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A Record of the Progress of Single Tax and Tax Reform
Throughout the World.

THE WILL OF GOD

Address by Rev. F. S. Arnold, on St. Lucy's Day 1909, to the Rectory Club, at
Christ Church, Poughkeepsie, N. Y.

(Expressly Reported For The Review.)

In addressing a meetingof the priests of our Church on the subject of the
Single Tax, I am naturally about to present this doctrine as a moral law, as
a principle with a religious foundation, as part of the Thought of God. But
in so doing I am simply expressing the feelingof Single Taxers generally, for
it is a characteristic of our great Anglo-Saxon Economic movement, as mark-
edly contrasted with the Socialistic movements of the continent, that there
has generally been a very religious aspect to our propaganda.

Now this is only fitting. It carries on the tradition of Anglo-Saxon
reform, which is always a godly and a religious tradition. The army of the
barons which won Magna Charta, headed by our Archbishop Stephen Langton
of Canterbury, was called the army of God and Holy Church. The English
people canonized the Earl of Leicester, the founder of the House of Commons.
Miracles were worked at his tomb. The movement toward constitutionalism
in the seventeenth century was the best expression of Puritan Religion. In
our own times the Abolition movement has been a religious thing. So we see
that it is the genius of our Anglo-Saxon folk to see the Will of God in every
movement toward human betterment. I thank God that He has given us
Grace so to do.

In order that I may make clear whereof I speak, I must begin by some
preliminary remarks telling you all what is the Single Tax. I will then turn
back to Holy Scripture and then to Christian History, show how the under-
lying principles of the Single Tax are the same as the economic principles of
Moses’ Holy Law; show in the development throughout Christian history, of
liberty, equality, fraternity, how the Single Tax is a legitimate development
from, and a great effort at the realization of the Divine Manhood of the Son of
God in the universal company of all men that will be saved.

The fundamental premise of the Single Tax theory is one that it would
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2 THE WILL OF GOD.

be hard to deny, that every man absolutely needs the land to live. This is
true though a man’'s direct relation to land be so slight as an office in the
eighteenth story of a skyscraper.

That office rests on land. Moreover in order to live, such a man’s
indirect relation to the land is much larger than his direct relation to it.

Every man needs the land.

Therefore, the landless man has no industrial freedom and his political
and civil freedom are at the mercy of the landed man who controls the op-
portunities to labor.

Hence, if a man has an inalienable right to life, liberty, and the pursuit
of happiness, he has an inalienable right to a share in the land, to the general
bounty of nature, to a chance to work and a ‘‘square deal.”

Under primitive conditions, as under the old Hebrew polity, or in the
primitive Teutonic village community, this equal right of all to the oppor-
tunity to labor could be secured by an equal division of agricultural land
among the tribesmen. Such primitive expedients are utterly impossible
under modern complex industrial conditions.

Industrial equality, however, may still be attained by taking the rent of
land for the service of the community. This would enable us to abolish all
other taxes. Capital, labor, the consumer, would be freed from taxation and
a great stimulus given to business and production. The whole burden of
government would fall upon privilege; the Single Tax on the rental value of
city lots, mines, oil-wells, water-power, and franchises, all which, in the econo-
mic sense, are land. It would thus be impossible to hold city lots, mines,
etc., out of use, for unused land would be taxed as high as land in use. Un-
used land would come into the market. Land-monopoly would be destroyed.
The man who needed to use land on a considerable scale would gain his advan-
tage from his use thereof, and could afford to pay the tax. The man who
didn’t need land, except for the merest house room and office room, would be
practically free from taxation and would get his advantage from the land,
to which all have an equal right, through the Single Tax paid by the land
owners, out of which the government and public institutions would be sup-
ported. Labor and capital, freed from taxes, would be encouraged and busi-
ness would boom. Land being taxed would come into the market. Land
monopoly would be abolished and privilege, notlabor or thrift, would bear the
burdens of government. This would be a simpler and juster form of taxation
than our present heterogeneous system. Under the Single Tax, every man
would have an equal chance and a square deal. Yet nobody pretends that the
system is a cure-all. Under any system, human ignorance and human sin
would leave plenty of work for the Church, and the charitable. '

Having said so much, let me fix your attention on this text from Isaiah:

“Woe to them that join house to house, that lay field to field, till there
be no place, that they may be placed alone in the midst of the earth.” Isaiah
V. 8.

