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- THE CHINA CONNECTION -

1. Some-bicgraphical notes are relevant to my initerest and invelvement.

I was horm in February 1024, in New Zealand, my father being a Baptist
minister, The family migrated to Australia in 1839 when my father was appointed
ag khead of a Baptist theological seminary. My education was completed in Melbourme,
graduating in medicine in 1947. My closest friend, now deceased, from school days,
wag the son of o returned Baptist missionary to India, a certain E.Francis Halkyard,
a man of great rectitude, who was a dedicated exponent of the soeial philesophy of
the Ameriecan, Henry George, contemporary of Xarl Marx. The philosophy of George was,
in essence, that of radical liberalism in the tradition of John Stuart Mill, It
shampioned individnal human rights and liberties, and yet at the same time it set
forth the legitimate rights of the community, In economic terms, this required, in
" & sentence, that the rent of the ¢arth, upom which all mex stood and whence all
men draw their existence, should be punblic property. The "socialization® of the
rent of the earth was the price to be paid for economiec freedomj in the face of
monopoly of the land and other natural rescurces, so feorge affirmed, “beauty lies
imprisoned, and iromn whee}s ride over the good and the beantiful that might spring

- from humen lives." "

" During my eritical formative years of semior sehaozing and teriiary education,
I was greaﬁiy infiuenced by the scholarly wisdom of my father who instilled into me
the nabure of the historic contribution of the Baptiast movement, under various names
on the Continent, in Grsat Britain and America, to religious attitudes and convic~
tions., Again, in essenece, it was that the individual human life is of supreme worth
in the eyes of God: individual freedom and regpensibility were the keynotes - they
were the inseparable ¢¥o sides of a coin, Against this background, whem, through my
school-friend Allan ¥, Halkvard and his father, I was introducsd to the existence
of the Henry George movement and its philosophy, I was immediately atiracted to it,
not primarily because of the fiscal neatness and inezorable logic of the meed for
community equity in lend rent, bubt becsuse of the integratiom that it afforded my
personal belief system and se% of values in relation 4o human dignity, human righbs,
human freedom and human responsibilities. It was an integration that has been eoun- '
solidated with the passage of the years, From the same Ceorgelist circles I further
learnt of the cause for the promotion of electoral justiee popularly known as
“"Proportional Representaition™, the mechanica of which involve the election of can-
didates to the Parliiament on a JUOTA of votes gained within s muldi-menmber eleslor-
ate, The mechanies of the method are designed to ensurs that the maximum numbers of
voters participate effectively in determining who shall be slected. The underlying
idea iz thet "the individual vobter counts.” His vote needs Lo be of value because
BE is of valuel Again, the philosophy is that of human worth and of the righis of
individual ecitizene within the overall context of the community. To conceriins ihe
account, the mantle of A.F.Halkyard within the Henry feorge movement and P.R.
Socieﬁy, has, in the 2ffiux of time, been placed upon my shoulders, & burden of
responsibility to sustain a cause that goes back over 100 years, and the rszlevance
of which, i=m the exipgencies of our own times, remains, in my view, as urgent as
ever,

2, Im ‘ugmst/ﬁgp%embe? 1579, my wife and I went om & tourist trip to mainland
China, As a Georgeist rather than a Marxist, I visited that citadel of Communisanm
with movre than tourist eyes. My Enowledge af Gaorgeist eirclies was essentially
Antipodesn — and that, in turn, rested upon Georgeist activiiy in Gt. Britain and
the United States of America, through interchenge of journals, publications,
letters, and, occasionally, visits., However, from superficial readlng, I was avare
that Tolstoy and Sun Yat Senm were both strongly attracted to George's philosophy -
'&a had heen that grea% Br;txsh coian1al statesman, Sir George Grey, ometime Prime
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Minister and iwice Coverncr of New Zealand, with whoge story I was mmch better
soausinted. Se 1 made it my business to read up on Sen Yet Sen In the Melbourne
State Library, In the index eystem I cawme acrosa references to books and articles
on Sun Yat Sem by such suthors as Sir James Centliie, Lyen Sharmen {first English
biographer of Sun Tat Sen in 1934} and Professor Harold Schiffris, University of
Jorusalem, Of particular interest to me was s journal erticle by Frofessor Schiff-
rin on "Henry Georgs om Two Continents” which dealt not only with George's
infiuence in Gh, Britain, but also with something quite vafsmiliar to most Western
 Georgeiats, his influence in Japan in the first decade of this century. On the
history of China, Edgar Snow's volume, "Red Star over China’ was recommended read-
ing, It was from this that 1 first glcened the details of the epiec “Long Mareh” of
the Compunista in 1934, sud of the “"Zisn Incident" of 1938 when Chiang ¥al Shek wad
foreed to take the heat off the Communists, and which marked the pivotal furm in
their Tortames., - ~ ' : ' _
Y took with me to China & copy of the Centenary Edition of George's PROGRESS

& POVERTY, the copy having been just received from the Schalkenbach Foundation iw -
 ¥ew York. It was known to me that Sun Yat Sen's widoew, Mdue. Soong Ching Ling, vas
s£111 alive at & ripe oid age in Peking. I had had the copy inscribed %o her, in
Chinese, "im honour of Dr. Sus ¥at Sem who was 30 graatly influsnced by the author
0% thisg book." I fed it into the system per medium of our tour guide in the last
week of Augnst 1979 — at the precise time that the Centenary Georgeist Conferemce
was being held in San Framcisco, Whether the lady aciually received it I do not
‘know, because I received no acknovledgement = which I now realize is par for the
conrsel . , : ' -

In the eity of Xian, there was a faded propagenda billboard cutside ouw tour-
iat hotel, which read: "The theoretical bagis gniding our thinking is Marsiap
Leninism," guote Mao Tse Tung, L2 a cemiirmed Gecorgeist, I made the menisl nole as
T phoicgraphed it, " - and THATYS precisely whet's wrong with this place. Brother,
have I got news for youl" The puny meouse that roared; if you like, But I'm prepa®ed
tc vit George egeinsh Marz anybime. Indesd, uwpom returning homs, I wrote & short
Carticle CRONGH VERSIY WARL -~ THE WAY FORVAHD which was published in the March 1980
jssue of DROGUESS the jouwrnal of the Henry George League of Victoria, Farther read-
ing in Chisese history was greaitly helped by having vigited the counizxy - particu-
1lariy having visited Shamsi and Shensi Provinces in the North West and perceiving
botk op land and from the air the femous loess scil region. inte whieh the Conmranial
forees under Mao retreated and regrouped at Yunnea = and having photegraphed the
very scenc where Chiesng Xai Shek wes surprised by rebellicus troops im 1936. Ome
returned home with s tremendous admiration for ithe people of this ancient culture,
compared with whom we seem o brash - with a tremendous awe at their incredible
patience and at their simple dignity in labour. The country was drab and obviously
poor. Yet people were clothed amd nourished -~ there was not the squalid poverty
that one reads of as merking so much of the Third World. The Chinese Communist
regime is strong on slogans, The last one was on the bridge at the border over the
Shum Chum river, It said, "Long live the great unity of the peoples of the worldl®
{Always the exclamation markl) The first notice seen on the railway siation on the
Hong Xong side said, "Bewars of pickpockets. Do not spit:" 1% Bangl ¥We were baeck in
the capitalist West, pushing and shoving, grasping and grabbing, with its million~—
eires’ mansions on Hong Xong Island, its armed guards in the banks and its begpars
ip the streets ~ amnd its enormous vitality.

