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Afrer all, why bother to raise for the contemplation of university and

college students embarrassing questions regarding who ought to be made.

“to pay whom for permission to enjoy community-produced location ad-
vantages, or permission to work on and live on the earth in locations

where work is reasonsbly effective and life reasonably pleasant, or for

permission to withdraw from the earth subsoil deposits!

Quite commonly, too, when students pursue
their work in economics into the graduate school,
nothing whatever is added to what they already
know-—or, rather, don’t know-about Henry
George and the taxation of land values,

- If, thersfore, you do really desire some under-
standing of this problem, than which pothing in
the field of economics is more fundamental,
wouldn’t it be wise to enroll in The Henry George
School of Social Science?

ke

Henry George 5chool of Social Svicnce
Chartered by the University of the Statc of New York
International Headquarters: 50 East ¢dth Street
New York 21, N. Y.

Leadership in necessary social reform may come from
idealists outside of the universities, who have followed
fortunate suggestions in doing their own reading and
studv. ONLY BY THE REMOTEST ACCIDENT
WILL Tt COME FROM COLLEGE GRADUATES
WHOSE MINDS HAVE THUS BEEN TURNED
AWAY FROM INVESTIGATING THE MOST SIG-
NIFICANT OF OUR ECONOMIC PROBLEMS.
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Can Professional Economists Continue to Ignore
Experience with Land Value Taxation?
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Many fextbooks in the “principles” of economics—and some, even in
public finance—mrake ne mention at all of the subject. Indeed, the re-
cent text on “The Elements of Economics” by Prof. Lorie Tarshis of
Stanford University, does not have the word “land™ or the word “rent”
or the name of Henry George in the index.- The publishers claim it is in
use at Columbiz, Harvard, Yale and other universities. The same state-
ment can be made regarding “The Economics of Public Finance” by Prof.
Philip E. Taylor of the University of Connecticut. Such cases remind

- one of the hmerick which relates that

4 college economist planned

To live without access to land

And would have succeeded

But found that he needed

Food, clothing and somewhere to stand.

Leadership in necessary social reform may come from
idealists outside of the universitics, who have followed
fortunate suggestions in doing thelr own reading and
study. ONLY BY THE REMOTEST ACCIDENT
WILL IT COME FROM COLLEGE GRADUATES
WHOSE MINDS HAVE THUS BEEN TURNED
AWAY FROM INVESTIGATING THE MOST SIG-
NIFICANT OF OUR ECONOMIC PROBLEMS.
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1 there is occasionally a teacher who is cager 1o present the subjecs
fully and faicly, he is quite likely o be limited in his opportunities of
doing so by the prejudices of colleagues. Tests are selected and assign-
ments arranged which all must use and follow.  Dull 2nd, from the poine
of view of the general welfare, selutively incomsequential topics are dwelt
on for weeks, o i et iee et ey v The situation is much e
i# would be in a college of medicing i the lecturers on cancer and on vabies
sweve forced o devote tbeir time chiefly to the subject of poultices and
dressings and wers ablowed bardly awy dime for the explonation. 6f surpical
irc"fm;?ffzws., radivm and X-ray fresiment, and veccination.  Thus, 1o eco-
somics, because impottant, trath I demied or ignored, the students—and
rhe public—are cheated. ... ..o L. Mo amount of money spent from the
income of large endowments, to kire imstructors or “tutors” to stimaulsre
discussion in doraitories or other smail groups, can compensate for lezving
put of the work in sconomics #be most exciting and vital lopics on wiich
i cun shed Lght,

i communism—or socialismi—and the incident regimentasion shewid
wivs, in the United States, in Western EBurepe, in China and elsewhere,
vwer the bresent cavicsiuve of free enierprise, chose professorial econpmists
whose seonomic philosophy has contributed zo make sur economic ays-
tem such a caricature canmor be held free of ol responsibility for che
system’s ultirnate collapes,  For “capitalism™ is inderd under heavy avoack
in a bacge purt of the world,  And the college graduawes our econormics
professors have taught sre but poorly armed against the bombardments
of communist and soclalist ideology, when they cac oppose the opri-
mistically ideslized programs of the “planners” with nothing better than
this caricaturs of what capitalism could be av its possible best,  Why Jave
ihey not been shows the intriguing blue-print of 5 free privafe entevprize
system clearly wortdh fghting for?
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Can Professional Economisis Continue to Ignore
Experience with Land Value Taxation?