The prophets, says Renan, were publicists radicaux et journalisis
sniransigeants!
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I ask you were they not so? Were not the spiritual leaders of Irsael
great tribunes of the people, great social Democrats, great protectors of the
poor; men who spoke for the plain people, who urged the cause of the lowly,
who taught the civil and industrial, and even though more rarely, something
like the political equality of all men. Samuel could condemn the cry for a
king and denounce the coming tyranny of political privilege. Nathan could
condemn King David to his face, who had taken the poor man's wife. Elijah
could call down the awful judgment of God upon King Ahab and Queen
Jezebel, who had taken the poor man’s land. I Kings 21-24: “Him that
dieth of Ahab in the city the dogs shall eat; and him that dieth in the field
shall the fowls of the air eat.”

And if the prophets were apostles of equality and justice, equality and
justice lay at the foundation of the religion of the Hebrews.

What was the law? It was a supreme step forward toward equality.
Above the high-priest of the humblest Levite; above the King of Israel or the
meanest slave, the law was supreme. There amidst the smoke and the thunder
of Horeb, in the Ten Words, the oldest fragment of the Pentateuch, in the
kernel of the Mosaic tradition, is the divine protection of the individual in
his personal and civil rights, the rights to life, liberty, and the pursuit of
happiness.

I will not go into the discussion of the age of the Priestly Code. Scholars
generally hold that it is exilic in matter and, perhaps, post-exilic in form.
Iwill be satisfied toinsist, first, that it undoubtedly to some extent embodies
institutions far older than itself, dating back to some sort of primitive Israel-
itic custom; secondly, that it, at least, represents the divine ideal for the Jew-
ish people, as the spiritual minded of Israel in the time of the exile, when the
spiritual insight was quickened by suffering, could look searchingly and see
clearly into the Thought of God for their nation. This is the least we can
make of theidea of the inspiration of the Pentateuch, but this isagreat thing:
—the divinely guided insight of clear spiritual vision,the high thoughtof the
great souls of Israel.

Now in the Priestly Code, in Leviticus XXV for instance, we find a sort
of rough and primitive legislation of industrial equality and of land national-
ization, suited to the conditions of a simple, an agricultural or pastoral people,
where, partly through war, partly through other causes, emigration for instance,
population is nearly stationary.

According to Numbers XXVI and passim the land of Israel was
divided between the tribes of Israel and between the families of the tribes,
with a rough and primitive equality. After giving the lists of the Israelitish
tribes, and families, Numbers XXVI, 52-56 goes on to say: ‘‘And the Lord
spake unto Moses saying, Unto these the land shall be divided for an inheri-
tance according to the number of names. To many thou shalt give the more
inheritance and to few thou shalt give the less inheritance; to every one shall
his inheritance be given according to those that were numbered of him.*

* This of course refers to whether there were many or few in the family.
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Notwithstanding the land shall be divided by lot: according to the names of
the tribes of their fathers they shall inherit. According to the lot shall the
possession thereof be divided between many and few.” *

In the beginning of the settlement of Canaan, then, the land of the nation
was divided, not only between the tribes, but between the families of the nation
with a kind of rough equality. Now the year of Jubilee, the Fiftieth year,
made the law in the twenty-fifth chapter of Leviticus, is a plan for making
this rough sort of industrial equality perpetual. As the Deuteronomist
had laid down, in Deuteronomy XV, that in the seventh year, the year of rest,
all debts were to be wiped out and every slave to go free, so that slavery could
be little more than a seven year indenture of servitude in ancient Israel, a
sort of apprenticeship to industry,so also Leviticus XXV directs that in the
fiftieth year, the year of Jubilee, all sales of land are wiped out, all lands go
back to original owners. In other words, an Israelite could not legally alienate
his land for more than fifty years. When the trumpet sounded in the year
of Jubilee all lands reverted to the families originally in possession of them.

The equal possession by all the people of Israel in the land of Israel was pre-
served inviolate forever.

We may pause a moment to admire the great and carefully articulated
system of Sabbaths, producing in the Israelitish economy, not a meaningless
ritual, as the shallow critics of religion and revelation imagine, but a bene-
ficient body of agrarian and labor legislation. The seventh day is a day of
rest.

Primarily for the laborer, just like an eight-hour law, it had little or no
connection with the Temple-worship. The sabbath is pure labor-legislation.
Only after the exile, when synagogues were established, did it come-to be
found convenient for religious services.

The seventh year (Deut. XV) is the year when debts are wiped out and
slaves go free. It is a year of rest, not only for the plowed land, but also for
the poor debtor and for the slave.

Finally, the Jubilee, the Sabbath of sabbaths, the fiftieth year, terminat-
ed all alienation of land and reproduced the primitive equality of land-holding.

