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each one works for it from the heart. And some men
emphasize certain phases of the Single Tax. Henry
George’s proposition not only says we must take the full
value of the land but that we must publicly own those
natural opportunities which are in their nature monopolies.
So our humorist and idealist, Carl D. Thompson, bends
his invaluable efforts to the power and public utility
question. Charles O'Connor Hennessy uses his great
diplomatic and political capacities to further the cause of
Henry George as an international movement. Otto Cull-
man and Emil Jorgenson concentrate their efforts on one
of the most insidious opponents of the Henry George doc-
trine.

Regardless of why we want Single Tax, we all work for
it heart, soul, and body, Sometimes when I think of all
the good times I am having working with Single Taxers,
those of my own age, and those older, I find it hard to
call it really work. But whether we call it work or play,
however, it is certain that we follow after our own think-
ing and our own desires. We do the work that we enjoy
the most and which we believe we can do most effectively
for the common cause.

There are now arising a new group of Single Taxers
in a field of work I have not yet mentioned. That field is the
field of education. During this conference there have been
two speeches by professors who represent the new in-
telligent, enlightened, progressive educator, economist
and philosopher of the American university: Harry Gun-
nison Brown and Frederick W. Roman. In regard to
Prof. Roman’s speech at the banquet last night I am very
happy to say that the views he expressed there are current
among many of the progressive students and professors
at the University of Chicago.

I took out of the University library a few weeks ago,
the old gilt edge, beautifully printed Doubleday, Page
edition of Henry George's complete works. In the library
cards were written the names of some of the finest students
of the school as well as the name of P. L. Douglas, pro-
fessor of economics at the University. I had heard from
a friend that Prof. Douglas had devoted a week or more
in his economics course to the study of Henry George and
the Single Tax. This friend incidentally is a fine young
fellow of about my age, a Chinese boy who was entirely
familiar with and in sympathy with Henry George and
the Single Tax from his knowledge of the work of Sun
Yet Sen.

My Chinese friend and I became acquainted in a course
in philosophy ‘“Currents of Thought in the Nineteenth
Century.” In this course we studied the Idealists—a
name given to that group of philosophers who are so taken
up with the intellectual possibilities of the human race
that they forget the physical necessities of the human
body. They forget that before the intellectual and cult-
ural desires of the human being can be satisfied that his
physical desires must first be satisfied. There are still
a great many philosophy professors who do not realize

this, but it is getting now so that the students—that
is the ones who have not taken too much of the
philosophy course hook, line, and sinker—are demanding
the presentation of a philosophy that takes into account
the physical desires of the human race as well as the
intellectual and cultural. They are demanding a philos-
ophy that gives to them confidence in the best that is
in them. They are demanding a philosophy that gives
them a self respect and that rids them of imaginary in-
feriority complexes. In short, they are demanding Henry
George. The enlightened professor will come to know
that there is such a demand and that this demand is to
assume tremendous proportions at almost any moment.
They had better have their courses in Henry George laid
out and ready for presentation. Dr. Roman was right
last night when he said: “There are two powerful streams
of thought marching on together to a common point—
the educational thought of John Dewey and the economic
thought of Henry George.”

The Congress has led us to see that the Henry George
educational work is going forward through publications,
distribution of literature, and practical enclavial demon-
strations. It has introduced us to men who are rising
in the leadership of education, religion, and politics. It
has demonstrated that the Henry George Foundation is
stimulating and encouraging in cooperating with all
activities working for the common cause. And greatest
of all, the Congress has added confidence to our belief
that in our own life time we shall see the acceptance of the
Henry George doctrines as a basis of a higher and nobler
civilization.

Natural Law

ADDRESS OF HENRY H. HARDINGE, HENRY
GEORGE CONGRESS, SEPT. 11.

HE American people are doing their level best to

harmonize two things, that in the nature of things
are wholly irreconcilable. A perfectly modern system
of production and an ancient system of distribution,

The one is typical of the present and the future, the
other belongs to the past. The one is characteristic of
the democratic state, the other is the direct descendant
of monarchy and aristocracy. The one is honest and
square and the other is out of square, and the two things
cannot be harmonized; they are irreconcilably hostile.
The one is cast in the mold of equal rights, the other in
the mold of privilege, and we must abandon one or the
other., We cannot keep both.

The one is rapidly growing, evolving, changing; it is
scientific, productive, modern, wonderful and gigantic,
and its marvelous productiveness is the only thing that
keeps the whole structure from collapsing right now.

Under the hood of the modern automobile, can be found
one of the most remarkable contrivances that the resilient
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wit of man has ever developed to cater to both pleasure
and profit. It is the internal combustion engine. In
this device is involved every law of kinetics, every law of
electro-chemical metallurgy, geologic metallurgy and metal
working.

