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YALUE OF LAND

" STRANGE: THAT THE EARTH
itself is worth as much as every-
thing on it. .

A very interesting subjeet for
analysis and speculation! Con-
sidering that. from the earth in
the T 8. comes {(with the aid and
addition of that second -factor in
.ﬁ.mmwﬂ.w. E.o@snﬂow|5_uoi A0 to
.Hrmw the an-

13 mgagboo_ the esti-
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" called wealth.

.. Maybe the average length of
E.m cﬁ.. ﬁxwﬁpm only, wmw.%mmam or
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B MUST GET TOGETHER
o1 meaningeor:elgel” Dorothy |
quoted in: :%agumuw.: .

“OR ELSE~ -
on Earth
“Ugan never be
Until* we: learn what

Un : Trath will
T get ug free— .

¥
The Truth that teaches every NBNE*
-+ at birth
Comies with an squal right to use
the Earth,

But this denied in every Christian
fand,
Want must bring War and tyran-
ny expend,
. HORATIO,
Houston, Texas.

ing: for their BIRTHRIGHT, as
they. also-do in “How Green I E%
Valley,” ig the spectacle.
~.And this film is taken in Spain
- where 60,000 of these sharecrop-
pery struck on “The Church and
(Girandees” and started- the last
rebellion, A similar rebellion for
“Mother Earth” was our Bootleg
Miner’s strike,
But these strikey and reballions

dor't stick to the issue—the earth

—but get led astray’ into com=
munistic confusions and wind ‘up
nowhere but in bload and mud.
Thus our . :
continue to he protect

wmnﬁﬁiﬁ. .
‘mechanics,
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WHERE mxbrr CAPITAL
FIND LEADERSHIP? -

Once there was a great-man Who

was the dictator over an Industrial
Empire. And he called all "6f his’
renerals wqmm&%w msnwm.:w to - con-
fer upon +
pire.” On ﬁf.m.oo&mfs the -vast’

“the “atste’ of the F

our
and

oHl . nwﬂmﬁamﬁ?
ot metallurgy:

SCIENGE WAS ALL ”mwmz._._mmz
PRODUCTION

srangportation ‘end finencing)—in

S Wenlgh - Production. - And the ' sei-
ence: relating o

Prodifetion . i
therefore "a- Master | Science, .
BCONOMICS we hear nothing: .
““Thiyg leaves: us—while  an . in-
‘indeed, . ay con-~

. shipswith labot, our government
and - omr - hataral | resources.”
“Then”,-said the Master, “let us

‘sénd fo all.our greatest universi-

tieg for- their greatest professory
of Economics!” .

“No”, said the wise executive,
“that iz proven & false trail by
the President, whose braintrust
material is ail from the colleges”

“Then of what Wiay Wwe  cons.
riet  our economic authority ¥
And this was the answeri— .

“There are only 4 materials avail
able to us at pregent: (1) Com
mon Sense,  (2) Bufiness Serse
(%) Horse Sense and (4) Sense.

“Senge will quickly show us tha
production: is all accomplished -ba
labor, employed by capital. Sens

©will el us that between the pro

dycers must ALL of the produc
be divided. Finally, sense wil
show uws that. about half beiny
taker by bagie monopoly, usini
our sales tax system ag its icol
Tector, is causing our frouble: ani
g0 must be reversed.” -
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TOOREADERS OF "THE FREEMANT

{BY THE COURTESY AND IN-
mmﬂﬁ of Margery Warriner Wo-
in, divector of the Henry (zeqrge
Thstitute, we are able to Bﬁomsom
.mmwﬂmngmwu to the former read-
‘e of “The Freeman,” for sev-
eral years published by the Henry
George School, edited by Frank
L Chodorov and C. 0. Steel,

S we presume many on this list
are also  hold-overs from “The
TEOW Freeman,” first published by
CFranels Neilson, printed by B.W.
Huehseh and Edited by Alfred
Jday MNock: and later by a Tren.
fon zéntlernan with Suzanne La
“Follette as editor.

This Introduction will be by the
“ugual method of sampling and ?m
. vaceipt of & sample will be an
Cagrhest invitation fo you to sub-
geribe, A Freeman reader of Hoﬁm
#Eiﬁm should be a fairly m@ﬂ%;
ved  Georgedn Heonomish,

ﬁgw%w: took -~its name F15
reprs aps for practical redsons—

o ,wﬁm% this Em,wmmgo mﬁm_,;w wmﬁ
o

Eo wmﬁ@ a body of econontic st
i demis and “practitioners” is highly
.@gﬂaﬂﬁ%m gnd with the hdpe
riptions, even if only
will be many.

Sr GOING BACK A HALF CEN-
“ifary to “The Public” and Luke
SiMorth's “Great  Adventure,” the
“ohistory of economie  periedicals
“2hag been up and down and mostly
The “demoeracy”™ has been
Sitnodest (n all its vaowo.«ﬁowm.mm
: m&m persisted,

And it 18 not wholly because of
Jadk 6f support that these excel-
ent papers and “Land and Free-
dom® have dropped out. My, Neil-
on invested a large fortune, and
nly. & lesser one did his succes-
“igor-backer in the original Free-
Foan.,

L Joe: Dana Miller always had
“generous sustention for “Land and
Fresdom” as he did for the “Sin-
sgle Tax Review” and as did Louis

‘Post, Stanley Bowmar and Stough-
2ien Cooley for the “Publie” while
He THGSSS paid handsomely moa
u;m m@mﬁ@aw.

:m&maﬁwmmw: has doubtless mpmc

d:as much help ag it deserved.
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“pvingiples demand.
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THE BIG WAY. THE OMLY WAY
ouY
INDIVIDUALISM IS BIG, SO-

clallsm iz Bmall. 1F there’s any
thing which {fairly distinguishes

the FEuropean and Asiatic from
the American and the old from
the new, the mid-Vietorian from
the modern, and the small from
the large, it iz Socialism and

Temocracy.

And we might extend our parel-
lel to personslities—economists if
you please, Karl Marx for So-
cialism.  and, by my election,
Henry George for American, In-
dividualist, Modern, Profit-mak-
ing, Industrial, Mass-producing,
demoeracy {little ‘4’ however!)

The big-ness of America can be
sustained: in faet it must be sus-
tained or our whole modern civili-
zation will go by the board.

There's no small, regimenting,
crop-destroying,  production-sup-
pressing, prohibiting, inhibiting,
price-controiling, human-measur.
ing, technolegical, statute-law
making, politieal-planning way to
get out and stay out of depres-
sions, which does not ineclude
abandonment of individualism and
therefore of Ccivilization, as we
Americgng know it.