It took weeks afier getting back home to become dis-Orientated! However,
further reading initiated me into the nightmare of the Cultural Revolution, and it
left me aghast to realize that thoss selfsame courteous, patient, friendly, smiling
people, who would part like the wawves of the Red Sea to give precsdence to white
foreign gnests as they glided through on their magic carpet {with their return air
+ticket gumarenteed and paid for in advance) were those same pesple who behaved so
eruelly and atrociously towards each other during the Culitural Revelution = all im
the name of the purity of Marxist dogma. Noit omly that, 1 had heen home secareely s
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month when, in October 1979, the unfortunate young journalist Wei got clobberred
with a 15-year jail sentence for taking his rights to individual freedom of ex~
pression too seriously, and the Big Poster Democracy Wall was proscribed. As a
 result my attitude has hardened. 1 have great affection for the people of China,
bt I abhor the tyreamnical nature of the regime. 1 was constrained to write a paper
for the sake of formalizing wmy Georgeist critique on record, which was a develop~
ment of the PROGEESS article, and which I gave the title, "Sun Yat Sen = Citizsn of
the World"” - subtitle "Marxist-Leninist-Mao Tee Tung Thought gave. China the Cultural
Revolution” - the implicatiom heing "gnd thereby mucked it up." This subtitie was
by way of a rejoinder to the propagranda bosrd ocutside the Xian holel.

" In this paper I contrasted two ideological siresams: that of Marx = Lenin =
Mao Tze Tung, and thet of George — Tolstoy - Sur Yat Sen, and concluded with the
view that the way forward for China lay with the latter ~ that Sun Yat Sen and the
philescphies that moulded him should be rediscoversd and reassessed. In the prepar-
etion of this paper I was greatly helped in my further usnderstanding of Sun Yat Sen
as the result of correspondence that I had entered inte with Professor Schiffrin.
He acquainted me with the name of Profeassor Gottfried K. Kindermann of Munich, the
leading Furopean authoriiy on Sun Yet Sen, and with a book by Professor Martin
Bernal of Cornell University, entitled "Chinese Socialism to 1907", Por Georpelists
this book is, in my opinion, 6f seminal importance, Certain chapters which deal with
early Georgeist influences on Sun Yat Sea from sround 1860 onwards, end the ferment
of debate on Georgeist Single Tax versns Socialism in the journals of his revolui-
jonery movement (inciuding the activities of the Gsorgeist Miyazeki brothers in
Japen im the first decade of this century) sre, in my view, mandalory resding, I
found, 0 my own fascination, that a msjor mentor of Sun Yat Sen in the 1880's was
axi American Disciples of Christ CGeorgeist missionary to China for whom Sun ¥at Sen
took part in the transintion of PROGHESS & PUVERIY into Chinese., This gentleman,
¥.E.Macklin, was, it has dewned upon me, a man cast in the very ideological mould of
my own mentor, E.F,Halkyard, His brother-in-law, Cherles Garst, was, similarly, a
missionary to Japan. However the single-tax meteor fizzled out in the period cover-
‘ed by Professor Bermal. {Compare this with its decline in Gt. Britsin sshassguent io
the Llcyd George Pudget and the onset of the Pirst World ¥ar.) Moreovey, the econom-
ic sophistication of the Simgle Tax was beyond the patience of students for whom '
the overthrow of the Manchus was the main focus of their attraction te Ssen Yai Sen
in those years. Nevertheless, the Single Tax lived on, as we shall see, in the heart
and mind of Sun Yat Sem. ' '

Having completed this paper, end having, in its concluding section, noted that
the banner of Sun Yat Sen continnes %o be held high in Taiwan, I considered that it
wonld do no harm to send a copy to the Office of the President of the Republic of
China in Taipei. Subsequently I reecsived, over the signature of its Chairman, an
jnvitation from the Organizing Committee of the Conferense on the History of the
Republic eof China to be held in Taipei in August 19281 to mark the T0th. Anniversary
of the Founding of the R 0.0, in 1911, to attend,, and if 1 s0 wished, to present a
paper, In accepting, I edopited the attitude that I would in no manner be posing as
an authority on Chimese history, but would seek to portray the specific Geoyrgeist
influence on Sun Yat Sen im the light of Antipodean experience of those same infin-
ences — & "Chinese connection” with which I imagined that mozt contemporary Chinese
historisans would be unfamiliar, ' ' '

Sun Yat Sen had, sround 1905, crystsilized his Three Principles of the People ~
Nationalism, Demoeracy and Livelihood of the People. My paper as already prepared,
kad borne essentially upon the third of these which involved Sun Yat Sen's Georgeist
concspt of the Equalizaiion of Land Biphts., For the purpose of the Comnference 1
devaloped & subsidiary paper which I related to the Principle of Demonracy, and
entitled if "An Australian contribution to experience in the conduct of popular
eleciions,” In preparing this; I drew heavily upon J.F.H.Wright!s book "Mirrver of
the Nation's Mind." Wright highlights the Deelareation of Human Rights in relation

to pepular participation in elecbioas. Tt is idportant to note that ithe comstifub~
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jons both of the Chimese Commmnist Party and of the Kuomintang Natiomalist Party

are historieally hased on the Bussian model; and allow of "Ome Party Goveranment” only.
My purpose in including this secondary paper was to document, in the contexi of that
Confsrence, that P.B. "guota-preferential” voling was appropriate; meveritheless, even
with "eone party" elections becavse of the effective freedom of choice that voters
were afforded amongqt candidates. I was aware that municipsl elections are stertiing
to be held on the msinland. I was also aware that the papers presented st this R.0.C.
Conference would alszo be ¢losely monitored on the mainland, Appearing in my role as
President of the Henry Georgs Foundation of Anmtraila, I was not sversze to zeizing
the opportunity to highlight P.R. as one of the mechemisms for human freedem -
although the point was guite lost initially upon the critical commentator on my paper
who thoaght it quite irrelevant to Chinese history. I had to spell out the implica~