1 will not imsult my veedors by discussing o projec? |
velme taxation) so steeped in infemsy. :
Francts A, WaLxer
i

A szams ov ARTICLES published in the last few vears in the Awstralian
wmagazioe, Progress, by A. R. Flutchinson of Melbourne, focuses sttention
wpon studies made by the Land Values Research Group, of which Mr.
Figtchinson i Director of Ressarch. The conclusions o which these
studies seern o point are 2lmesy precisely these which the very few pro-
fessiomal cconomists seriously intevssted in the tamation of land values
would have expected.  Wevertheless, to the msjoricy of American econo-
smists, these comclusions and the supporting dera may come a5 a surprise.
e wight be well if such economises would seek to familisrive themselves
with the daza.  In large part, #r. Hurchinson’s articles have been repub-
fished in o thirty-two page booklet eavitled “Public Charges upon Land
Walues™ and in two folders entitled, respectively, “Housing the Nation”
and “Rating Land Values in Practice—Remlis in Greater Melbourne.”
These reports will be dealt with bere 25 2 unis,

Huzchinson classifies the Australion states into 1wy groups based on the -

proportionate burden of tazes on land values. The firse group of states
congists of (uecasland, New South Wales, and Western Austrabiz. In all
of thess, local real estate taxes are, in general, levied on lewd walues only,
Land-value taxes in Queensland take for the public, be estimates, more than
half {54.5 per cent) of the annual rentsl value of the land; in MNew Socuth
Wales nearly 2 third; in Western Australia zbout 2 sixth,  {in Western
Awsrralis, though the rural aress taz mainly land values, the municipalities
wax land and improvements equally. Besides local tazes there zre, in most
of the states, state land taxes; but these tazes Huichinson considers rela-
tively unimporrant because in several of the states they are paid only by
Lands zhove a certain value and because they raise so much less revenue than
do the local taxes.) '

* Melbourne (Published for the Land Values Rescarch Group by the Henry George
Poundzeion of Australia), 1945,
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The Challenge of Australion Tax Policy .
- such a resule. But his figures on the degree of improvement of lind do
. .mdlcate that, as of 19391940, the “ratio of value of inprovements as

Pezcentage of unimproved land value” in the case of country land, was
_higher in Western Australia as compared to this ratio for city land, than
in any other Australian state,

- ._Attention is called to the fact that those districts in. South Austraha and :

'_Vlctona which do tax land values as such “are the districts -which ¢on-

* tributed most to their states’ better showing than Tasmania.” Thus,
.m.Yxctom, talthough at the 1921 census only 16 ‘per cent -of- the stite
P ulanon was in the fourteen dlstrzcts rating land valués, these d:stncts

The.sccond group of states mcludes South Australm, Vzctona :md ’I'as-

: 'I'he increase 'was grcatest for Queensland (6$ 3 per cent)
.South Wales (22 per cent) and last for Western Australia
The decrease in the stats not taxmg land values (locaﬂy) -_

ween thc two census years. And “ev:dence subrmtt:ed to the Com-
n onwealth Housing Commxssxon in South Australia showed that dwell-
_g' construction in the districts rating land values in that state was
: kediy superior to ‘that in the ‘distficts rating Annual Values, Y i,
taxing land and provements at equal rates,

_ut' Hutchmson is fiot satisfied ‘with tlus father general conclusmn.
e wants to.compare Cities or dxstncts which are, as nearly as possxble,
dar in location advantages and type, except. that some “rate on land -
aIues_ and others do not. He suggests that “In many respects these

cent)' and’ nezrly as great for Tasmama (8 4 per cent) Dunn
od the “m under wheat for gram mcreased in Queenslan

nstralu by 4.4 per cent, the average increase for the three far
i tates bemg reckoned as 9 9 per cent. For the other gro