If we want to—and I guess we
have dene it—embark on a series
of 5 year plans taking Russia for
our model ané Karl Marx’s apos-
tles from the colleges for our
gnides let’s do it frankly and with
open eyes and with the names So-
cialism-Communigm-Faseism  in
hig plain letters ‘everywhere.

And- forget our- illugions - that

wo are-any more doing something
i mow %Eoowmow than érg we went

“by &nﬁ.mgwmw% (and & éﬁ. to gave

it "againd.

#
WHAT IS COMMUNISM?

THIS 1S THE PERPETUAL
question because the answer iz
never very ciear. “democracy’s™
angwer iz the nearest fo clarity:
Communism is Unionism and New
Deal I8M. Translated, our buro-
eracy and laborism are the Marx
Ideclogist's biggest assets, .

Professional Communists don't
comprise the ISM. Marx is vio-
lently denied by too.many. Stalin
had long age adopted many of
capital’s ways: such as money,
wages, land titles and war. Brow-
der had built fellow-traveller and
united-front to perfection. France
having. lest iig identity i{o that
ISM .has earned its right to be
censorious. So it now seems boss-
ing the whole ISM,

Labor Racketeering the world
over * ig = proving “demeocracy’s”
claim of. their identity as the most
genuine commies, -Here a possible
“hedge” might be-entered in favor
of [ our “$500 billion  New Deal
wngawmn% wﬁoﬁﬁ% Thig, how-
ever, 18 nhot ‘a serious intérference
since N D. wg Unions are as
‘one, .

The big answer 1g, to m: inguir-
gLty “gi: chaging _m,mmym“ tags,
parties, names and forms in the

owhership:

and vﬁwong@

" riotons "colleciive ‘bargaining: and

mmwmﬁm:% imﬁnm oﬁw Hmca colleges,

@wmkmm GIVE US cha mcmmﬁmnvﬁ_cz
At the rate @m $7 mﬁ. mm amwmm.

Straight

COMMUNISM AND MONOPOLY

OR BMONOPOLY AND COM-

munism—ifor I think the latter is
the right priority of cause and ef.
fect: that we would have no com-
munism and its  string of evils
such as unionism, New Deal, pov-
erty, crime and wars but for Ba-
sic Monopely, starting with the
earth itself.

The big and pressing question
resting  on this assumption is:
what  are ihe manifestations of
this basic conspiracy: and what
is the statys of our government,
our parties, our business, capital
and wealth and our educational
systers relating to it?

FIRST, iz there an affinity be-
tween these two poles of cause
and effect? Ale they playing the
game of anti-democracy together?
Ie communism the dynamic des-
tructive force doing the deadly
work of cur worst enemy, the fun-
damental monopely system 7

Finally, what are the uncons-
cigus toels of sélf destruction such
ag I have enumerated, who as fel
low-travellers and united-fronts
assigt or permit the inter play of
these twe destroyers.

THERES A LOT TO THIS
analysis—and requiring concen-
tration. First, we must realize we
can’t be toc clear that we have
here our two major menaces. Sec-
ond, that they are cause and ef-
fect. Third that communism should
be striking te kill monopoly, fol-

lowing itg name and pretensions,
instead of profecting .
{1).-Burely-menace is .monopoly
of the: 'source of all our subsis.
tence valued at 1$200 billion. And
just as gurely Ezn@ it-be a menace

the disease, erinie, o Whatever.
(2) If $200 billion is not encugh

cause it is hard to see what could

he: if monopoly of a universal
gource iz not. The f£aect that this
ISM itself mets up capifal, busines
and “the boss” as the cause should
under all the circumstances, make
us more certain of our MONOTP-
OLY conviction.:

(8) All the Marx-ISMS, and
there are a dozén of them with
noe esgsential difference, assert
their function of reseuing huma-
ity, from every form of EXPLOIT.,
ATION. Then isn’t it their very
first funetion to-kill the “Mother
of all Monopoly” (W. Churchill’s
naming}? They all are distingu-
ished by a myriad form of sociai
—or cormmun-IZATION, Then ean
they be forgiven for not first and
foremost tackling the mother of
all monopoly?

*

ENGLISH YORTEX OF COLLEC.
TiVISH

ENGLAND HAS wmwz HEAD-
ing for Marxism under the black

flag of laborism for many decades

and is now frankly entertaining
SOCIALISM as. its ‘natural goal
And wein the USA are headed
the same way! ﬂwmq ‘héve these

move much swifter thai our con-

- #ng: and: the two wmﬁgﬁmﬂ ele-
nients ‘of | STATEISM ‘are . possi-
. bly move Em&q developed ~ here
. than'there, viz; BUROCRACY and
“UNIONISM: and: “the” basie . mo~
© fopoly: ?::mi&x Cig

‘much the
same, -

“Then,: if mws&mm were made in
countries lile France, Ttaly, Ger-
many, Sweden and Spain, much
further warning %o our Ileader-
ghip would be developed IF we
would keep alive our individ-
ualism, democrdey, and capitalism,
- Az an éxample. France, torn by

Call wsmmmm of ‘labor and. social un-

e e et g woé..m ”.m,mw%&..éwmnw. and

ing to England - as

: ....EEM& for mow a,waa:mp ..nﬁﬁﬁa? :

aword

onust bhut we’

- mdmﬁ.. wmmd

FACING THE TAX THAT DESTROYS
A MAJOR TRAGEDY THREA-
téns Newark and New Jersey, in
‘the loss of perhape thelr GREAT
EST INDUSTRY or Institution.
The Prudential Insurance Co—
the fourth largest of those Glant
MutualCompanies in the U.8.A.
—unless & miracle prevails,

It numbers in its ‘associates’ or
employees some 2000 and brings
to the city and state an endless
variety of practical benefits be-
gides employment and the expen-
diture of a truly astronomical sum
of money.

‘The PRU’ iz one of a dozen or
g0 of big busingsses in New Jer-
sey, which clasg alone in the 1. 8.
can enable us to preserve some
coherence in looking ahead into
& debt-area of $300 BILLION (if
indeed there is to be any limita-
tion put on it).

I use the word ‘major’ above
because it is by no means an
anusual tragedy and so deserves
and needs that distinction. Not
only have there been a few other
majors, though not of this rating,
but there have been—yes, even in
our little state-—literally millions
of MINOR TAX TRAGEDIES of
which this is only a threat and
grand scale exsmple.