It is this equality in land-holding and permanency of land-tenure which
lay back of the agricultural Democracy, the strength and fibre of Israel.
This landed Democracy fought the battles of Yahveh and maintained His
laws and supported His prophets when they rebuked even kings. These great
democratic and agrarian features of Israel constitute the vast political and
economic difference between free Israel and the enslaved and landless masses
of other Asiatic kingdoms. It is Freedom, Equality, and Brotherhood, se-
cured by the Law, sanctioned by Yahveh, defended by the prophets, that is
theffirm, industrial background of the splendid, prophetic development of

* The same chapter (Num., XXVI: 62) shows that the Levites received no inher-
itance of land, They had tithes and other perquisites, but their religious profession
did not demand agricultural possessions, ;, .
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the race of spiritual freemen, in whose midst God achieved His supreme Self-
expression in the terms of our Manhood, in Jesus, the Messiah.

We begin to understand why the theft of Naboth's vineyard, breaking as
it did into the primitive equality of land tenure, roused Elijah to such de-
nunciatory fury. We see now how the rebuke of kings and the restriction of
privilege became the burden of the current prophetic message. As we read
Amos, Micah, Isaiah, we hear the Spirit of God sounding the splendid message
of Freedom, Equality, Brotherhood, through the mouths of His prophets,
rebuking special privilege, monopoly, and unearned wealth.

“Woe to them that join house to house, that lay field to field, till there
be no place, that they may be placed alone in the midst of the earth.” One
feels that Isaiah, in the growing wealth and corruption of Samaria and Jeru-
salem in his day, in voicing the thought of Pliny: “latifundia Italian perdi-
dere*:” or of Goldsmith:

“Ill fares the land to hastening ills a prey,
Where wealth accumulates and men decay.”

I have sketched the divine idea of economic liberty and industrial equality,
as sight was partly vouchsafed thereof to the spiritually clear-sighted of
Israel.

God did not leave His truth without witness in the breasts of the Gentiles,
as St. Paul told the Athenians. Only the sinful wills of unregenerate man-
kind perpetuated special privilege and land monopoly, and thereby achieved
the fearful ruin in a long agony of civil war, tyranny, and barbaric invasion
of that brilliant, wicked, and lost ancient civilization, resting, as it did, on
chatel slavery, land monopoly, and special privilege. Tiberias Gracchus in
133 B. C., proposed a taxation of the public lands up to their rental values and
an equalization of land holdings. A reactionary mob assassinated him as
they had done by Spurius Cassius, who proposed similar things many years
earlier, in 485 B. C., and as they did by Caius Gracchus ten years later, in 123
B. C. After the murder of the Gracchi, there was nothing left for heathen
antiquity but special privilege and slavery and imperialism. How awful the
welter of plutocracy and poverty, war, slavery, and revolution became one
learn, by reading the recent and graphic history of Guglielmo Ferrero, “Great-
ness and Decline of Rome,” Vol. I, “The Empire-Builders.”” The first wrath
fell on the plutocrats themselves who were chiefly responsible for the ruin of
Rome. It is some comfort to think that the Caesars, chiefs of a Democratic
revolution originally, wreaked their bloody tyranny on the heads of the pluto-
cratic families. Eventually, in the Barbarian invasions, the vials of divine
wrath were poured out on all the guilty nations and peoples that consented
to monopoly, special privilege and imperialism. ‘“Latifundia Italiam perdi-
dere.”

Meanwhile, within the Catholic Religion, human salvation, including
also even economic and political salvation, was preparing.

** The great estates have ruined Italy.”
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The Catholic doctrine of the Incarnation is the supreme Democracy.

Jesus is not a man, as the Socinians falsely teach, which would be aris-
tocracy and privilege. Jesus is the Man, the universal Man, our common
Manhood in Jesus is assumed by the Son of God. All Manhood, not merely
one great man, is divine in Jesus Christ.

So from the doctrine of the divine Manhood has developed all the great
movements of human betterment, and every real extension of democracy.
The rise of constitutionalism, the birth of parliaments, the coming of the
friars, the revival of Roman law and Aristotelian Science, the renaisance,
the reformation, the revolution, the movement now rapidly taking shape
toward industrial equality,allthese are parts of the great gospel of the divine
Manhood, God Incarnate in Jesus, progressively incarnate in the universal
Church, which is the extension of the Incarnation.

There is the supreme, divine, eternal, holy foundation of the things we be-
lieve to be true; liberty, equality, fraternity, or, concretely expresed, free
trade, free land, free men.

We believe the whole movement for industrial liberty is a holy thing,
a thing founded in the Law and interpreted by the prophets, a thing whereof
the rejection ruined the ancient civilization, a thing supremely revealed to
the world in the Incarnation of the Son of God.