Every law of electricity is involved in the self starter
and battery, every law of physics is in it, every principle,
almost every force, and they arc all the product of nature.

There is a law of inertia that the self starter overcomes.
There is the law of momentum in the fly wheel. There
is the law of induction, compression, explosion, and ex-
haustion in the four cycle principle, and every law, every
force, and every bit of material in that wonderful device
are contributed by nature, not one single, solitary thing
under the hood is furnished by legislation or legislators.

What is true of the hydro-carbon engine, is true of all
engines, and devices for the rapid production of wealth.

The whole arena of modern production is fashioned
and based upon the same foundation; the laws, materials
and forces of nature, and upon nothing else.

Indeed! modern science in its endless ramifications is
based exactly upon the same thing, and a real scientist
is distinguished by the fact that he bases his conclusions,
his discoveries, and his whole life work upon exactly the
same enduring foundation.

Now, does it stand to reason that fecund and generous
nature, that has given us every law, cvery {orce, and every
bit of raw material, out of which we fashion the modern
industrial state, has suddenly become bankrupt on the
subject of distribution? Not only is it not reasonable.
IT IS NOT TRUE.

Our socialists and communist fricnds assume nature’s
bankruptcy in this matter; in fact you can run the whole
gamut from Tory to Communist and you will not find a
champion of liberty in the lot. The Tory, the paternalist,
the protectionist, the trade unionist, the syndicalist, the
socialist and the communist are drawn from the same
stock. They have a common ancestor, and that ancestor
is force, brute force.

It finds expression in the dictatorship of the proletariat,
“The Class Struggle,” “Collective Bargaining,' and the
Tory demands for armies, navies and policemen. Not
one of the lot has any broad guaged understanding of, or
confidence in the natural laws of freedom. It is the last
thing, not the first thing, that your one hundred per cent.
American thinks of, or believes in as a remedy for the
multitudinous evils that beset our industrial society, and
yet freedom is the only possible solution.

Every fungus-brained Tory in the world is against it.
Shaw, the Fabian, laughs at it. Mussolini, the socialist,
despises and flouts it. Every rattle-brained radical on
carth today, has neither conception of it nor faith in it,
because he lacks knowledge of it, and yet it is the only
way.

Until Wilbur and Orville Wright mastered the prin-
ciples of flying, they did not fly, because they could not.

>

That is why Langley's plane fell in the river. In flying
he was not a scientist, he had not mastered the first
principles. The Wright brothers had. That is why they
flew successfully; they were rcal scientists and they
proved it.

It is the same in political economy. Henry George was
a real scientist. He based his findings on the natural law
of rent—The Ricardian Law—that rent is the difference
between the least and the most valuable land in use with
the same amount of labor, and he demonstrated beyond
contest that rent being as it is the automatic reflector of
social benefits, it will also be the automatic absorber of
social benefits, and if left in private hands as now, the few
will get the benefits that ought to accrue to the many,
and that under the Single Tax, “rent”’ would be the auto-
matic distributor of social benefits, as it is now the absorber.

George proved that the benefits of invention, discovery
and general social advance, increase the value of land and
tend to decrease the value of everything else. He proved
that the logical result of invention should be to cheapen
goods, instead of raising rent.

He proved that rent is an exaction in private hands,
not a contribution, and that the reverse should be the
case, and he showed conclusively that the major values
and organization are today reflected in the value of land,
as distinguished from all other values, and that the only
rational way to socialize the modern mechanism of pro-
duction is to socialize the thing in which all modern methods
are reflected, that is the high capitalized value of land.

Every imaginable expedient, every artifice, every possible
device that selfish ingenuity can marshall will be resorted
to by the bencficiaries of privilege to avoid substantial
change in our system of distribution which automatically
levies private taxes in collossal amounts upon the indus-
trialists of this country. A system that charges about
half of everything produced for the mere privilege of pro-
ducing anything cannot be successfully defended.

A system where unemployment is chronic just as it is
under aristocracies as in England, and where producing
useful things and exchanging them is regarded as a privi-
lege to be paid for and not as a right to be taken and held
against all owners as it is in new countries that have not
yet passed into the possession of speculators and mon-
opolists. Civil government is now and always has been
the agent of privilege and the destroyer of equal rights
and it always will be as long as the present system of taxa-
tion obtains that levies its burdens upon labor-made values
instead of law-made wvalues. Heroic action must be
preceded by heroic thinking; the outstanding characteristic
of American life today is muddy thinking on all matters
economic and has been from the beginning.