DOWN IN TRENTON THE
Legisiature is taking notice of
this threat to the stahility of these
semi-social concerns whose status
is presumed. to be above guestion:
and they have embodied some of
Pro’s own suggestions in a bill

But besides being a palliative,
class-measure 1% seems to Newark
officials uwnfaily to the municipal
interest. Mayor Nurphy asks the
inevitable question:—what are we
to do with nearly $3,000,000 of
tax Pru wants us to take hack?

This and other persistént gues-

tions from all directions and sorts

“of people and interests show the

Maycer's word ‘everhauling’ is ﬁ%

Axid it mom.m ‘tight back to Tren-
ton ﬁ&mwmu at the 1941 Assembly
sesgion we passed the Sanford
Bill No. 196 the purpose of which
wag to complétely and clpariy
angwer all the guestions that drive
from the various sowrces in tax-
emergencies like the present.

This great tax reform would
have been law today but for war
clouds and reaction of a few sen-
ators. Particularly did a digcus-
sion with Senator Toolan of Perth
Amboy loom, in which I specifi-
cally showed how taxes and large
industry and & mass of humble
hontes:—how taxes that destroy
could be put where they would
hurden nec legitimate interest.

THE SANFORD BILL PRE-
sented by Mrs. Olive . Sanford
to the 1941 Assembly, provided
briefly as follows:

First, that any taxing district
by referendum MAY.-

SECOND, in five equal annual
installments cancel all taxes upon—

THIRD, (a} personal property,
{b} improvements on land.

FOURTH, levy increased taxes
to an equal amount as cancelled,
UPON THE LAND VALUES of
the district.

The oEmoﬂ of this shift of tax
burden is to relieve industry, bus-
iness, home-ownership, and mass

C.consumiption and buying power
Jongllof which present taxes rest
“With ' destructive and mﬁwodmﬂm&-
g foreni—

:And to place thizs tax burden
upod a few parasitical intereats

whose major holdings are in the

Socially-ereated element of LAND
VALUES, which are not, in res-
son or justice, subject to private
ownership.

Thiz bill, in essence, has passed
the Assemblies of 1939 and 1941.
This system has been in force 20
or 80 years in Australia, New
Zealand, and Western Canada, and
in Pittshurgh, where 959% of the
homes enjoy lower taxes. In no
case. has repeal. sver occurved or
-congidered, -

: _ﬂ.xagﬁg?ox NAME PO
' ECONOMIC: m@mmznm

Dear My Ingersoll:

One reason why we can'i give
up the name SINGLE. TAX s
that it iz “blown in the bofil

“Bingle Tax” is so closely ‘assd:
elated with the name of .mm..&&_
Feorge that we can™ gef ri ok
it if we would. Our oppohent
will mae it even if we dont. Of
course it is a misnomer, but after:
60 years, no one has fonud a bet

“ter narae to designate our aimi.

To demand RENT sounds too
socialistic, and as Henry George
says, (P&P P405) “gresf changes
can be best got 8&2. Id forms-
—an  axiom of statesmanghip
founderg of tyranny have under-
stood and aected upon.”

TAXATION is a lve @zomﬁoz
now, the Land Question is dead
as Dodo, as far as the man in
the street is concerned. There-
fore, the Tax argument is a Food
approach, at the present time.
hmqmg paper you pick up is full
of it

For my part, I say let evary-
ane select his own weapon for at-
tacking the enemy. But keep
“Henry George and him justified™
ever before the Public eye.

F. W, Schwander,
Houston, Tex,

#r

HAVING A FLAIR FOR ECO-
nomic euresities {or idiosyncra-
cies) I find in a recent “Forum®
& letter from Chicago setting
forth: an agréement on improve-
ment values: and asking how are
land values to be arrived at? See-
ing two columns of answers, I'm
wondering what the “ketch” i as
it seems a simple guestion.

The answer is, of course, “hy
regular methods of appraigal” I
know sevaral concerns specializing
fn that, usually hedded by single
taxers or. economists: . vawmwm.m,
lot of technigue but oniy e .wﬁwz_.
ciple involved I, E. how much is
It worthi—will it bring, sell for,
aarn, ete.

let's see how my friends, wdm
and Megginson, (du Pont partner)

use up se muck type: Well, the
editor fooled me.

He gave most of the space to
the vox-pop writer who got no-
whers in explaining. The halanee
he tsed in trying to provée what
his correspondent couldn't: that
all land values are a lizbility
which is true of only abnarmal or
monopolistic values—But ™ says
‘there are no adjectives in rents
or land wvalues.

PERTIH AMBOY WAR AN EX-
cellent place to illustrate the
merits of this radical change in
‘incidence of taxation.” It has §
large industries bearing 121 mil-
lion of the 45 million of assess-
ment and §700,000 of $2,500,000
{5%% %) of taxes, I#’s population
is 40,000 in 10,000 homes averag-
ing $2,000 each, $1,500 in house,
300 land in assessment or $100
tax.

Though the senator said there
was no vacant land speculation
his statement showed 2400 vacant
lots: and -that the highest fromt-
age price per foof was $1200.

Now let us consider a generous
exemption of these improvement
taxeds now resting with deadly
force on- the two exclusive pro-
ducers of wealth—labor and capi-
tal-~in. thiz city: 10,000 laborer’s
homes and 8 large plants employ::
ing &mﬁ, now assessed at $20 @nd
$12% miilion or a total of 821
of the entire $45 Szwsﬁ.&m..
zesged values, .

Let us take 75%
ing all improvement - exgmptios
and the reguired cityrwide:
crease in land taxes o absorb
exemptions. This will “eut™
worker's taxes from %Hoa ...w.
each: :
ing 312% s .
plus homes from. %mm.e.o....mmu.g .m@
or a total reduction of .ﬁm.mm..
which will have to be
those miles. of intenssly
frontage.