Since the fall of Rome the whole progress of history has been a gradual
working out of the divine thought for mankind through enlarging liberty,
equality, fraternity; or, concretely, free trade, free land, free men. '

Now we Single Taxers bear witness that special privilege in land is the
great fundamental monopoly, after chattel slavery has once been done away,
which curbs the equality of opportunity and renders true Democracy im-
possible to human industry and effort. We go back to the masters of the
Manchester School, to Ricardo’s Law of Rent and to John Stuart Mill. The
factors of production are land, labor and capital. Labor is man with all
his parts and powers engaged in production. Capital is the result of man's
work upon the land, when that wealth so produced is used again to aid further
production. Land is the natural opportunity to labor. The word in its
economic sense covers mines, oil-wells, water-powers, franchises, etc., as well
as city lots, or agricultural lands. Wages are the return to labor. Interest
is the return to capital, the price of thrift. Rent is the return to land. All
lands are not equally productive. Natural rent is a differential return paid
by the occupier of better lands to equalize his gains with the gains of the
occupier of poorer lands. Where all land is private property monopoly-rent
gradually rises above natural rent, until, as a theoretic limit, it will leave to
labor only a bare existence and to capital only a minimum return.

Now wages are just, for a man has a right to his own body, and interest
is just, for a man has a right to his own thrift, but the land no man made and
he has no right to the rent, while if men are to be industrially equal their
rights to the land must be equal for no man can live without land.

This principle of the equal rights of all in the land is the underlying prin-
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ciple of the Hebrew system that I set forth at the beginning of this paper.

But we cannot go back to precisely the Hebrew system, or to anything
very like it. We are not a simple agricultural community. Free trade in land
and permanence of possession is absolutely necessary to the conditions of our
modern life. True, we cannot go back to any primitive system, but we can
equalize the rights of all men in the land in another way. We can take the
rent of the land for the community. We can tax land up to the full rental
value. Thus those who use mines, oil-wells, water-power, city lots, etc.,
could have full permanence of possession and ownership of their improvements,
but they could not afford to monopolize lands they did not use, thus creating
artificial scarcity in the product of those lands, with the concomitant high
prices, while keeping labor and capital unemployed. When men used land
they could afford to pay the tax, but they would be employing capital and
labor and improving the community. They could not afford to pay the tax
on land that they monopolized without using it. Such lands would come into
the market again and unemployed labor and capital could go to work thereon.
Wageswould rise, interest would rise, but, as land-monopoly ceased, monopoly
rent would fall till there was left only economic rent, which would be collected
by the state in lieu of all other taxes. We would tax the opportunities to labor
so that those who monopolized these opportunities should pay the price to
the rest of us. We would free labor and capital from taxation, thus stimulat-
ing industry. ‘

In other words, we would cease to tax labor and cease to tax thrift. We
would tax only privilege. The taxation of privilege would equalize the share
of all in the general bounties of nature and the freedom of labor and capital
from taxation would stimulate business.

This is ““the square deal,” the real industrial Democracy.

So far I have only treated this subject in the abstract by dealing first
with its theological and then with its ethical and politico-economic sides.
In addressing a clerical club I want to make clear that the Single Tax is, in
our minds, a holy thing, part of the Thought of God. But this subject has a
very practical side. No one would imagine we could come into the Single
Tax at one leap. All such changes must be gradual, giving society opportunity
gradually to adjust itself to the new conditions. The movement toward the
Single Tax means the gradual reduction of taxes on labor and capital and the
gradual increase of taxes on special privileges (that is on some form of land-
values). Tariff Reform is a step in the direction of the Single Tax. Free
Trade is a long step. Therefore all Single Taxers were enthusiastic supporters
of Grover Cleveland and we still revere his memory. The taxation of fran-
chises, which always represent special privilege in land, is a long step toward
the Single Tax. Here Single Taxers find Mr. Roosevelt and Governor Hughes
helping on the good work. Taxation should be removed from personal prop-
erty and concentrated on Real Estate. Finally, we should cease to tax im-
provements, thus encouraging men to employ labor and improve, and we
should tax land values only.
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The British Budget is a very interesting case in point. The great victory
of 1846, in the repeal of the corn laws, was a victory in the direction of the
Single Tax. It went no further, however. The English land tax is ridicu-
lously small, and labor and thrift are taxed in many ways, direct and indirect.
Now, however, the increasing war-burdens make additional taxation necessary.
Immediately we get the conflict: Mr. Asquith’s government would increase
the tax on privilege, that is,on land; the reactionary opposition desire to leave
the land-lords untaxed and put the burden in the shape of increased tariff
taxation, upon the workingman and the consumer.