'r.'_smce the compansons 2t not. comphcated by d.lﬁerent political
_hcnes which may exist in the states.” -Also, he notes that “Tc would be
surd . . . . . to compare development of the business centre of the
thh a penmeter d:stnct.” So he selects, ﬁrst mzxed mdustnal and

e_ Greater Melboume (Vlctona) ared and about equally dnstant by
ve mzles} from Flinders Street Station in Melbourrie. ‘These cities
_iﬁes s in Zone 4. Next he sclects cmes further out from thc

_ panng the cities in Zone 4 which tax land values and not improve-
ts with those which tax both; he finds that the number of dwellings
ted per acte available, in 1928~ 1942, was amiore than 50 per cent
ter in the former than in the latter cities. ' In Zone §, he found the
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number of dwellings in proportion to the acreage availible to be more
than two and a third times as great in the unimproved land vilue taxing
cities ds in the others. Tor Zone 6, he found it to be twice as great.
The value of @il building per available acreage was, during the same
period, in Zone 4, 40 per cent greater for the land value tax cities; in
Zone § it was 140 peér cent gréater, almost two and a half times as great
and in Zone 6 it was 134 per cent greater.

Hutchinson remarks in regard to an alleged shoftage of houses in Vic-
toria of 40,000, that “if these ten cities in Melbotrne which do not now
sate on land values had been rating on that system and showing the same
building figures per acte as the districts now rating on land vilues, in-
stead of the 41,293 houses ‘which were actually buile there would have
been 88,000 built. * Tn other words there would be 46,700 moré houses
in these districes dlone™

The change in holdings of vacant land in 1939 as compared to 1921
is noticeably different in the unimproved lund value taxing cities and
the others.” In Zone 4, the decline in vicant holdings in the Tand value
tax group was 57 per ¢ent as against 30 per ¢ent for the other ‘group.
In Zone § it was an 8 per cent decline a5 compared to 4 50 per cent in-
crease. In Zone 6 there was an increase for the cdly land value tax ¢ity
on which data could be sécured of 74 per cent, as compared to an incredse
for the only annuil value rating city on which data could be obtained of
243 per cent. These increasés the author attributes to speculative de-
velopment of holdings previously agricultural. But the per cent in-
crease was less than a third as great for the land value tax <ity as for
the other. Perhaps it is a fair gucss that the policy of taxing more heavily
the value of land operated to prevent the waste involved in taking well
situated land out Of agricultural use years before it would be needed for
urban uses. Perhaps one can fairly surmise that less adequate taxation
of the value of land operates merely €6 have most of it held during these
years in the form of vacaar lots.

Coming back to 2 compatison of the states, we note that the ritio of
the value of improvements to unimproved land valies in 193940, was
151 per cent in the land value rating states and only 79 per cent in the
others, and that it was decidedly highest (198 pér cent) in Queensland,
where the land value tax is highest, “Furthermore, the average total value
of improvements, for each land taxpayer in the states rating locally on
lIand values, was fully twice a8 'gre_af as in the other stateés and was great-
est of all in Queensland. -
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Land ‘value taxation has been sufficient in Qucensland so that the sale
value of land per heid of population actually declined 16.7 per cent be-
tween'1901 and 1937. In each of the other two locally land value rating
states, it has risen by 11.5 per cent. In South Australiz and Victoria,
where, in general, districts do not rate on land vahies, the value of land
per head of population has risen by 44 per cent and 775 per cent re-
spectively. In Tasmania, howevér, the corresponding rise is given ds
only 4.8 per cént.

Ariother comparison Hutchinson makes is of the average income in
the lind value taxing states compared with the other st‘ités-, received by
non-property owneérs having incomes high enough to require thetn to sub-
mit a Commonwealth income tax réturn, The figures here were only
slightly favorable to the land value taxing stites, but- the author shows
that the proportion of persons receiving these higher incomes is considera-
bly greater (40 per cent greater) in the land value taxing states.