tmns in the gquestion time,

- A ferther development was an inv;tatxon to present a paper after the Taipei
Confersnce at & Symposium on Sun Yat Sen to be held under the auspices of Chu Hei
Collaps in Hong Kong in Sepiember 1981, Whereaw my Taipel paper centred on George
versus Marx, the Hong Kong psper highlighted a) the Georgzist influence on Sum Yat
Sen particularly os revealed in his SAN MIN CHU I lectures deliversd in Canton in
1824, and b) Antxpcdean Georgeiat iafiuonce and its pract&c&% application emshrined

in iegzgiaﬁxana

_ The Taiwan Cenference was attended by meny Sinologists of intermational repute,
as well as historians from faculties in Teiwan. It was by ne means a mere propaganda
stunt for the Nationalists. Where occasiun demanded it, criticism of the Chiang Xai
Shek regime was made - as the printed papers will attest. The Conference was gsection~
‘alized., My paper was presented on the afternoom of the first day, and was preceded by
those given by Professors Kindermens and Schiffrin, As a non-profess;onai, it wae &
humbling experience to have ithe prx?xl#g% of participating in such a gathering, Tt
was an awesome feeling to be casi ip the role, as a &eorgeast, de facto speaking for
the Georgelst movement world wide, of rekindling an interest in Henry George, card-
inal mentor of Sun Yat Sen, Father of the Chimese Fepublic. As above mentioned, I
made it clear that I did not appear in the guise of .an authority on Chirese history -
my authority to speak lay in my knew}e&ge, from Antipodean experience, to reviev
Georgﬁzét infiluence around ths world; and to nlgnilgh% Sun ¥at Sen ~ Citizen of the
World in that context, for Sun Yat Sen's model for China was a model for sll develop-
ing nations. I was told that the translator at my session was superb in the manszer in
which he conveyed the nuances of what was being said. My lack of ability to under-
stond Chinese was & limiting factor in my being able to extract maximum value from
other sessions. However, English translations of many of the papers had been printed,
which I have been able to study sinece my return home.

Synopses of the papers by Professora Schiffrin and Kindermann and that of mine,
along with photos of the speakers, appeared together in the Chinese language press
the following day. Professor Schiffrin noted the consistency of Sun Yat Sen®s hasie
social philosophy, formed im his youth when the Georgeist/J.S.Mill influences of
radical liberalism crystallized his outleok, and which stayed with him till his
death, He wagz effectively inocculated against ever becoming a Marxist., Professor
Schiffrin stressed that Sun Yat Sen always strove for conciliatiorn and peaceful sol-
ntions, He vas temperamentally averse to violsnce., Professor Kindermenn highlighted
Sun Yat Sen’s charisma, and how, since his death, varions groups, by selective quota-
tion, have claimed his mantle. But again, his fanml pronouncements weire made in his
SAN MIN €HU I lsctures, less than a year before his death; inm which he specifically
rejected the "clasgs siruggle” concepts of Marxisa, Compmunist propagenda related teo
SAN MIN CHU I conveniently forgets this. Professors ﬂhaffrzn, Kindermann and myself
%311 made the point thai Sun Ya? San~ism sffe;s the alternative fto Marzist-Lleninist

dogme for China and the Third Worid, _
Severel thinps smersed very slearly from this: Conference and from eur sojourn in

Tauwen. The Ffirst is that the Republic of Chine in Taiwan, ihe ongeling continuum of

Nationalist China, is very much alive and kicking, aad is not %o be Judged Ly the
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admitted corruptiomn and incompeience of the prior-to~1949 era. A great deal of
light was shed for me hy the paper given by Lord Michael Lindsay of Birker,
Emeritus Professor of Far Eastern Studies at the American Universitly, Washington,
B.C. In summary, he stated that beiween 1938 — 1946, the Communists in their Soviet
¢epcieves, won hearts and minds by carryiag out gsensible land reforms sueh as thoze
ister carried out by the R.0.C. om Taiwsn - reforms whick were relevant ito the
requirements of the situstion. They wers thus successful in situations to which
Mayziam was irrelevent, He them went on to say, devastatingly, that where Marxism- -
Leninism was relevant, “common sense went out the window" as when, having achieved
‘power, Mso proceeded to the enforced collectivization of agriculture simply because
Marz had decreed it should happen! The result on the mainland was a generation of
staenation relative to what tock place in Taiwan where, belatedly, the Netionalists
carried ount the soil-to-the-tillers programse that they had failed to enact on the
mainland when it had lain within their power to do so. _ i

@ in Taiwan, the farmers became & pation of smallhelders, each acquiring his
own farm on economically manageable terms., This was the start of the "economie
miracle" of Taiwan, From an agricultural base, they proceeded to simple types of
industry producing necessities, and, with the aid of overseas {mainly American)
capitsl, build wp light industries. Taiwan now has & most sophisticated economy
with ‘capital intenazive indusiryy including heavy indusiry. They plan to engape in
high technclogy by the end of this decade. Taiwan has nceded no foreign aid since
1057, Compaved with the mainland, standards of living are much higher; and its
peonle are much more sophisticated in their relationships with Westerners. The
tourist going to mainland China is a guasi~vVIP, and in meny areas is still somevhai
of a curiosity. In Taiwan, the white forsiguner is no more taken particular notice
of than he/she is in Hong Keng of down ¥ain Street.? Once the"mini CHOGM" of the
Conference was over - Presidential and Prime Ministerial receptions and banquets
and the like, photes in the daiiies and magazines, trained television cameras, ette,
ete.. = it was very salutary, whem going on a subsequent private three-day tour of
the island, to have to carvy one's own bags and travel like everyone else, on publie
tranzpord. ' ' ' :

‘Porhaps the greatest illustration of modern Taiwan is the sight of the impress-
ive multi~lane Sun Yat Sen tollway which Tuns for 200 kilometres the lengih of the
istand, connecting Taipei in the Horth with Xaohsiung in the South, It traverses
the green fields of rice and suger cane, with the farm houses set im clusiers
amongst the patchwoerk, as though in a garden; there are clover leaves and flyovers
 branching off st intervals to serve the towns and cities of the coastal plain.