“Ca ira, ca ira,
La Liberté’s etablira,
Malgre les tyrans, tout reusira
Or as Isaiah said:

‘“Arise, shine; for thy light is come, and the glory of the Lord is arisen
upon thee.”

FRANKLIN AND FREEDOM.

[Address by Joseph Fels to the “Poor Richard” Club of Philadelphia,
January 6th, 1910.

The opinions of Franklin as an uncompromising free trader will be interesting at
the present time His enthusiastic approval of the impot unigue, forerunner of the
Single Tax principle, will surprise the general public.

The City of Philadelphia is indebted to an honored merchant, Justus C.
Strawbridge, for a beautiful statue of her first citizen and adopted son, Benja-
min Franklin. The statue is in the highest degree pleasing, and itself appears
well to match the encomium by Washington which, with dignified simplicity,
graces the pedestal:

“Venerated for benevolence,
Admired for talents,
Esteemed for patriotism,
Beloved for philanthropy.”

He who knows Benjamin Franklin only from his extraordinary, varied and
persistent services to his country, state and city; his observations and pioneer
work in gathering secrets from Dame Nature; and the homely and quaint max-
ims of ‘““‘Poor Richard,” has not sounded the depths of his feelings; has not yet
learned the whole worth of the man.

A FREE TRADER,

Franklin was opposed to the theory and practice euphemistically, but im-
properly I think, known as ‘‘protection,’’ but sometimes defined as ‘‘public tax-
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ation for private purposes.” He was not of that timid class known to-day as
tariff reformers. He did not even believe in tariff for revenue. He believed
that any governmental interference between buyer and seller was wrong, and
productive of evil. He was uncompromisingly a free trader. The importance
of the subject will justify quotations as length:

(From The Internal State of America.)

““And when the government had been solicited to support such schemes by
encouragement in money or by imposing duties on importation of such goods,
it has been generally refused, on this principle, that if the country is ripe for the
manufacture, it may be carried on by private persons to advantage; if not, it is
folly to think of forcing nature. . . . . The governments in America do
nothing to encourage such projects. The people by these means are not im-
posed on either by the merchant or mechanic.”

I make no comment further than this; we have progressed since then, yet
complaints of imposition to-day are widespread.

In 1775, when the colonies were restive under the restrictions imposed by
England, Franklin suggested the following proposal:

““Whenever she (England) shall think fit to abolish her monopoly
and allow us a free commerce with all the rest of the world, we shall well nigh
agree to give and pay into the sinking fund 100,000 pounds sterling per annum
for the term of one hundred years.”

To counteract the proposed restraining acts of Parliament, Franklin moved
in Congress, July 21st, 1775, as follows:

“That all custom houses in the colony shall be shut up and all officers of the
same discharged from the execution of their several functions, and all the ports
of the said colonies are hereby declared to be henceforth open to the ships of
every state in Europe that will admit our commerce and protectit . . &

Franklin’s biographer, the lamented Albert H. Smyth, of our Central ngh
School, said: ‘‘Franklin’s freedom of trade was based on a natural right.”” Per-
sonally I am a free trader. I respect every man’s right to buy or sell to the best
advantage, believing that “mind your own business” is the best part of the
Golden Rule. May I respectfully suggest to my fellow citizens that,if Franklin's
theory be unsound, their settled judgmentof Franklin’s wisdom must be re-
vised? The revision must include also in its disapproval the opinions of Wash-
ington, Jefferson, Madison, Patrick Henry and all the signers of the Declaration
of Independence; for therein is an indictment of George III “for cutting off our
trade with all parts of the world.” It must also question the wisdom of that
provision of Magna Charta which declares:

‘“All merchants may safely and without molestation depart from England
and come to England as well by land as by water, to buy and to sell, free from
all evil duties.”

In a letter to Peter Collinson, he wrote:

“In time, perhaps mankind may be wise enough to let trade take its own
course, find its own channels, and regulate its own proportions, etc.”
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In 1784, in a letter to Vaughan, he wrote:

“I am sorry for the overturn you mention of those beneficial systems of
commerce that would have been exemplary to mankind. The making Eng-
land entirely a free port would have been the wisest step ever taken for its ad-
vantage.”

There are hosts of sincere protectionists who fear the ruin of their country
if traders be allowed to fetch and carry without let or hindrance. To them I re-
spectfully commend Franklin’s words written in 1774:

“It were therefore to be wished that commerce were as free between all the
nations of the world as it is between the several counties of England; so would
all by mutual communication obtain more enjoyment. These counties do not
ruin one another by trade; neither would the nations.”