Comparing money ‘wages in factories paid in the first group of stdtes
with those paid in the sccond, he finds them larger in the first group, and
larger in parchasing power.

Mr. Hutchinson’s figures show, also, 2 considerably larger increase in
value of plant and machinery in factories in the first group of states than
in the second. In two of ‘the second group there were actual decreases.

“One of the most delicate tests of whether conditions are favorable or
not in any country,” says Hutchinsen, “is the flow of migration. If
more people are coming to that country than are leaving it we may be
sure that the hew citizens regard the prospects in their néw home as bettér
than those in the land they ate leaving. Conversely, when departures
exceed mew arrivals, it maust be regarded as an ominous sign in the de-
velopment of any state.”

The data shiow a net migration into the land value rating states between
1922 and 1938, per 1,000 of the 1929 popilation, amounting. to 8.8, and
an ouiflow from the other states averaging 10. The _inﬂov& for Quée’ns—
land, the state with the highest level of land value taxation, is the great-
est, 16.5. All of the other states (the “annual valte rating” states)
show an outflow. For Victoria this is slight. For both South Australia
and Tasmsnia it is considerzble, 29.1 per 1,000 and 15.5 per 1,000 re-
spectively. '

No doubt it can be questioned whether conditions in the tvwo groiips of
states are sufficiently similar te make the conclusions reached, purely
froin the dita given, wholly reliable. Some critical readers mdy question
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whithe, despite the care taken by the authot of the studies to select only
- cities similacly situated, even the conclusions drawn from the data on
" ¢ities in the Greater Melbourne area should be taken seriously.. But cer-
tainly the data presented, pointing with almost complete, if not complete,
" . consistency in the seme direction, make a sufficiently good prima facie
- case so that it would seem imexcusable for any profess;onal economist -£o
" refuse to examine carefilly apd without antagonistic prejudice the the-
oretical argument for land value taxation. Axd in view of the sceming
/great advantage of the land ‘value tax policy, there would appear fo. be
little excuse for the failure of many econornics teachers to present the
. relevant facts and théory clearly and with some completenéss to. theiz
classes; . Yet scaccely ever, in the economics courses at American univer-
 sities and colleges—even in the course in Public Finance—is the theory
of the subject—or any such relevant data—presented to students ade-
quately, so that any considerable number of them get any appteciable
understanding of what lasd value taxation can accomplish or why it can
- accomplish it:  Frequently neither the teacher nor the textbook mentions
the subjéct t all, —or they mention it only to make a few brief and
. unanalytical derogatory comments ofx it,
. 11
o LAND VALUE TAXATION, if suﬂiczently high, makes 1t utterly unptoﬁtabie
to , hold good land out of wse. It incréases, therefore, the amount of Jand
affcred for rent or for sale. It lowets the rent of Jand and thus reduces
for tenants the cost per month or per year of housing.
By makmg more good and -well situated land available, land value taxa-
" tion increases the productzwty of labor or of labor and capital both. Tt
“thus tefids to raise wages. And insofar as it makes possible the abolition

S o or even the reduction of commadity taxes and other taxes resting largely

_' on Wage earners, workers are still further benéfited.
Heavy land valueé taxition would make possible the abolition, anong
other taxes, of taxes on real estite improvements, on livestock, on ma-
_ chmery, ete. Thereby it would definitély increase the met per cent re-
. turn on capltal mvestment. This would almost certainly causé an in-
. crease of saving, and so of capital. But even if saving were not thus
pmmoted such a tax system would mewtably cause savings made in other
' commumtaes to be invested more largely in the Jand value tix commurity
- or communities. And the grester amount. of .¢apitil in any such com-
- mumty or. comniumtles would mean that libor could be and would be
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better equipped with capital @s well as better provided with good land.
Thus there would be #ivo reasons for a grester productzwty of labor and
bigher wages.

Faor all these reasons it is easier for a tenant to become an owner of land.
The rent be has to pay while be is a tenant is'lower.. His wages are bigher.
From these wages less is taken in direct taxation of his imcome or in taxa-
tion of the goods be must buy. He can save move easily, If be does save
and invest, bis net per cent return from cap:tal thus untaxed, is greater
and this furt[m' increases bis ability to save. The Jrice i  land is lower.