flowvever, Taiwan iz developing the problems typical of Westernized economies.
There iz fremetic competition within the ecucation system, and the very day afler 1
presented my paper, the editorial in the Frglish-language Taipei newspaper discussed
the problem of urban land price, the difficulties for home ownership of lower income
earners and the problems aassociated with the implementation of Dra. Sun Yat Sen’s
theory of "unearned jnerement,” I felt guite at home: itwo days iater the paper pub-
lished a letter by me, as President eof the Henry George Foundation of Aunstralis
and Conference Participant, on the need for tand rental tazation on the Australian
site-velue rating model in order to cope with the situation! It was an pneanny
feeling to be thevre, uniquely; in the right place at the right time, to make the
right commént, It was s matter that I wonld take up again in Hong Kong. Since
returning home, a copy of ihe ¥.¥, SENHY CEORGE NEWS for March 1935 has come into
my possession. It contains an article by Dr, 8,Y.%Wu who was a secretary to Sun Yab
Jen and who was responsible for the subssquent drawing-up of land legislation. He
notes thad he visited Europe and the Middie East t0 observe methods of land reform,
but it was significaant that there was ne mention of his having viagited Anstralia.
In the same copy there was an account of Georgeism in Germany, and sgain it was
hizhly significant that ideas gradually drifited im the directicn of majoring on the
nuneprned increment" an entirely different thing from George's concept of an &angal
e and vent. Further, o German, Dr. Schrameier, ¥as adviser to Sun ¥ab Sen in
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the nineteen twenties, and was instituting laad value taxstion in a former German
enclave when he was tragically killed im a rickshavw accident - and that was the end
of the experiment. I had always been under the impression that Sun Yat Sen gleaned
hismiiéﬁs”oﬁ'ﬁﬂﬁ&?ﬁ%éﬁiﬁﬂf%ﬁ%ﬁi'f?eﬂwgehﬁ~sﬁu&?ﬁ—§ﬁilf—hﬁ% the most recent infiuence
. upon him was this German-derived one. At any rate, the land legisiation that was .
finally adopted by the Kuomintang was most certainly not specifically Georpgeist, It
has boen carried over into land legislation in modern Taiwan, but obviously hes mot
been working satisfactorily. NO LAND IEGISLATION WILL PE SATISFACTORY THAT DES NOT
EFFECTIVELY SOCTIALIZE THE HENT OF THE LAND AT ITS FULL MARKET VAIUE. That is as true
for the cconomy of Taiwan as it is true fer Australis or any other coumiry. I thers-—
fore did not need to be an expert in Chinese affairs to be able to commend author-
itatively, as a CGeorgiest, on that issue. My susming up iz thet Sun Yat Sen's heart
wag in the right plece, he was well aware of the danger of the capitalizetiion ef
social propgress intc land price, but his practieal ideas were to prove ineffectual,
and he evidently was in complete iguorance of Ausiralian experience in land value

" taxation and of the guintessential nature of Georpeism im our gite valus rating., It =

became evident to me that my major role in this visit to Taiwan would have to be to
publicize the Australian experiemce. ' : ~

I had taken with me a fair sssoriment of Georgeist material from Melbourne,
some of which I sent to the newspaper in support of my letter, T also had some photor
stat copies of my psper for Hong Kong., In this paper, I had specifically called =
“attention to the deficiencies of the Johmn Stuart Mill proposal that only future
inerement should be tazed, albeit as a lump sum, This was the solution that San Yat
Sen as a practising politician sedtled for, but he sounded a warning in his ibZ4
SAN MIN CHJ I lectures thail China must selve the land problem in its eitias'}ike_
Canton or Shanghai, or else it would soow be too late. And right there in Teipei,
the very day after my paper was given, & newspaper editorisl comments that it was
probably now "too laie” to be able to do anything about land prices im that cityl
{Henry Georgs, where werz you? Where are yeul) But in my Honrg Kong paper as prepared,
I had proceeded t¢ point out that Sunm Yat Ser was presumably umaware that Henry ‘
George'e practical solution of an appual land velue tax had been applied for munic-
ipal purposes in Australis since areund 19106, The Amtipodesn experience wasz obvious-
1y unknown to him. or %o. his successors. And novw in 1981 it was faliling {0 me to.
provide the 1ink. But ii would not have bpem possible without the faithfel efforts
of three generations of active Georgeisits ahead of mel Most importantly, I took with
me for distribution dozens of copies of the booklet by Sir Renald Ewnst published in
1044 when he was Chairman of the State Rivers and Water Supply Commission of Victor-
ia, entitled THE FINANCING OF DEVELOPMENTAL WOBKS. It was one of a serieg peblished
by Melbourne University Preas under the general heading of "Realities of Heconsirued
ion." T had heen immediately rewinded of this booklet when I first read im Lyom
Sharman'®s biography of Sun Vat Sen about his book “The International Development of
China," Sum Yat Sen dreamed great dreams for China, Here, & peneration hence, ¥as a
Georgeist semior publiec administrator in Australias, seiting forth the practical
priaciples under which those dreams could be realized in economic praciicality. The
rent of the land was the natural source for public revenue, THAT was the key %o o
guaranteeing the repayment of foreign loans and at the spme Liwe retaining patiopal
equity in the public work or utility,.{ I had occasion to meke the same poind whamn
echairing & Conference session other than my own,} Finally, I had taken with me, hot
off the press, & galley pull of AR, Hutchinson's paper on Natural Resource Rental
Taxzation inm Australia, which guantified in 1981 the primciples of East’s 1944 paper
- which, im turn, had the very terminology of Sun Yai Sen’s own programme. Henry
George was the common keyl o ‘

e of the Conference papers, on Land Reform in Taiwan, was presented by
Director Tseng of the Bureasu of Land Economics. I was able to arrange the delivery
of this material to him, and from whom I have heard sinmce my retura home, and to
whom 1 have subsequently sent further material. It was most gratifying to have him
inform me.that he was arranging to have it transliated into Chimese for disseminabion
and furiher situdy. Alsc, earlier this year, I had drawn the attemtion of the Treas-
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urer of Queenslan& to reports in Melbourne newspapers csncernlng foreign 1nvestoxs
in Queensland real estate, and my correspendence was passed om to the Minister for
Veluetiong, to whom I have also send copies of tae papers by East and Hubchinsen. By
his reply, it ig guite obvious that Sir Roneld Bast's proposals are given much weight.
The Minister is currently evamining valuation- ‘methods with & vie¥ to improeving the
Queenslend Act, Queenslend is akin to Taiwan in that both have large arcas growing
cane and tropical fruits, Technigues and requirements in land valuations may well
have much in common in both countries. I am hoping that this may be an avenue for
mutual contaect between Australis and Taiwan whereby lack of knowledge in past decades

about Australian experience in land value taxation may be corrected, It is not for me

to presume in the matter, but this contact may prove to have been my most effective
act of participation in the R,0.C, History Conference. Taiwan will need to get the
"jand guestion”™ right, because not only have they problems with regard to land price

- ip urban ereas, but there are emerging rural problems also. Their “svil to the tiller”
. prograure heg beén their pride and joy. However, with the mechanization of agricult-
ure, small, individual farms are proving to be uneconomic, and so -there is a trend io
aggregation into larger holdingss The danger is that they are heading for the situat-
ion of fewer and fewer people having an equity in the landed estate of the nation,
‘Only the socialization of land rent can save the day, And that is the Georgexst con-—