Cobden, whose mind, Smyth says, was fertilized by Franklin, held that the
moral progress and elevation of a people depend, first of all, upon a removal of
carking care, and upon the ability to secure with reasonable labor, the loaf, the
coat and the roof. It was clear to Franklin, as to Cobden, that free trade best
provided for the certainty of these conditions for his countrymen, but his inter-
est was broader than the colonies; it embraced the world. In a letter to the
Englishman Hume, he writes:

“I have lately read with great pleasure the excellent essay on the jealousy
of commerce. I think it cannot but have a good effect in promoting a certain
interest too little thought of by selfish man, and scarcely ever mentioned, so that
we hardly have a name for it; I mean the interest of humanity, or common good
of mankind. But I hope, particularly from that essay, an abatement of the
jealousy . . . of the commerce of the colonies.”

This “‘interest of humanity or common good of mankind’ for which Frank-
lin sought a name, shall we call it cosmopolitanism—a citizenship of the world?
It is that for which saints have prayed, and philosophers have taught, and poets
have sung. Yet with clear vision Franklin saw in the trader, however humble,
however selfish or prosaic, yet unconsciously its missionary, a courier for civil-
ization, a promoter of peace on earth and good will among nations. Instead of
‘“‘setting the dogs upon him,” he adviséd that the trader should be welcomed
with open arms. ““Many,” said the prophet, ‘‘shall run to and fro, and knowl-
edge shall be increased.” It is the demand of the trader which removes bar-
riers separating mankind; witness the Atlantic cables, the Suez Canal, the Sim-
plon Tunnel, and the brave attempt at Panama, appalling in difficulty. Suc-
<ess to them all, workers together for good!

THE LAND QUESTION.

What were Franklin’s thoughts upon the land question? That question
which, slowly here, but swiftly in England, is engaging political thought, and
promising dramatic developments. The question was not in his day pressing,
as the question of trade had been. The settlements on the seaboard were tri-
fling; behind them lay a continent untouched. Franklin has, however, re-
corded interesting observations. I quote from his Internal State of America:
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‘““We are sons of the earth and sea, and like Antaeus in the fable, in wrest-
ling with a Hercules, we now and then receive a fall; the touch of our parents
communicates to us fresh strength and vigor to renew contests . . . The
truth is that though there are in America few people so miserable as the poor of
Europe, there are also very few that in Europe would be called rich. Itisrather
a general happy mediocrity that prevails. There are few great proprietors of
the soil, and few tenants; . . . very few rich enough to live idly on their
incomes.”’

We pride ourselves upon having progressed since that day. We have mil-
lionaires and multi-millionaires, also we have tramps and paupers. The strain
of business life is increasing. Women and children are pressed into the ranks
of labor; the fireside and the playground are drafted for the machines. And
on our streets at night I see sadder sights than these. We have progressed.

Let us quote from Franklin's “Observations on the Increase of Man-
kind:"

“Land being thus plenty in America, and so cheap that a laboring manthat
understands husbandry can in a short time save money enough to purchase a
piece of newland sufficient for a plantation whereon he may subsist a family, such
are not afraid to marry, for if they even look far enough forward to consider
how their children when grown up, are to be provided for, they see that more land
is to be had at rates equally easy, etc., . . . . but, notwithstanding this
increase, so vast is the territory of North America, that it will require many ages
to settle it fully, and till it is fully settled, labor will never be cheap here, where
no man continues long a laborer but gets a plantation of his own.”

These hopeful words were written in 1751 by a man thoughtful, careful
and restrained in the use of language. Franklin did not foresee. The lapse of
time is far from having been ‘‘many ages,” yet to-day Labor is cheap—dirt
cheap. That being whom the Psalmist declared to be a little lower than the
angels, whose possibilities are boundless; that being whom Shakespeare apos-
trophized so gloriously as *‘ in apprehension so like a God’’—is a drug upon the
market. When you built your new opera house, such beings fought for a chance
to dig its cellars. To meet the needs of the poor, so vast is the problem that
charity finds it necessary to be “‘organized’ and statistical; and the quality of
mercy has become strained. We read, and forget, that the bread line at the
Bowery Mission has increased from 1500 to 2000 men—not vagabonds, says the
Mission Superintendent, but men out of work. And newspaper accounts of
suicides because of despondency are common. The vast territory which was
to be a safeguard against poverty for ‘“many ages’’ is but sparsely settled. Yet
stories of distress are commonplace, perennial and alas! “tiresome.” We dis-
miss them with a shrug.

Last January, Secretary Garfield, submitted information of 32,000 cases
of alleged land frauds, mainly in States west of the Mississippi. The fact is
ominous. Lowell saw that destruction lies that way, as destruction had waited
for Rome.
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“Where Idleness enforced saw idle lands,
Leagues of unpeopled soil, the common earth,
Walled round with paper against God and Man.”