Some writers have contended—for exaiiple, Prof. Lewis H. Haney?
and, apparently, Prof. Willford I. King’ *~-that, though the price of land
is lower, the tax which the owner must ‘pay on it annua.lly is higher and that
this offsets for him the advantage of being able to purchase it at a lower
price. .

But such writers consistently and persistently overlook sofne very im-
portant points. They overlook the grear reductmn—-f.md it might be
even the abolition—of many or most other taxes. They overlook the
lower rent of land, ‘consequent on the forcmg of good unused land into
use, They overlook therefore, the fact that, even.if the land value tax
takes @l the rent, r.hls tax will nevertheless be lower for the ex-tepant
owner than the rent was previously when he was a tenant, They over-
look the fact that the (marginal) productivity of labor is ingher, so that
more of what is produced from the land is wages (“1mputable” to labor)
and less is rent (“imputable” to land). They overlook the effect of the
land value tax system in increasing the amount of capital in the com:
munity or communities adopting the system, thus further increasing the
productivity of labor and ‘the wages of labor. And they ovetlook the

‘effect of a higher net interest rate on capital, along with the lower land

fent from forcing speculatively held land into ‘use, in reducing the sile
price of land by more than the (_:apxta_.hza_tlm_]_ of the tax at the old (and
lower) interest rate. Tn short, there are serious gaps both in their ap-
preciation of the relevant economic facts and in their com s brehension of
the relation of these facts fo the appropriste mathematical calculations.

Obviously, the most ideal system of taxation would hardly suffice to

2 In his “Vilve and Distribution,” New York, Appleton-Centuty, 1939, pp. 736-7.

8%The SinghsTax Comiplex Analyzed”, Ionmal of Political Economy, Vol. XXXII,
No. 3; Octobier; 1924, p. 609, Dr. Kinig mentions the point herein criticised, as somsé-~
thing that 4 capticus critic might assert”” and perhaps hé does not mean lumself to assert
1ty but he séems to be seekmg to make sute that the readér will see it statéd and he does
tiot.offer any refutition of it. One must perhaps ;udge Lis measing and intéent from
the geueral tone of his article,
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tivity and agricultural and manufacturing
rt as miglit come to 2 region highly favored
‘the Tateer has # very bad tax system. But do niot
' have been s‘umm‘arize‘d :héréin, r‘e-@n’f'o‘rce the

mity or'a natlon, of mz.kmg the annual rental value
ource and, in so far as reasonably possible, the chief
. The truth is; despite the sniping of an _éptagbiﬁs_tic
riate, that, _(fért';ii"::_tfy- 'wi'thin_ the ln'mts c&' =W‘hat’ @ tax

Ancing 'arguments for such Iand value taxation? .
“hard work, éfficiency, and the willingness to save and invest, so deserving
- 0f punishment that we should tax them in prefermce #o taxing land values,
although the latter taix policy is better evien for wverage and below-average
' propertyless avage earsiers!

Is it, perchance, regarded as academically more “safe,” or less “radical,”
for économics professors o emphasize a tax system that goes a considerable
L dxstance toward the Marxian 1deal-—-"from cach according to his capacity,

" to eich’ dccording to his need”—thar to emphasize land value taxation,
| which is of the véry essence of a truly self-conststent pbzlosopby of free
: pnvate enter prise?
‘But perhaps most living economrsts, Just bccause they have been
“trained. by 4 genetation or generations that rejected Henry Geotge, have
* no reil understanding of the land value taxation policy and feel under no

Or are amb;iton,

Why should we not rise questions about who should buve to pay whomn

for permission to work on and'live on and ‘to use the earth?