Eto e

tribution to the fulfilment of Sum Yat Sen 8 dream for Taiwan, as I ses itl

The other personal contaet I made was a very heart warmiag ones This was, to meet
Professor Husng Chi-lu, the "grand old man" of the Conferemce, onetime head of Academ-
ia !x&terzca, and as sn historian held in high repute on both sides of the Taiwan
Straits, and, sc I understand, secretary at the First National Corgress of the Kuomin-
tang in 1028, He treated me as a favoured som. I think that it meant a great deal to
him to meet an active Georgeist, because it msst have struck vibrant chords from his
own vounger days when he was directly following the leadership of Sun Yat Sen. I am
ecertain that there would be no-one at that Conference who wounld have understood me
" hetter. It was with tremendous satisfaction that I persecnally delivered into his hends
copies of Georpe's works, and I hope that this might eventually lesd to their trans~
lation into modern Chinese versions through the Taiwan Office of Translation and Com~
pilation. Professor Huang would have had his counterparts, on the Australian scene,
in Huie and Craigie, men who were part and parcel of the generation who followed om
from thoss who had known George in person. How great and fruitful a thing wounld it
have been if, in their active days, Huang, Huie, Halkyard, Craigie and other stalwaris
could have known each other, The Georgeist movement internationally would have been
the stromger for it. I also gave Professor Huang a volume in Japanese om the Economics
of Heary Ceorge by Emeritus Professor Y.Yamssaki of Kabe, who is also the auther of an
- article on Henry George and Sun Yat Sen.

T wonld like at this stage to dwell further on the article referred to earlzer
written in the N,Y,Henry George News in 1955 by Dr. S5.Y.¥n. fle toured Europe, Africa
and Asia in 1927-1928 to investigate land reform messures, and was responsibie Tor
drawing up the land laws for the Nationalist Government in 1930. The invasion of
Maachuria by Japan in 1831 brought his efforts to nought. He was later in the Cabinet
of Sun Fo in the dying days of the Nationalist regime on the mainland, but it was
then too late to accomplish anything in the face of the Communist onslaught. However,
2s we have seen, vhen the Nationalists regrouped om Taiwan, land reforms and legis-
lation for "equalization of land rights" were at last instituted. It is a matter for
regret that Dr. Wa never visited Qusﬁralza and thus hecame acquainted with our long-
standing land fax and land rating legislation and the Georgeist-inspired leachold
system for the Australian Capital Territories - or met with Maie, Craigie and other
Ceorgeists such as Culley who first endowed the Heary fieorge Foundation of Australia,
Had he doue so, then he may have cast his land legislation in & form to glean land
rent in an ongoing fashion instead of "unearned increment” on the Ja8,Mi11 model,
eongerning which I refer back to earlier dimcussion. Nevertheless, Br. Wu was right
in the tradition of Georgeism~Sun Yat Senism, for he coneludes his article to he
effoet that " Whether Karl Marx ov Henry George prevail om lend reform in Chzna, only
time will tell." My own article on George vorsus Marx which I wrote upon my return
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from China { and at that time in complete ignorance of Dr. Wu and his role in the

_Natiomaliet administratien) comcluded with the senténce, " It is George, mnot Marx,

whe illumines the way forward for China," I wrote it &35 years to the month after

Dr., Wu, secretary to Sum Yal Sen, posed his question. And so I have the deep-ussnied
and rather onercus feeling that there is a torch to be passed on, elmost an "apost-
olic succession" of responsibility, laid upon the Georpeist fraternity, As ome of
thaet body, in this sense, to have met Professor Huang and to have experienced the
warmth of his welcome at the History Confersnce of the R.0.C. in Taipei, vas a
figurative, indeed X will say real, "laying on of hands,"

Tragically, thers have been so many rear-misses in the story of Georgeisi
endsavour and aspiration., Firstly, George himself died on the sve of the Mayorally
of New York election which he might well have won. Then, in China, as porirayed by
Professor Dermnal, the Single Tax Movement, organizationally flickered out before the
end of the Pirst degade, As a Georgeist with Western connections only, it was fasc-
inating to have been assizmed am 2 comsentator to & Conference session at which
Professor Scalapino from FHerkley University, and Professor Gilbert Chen from the
University of Miami gavs papers that dealt with single-tax attempts within the early -
Republic, ie., c¢irc 1912-1213, Professor Chen {who was commentator on my paper) ¥as
p&rﬁﬁealax&y,sc&thing of the single tax a3 & panacea,. I was glad of tha opporiunity .
to re-ewphozize te s fresh andeince in that session that in the circumstances of  ~
Australis Felix, in an evelutionary rather than violently revolubtionary process,

" and s the oubcome of perliamentery debate thet issued in stable legisiation and
administration, the prineiple of single tax JAD taken solid root, The Chinese
attempis were brave cmes in the foce of odds that were stacked againat them, The ge
papers are imporitant to Westerm Georgeists because they give accounts of Georgeist
influences of ¥hich, in.the mesin; we have kuown nothing, and becsuse they illustrate
¢that those influences were persistent and persuasive amongst the progressive glem-
enty of the new Republic, But theye were jusi so many other issues, To get rid of
‘the Manchus was one thing. Liberal reforms wers another - and let there be no mis—

 $ske hut that the New Order cortinued to have its reactiomaries. Them Sur Yel Sen
hed to stand down in favour of  Yuen Shi-Kai, the strongman, who was the only lead—
ey that the Western Powers would recognize and Who tried to himself becdome 3 nevw

Emperer. Then there was the warlord ere and then there was Versailles when the West
intended to garve up China with the Japanesej and, in rejecting Sun Yat Sem with
his vision, pregrasme snd plea for the INTERNATIONAL DEVELOGPMENT OF CHINA, the He st
forered him t6 turnm to Russis. There was indeed a programme for a single tax enclave
in the Germam-lessed territory of Tsingiau under the gnidance of Professor Schrum-
eier in 1022 - only to be abandened when he was killed in a traffie accident. Then
all of Sum Yat Sen's carefully collected books and his menuscripis for his mejor %
position were destroyed in insurrection in Canion, so that even his SAN MIN CHU I
was ad hoc and sketchy, Otherwise his relationship to Heunry Ceorge's philosophy
might have been fully documented for posteriiy. Finally, Sun Yat Sen died of cancer
in 1923, and the Kuomintang wes aplit asunder in 1928 into Left Wing with which
Scong Chingling sided, and the Right Wing under Chiang Kai-Shek which she bitterly
attacked as having betrayed the Revelution. And this was the start of the open
break with the Communists - end what has followed is now history, Henry George was
forgotten, as Dr. Wu attests. ... '

Now, in the fulness of time, Masc has been discredifed and there is & rasurg-
ence of interest in Sun Yat Sen, particularly with the success story of Taiwan viz
a viz the mainland..... It was with such thoughis in mind that I boarded the plane
to return to Hong Kong. ) - ‘