&% wm@ﬁmmg




iiple of organiza-
qmtx.ﬁ wm én:

labor has not

x@, e machine has been wﬁz
‘deatroy it!” From the rank-
H?Hmm worker comes this destie-
&illogic. For that is the nature
nii effect of every strike. Labor
A% ‘an-old grudge and instead of
oinp handled with understanding
3 itz leaders and employers:—
he: “GRUDGE” is not only old
ut esveresd: it is an old and In-
irect BYSTEM of rebbery in the
ofm of 4 TAX on all labor pro.
uces, that doubles prices, halves
volume. of employment and émmdﬁ
Labor:is waiting and spoiling ‘to
be' organized to overthrow this
m‘mﬁ@ww\w.
*

m.ﬁ BILLION FOR LABOR AGENCIES

ﬁﬂmm}&% 1% IT ABOUT THE AL-
Km@w S,mxgwmﬂow of labor that
puts the ipriwary producer of all
Smmﬂ_ﬂw in fhe attitude of & mendi-
ant, or %r&i privilege? Is it
LAR Om that needs sald “agen-
“les” or calleged leaders or real
waaﬂﬁ&wm or -racketeers T

With “this amount to spend: on
{abor it must be pretty weak knd
.mémﬁ%i for the body that makes
il waalth., Esgpecially does: it
feem’ fishy ad this is called ldbor
CRGANIZATION, because that
maekoy Ewﬁ. ﬂﬁ.o?w, msm Eamwm?

mewgm :M@w@w strong @orﬂoﬂq

SE11,000,000,000 are, Hmme
Jahor's mﬁmﬁmm. i
Thé mﬁmﬁﬁ. ,mq@s by. i..w&o‘w in-
nrasty’ ar, wmmmmﬁm willbe. that
his hig 3%3 iE H.mﬁmm.mm by :th
War leffort. - And the furthesr

be %aﬂﬁmm if “labior” -
mads. s continuous TUMpus,
gwmﬁ gngd ﬁ.\myw oute,

*

of

TG UNITE

o CBRCID M. De MILLE HARDLY
“meeds
- Pégler’s backing in an. OPEN.-
SHOP contest of major propor-
~tions. It iz & new Declaration of
Independence. de Mille wants to
get [heyond the one-man-glory
&mﬁmf And  the question always
igi how far will these men go?

w.ﬁﬂoﬂw like scientists OR jwill
they ‘continue as the masses: do,

Cand
rioting and destruction”™
%wmﬁ shall we wait in. our sta-

hat thig lack is because muss
mm. woﬁ.mw is so impaired by

nidiput all - these - tajes “on

uEihest: friends?

igg - thelr monopoly
g, rovalties  and
b,

ety .

& our turnover—wages

Which mieans that somsthing like .
) oE.”

question’iz WS% Sznv Jeds would:!
had  not

bzﬂﬁxm% CALL FOR ﬁbz.ﬁﬁ.mwﬂm .

it but he has Westbrook -

Will they, and all the nméﬁmrmwm”

te stumble along, catch asg cateh’
i “We shall oppose labor as:
now organized, the closed shops
: eollective  bargaining Eﬂm.

g que; new. labor developmerts
such: as . 20,000,000 - unemployed 7
& not W:oé that the deasen:
for the. idie ‘plants, and -Workers:
g lack of sale for their Hﬁommgm.ﬁ

Mmm we, uwﬁw ﬁo EE @o ﬁnm_

ihié produst-taxation’ wﬂmam_

ot ?mmgﬁmmmmmm 35 ?mﬁ...
We ‘now .-
drelatively . few - people:
sallbhaxes on the inflated:
of  fran-

- Lt us reverse and
qrselves  and .éniployees.

whwomm @waﬁmm D@bwzmd
CBOCIETY

Hmmm Mm NG HNP.mmH”ZQ OoR
lightly held offense. Yeb “Labor”
ig not conscious of if. Nor in faet
wise as to what the offense is
Nor is labor at thiz poini the vie-
time of prejudice inspired by its
wrong education by union-Marx-
ism as to “eapitalism.”

The workers of the world—35

times the number of unionists,
even at this peak-—are ainly rid-
den to death by taxes piled on
their backs thru taxation on the
products they make, The INDI-
RECTION of the deadly pressure
of this (325 bhillion in USA pre--
war} load doubles its hateful in-
tensity.
" This covered tax iz applied thru
the employer and by him again
indirectly, collected by adding it
to  his prices. Examples arve
plenty of 100 repeated such taxes
on a single item. The total ef-
fect am concerns our subject, the
worker, who does all and pays all,
is to make the congumer (largely
himself) pay at the least DOU-
BLE for all he buys.

From here on is where 30-
CIETY is pretty dumb: it knows
but does not seem to realize, that
doubled prices halves consump-
tion and sales. This depresses
business and lays off the millions
and halves wages of other mil-
lions., This iz a well-seasoned
and justified grudge.

*

REASON FOR UNIONS BY
ELEANOR ROOSEVELT

MRS, ROOSEVELT TUNDER-
takes supplyving this reasen a8 an
incident to the challenge of an
editor who says it iz as illogical
to denounce tace bias as union
bias. Bui she utterly disappoints
ug ag to giving any but superficial
réasong for uniong as promised.

Legislation, for support of

éaﬁm Eowo@awmm jobs Eq any -
sm H.H.mhﬁaw of . the, _workers mEET

wcws or fundammen .&m ‘she: HHWE
fird:a. desper Teagon: for unions,
in the’ futile  attempt ‘to- rémedy

L mﬁﬁ:ﬁsﬁﬂmﬁ and: low.wages by

" the strike. This false Temedy fol-
lows . the -pre&cription - of com-
“muhist, Karl Marx.

Then she might leok for the
renl cause, the taxing of labor
products inte high prices, low vol-
upie, low employment and wages.
She would alse find such taxes

~ exist only because the natural fax
sources were mwmwﬁgm in favor
“of ‘our true economic royalidis,
valuable land-owners,

*

- CO.OPERATION WITHOUY
ENTANGLEMENT!

CPHAT'S THE IDEA OF THE
mastersmind—mnone other than W.

. Lippmann's. It is ‘typical of the

endeavors -of #mmemEmr sidelin-
erg. to help niere mmwmmﬁmm do
things which on their face won't
‘do. And Y don't want to appesr as
a:cynit -or - eritic of eifher- %m de-
Hmw.mﬁmﬁ or ‘the Wmmwmwm.

Tt is.4° job of 302@%055% e

wmsmmwmm with §itéh words a8 econ-
omics and diplomacy. The worst

abusge of language however ig-in

‘the use of the word ECONOMIICT

By our own academic apostasy in -

" {REAL) economic teaching, our
TUSA polities have degenerated to
NeATZero,

8o
Mﬁﬁ.mﬁowm

‘fomething - pelitieally -
for global - application, such wise

“advisers ds W, Ii do ot even in-
resort to the general’

self-defense,
dpplication -of ecohemic specifics.