A philosopher has told us that in Nature there are no punishments; there
are only consequences. In Nature, as in mathematics, two and two make four,
yesterday, to-day and forever. But, when we consider the remedies which we
apply to the consequences, the words of John Stuart Mill cannot be too often
repeated: ‘“When the object is to raise the general condition of a people, small
means do not merely produce small effects; they produce no effects at all.”
The good intentions of our Good Government Clubs and our Municipal Leagues
are acknowledged, but—""hell is paved with good intentions.”

We complain that the men in the bread line sell their votes; what else have
they to sell? Neglecting equity, we defraud and disemploy them; we do not
attend to the public business; the public business is neglected, and the conse-
quences annoy us. ‘‘Drive thy business,” says Poor Richard, or “it will drive
thee.”

Had similar conditions existed in Franklin’s time, I think he would have
studied them ; he would have been put upon inquiry; hisbenevolence was of a kind
that walks with open eyes, that traces effect to cause, that seeks remedy, and
is not satisfied with palliatives. But at that time the question was not urgent,
and the public demands on Franklin’s time were constant. Otherwise, I think
he could not have failed to concur in the opinion expressed by Thomas Jefferson.
Being in France thirty-four years afterward,and observant of the causes which
soon after brought to pass the French Revolution, Jefferson wrote:

“Whenever there are in any country uncultivated lands and unemployed
poor, it is clear that the laws of property have been so far extended as to violate
natural right. The earth is given as a common stock for man to labor and live

1

on.
THE SINGLE TAX.

The last letter which I shall quote is most pleasing and most important; a
fitting finale. It was written in 1768 from London to Du Pont de Nemours in
France; that Du Pont whose sons founded the powder works near Wilmington,
Delaware:

“I received your obliging letter of the 10th of May, with the most accept-
able present of your “Physiocratie’” . . There issuch a freedom from local
and national prejudices and partialities, so much benevolence to mankind in
general, so much goodness mixt with the wisdom in the principles of your
new philosophy, that I am perfectly charmed with them, and wish I could have
stayed in France for some time to have studied at your school, that I might by
conversing with its founders have made myself quite a master of that philos-
ophy . . . I had, before I went into your country, seen some letters of
yours to Dr. Templeman, that gave me a high opinion of the doctrines you are
engaged in cultivating, and of your personal worth and abilities which made me
greatly desirous of seeing you
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“I am sorry to find that that wisdom which sees in the welfare of the parts
the prosperity of the whole seems yet not to be known in this country. Itis
from your philosophy only that the maximsof a contrary and more happy conduct
are to be drawn, which I therefore sincerely wish may grow and increase till it
becomes the governing philosophy of the human species, as it must certainly be
that of superior beings in better worlds.”

Like most strong men, Benjamin Franklin was careful and moderate in his
language, as we have seen. It is, therefore, worth while to examine doctrines
of which such a man says, ‘‘I am perfectly charmed with them,” and for which
he hopes such growth and increase that they may become the governing phil-
osophy of the human species.

The physiocrats were philosophers and political economists who lived
in France in the reign of Louis XVI. The most prominent members of the
school were Turgot, the King's Minister of Finance, and Quesnay, his favorite
physician. Their doctrine was, in a word, the narrow one that government
should do no more than to protect and preserve the rights of life and property,
and to administer justice. Governmental interference with production and
exchange was not allowable. Trade was to be free, and the entire revenue, the
“impot unique,”” was to be taxed from the rent of land. This proposal of Ques-
nay to substitute one single tax upon rent (for all others) was praised by the el-
der Mirabeau *‘as a discovery equal in utility to the invention of writing, or the
substitution of the use of money for barter.”

Do these words appear to be extravagant? That I regret, for extravagance
is weakness. Let me ask you to forget them, and to recall, instead, those of
one who is notably calm, philosophical and moderate. It was of this philos-
ophy that Franklin wrote, “I am perfectly charmed with it:"’ it was of this
philosophy that he expressed the hope that it might finally govern the whole
race; it was this philosophy that he thought worthy of superior beings in better
worlds.