The basis of the case for the public appropriation of most or nearly all
of sthe annual téntal value of Tand by taxdtion; is the-fact that geological
forces, not men, made the earth, and the further fact that the location
advantages of lind, in so far as they result from human activity, are a
by-product of the activities' and choicé of “habitat of many millions of
human beéings, ‘They are not produced by ofi¢ man or 2 few men.  But
capital—buildings, 'm'achinér'y, Tocomotives; livestock, planted fruit trees,
ships—caii bé brought into existence only through ‘work “and savirig:

‘There is 4 related distiniction between ‘the two kinds of iricome sl:ermmng
from these two kinds of property The: drfference between féceivisig in-
come from capital which, without work “and savmg, would not even be
in existence, and receiving income beca ne'is in 4’ strategic posltmn
to forbid othiers the wuse of a part of the earth ‘which has' been made de-
sirable- becauise of geological forceés or commumty ‘growth and develop-
ment-—this difference is fundammtal and ‘profound.  What shall we say
of learned professors of economics in whose cononic phﬂosophy—-—and in
whose teaching and ‘textbooks—it has no place at all ?

" At the University of Missouiti we have many students who have done
their first two years of college work ‘elsewhere. ~ Almost without excep-
tion they bive been taught wothing-—or next to nothmg-w—about this
really fundawiental and imiportant reform’ whzch 1f either” theory or the
data we have fiom Australia mean anythmg, promises much in prosperity,
atid in hope for commion folks, to any 'c ntr}} that will adope it. Are
university and céllege students of economiics sever to have a reasoriable
chance to Jearn anything sbout it in their college economics courses?  And
then, if, 45 @ result of such 3 condition, no movement for the public ap-
propriation of the rental value of land or most of it, develops, wﬂ! the
economics professonate adopt the added excuse “that the reform is “po-
litically impossible” here—rnotwithstanding what has been done i Queens-
land!—and therefore not worth while explammg to students? “Will there
continue to be practically no chance to learn about it in college—where,
of all places, its study is most appropnate—so that coﬂege boys and girls
will usually not learn anythirig about it unless tbey just happen to drop
into one of the classes (taught as a labor of love by volunteer teachers
whio have other jobs to make 2 living) of the Henry George School of
Social Science?
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ci A Wﬂke_r_ in th:s matter has shown any sign of having tedly

Scrar;ton) graded tax sy“stem,‘ it prowded that the c1ty tax rate on
ngs should become, in 1914 only 20 per cent of the Fate on land;

pe cent, and in. 1925, 50 per cent. Tlus meam: that to get the same revenue
_ the city, the tax on lind valies had to be gradually raised. 1f this
g ual change Had been continued by corresponding stages until 1940 and
_apphed also to the taxes levied by other taxing authontles, such as the
" county and the school district, all taxes on buildings in Pittsburgh (and
.Scrantou) would have been then done away with. Had a comparable
- y been followed throughout the entire United States, or even any
rge number of the states, the land value tax rate would presumably be
gh enough by now in the terntory so -affected, to absorb for pubhc use
- the greater part of the situation rent of land.
""" Did the Pennsylvania legtslamrs, then, in passing this law in 1913, com-
mit a smful act? ‘Was the passing of this law, unlike or beyond any otber
_of the many taxation changes that have been made by our various leglsla~
bodlcs, a “precious picce of villainy”™ and was its mete proposal
t . . . steeped in infamy”! I not, how shall we account for the
2P ychology of those professors of economics who seem able to accept with
i apparent equanumty all sorts of policy changes—some of them certainly
and wrong—but who greet any proposal looking to the eventual
i estabhshment of a land value tax policy with deniunciation?
any case, is not the expressed opinion of various economics profes-
soc1ety, whmh makes frequent changes of pohcy in other

George and already followed for some distance by Queensland,—:s ot
thi opuuon utterly silly?
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than in theii own little group. When will they “snap out of théir comia?

It is my experience that students in. the “principles” of economics (and

i p_ubhc finance, too) are miore. inferested : m--tbi;_:-ﬁﬂri of the.course than
in amy. other pert. Individual students have informed me that they have
heard about this topic as a part of the course and that théy wanted ‘to

take the course especially for that reason. Any adequite presentation of
this ‘topic reaches for fundamentals. -1t stirs discussion. 1t is dramatic.