Our chairs of Political Economy in the great universities
are for the most part filled with professional obscurantists
like Seligman and Ely, and their understudies are little
better than intellectual tightrope walkers, who are much
more expert at balancing than they are in expounding the
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laws that govern the distribution of wealth in the modern
state. Think of a system so devastating mentally and
morally, that can compel and that does compel thousands
of alleged teachers of the youth and maidens of this country,
whose real office is to tell our boys and girls the truth about
political economy who dare not do it, and who in order to
make a living, and very often a mean living at that, are
compelled to “‘crook the pregnant hinges of the knee that
thrift may follow fawning,” Can anything be more con-
temptible? This, too, in the face of demonstrable fact
that the laws of distribution are as natural, asrythmic, as
harmonious, as beautiful and as wonderful as the blending
colors of a sunset,

They are just as harmonious as the marvellous laws that
govern production and infinitely more useful because we
live in a world overstocked with goods on the one hand
and charity-mongers on the other, and both out of
balance, the one in economics and the other in mental
equipment.

Any system that will bring the purchasing power of
the worker up to par with the producing power will settle
this question and nothing else can. Toryism will not do
it; it is too stupid. Charity will not; it is too ignorant.
Trade Unionism will not; it is too circumscribed and too
self-centered.

Socialism and communism will not, not so much from
lack of will but from sheer lack of ability; favoritism and
colossal overhead charges alone prevent it to say nothing
of their ignorance of economic principles and inability to
distinguish between equality of opportunity and equality
of income, which are antipodal principles.

Only one practical suggestion has ever been made look-
ing to an intelligent and scientific solution of this problem
and that is the one made by Henry George in 1879.

Almost half a century ago Henry George wrote the one
outstanding classic that has been written upon the subject
of political economy. He did for this science what Copern-
nicus did for astronomy, and what Darwin did for biology.
Three great outstanding heroic contributions to the in-
tellectual and the material advance of the human race.

That book today rests upon the granite pedestal of
truth, face up, open for the thinking world to scan. There
it is, matchless in logic, beautiful in diction, perfect in
illustration, unchallenged and unchallengeable, unan-
swered and unanswerable, an everlasting monument to
the intellectual and moral integrity of the man who wrote
it, and there it will remain forever.

N our opinion, to Hon. Anthony J. Griffin, member of

the House of Represcntatives from New York City,
goes the credit of having made in April last the best speech
delivered in the House against the McNary-Haugen Bill.
Mr. Griffin is one of the outstanding free traders in Con-
gress and a friend of former register Edward Polak.

Forerunners of Henry George

ADDRESS OF TOASTMASTER A. P. CANNING,
BANQUET HENRY GEORGE CONGRESS
TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 11

I WONDER if the honor conferred on me as timekeeper
of this distinguished gathering is due to the fact that
I have had some training for the job.

When floods of after dinner oratory arc turned loose
on an unprotected audience, it is well to have on hand
one who has spent his most useful years in the plumbing
business. Plumbers not only know how to handle hot solder
and stop leaks, but also how to charge up the time con-
sumed in so doing. Objection was always made because
we charged not only for the time at work, but for the time
consumed going to and from the job. Tonight I warn
speakers (especially our home talent) that all time con-
sumed will be charged against them, from the moment
they are called, until they sit down again. All attempts
to cast ridicule on the chair with alleged jokes at the ex-
pense of Scotland and the Scots, will be charged at double
time rates.

I do not like to take advantage of my temporary power
to scold any member of the audience, except to protest
the action of the ungracious pastor of the Vine Street Con-
gregational Church of Cincinnati, who without provoca-
tion singled me out last night as one who would probably
oppose his aristocratic scheme of old age pensions, as a
remedy for the ills of democracy. Last night was not
the first time Dr, Bigelow took advantage of his office
to make jests at the expense of useful citizens, I recall
that once, in his attempts to keep his audience from going
to sleep, he began a lecture—he called it a sermon—on
the “Servant in the House,"” after this fashion: “The
aspiring and ambitious clergyman had a brother who was
no asset to him in his efforts to climb. This brother was
a ne’er-do-well, a drunkard. Worse than that, he was
an agnostic, worse than that, he was a plumber.” Evi-
dently poison ivy is the only vine which grows well around
the Vine Street Congregational Church of Cincinnati.

A brother Scot from Aberdeen on your committee, I
suspect, is responsible for the topic assigned to me. He
and I are agreed that the only 'forerunners of Henry
George, " worth talking about—Moses excepted—are those
who were lucky enough to be born in that part of Great
Britain which lies north of the Tweed. Such men as Ogil-
vie, Carlyle and Burns. And the last shall be first.

THE PHILOSOPHY OF ROBERT BURNS

When I first read Henry George, it was the identifica-
tion of his philosophy with that of Burns which impressed
me most, If we had time it would be interesting to trace
in the poetical prose of George so much of the same gospel
that was preached in prose and versc in the 18th Century
by Burns.