How many scoré. of  ingenuities
sunh - as. i - this sarticle . would- be
required 4o produde a fraction - of
%m. .S%S.mﬂos... that would": sute-

whichiMuy..de.. Mille hag-made. ..
..nmﬂow& wmmﬁm, acﬁmzmm W.SI ucw..

it’s no wonder such min-
as “thig. are welcome.”
Biit' the H%mmogmum is .E.wmﬁ even :
{1 ihe herculean tagk of designing
worthwhile

from s .Eh&m TA-

nw@w mmnOww w4 TOM w«@mmm

THIS LEADER - OF Jum@
Scripp’s staff iz Impressed (as I
am) with GOP opportunities as
well as obligations. He patiently
takes this party of traditien thru
its paces in regard to forelgn re-
Jations, showing where their per-
formance on reciprocity is what
COUNTS.

Wilkie, Mackinac,
Connclly, Dewey, Vandenburg,
Stassen are names Stokes nses io
prove GOP progress in its public
eontacts, BUT, he says, when it
comes to aetion, they are on the
off-gide of the most crucial need
of the world, the USA and the
GOP!

Stokes seems, however, to
ignore the realities of GOP addic.
tion to almost a lifetime of falla-
cions economics; alse the failure
of the New Deal to fulfill a man-
date to wipe out this system of
subsidy to monopaly.

Whethér this vast basic change
in world-wide statecraft can be
executed in the usual politieal,
casual way, without going to the
roota of declarvation, correction
and perfection, remains to be
seen. In any case a course in
SCIENTIFIC ECONOMICS
should be projected in every direc-
tion. Angd one that is simple.

FREEDOM

RECIPROCITY—TARIFF REVISION— .
FREE TRADE

THE TARIFF HAS ALWAYS
been a field of double-talk, Our
wgmmﬁ overfiow of activity has
come only after great strain, And
it is =til under an msauﬁ.mc as
if the subject were controlled by
a stiff censorship.

One hardly dére say in eonven-
tional circles that FREE TRADE
is natural trade and therefore a
-harbinger of @ogm,mzm ood-will. -
ﬂwﬁ ga iﬁasmﬁam um ‘mot con-

Fulbright,

Mn mw:“m E. the: odﬁoﬁ ngmm
of  this freedomt for ‘our: wcﬁmmmﬁﬁ

i ﬁnm%m for Emwﬁm if INSURING:

sace:and in - spite sl the ghow

..M.om dawhing of - general intelligence

in - thHiy 7 vital fres trade truth; a
canvas of our 1500 colleges would,

‘T think, show ltfle of enlighten-
ment. o ) .
‘Hence, we dare not.say whal

we want and mean, free trade. We
must say revigion or reform or
reciprocity and go  slowly along
the shadows of this protection
fatish +11l we learn that our Amer-
iean Industry and labor is its Oﬁwz
PROTECTION.

ABUNDANGE BY SUBSIDY

THIS AND THE ¢“PROTEC-
tive theory” are GOP twing: and
in them we see the groping for
truth, which if the “Party of Pros-
perity” had the grace fo now
frankly acceptisnd shape its fu-
ture by, it could rebuild ifself and
rebuild a world of wreckage.

Broadly, this dual fallacy was
the Hamiltonian deétrine that in-
dustry - and noggmwnm could Iift
.Hgam@?mm by »rm:. ‘hoot straps.

Thig worked temporarily, tho not
“long: enough to Tool’ wmoia 8&%,
- tically. educated
2 Bat the Zaé Ew\mwﬁ. Seience of
Feonomics wag, and: still is, over
“the héads of oiir elaborate educa-
tiohal CULT, So not only did the
GOP :persigt. in is wrong-headed
politics in spite of its obvious re-
peated. economic” failures:
And: the GOP Buccessors after
CGOPg final debacle, the vaunted
Neéw Deal, did not ¢ateli: onte its
own opportunity but follewed our
* educational standpatters inio the

MarsUnion-Burocratic  Shambles
of 45;..
RIFF _mmﬁmmoeiﬁ not o

.Emmﬁsw what ‘the world. A8 “econ~
_ohically’ mﬁﬂﬂmm oy _ﬁ:w ”mgrﬁg y

~iithe . precious

:hz mﬂ@zﬁz&w @m &.mzzmbzﬂm: .
—~BEWEY

THE MERE USE OF THIS
phrase by a practical politician
has great significance. While pol-
iticians may serve us badly and
provoke such outhreaks as Nock's
poputar Fook “Our Enemy the
State,” they also like to serve
well, to stay in office.

And some day they will become
“move s0” as their politics get
more practical: and finally they
will add a science to their prac-
tical politice—that of Economics
—as Mr. Dewey may have done.
Then politics hecome really prac-
tical and politicians will become
staiesmen,

The “economy of abundance” ig
an old GOP idea which only need-
ed economic sense to make 100%
suceessful  instead of going to
pieces as it did in every depres-
gion., They tried to make it leak
down from & subsidized capital-
ism, equalling monopoly.

The economic way is for it to
grow up naturally from a FRER
INDUSTRIALISM. Superimposed
onn a basic monopoly system it

smothered . in  produet-taxation.
Reversing this will give ug this
BCONOMY; This will come

QUICKLY asg scon as politicians
get that practical.

OUR wwummﬁ/% H:mmmMUH_;
needs the answer to that quastion:
more than any other mad on earth
or than any ojher president hag
and we the people need it siill
moré, Such a @o:mommﬁ shoild: be s
fally eguipped, especially E.awﬁa
Master Seience of Heonomiew

Thiz is the Science of Prodic
tion; producing everything every |
one needs, employing nearly gl
adults and keeping all the capital
in motion. This heing true; /it
can’t be much short of 1009 NE-
CRESARY to making its pelitics
100% PRACTICAL,

FDR must have been proud.of
his record as & practical politician.
But his failures which were many,
were largely -dué to his cwn ade
mitted failare to leary any ECON
OMICS in 4 vears at Harvard:
and his consequent helief that eco-
nomie laws were mah-made.

Failures such as AAA, NRA,
labor-war and world-war would
have heen reversed or modified
had his politics been so PRAC-
TICAL as to have applied econe-
mic principles to the ghift of Tax-
ztion off of industry and onto ba-
gie monopoly.

OF FOREIGN TRADE

WHICH WILL NOW ESPQOUSE

ECONOMICS?
OPR POLITICAIL. GAME IS
still an open one. It belongs

originally to the republicans who
abandoned it to the so-called dem-
ocracy in 1882, So now it belongs
to the NON-DESCRIPT burocracy
stll called democracy that has so
frankly accepted the role of the
...?:.m _exploitation of, labor,

" The GOP wwoﬁmoﬁd scheme
‘&oiﬁm wOém<mH. Ao w, mﬂc&wﬁ 8

mnwﬁmm was moﬁa in z..m object om
maximum employment of capital
_and labor. ;.