Qeveral items remain to be mentioned, The first was the sgresning ot the Con-
fersnce of & film entitied "“Coldest Winter im Peking.” It was an horrific saga,; oR
"Gy, Zhivegoe" scale, of the Cultural Revolution, portraying opposing bands of
. merssding Red Gusrds mowing sach other down with machinme guns. The other was ihe
3,

moek irenic scene I have ever witnessed: a room ip thet hzly-cf holies, the CThisag

Kai Shek Memorial featured a T.V. replay of the trisl of the Jamg of Four - and
they were playing it for laughs) There was that jezebel Shangai bitch, the aciress




. g .
Jiap Jing in the pigpen, ansvwering back the Prosecutor with biting repartee, pivipg -
as gﬁod as she got = and betier - and there was this group of Kuomintang histeriams,
roaring their heads gff, barracking. for herl The mesgage. loud and. cle&.rs s that the
Marxist regime on the mainland will be waiting a long, iong time before thesze people
haul dewn their flag. No compendium on modern Chinese history is complete that rings
the curtain down on the Natiomelists in 1949. They have undergone an enforced renaiss-
ance in order to.survive, and, by dint of hard work and sensible policies, the Hepub-.
lic of China on Taiwsn portr&ys the other authentic Chins that must be taken into
account. It is authentieally Chinese in its cuiture, as im its long history. Sun Yat
Sen, in my view, remains the key to reunification with the mainland. The sheer logic
of neceasity is foercing the Communists to retreat from Marxist rigidity. And now,
decadez late, they arvre following the exsmple of Taiwan and concentrating on iight
industry before launching ints heavy industry, whilst private profit from npgriculture
is now also being permitted. They have been forced to take the steps appropriate to
recovery from the self-inflicted wounds of their era of "libevration,” As for political
11bera}1ty, both sides have a long way to go, Taiwar has, understandably, had &
siege mentality for 30 years, like the English facing ths Hun acroas the English
Channel, and their security measures are tight., The ever-present threst of invasion
yields a perpeitual excuse for the political power of the military. They fear contact
¥ith the mainland lest they should be admitting spies, After &l1, their distrust of
the Communists poss b&ck, with good historicsl reazons, to the 1940‘3. But when
President Chiang goes, who will succeed him? A military strong man? A gquestion mark
hangs over democraey in Taiwan for this reason - an aspect vhich has besn raissd by &
poli tical scientist im Melbourne who is well familiar with the Taiwan scens. It hasg
to he emphaslzed that popular parliamentary elections with a multiplicity nf partiss
freely contending has never beem within the tradiiion of China. Cur own method of
gingle-member electorates, let alome first-past-the-post im Gt. Britain and New
Zealand still limits the political power struggle effectively between iwo major con-
tenders, with a feeling of powerlessnéss on the part of millions of wirtuslly dis-
franchised voters., { In Taiwan, elections are based on multi-member electorates with
sinple NON-transferable votes., It is virtually s block first-past-the-post system on
the Japanese mcdel.) If there is still a struggle to attain & feir elecicral gysiem
in Britain, Australis and New Zealand, ¢an we be too critical of the COrient? I merely
reiterate my gratification that the occasion to prezent a peper &t the History Con-
ferenve in Taiwan presented the opportunity to document the requirements for & fair
“electoral gystem. When Chins finally ewmerges from her phase of tutelape in this matiexm
I ¢an bul hope that qucﬁa-preferentxal voting w111 be recognized as the methodology

for a fair electoral sysiem in demogracies.

Some further observatzonsa Firstly, Taiwan under the Knomzntang as the contimuing
Republic of China, as the separate, comtinuing, non-Commnist political and ecomomic
regime, remains, despite much American influence, very authentically Chinese in its
cultural roots. This was most evident in the Chinese Opera and Costume Display and in
the new Comfucian temple overlooking Sun Moonm Lake in the mountains of Central Taiwan,
part of the interior of which counld easily, on & colour slide, be mistaken for ome of
the gilded pavilions in the Forbidden City in Peking. Many of the tourists at Sun
Moon Lake were homeymooners, in Western dress, like many an up~and—-¢oming young
Ansiralia or Americen couple. The scene was that of & modernized Chinese society, but
‘with much more breathing space than is possible in Hong Xong = that human hothousel P

Secondly, there iz, 1 fear, a real danger that Taiwan gould become just another
Westernized ecconomy; just like South Kovea., I think that they have no more really
~ successfully solved "the land prablem“ than we have, To enable the farmers to become
smellholders owning their own farms is excellent — as far as that goes. But they still
have not socialized land rent in the Georgeist sense, and real estate speculation in
urban areas is obviously a problem. I have already made reference to incipient aggre-
gation of farm holdings. The name of Sur Yat Sen and his SAN MIN CIU I has heen a
rallying cry ever since the 1920's, but the hard core of what Sun Yai Sen declaimed on

equal lend right® has been glossed over. The early Georgglst influence ok Sun Yat Sen
was not featured ?y loegnl schclars in papers presented. i doubt whether, as scholars
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of Chinese history it has lain within their ambit of study. I wonld assert that if is
not possible to understand Sun Yat Sem without a astudy of Georpge and of Christian
‘missionary inflyences upon him. Confucien influences are not, in themselves, sufficw
--tent-explanation —although, gquite understandably, these are-theinfluences that
indigenous Chinese scholars would be thoroughly versed in.

It has been disturbing to find that in a new edition of SAN MIN CHU I published
in English along with a number of other languages, Sun Yat Sen’s discussion of the
land guestion has been ommitted. Without this, it is without teeth, and in my view,
lacking the ideological impact necessery to win converts on the mainland. And this
leads me now to an account of wy paper preparsd for the Hong Xong Symposium on Sun
Yat Sen. , : : : : : ' -

My wife and T were paid a very sigpal honour in Hong Xong, insofar as the
Presicdent of Chu Hai College arranged & special luncheon to weloome us, The Svmpogiunm
was on & more modest scale than that in Taiwap, Scholars from Taiwan atiended..
Others from coverseas were Professor Kindermann from Munich, Professor €uy Aklitio from
Chicago, Professor Tatsuo Ysmada from Keio University, Tokyo, and myself, Again, 1
found myself at a great disadvantage in being unable to either understand or speak
Chinese — and this made rapport so muth the more difficult. '

My paper as printed, highlighted Sun Yat Sen's warnings about the escalation of.
land price in the large cities, and I relafed this to ihe historical antisocial o
effects of land monopoly in Gt. Britain, and how this had been recapitulated in the
Antipodes, and indeed, in Hong Kong. SAN MIN CHU I needed to be re-rsad in relation

to sueh matters,

Insofar as the paper was circulated in printed form, when my time came %o gpeak
- to it I decided that there was no point in merely reading out what people already
-had in front of them. But there was another sspect of Sun Yat Sen that I felt that I
ought to comment upon because it dawned upon me that I was in somewhat of a unigue
pesition to do =zo. : ' S

