved,
and how it is achieved, depends on the organized deter-
mination of the Puerto Rican people to liberate them-
selves from their present dilemma, and on the extent to
which they succeed in breaking through to the conscious-
ness of the American people in their pleas for independence
and for their own right to help themselves out of an in-
tolerable social-economic mess."’

l
This conclusion of Mr. Hanson’s is totally inadequate.
The editors of the Marxian quarterly should have realized
it, not so much as Marxists, for not even in Soviet Russia,
in spite of the best of intentions, has there been rational
settlement of the land question, but at least as students
of economics alert enough to recognize the importance

of the Puerto Rican data.

With the desire of the Puerto Ricans to free themselves
from American imperialism, all lovers of freedom must
sympathize. Their right to help themselves is undeni-
able. But no form of independence will solve their prob-
lem until they come to grips with the system of land ten-
ure prevailing on the island.

The data presented above shows clearly that unemploy-
ment exists on the island because Puerto Rican labor i
denied access to the land. Mr. Hanson admits that it
shows clearly that even if a primitive economy were sub-
stituted for the present one, the standard of living would
be raised to a fairly comfortable level so long as the land
of Puerto Rico were open to the people of Puerto Rico.

It would be a reactionary step to revert to a primitive
economy however, and neither Mr. Hanson nor the present
writer would advocate this. It would be a needless step.
For the drain on the Puerto Rican economy which pay-
ment of economic and monopoly rent to private land
owners represents, shown so clearly by Mr. Hanson in
his analysis of the export of capital claims against the
wealth produced in Puerto Rico, could be dammed at once
by means of the social land value tax.

This would enable the Puerto Ricans to continue con=
centration upon cash export crops, while at the
time opening up less valuable land to diversified fi
crops. It would enable them to abolish their system of
taxation, which Mr. Hanson shows to be inequitable
and thereby release labor and industry from government
exactions which burden production.

Next, they would need to campaign for independence.
Not mere political independence, but independence al
from the exploitative tariff system of Imperial America
which robs them, as Mr. Hanson shows, through th
exhorbitant prices they must pay for the foodstuffs an
other commodities which it is advantageous for them
import. This would also free them from the dominan
of the sugar industry if,—after the abolition of tax bur
dens and the more efficient use of land which the socializa
tion of rent would tend to produce—that industry
still found to be largely parasitical. All these measure
would tend to make capital available for all the island"
industries as well as new industries, and not only for th
sugar industry.

The Puerto Ricans could go on from there. If th
did, Puerto Rico might one day be an American Utopi
At least it would have a higher standard of living tha
would prevail in the monopolist mother country, tech
nological advance or no technological advance. Mr. Han
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n, in his frank and honest analysis of the measures to
hich he gave his own expert service, proves that if the
uerto Ricans do not go on fo there, their condition will
main hopeless.

The situation of Puerto Rico today is almost identical
ith that of Ireland in the '80’s. What Henry George
Id the leaders of the Irish land reform movement needs
be told Mr. Hanson and all friends of the Puerto Ricans,
s well as the leaders of the independence movement.
t makes no difference whether the absentee owners live
ound the corner or across the ocean. So long as there
e absentee owners, so long will the emancipation of the
uerto Rican people be blocked.

When equal rights to the land are acknowledged, when
e land is freed for efficient exploitation by the user,
hen taxes, tariffs and all monopoly exactions which
urden and strangle production are abolished, only then
ill the economic dilemma of Puerto Rico be solved.
When all special privilege is abolished by the sociali-
ation of rent, beginning with the greatest and most
rnicious privilege, absolute private ownership of land,
hen natural opportunities and forces are freed to the
roducer by the application of the revenue from the
ocialization of rent to the maintenance of enlarged social
rvices, then, and then only will Puerto Rico be able
become a true republic:

““Not a republic of landlords and peasants; not a re-
ublic of millionaires and tramps; not a republic in which
me are masters and some serve. But a republic of
qual citizens, where competition becomes cooperation,
nd the interdependence of all gives true independence
each; where moral progress goes hand in hand with
tellectual progress, and material progress elevates and
nfranchises even the poorest and weakest and lowliest.”’
And:this can only be done when the Puerto Rican people
e made to realize this, as thousands are being made to
alize it in the United States through the social move-
ent Henry George founded, and when they demand it.
t still remains true that the enemy of the Puerto Rican
eople is not the American imperialist who is a parasite
pon them, but their own ignorance of how their economy
s working and how its evils can be abolished.

ORTY years of hard work on economics has pretty
well removed all the ideas I ever had about it.
e whole science is a wreck. For our social problems
ere is about as much light from the older economics
from a glow-worm. Only one or two things seem to
clear. Cast-Iron Communism is nothing but a pen-
tentiary.—STEPHEN LEACOCK.

FTER all, no one does implicitly believe in land-
lordism. The world is God’s bequest to mankind.
I men are joint heirs to it.—HERBERT SPENCER.

The Shortest ,
Short-cut of Them All

URING the six months ending September 30 of this
year the School has sold 3,510 copies of Henry
George’s books. We are unable to break down this figure

into the various titles, but we know that about 95 per

cent of our purchases from the Robert Schalkenbach
Foundation, the publishers of these books, are for ‘‘Progress
and Poverty.”

These copies of -*‘Progress and Poverty'’ are bought by
students, either those taking the course in fundamental
economics in our classes or those who are studying in our
Correspondence Course. Each book is sold for the pub-
lished price of one dollar.

Figures for the sale of books to book stores and librar-
ies are not at this moment available. But it is reasonable
to presume that the advertising given to the book by
class leaders and extension secretaries, to say nothing of
the thousands of pieces of mail matter being sent out by
the School, must result in stimulating this distribution.

These figures are not published vaingloriously, for the
School will not be satisfied until the distribution of ‘“‘Prog-
ress and Poverty” reaches a much higher annual figure.
We believe that by the end of the School year next sum-
mer the annual sale of copies of ‘‘Progress and Poverty”’
will reach a total of 10,000. We have higher hopes.

The School is not in the book selling business. Its
problem is to teach the philosophy of Henry George.
But since its textbook is ‘“Progress and Poverty,” the
sale of this book is something of an indication of how
fast the school method is developing. It must be remem-
bered that not every student buys the book. It is ad-
vertised in all of our literature and in all of our classes
that the textbook can be obtained at local libraries. And
every class contains couples who come together and buy
one book for the use of both.

It has been suggested that the School method is too
slow. That we should have an abridgement of ‘‘Progress
and Poverty,” or some other textbook which can be
grasped much more easily than this classic. Whatever
textbook we use will have to be sold. The effort to induce
people to read such a textbook will not be any less than
the effort expended in inducing people to study ‘“‘Progress
and Poverty.” Therefore, it does not seem logical to
substitute for ‘“Progress and Poverty' some other book
which may be or may not be satisfactory, when it is reali-
ized that there will be no saving in the cost or effort of
inducing people to investigate the subject matter. The

- only reason for substituting another book for ‘“Progress

and Poverty” as the textbook would be that this other
book is better, that is, more convincing, clearer, more in-
teresting. That however will be decided when and if
the book is written and published. Until a better book