I the 'GOP would retrace to a
‘gertain. point, say the turn of the
century, and exchange Its boot-
strap-subsidy for actuslly free en-
terprise, it would find itself in
the Ttopia-husiness in spite of its
JEERS of the Starry-Eyed New
Dealers.

The FREE ENTERPRISE de-
manded by the Uteopians is merely
a taxless enterprise. And the way
to achieve it is merely to trans-
plant ALL its taxes, perhaps re-

duced 5(%, onte the broad, capable
and willing backs of natural re-
gources, utility franchises and ur-
ban site monopolistic Social Values.

EVEN IF THE VERY WORDS

free trade were not frozen in our
political and diplomatic inter-
change and in our weak pseudo-
economic college-teaching, they
still are more effectively display-
ed or suggested by best business
leadership.

¢, E. Wilson’s fine statement

of the vital bearing of sueh trade

freedom is most effective because
he mieans it and because it's the
-biggest way  of business, Whan
“business has so often asked for
Tariff privileges,
General Mofors tries to free itself
from the very shadow of them.

The Wilson call for plenty of
peace ships and an equal letting
down of tariff bars carries with
it the only promise of full em-
ployment worth recording. He
Eommmﬁq only taitks of 5,000,000
jobs increase. But I %EW ﬁmm
use 0of FREEDOM will indefinitely
insure employment.

The. principle of free competi-
tion as called for by Publisher
MeGraw recently to displace:’a

system, will bring.ug.
.EEE Eommnﬁg Wl

hegitating and Mommomﬁn.. .mmw.,.w&w .

HOORAY FOR MR. WALLACE

CURRENTLY, THE ExVP I8
the most outspoken advovate we
have of our most important un-
tapped freedom - cur FRIEE
TRADE. Had he been ag enter-
prising a year ago he would have
had 2 premier chances,

(1) He might have been nomi-
nated and elected as President,
saving FDR the stress that took
him away. (2) He might have
beettin. MrTeamanis. plage. And.
his party might have BSCAPED

mon H,nm @wm@,pmﬁma.zfrw may

. ﬁpm prime ﬁm& of ?m U 8.
and all global . interests, just as
Secy. Wallace now profoundly ex-
presses it is—not mere reciprocity
—but a freedom of trade that can-
not snuff out as England’s did--
from its MONOPOLY of basie re-
BOUTEEeS.

England’s foreign international
trade was free. But its domestis
trade from which its masses sub-
gisted was so inhibited by a ays-
tem of produci-taxes {(exactly Hke
ours of today) protecting its sys-
tem of economic rent monopoly as
to reduce theose masses to &
POVERTY even greater than ours.

*

MEIGHT MAKES RIGHT (7]

WHETHER IT'S A PIG AND
s squesa! under a gate or §1,000
and a principle, the MORE
MIGHT usuaily the less right, Or
anyway, the most msmm ahout the
least right.

This ticklish subject iz brought
up in a N.°Y. Journal spread by
Samue! Crowther, and mentioning
the President’s use of this phrase
“what we Mmow ag might or phy-
sical force is 'a complete flop at
getting any right”  Crowther
then asks how we may put ﬁzm
to test?

The answer for Americang: is
16 " BADICALLY follow our-demo-

L crati¢-republican ~ IDEOLOGIES:
“to gupress the trends into bufo-
cracy: and fo start at once fu
" practice the eronemice that. 5:
move us in the opposite direction
to World ‘War and lahor war,

And happily the major action’of
opposing  the misuse 6f FORCE
in these domegtic and forsign’hel
ligerences will - do imost of - th
other things: needed. ~ The e
noinic attack against MIGHT an:
for RIGHT must be to take 4
burdens from the two dole wenltl
producery, labor and eapitaly

that there shall :bé. practically’
Yimif to-their . out-put-or the :
i thereef. 1 ..mé?..ngmsﬁou in
land. . 2




CqSM WEAKENINGT

OVE . CWISE  COMMENTA-
are optimistic as to our par-
Corigbe,, not spelling so much
wnl end property gains as de-
justion te have peace, To
4wt sies and gaing in the
“of greatest good to the mass
paaples,
i ‘us hope so: and that this
e Cepirit will dominate our
hore-folk, domestically, as for
ngle, in tearing down our
ff.walls. . Business has gone
pu - the fire of discovery that
Ek&mmﬂrwuwm,@ﬁ@«ﬂ@z is its right
verything  about - American
s has been on the principle
A BIGNESS  or  largeness 0T
rofdness. Bub Americans—even
“husiness men—have not yeb
Gund the nor’sast passage from
{35 sndressful sclences as applied
o weilth production, to its state-
rafh. :

T hail such
hig’ comment

signs as [ see: in
and in Troman's
letory” for FREE TRADE: as
gof, not 5o much of moral: or
parvitual veform as of gigns that
PTONS are coming to see that
Hig gollection of evils—wars: fo
tariffe—STMELY DO NOT PAY!

ARE WE DEVELOPING REAL
CPOLITICAL DIVISION?

Refoim” -measure by a 289 to ib3
ote i Congress and on a party
vision, indicating =& tariff-con-
Tgeibusness coming o life after
v pearly & haif-century of hurial,
Sl wines Grover Cleveland.

7 This is good news ip any: in-
torpretation. 1'd rather see a 1ot
o -GOP votes breaking away: but
“gidgn Pl vather see FREE TRADE
some an accepted principle of

hyiboth partes, .
tenddr 6L 80
eveland 285); T

freedom of trade as a first

be followed by getting wup i the
‘game principle for domestic wdop-
‘tion - in #aking all fax-emhbargoes

o the resource monopoly ‘that
protestion has built up.

MOLOTOV, STETTINIUS,
Hoover, Lippmann, Beveridge, are

dgeg of war aims and peace pros-
-pocte, - Bot none gets beyord: the
piitariglements of political alma

‘e both gimple and effective,

Politids  embrace wmorals -and
sthics - and - interminable. differ-
~engew, Intra, and inter-national.
Eponpmic principles, relating  to

agreement upon natural law, Wl
14 universal in applcation -
oheration. R
wi the statutory or polil
waning of democrasy, 8.1
afinitionis may. divide the

ALISM AND MONOPOL.