- In Taipei, Professor Schiffrin had pointed out that Sun Yat Sen temperamentally
losked {o conciliation and to non~violeni sciutions - thers was nothing of the ruth-
less Marxist-Leninist in him, Moreover he was the eternal opbimist. Then, in Hong
Kong, Dr. Johr D.Young, & local Chinese scholar, im discussing early Western influ~ .
‘ences upon Sun Yat Sem, remerked that Sun placed comsiderable influence upon individ- -
ual worith end responsibility. When I read that, pennies started dropping in all dir-
ections,. : ' . _ -

I realized that the iype of person who had congiderable influence apon Sun Yat
Sen in his formative years was very similar, almost itdentical in type, to those under
whose tutelage I myself came in my formetive yeurs. Very largely, they were people of
evangelical Christian background, like E.F.Halkyard and my own father. Sun Yai Sem in
Honolulu as a tesnager was, it seemed very evident to me, an enthusiastic member of
& church young peoples' group - the Fflavour of which I can claim to know intimately.
Its counterpart I have seen in Melbourne amongst a church youth group of overseas
Chinese students - a real bunch of "keen-ites," Among Sun Yat Sen's mentors were thus
¥.E.Macklin, & member of the Disciples of Christ {they have aa Historical Society
based in Nashville, Tennesses); Sir James Cantlie the Salvation Army-ist, im charge
of the Medical Toliege in Hong Kong, and Charles Hager, the Congregationalist miss-
ionary who baptized Sun Yat Sem, and who, according to Lyon Sharman, thought that if
there had beern a theological training seminary in Hong Kong, then Sun Yat Sen may o
well have become one of the outstanding preachers of his time. Finally, it was with. .
the utmost fascination that I learnt from s British historian as we got off the plane
én,Taipei,ithat he had known Sun Yeit Sen's first wife in Macao. "She was & Baptiat",
€ said, : : T

These facta relating to Western influences, plus the fact of Sun Yat Sen gradu-~
ating in medicine, has given me a strange affinity with his aspirations and ocubilook,
particularly with the Christian/Geerpeist Tink typified in his case by Macklin, and =
in my own by E.F.Halkyard. And, of course, in my own tase, I have been endowed with
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the advantage of 50 years of the wisgdom of hzndszght to view ‘his career, to estimate
—his. uérnggﬁhn angd . waa&pnﬂnegﬁ 3o affirm %hn 1ncr9aﬂiﬁo relevance of Kisg “98‘&3 and~—
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look &0 the needs of modern China, and to document the praciicalities,

_ To repeat, it is not pogsible to sdeguately sassegs the life and meanine of Sun
Yat Sen withouvd including in that szscasment the TundamenisY elempentis of evangeliesl
Christianity snd the rodical liberslism of Henvy Gecrpe. Lyon Sharman, herself the
product of & wissionary emviromwent, has, I helieve, captured the first of these two
azpects of early influentes upon Svn Yet Sen na well as it is ever poing io be =
including thée flaws in his character - hisg ability to rationsalize his questionsble
actions %;o monopoly in thatl) and the cloud over his "marriage" to Soong Chinyg Ling
{no monopoly in thait, either.) The second aspect hss been well hzgﬁlxghtgd by Prof-
e830rs Schaffrin, Kindermenn and Bernal. The influence of Confucianism as a ¢ultural
factor in the makenp of Sun Yat Sem has been thorouphly cenvassed by Chinese histor-
ians. However, it has seemed to me that there has been a general ignoramce - dare I
say a profound ignorance = on the part of Chinese scholars, as to ithe Tundamental
contribution of the above first two influences to the person of Sum Yat Sen., Sun Yat
Sen was ap enigma, a complex perscnality - as we all are — and Professor Schifirin has
copently demonstrated thet he had to temper his actions to the political possibilities
that lay within his power - and these were really very limited. Yet there was a thresd

of consggteﬁty'in Sun Yat Sen throughout his whele gareer,

I realized that this consastency was tremendnuﬁly fashioned by Gecr691sm ‘and
Christianity, For this reason I feld an urgeant constraint to make this the focus of
my spoken contribution to the Symposium on Sun Yat Sem in Homg Kong., I therefore asat
at my table in the Conference Room and wrote an enbtirely new short paper on the person

- of Sun Yat Sen as I perceived him - a pen portrait of him, warts and ail, I was im-
pelled along in writing thet paper by the rather strange sense of affinity that I felt .
for Sun Yat Sem by virtue of the similar influences upon him @nd upon myself, in
formative years. This Judaec—Christian/Georgeist cem@lﬁx"within the personality of -
Sun Yat Sen needed to be documented - and this is whst I procseded to do. when I pot
up and spoke., Much of it would be strenge and foreign-scunding to Chinese scholars
from & non-Christian background = and not necessarily to bhe appreciated or endersed by

- thez as a value sys%ema This was 8 risk that I had to take, albeit at the risk of
appearing elitist in relation to this thread of affirity. But what I was seeking to
do wak to add a certain flavour, & certsin insight of underztanding, as to how the

young Sun Yat Sen came to be motivated. thectave stuﬁy by professzanal historisns
. A

in ?ﬁ?ﬂﬁiﬁg their evaluation of Sun zga Sen waxa, I uu&;evc, need $o evaluate Macklin
and Hager and Cantlie and George. They will find the roots of their investigations
taking them back to the Pilgrim Fathers and to English history as far batk as Heary
the Eighth! When all this has been done, then the real significence of Sun Yat Sen

to the szvciclogical deveiepment of China will be subatantially further unravslled.

“Sun Yat Sen's greatest dalent was for fallnre," S0 wrote Professor Schlffrzno
In the politieal sense this 'was true for Sun Yai Sen as it was for Henry Géorge.
Neither of them had any real political power base. Rather, it is in the realm of
ideas that they were ~ are — effective. As Professor Yamada sugpgested, it is Sun Yatb
Sen~ism, rather than Sun Yat Sem, which is significant, and with thiz T must agree.
The grestness of the visiom is greagter than the Pfoibles of the man.Se it was thai, inm
concluding my pen portrait, I referred to "Sun Yat Sem - Symbol of his natlon s hopes'y
and sait down.,

At the summing-up of the session, I had a few more minutes, and I devated the se
to documenting what, sinze going to Taiwan, I pesraeived to be the essentisl shortfall’
in the land legislation both in Taiwaa and Hong Kongz. I stressed that the fulfilment
of the intent of Sum Yat Sen waa the effective, real attainment of egualization in
land rights; that to mchieve this, the rsnt of lsnd must be socialized on the Georgeist
modely that SAN MIN CHU I musi he 1doked al again in this light, and that austraiza

~ showed the way with its legislation for municipal site value rating, :

Cne way and another, I gave the Symposium a fairly concentrated serve of mnevw
material that is really old material crying out to ke rediscovered. The opporitunity
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came bubt onee, 56 I had to run the risk of soundlng dogmatic. That, plus the language
difficuldy, must have made my presentatien appear a bit bald. I can merely reiterate
_that I felt that what I ssid needed %o be put on the record; for I was denling with

matters that would otherwise probably not bs aired. Yet tbey were quite central teo
the Sun Yat Sen story snd to the fruition of his hopes and vision.