The students talk about it outside the. class. - Only recently oneé of -1y

best students told me that “the question of the tanid tax is the most dis-

' ginssed question on this campus They endeavor to explain the théory
" of it to others not taking the course. They talk: abont it at home duving

vacation; Teachers who omit or *soft-pedal”. this part of economics can
scarcely bope, if other things are at all equal, fo make their clusses as inter-
esting to their student customers, No 2mount of money spent from the
income-of large endowments, to hire instructors or “‘tutors” fo stimulate
discussion in dormitoties or other small groups, can compensate for leaving
out of the work in econoniics the most excztmg and wtal tojm's on which
it can shed light. ' - Sy

Recently a college teacher of economics. to!d me that the €conomics
students where he is teaching tend to zécept ““a mixture of  Keynesian
economics and. traditional socialism.” Other economics teachers; includ-
ing one of considerable years and ‘experience with whom'I have: discussed
the. matter, agree thas this is probably a -general condition. in. Amencan
colleges and univetsities. Certainly there dppears:to- be reason to: believe
that in most of our institutions of college rank; students of economics who

are inclined to social idealism—as many aré—tend: toward one or another

fqrm of socialistic p_bzlos_opby This;- I believe, is because they do not gek,

from their courses in economics, ¢he visiom they might. get of what a sys-

tem of free private enterprise would mean to common folks, if it were so
reforimed as to make it consistent with the principles appealed to by those
wbo essay to defend it.  Such reform would, indeed, include much more
than reform in our land and taxation system but this it must certainly

. include. There is tragedy in. the fact that among those who have been

lured into communistic activities, atid even-into betraying ‘the interests of
their own government to. those of an alien power, are some who followed
communism becaiise of their vivm social idealism and who might have been
saved from this personal tragedy had the influence of -our ecomomics
professoriate not been in the direction of discrediting and bushing up all
sevious ddvocacy of the pubhc appraprmtztm of the annual rental value
of land:
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the faifure of the economists in our colleges and universities, to
make: clear. to their students ‘the €ause and efféct relitions involved in the

century ago, “his. been caIled the dismal science and as cun‘cntly taught,
hopeless and despairing, But this; as we have seen, is solely because she
s been degraded and shackled; her truths dislocated; her hatmionies i ig-
nored; the word she would wtter gagged in her mouth, and her Pprotest
nst wrong turned into an indorsement of injustice.”
What are the chances that, among: the: present (seemingly) “lost gen-
" eration” of professoril economists, any considerible wamiber will reject
i theillogical teaching of so many. of the prestige nawes in economics?
What are the chiances that 3 any of this lost. gencration will re-educate therii-
* sclves toan understanding of the land question? “What are the chances
‘that any appreciable number of them will earnestly strive to give their
students 2 fundamental compreherision of “capitalism® wnd f the natire
and significance of the reforms—including reform of the tax system in
the direction pointed out by Henry George—essential to its beneficent
operation? - Some of them car do effective teaching along ‘this line if
they want fo. Who among them—nd bow many—will really want fo?
And what are the «chances that there will be, here and there, a deparc-
ment chairmian, or a presxdent of a small college; who seriously believes
that students-ac his institution ought 1o heve the opporfunity 1o gain
real understanding of the case for this important Teforii-cas well as, in
- general, of the advantapes of & system of frée private enterprise so re-
formed as to be consistent with the principles commonly appeéaled to in
its defense? What are the-chances that seme chairman——or president—
will ‘want to have, in his depactment of economics, af least oti¢ teacher
really capable of giving and interested in' giving - such understanding?
What are the chances that sucli a chairman—or presidest—will not only
strive earnestly to get suvh a teacher but will sée to it that the teacher
has full freedom and opportunity for adequate oral’ presentation, reading
assignmeits and class discussion of the probleni—to the end that against
that university of college, it dny rate, the indictment levilled in this paper
shall not- apply? : ‘

. 12 In “Progress and Poverty® New: York, 1879, “Conclusion.” The paisage quoted
is. on’ page 559. of the' Fiftieth Anniversary iedition, New York (Robert Schalkenbach
_Foundat:on) latest printing, 1943.
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