. WE'VE PASSED A “TARIFF

ne:party than Tariff Reform tol-

iy Ddogay

ontemptuous of the

i a.wv@. 1 hope ! statesmanship
dnn leadership are recopnizing

swi¢ principle, And that it will

rorn trade by transferring them -

‘all in the news, on or around the.

id into the natural principles that.

hutian rights, would resolve most:
ihese opiniens  into scientific

e
s 2%
mwiy o %mﬁ
B § 28
@ 558
v o
% mmw 2 g
@ %
|

©THE CAUSE OF THE WAR iS5

o ECONOMIC
CTHIS . STATEMENT HAS
heen proven iime and again: and
if you are looking for the veasen
for confusion and failure of our
varicus far-flung parleys, examine
their minutes and note the absence
of BECONOMICS from their agen-
da.

The cause of labor-war is spe-
cially economic. And this war,
tho not 'as spectacular, iz more
costly in Dblood, mud, tears and
essh than cur World War Series,
becsuse it is continuous and de-
vastabting in more Ways.

The tracing of labor-war-cause,
iz back to basic monopoly. The
course is o litile devious and in-
tensely interesting. The immediate
cause is the inflated prices of la-
bor-products  causing  depressed
sales, slack production, unemploy-
ment and low wages.

These inflated prices are due to
the piting of some 326 billion of
taxes onto these products, abont
‘doubling their cost and price. The
senseless placement of  taxes
where they deliver this mortal
blow to industry can only be ac-
counted for by the fallure of the
natural tax seurce (which is some
$200 billion of Social Values in
natural resources), to pay any
taxes at all.

oy
FOR THE HEATHEN CHINEE

1 SEE BY THE HEADLINES
that China is importing twe more
of our brilliant jdeas, assuming in
its simple way that ALL oux ideas
must be a part of the reason why
we gre so great. These adoptions
are the minimum wage and the
gold standard.

The reaction differ on these:
the, impressions reports give is
that there is no -limit to low
wages in Chipa: and as to gold
foy. stangard or. dny  money-uss,

Chi ia's Jast preat

Sun' Yat' Sen, would have inade

a’ different choite of :our ideals,
ke calveady “had & §

vemove all taxes f pro
duets to natural monopo Laws

£ control wWages are just wpecial-
- privileges to rob Peter and pay

Paul, :

‘Money is Credit and to heister
it with GOLD is to make an ad-
mission of wealkness that ne sol.
vent buginess concern would make.
The right basis for moyey Is a
nation’s Lond Values and Econ-
otnic. Reaiy. They are move ‘and
hotter than gold. .

. NATURAL ECONOMIC RELATIONS

wealth—to work and to have the

proceeds—there can hardly be any .

diseussion.” Nor on the corollary
prineiplé: of freedom to exchange

_such produts among all peoples.

AND WHILE WE ARE SEARCH-
itig-for economic grounds of agree-
figns atsa peace table, as so ably
Wdyocated. by ‘some  delegates,

ilds We ol seiZe on any that

I gy et g Eest
e 6f first importance:
‘4] régoreel vitalito over two bil-
‘lioninhabitants of. the earth, -and
which” have  become, by - monopol-

ssities’ oo ever present-invita,
towars : i

. to digeovery ‘of the cailse
(if - hot alrendy generally

Wathss's law of cause and effect,
sapein the sategory of many

- tasdical- doctors who. seek ways of

-giping . digenge

refgrengs

.ugm

stie resction, wo badly distributed .
“ambng thave’ and - ‘have-not’ natl-
“aw 460 mhake thede oornerad

o simple fact that few of the
g o wartaling eome

). and sremoval -theveof,.in:
lahered. eontributions,” i’

¢ failure of adherence to

~ plahners dnd 4
of “war, . 12
8,000,000t

CAN WE BRING QURSELYES TO
. THE POINT?
1 HAVE JUST READ TWO
typical columns earnestly discuss-
ing the USSR problem and hoth
aveiding the ESSENCE of it. And
I am puzzled to know whether
men lke Major G. ¥, Eliot and
Mark Sullivan can be lacking in
nowledge of that essence, or have
other reasons for avoidanee.
Eliot gathers all the optimistic
factors into a headline-conclusion
that the differences are npot un-

surmountable.  While  Sullivan
analyses Russia and her ideologies
“and veaches no coneclugion: but

gives the impression that the
ideclogies may settle it.

Why not make a clean-cut bhe-
tween war preventive factors and
“ideologles” such as burocracy,
state-ownership of private wealth
and property and civit war of
class-conscious  unionism: and
then begin to let in daylighe?

These writers must Know that
Free Trade and Distribution of
®Natural Resources are peace e
guirements. And that discussion
of these would tend fo meodify the
mystification of both Washington
and San  Franciseo over ‘the
strange Russians,  And that this
would result in throwing out 80
many subjects that are imposaible
of handling,

IN OTHER WORDS3, AS TO
most of .the subjects s0 far
broached, both in their nature and
in the nature of our task, they
are in the “impossible” category.
But here is a subject which by
general agresment i not only
Tital in war causes but full of
appropristeness: to 67 nations, It

is BECONOMICS. 5

This has been generally
tp since the first war of
vies: that the cause of all wars is
ECONOMIC, howéver, that cause

he neéds .in Re-

or..they  fairly

this times—why. do all writers ex-
haust themselves on impossibili-
ties- and confusions of global
buroeracy  to. the exclusion of
vital issues? o C o

Why: do- statesmen-writers fol-
low the line of inost registance ?
That -domewhere in the convenh-
tion would be shown opposition to
ohviohs - justics "should not indi-
cate that dmong the many types
of LEADERSHIP present, prac-
tieally 1o viice should raise in
itg faver?

*x

ROBEING. PETER TO PAY PAUL

MAYOR LA GUARDIA, THO
in thé shadow of retirement “as
guch”ig pivihg HOUSING some
push-bff, if figures still mean
anythifig. He proposes 14 public
‘projects’ to cost about $1,600,000,-
000 - to” take out of the cold, say
50,000 families, 150,000 people.