There was some other materisl which I circulated and which cauSed particular

interest amongst certain of ths students atiending the Sympasaum. I made reference

to the fact that the lease om the New Territories will éxpire in 1997, The Territor-
‘ies will then be due to revert to mainland China. I painted a scenario in which Homg
Rong and the New Territories continued on’ &8 &n autonomcus region - in which there is
already a precedent in such regions as Tibet apd Inner Méngolia, Iandeed, I took the
gscenario a. stage further and imagined a united China incorpersting Tazw&n which alse
. eams under the heading of an &utenamous region, I painted this scenmaric leaving open
- the guestion of the political nature of China’s central govwrﬁment. However, the key
element in the scenario was the socializatiom of the land rentals of each and every
‘region, Part of the land reni would be earmarked for the needs of central govermment,
part for county/provincial/autonomous reégional needs, and part for losal needs. The
economic relationships between each part and the whole couid then be stable and de-
fined; and patterns of economic development which had already been evolving with the
passage of time and with the reguirements of ratxonai‘ty could be lefi undisturbed.,

A very significant fact is the development of private entreprensurship within
Commnist China, both indigenous and in combination with foreign investment, And as
night follows day rental adventapge in the operation of businssses ia going to émerge,
and competitive emireprenenrship is golng to batten right on to it and jockey fierce-
1y to appropriate ii, Now a freeway, financed from Hong ¥ong, is mooted, to run from

Hong Kong to Canton, with a side-erm to Macao. Husning through the rice fields, and
linking two large cities, it will recapitulate the impréssive Sun Yat Sen Freeway on
_-Taiwan, Perhaps it ought to be also so named] Ome if forced to thirnk again of Sun Yat
" Sen the visionary with his programme for the "International ﬁevelopmnat of China"!
And ome is equally forced to think of his warnings in SAN MIN CHU I about the effect -
of Western influences on the value of land in Canton - and, fer that matter, Hong
Kong., THAT? will be the eveatual real payoff for 1nvestlnw in the freeway! Has Sum

Yat Sen’s time, then; now come?

One can envisare before very long the huge ecomomic entity of Ouandong ?rovince'
as &8 righ agrieultural, manufacturing and commereial resion, wiith advansed infra-
strwwturei_w1%h Canton as its capital and Hong ¥onp as its %ea;gri@ The tremendously
exciting factor in this proscect iz that the land of Luasndony Province, being com-
munalliy owned, need never he subiscied to the ravages of lanpd pricsz such hes stulti-
fied the econamzas of the Yest - and indeed bids feir to stultify that of Teiwan.
dere iz the perfegt opportunitiy for the Georgeist experiment om an ecepomically
viable scals (1@., not &3 & mexe enclave}, provided thal private enireprancurship is
freeivy allowed in Guandong Province. This could be Facilitatad if the Pro?znre were
to ke deciared asn autonnmous regione

The George/Suﬁ Yat Sen scenario would he that described by Professor Kindermann,
Farmers could own their own farms, subiecdt to payment of the annual site rental.But
since the land is vested in the Stale, the copditions of itenure would wviritually be
perpetual leasehold, Bubt they would have complete sguity iz all of their farm imnrove
ments and equipment, They would %e free Yo sell their produce in the market on the
best possible terms. Private manufacturing in Canton and other cities and towus
would be free to commete with that in Hong Rong, whilst Heng Hong would alse thrive.
a8 & free port. The whole capital ouilay for infrastruciure in the Region -~ including
the intercapital freeway - would be met from assessed land. rentals, and rentals im
Hong Hong and the New Terrifories would be reguired to contribute, By this Geormeist
means of the socializatior of land rent, the "Communism" of Sun Yel Sen would be
-attaineds and expiaztatzoni 1@, -Lhe. prlvaie capltalzza%aan of commpnity developmend,

counid not geonr,
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rod &0 me thadt the m?iw%mﬁi'viﬁéﬂﬁ for lesszsehnld in Canhervrs snd the
i T

I1¢ hag zeen
Apastratian Tacital X‘f%*“w?’ de-alwoat dailor-made for the j) &f"ﬁﬁ-‘bb%ﬁg reguirementz of

the Upandopp Heviony wprivete uwae of fand, both wrban snd rural, bt the land to b
held on lesnsehold title, the rentals pavable Lo he the full Harke & rentals, &E§ , '
freshily asssssed every ivo years. _

EX-2-% Geofwezst who is confident that the b331c underlylng theory is right, I

envisage that such a propesal would work and become & model, not% only for ths rest
of China; but for the whole world, Indeed, Talw&n would nesd to loock o its laurels!

And mo ome looks forward to the evolution of free anterghanee between T&zwan
and the meinland, People are people, and thers is & unity is the culiure of the
Chinese pecple that is very obvious to those whe have had the privilége of witpessing
it on-both sides of the Taiwan Straits.

I believe that Sun Yat Sen is the key to ‘the huxidzng of the brzdge ACTOSS,
There is an opporturnily opening functionally in Guandong to bring the lives and the
livelihood of the pecple of Taiwan and the mainland closer together, Hong Kong now
constitutes the intermediate physical link, Goodwill is needed to complete the bond.
I cannot do better than close with & composite quotation from Sun Yat Seu which
spans his eareer, and which, I hallev&,'says it all:s '

" Why hasz the West not solved the zosial ﬁr@blem?

" Because it has not solved the land probiem sae
The poor have no fields to till, and so they must
crowd into the industrial cities for work,.., = -
Class struggie develops when a social group lacks
the means of livelihood and rese&ves a5 the last
resort to use abnormal means of obtaining its
livelibood, Ii is not the cause of social prosress
bat a kind of social disease, Marx's trouble was that
he mistook a soeial pathologickl comdition. for the
cause of social progress.

Modern oconcmic progress is cauged by the harmsny,
not the conflict, of the sconsmic interests of
soeiety, Why is there harmony? Becauss all men
must live, tnd all men fave the sverisgting
problem of Jivelihood., They either perish through
conflict, or 11%9 thirough comoperation,”
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