He ' also Hintd st a greater lot
of private projécts which are in
pickle.- The. big. guestion is I
“the industry” i would not do all
the moermal butlding if left alone:
or if the Mayor'g iteh for doing

¢, could afford
ad ‘been’ educated
conomics, what
ori Besto land-own-
fererts propoging

The personnel- of

MENTS: -and
he trace- @ -7 of renlfors,
. culators,  And fi-
‘nally: he' would “set " againsts our

fwpiyers who - wotld
ofg the few
cig-and

rided between T

“beénefit in-subs

Ve and Have-Not

reflection o these:

DOES RENT.OF LAND GO INTO
COST ANR PRICE
A PERSISTENT QUESTION
that has been settled again and
again and again. Why so many?
Two particular reagsons: Firsh:
There are at least two kinds of

reni, normial and abnormal: eco-
nomic and monopelistic,
Second: again, two phases: (a)

the theory or law of rent and (b)
the practice or administration of
the law. There are other prem-
igses to be set up perbaps: but
here are enough for now: for a
simple subject, much tangled.

The answer is that normal or
economic rent cannot go into
either cost or price, in theory or
implication, because it measures
the value or productivity of land
and so is “paid” by Increase of
product, leaving nothing to add
to price.

The same reasoning. proves that
rent, which, described by Georige
a8 “merely measuring the meo-
nopoly value of land” (loosely
gaid to result from private owner-
ship therveof} must inevitably be
added to cost and price,

Thus, setting up this distinction
batween what might be called the
Ricardian productive and the
Georgean destructive laws and us-
ing both in their proper places
would dispel the present confusion
of teaching that RENT destroys,
by lowering wages, raising prices,
ete,, without recognizing two linds
of rent: and so leaving to nermal
the blame that belongs only to
abnormal rent. a

THE THEORY QR LAW OF RENT

The rent theory is therefore
completely stated in Ricardo’s few
words as the measure of land’s
normal productivity: W hile
(Jeorge's measure of land’s anoe-
nopoly is not a statement of the
Taw of remt at all, but a deserip-
Yorof an -ecbflomicexuresence

¥

Foywhich another wame shotld be

fotnd. -And’ he forthwith finds

-3

tharefore based on his great dis-
covery that the law of rent is be-
ing violated in practice. The sbuse
of rent—not its law-—as causing
monopoly of land, is Georgism,
The impression iz given in text
and lterature if -not included in
positive teaching, that rent—any
and #ll rent—is Hke a great and
mysterfous ogre: that it devours
and devastates wherever it goes.
Where, as to normal or economie
rent, nothing ecan be more benefi-
cial to individuals and society.
For responsible Georgizte and
economists, theve could be no obli-
gation mere binding than to pre-
sent to students (and to teachers!)

and the reading public a complete

and balanced analysis of every
phase of rent, There éan be no
teaching advantage in the exag-
geration and certainly not the dis-
tortion now practised,

1#, as some students and feach-
ers might reason, vielding the
‘nrestige’ of an ‘allout rent state-
ment” barred any change, let them
concentrate on {a) monopoly or
speculative rent (b} on breakdown
of the law {¢) on private collec-
tion {d) on the devastation of pro-
duct—or consumer—taxation: and
they will find their argument no-
wise impoverished, i

: *
T SOCIALISM (ALL MARXISMS)

SIGATLS ALL WEALTHSOCIAL.

U He would: sfirst .

who -

" Bourbon. mionoplists call all valne
private. The fact i¢ that socizl

value and private property . are
shoiit equal. Qur democracy is
the wvictim of these ‘standpat-
ters.”

YOUR SUBSCRIPTION INVITEDR
AT RATE OF 2¢ TIMER
FOR 5100

. Hagn't. Marg helped mak
“Jess popular? People said It was

Tl whole Georgs doctring: is

Utopian? - And so it'is until pe
- ple hivesmade up their minds

AN UNPRINTED LETTER
Editer, Henry (eorge :Né
30 Kast 20th Strest, ) :

‘The Difference’ betwieen
geism and Marxism is W
sented in the George News
by Magaus A, Unold. Butither
another side to that shield
is the similarity! g

AL present the Marx Fallag
stirring up more social 4iscm
with our economic status-guoi
the George Philosephy. Thig fa
lacy cannct dilute the philogophy:
in fact it can be an assistant to’
teaching it—by contrast. S

What can be more sffective than’
to pose George as the scientific
meridian between two such ridicul-
pus extremes as the RUGGED in-
dividualist who wants all for fhe
individual and the RUGGED col-:
lectivial who wants all for socis
ety ? .
Can the student be given any
more obvious truth than the
(George demand that both Indivi-
dual AND society shall have ex-
aetly what they earn? Especially
as thiz happens to divide fairly
near the middle, between land
values and wealth.

So, calling 27,000,000 New Deal-
ers more or less indoctrinated with
Marx fallacy—enough to be dis-
contented, to have an idea thai
all’'s not well with poverty and
unemployment: and that they may
e curable—haven't we something
to eredit Marx with?

Suppose we devoie a little space
to the similarity of these greaf
social movements as public evi-
dence that where they agree they
are probably sound,

We should remember that it was
not many vears age that George-
igts had to expend at least half
their eoffort in getting our chal-
lenge vecognized for discussion.
People denied that poverty was a
zin: they said it was ‘natural’l

v helped make poverty,

too had, but nething could be done
shout . Wellit's trus they are.
barking up the wrong tree, But
New ‘Denlers, Unionist v Redst
‘ave Smiting that fétish as valient
as are Georgists.

They denjed poverty was a pub-
e concern: it must be settled. in
people’s hearts and consciences.
Marx asserted it was everyone's
society's—business’,

8o  George and Marz march
shoulder to shoulder *til they wmet
to that wrucial point—what to do
mhbout it. There, it is true, the
differ viclently. But it is a dif-
ference easily seen, described and
dealt with, if we go about it right.
And it seems to me it is the way
of least vesistance,

Charles H. Ingersoil.

s

*
IS OWNING YOUR OWN HOME
UTOPIANT
There are three particular

things, all of which are soluble,
beaving on the amswer. It Is un-

sderstood we are congideving this

basic gquestion in behalf of fthe
mass of common laborers and ua-
der mormal economic conditions.

The answer may be “NO” i
(1% the job cxn be stabilized, {2)
¥ land may be lad on the eco
notnic basig, (3) if Houses can ‘be
mantifaeturad—nof built: ie. mass
prediiced. - From; 25 to 50 mitlior

- §1000 ‘6:room fireproof housed di
- wanted under these conditiong.: :

The stind-patter may-say “Stil

TAKE ‘what is within theit:
yeach. - And this-is the
verse.of taking anythingho
by every right: itis byl
and exerdising your highes
and privileges, -
Here's. how! (1) th
einched by voting taxe
products. (2} as fhose
rive on presently nio
lands, the latter bec
payment of “econymiie’
Pouring . a complete  Hous:
howrs for 1000
demohstrated.