The philosophy which so charmed Franklin, and from which he hoped so
much, was unhappily placed. It was making progress, undoubted progress,
when the storm of the French Revolution broke; it was overwhelmed, and be-
came naught but a memory to the students of history. Itisa curious fact that
this doctrine should have been independently thought out and revived in after
years by a young man whoknew nothing of the great Frenchmen who preceded
him; a young man, moreover, who was born in Franklin's loved city of Phila-
delphia, a reader of Franklin's works, and an eager attendant upon lectures at
the Franklin Institute. Like Franklin, too, a printer, a philosopher and a free
trader. He wrote what John Russell Young characterized as ‘‘a solemn mes-
sage to mankind.” The message was “‘Progress and Proverty,” couched in
masterly English worthy of the subject. But as of old, so to-day, a prophet
is not without honor but in his own country and among his own kin. Lightly
regarded in his native city and land, his revived doctrine of the “impot unique,"”
the doctrine which had socharmed Franklin, here known as the “SINGLE TaXx,"”
is, in the Antipodes,in Germanyand in England, marching apace. I think the
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time will come when Henry George’s birthplace on Tenth Street will rival in at-
tractive power our Independence Hall.

Benjamin Franklin once wrote of his gratification in the thought that his
works were respectfully quoted by others. Allow me here on my part to ac-
knowledge a keen pleasure in thus spreading further the pure and peaceful coun-
sels of this printer, philosopher and statesman,

GREAT BRITAIN'S TRIBUTE TO HENRY GEORGE.

Part of Speech Delivered by Wells Drury at the Henry George Memorial
Meeting in San Francisco.

The most magnificent tribute offered to the memory of Henry George
on the seventieth anniversary of his birth, is that bestowed by the people of
Great Britain. The plain truth, known to all who are acquainted with con-
temporary history, is that the genius of Henry George actually rules the realm
over which King Edward nominally holds sway. The controlling power in
Great Britain is the ministry when backed by the majority in the House of
Commons. Against these forces, when combined, there is no possible resist-
ance. The throne is helpless and the House of Lords can go no farther than
a vote of negation, that may only temporarily stem the tide of the people's
will. Sooner or later the majority must rule. This is the inevitable outcome
of every struggle between the people and all who oppose them, proved time and
again in the history of Great Britain. Read the speech made by David Lloyd
George, chancellor of the exchequer, reported in the London Times of July
31, 1909, and you will there find sound Single Tax doctrine clearly expounded.
The truth could not be more plainly set forth if Henry George himself came
back to uphold the causeof right and justice. The late premierof Great Brit-
ain was firmly established in the philosophy of the Prophet of San Francisco,
namely, that those who create values shall possess them and enjoy the benefits
arising therefrom. His successor follows in his footsteps, as is shown by the
budget which the entire ministry so valiantly fought to put through. It is
a Hen rge budget, and is denounced by the House of Lords as such.
loyd George, but Henry George, is the author, they bitterly declare.
It will surely be enforced by the British government, and when that is done
it will be a great victory for the people and against the privileged classes who
have enjoyed all the profit without doing any of the work. It will be a new
Declaration of Independence, according to the philosophy of Henry George,
the Prophet of San Franscisco.

The American Ideal, of Cincinnati, and The Only Way, of Philadelphia,
are bright little Single Tax journals in which one always finds something

bright and interesting.
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THE FEDERAL INCOME TAX.

(Address by Bolton Hall before the Economic Club, Providence, R. I.  This address was also
delivered before the Bconomic Club, Portland, Maine. )

“The question and method of taxation are always with us. President
Lincoln said that no question was ever settled until it was settled right. And
that way is not the right way which seems most expedient, but the way that is
morally right. On the ground of expediency there can be constructed by in-
genious advocates almost unanswerable arguments on any side of any question;
but if we wish to stand upon solid ground we will find that our only sure basis
is the primary principle of right. The primitive title, the first ownership, the
national law of property is that each man belongs to himself, that he is entitled
to those values which he has created by means of those faculties which he pos-
sesses. That which man produces belongs to him—it is his. That principle
is the basis to which we must go back in examining any system of taxation.

“We must ask if the system is in accordance with the moral law. Is it
the taking away from the individual that which is his and only his? If so, then
the system is wrong. We have been driven to many forms of taxation compro-
mise. Now there come times when to compromise is right. but where principle
is concerned, there is no room for compromise.

“The fundamental objection to the income tax, then, is that it is wrong
in principle. It is based upon the fallacious theory that men should contribute
to the expense of government in proportion to their ability. That is a glib
phrase. The first objection to it is that it is not true. Men should contribute
to anything in accordance to the value they receive. What would you think
of one of your merchants who should run his store upon the principle laid down
by every income tax defender, that his prices should be based upon the ability
of his customers to pay—selling a hat to one for $150 and to another for $1.50?

“Yet the Government has something to sell you. It has been said that
the way to make the streets of a city clean is for each man to clean the street
in front of his own house. True, that is one way; but it is nevertheless, a
stupid way. Why, even the most rascallly board of street cleaning gives better
service than we should get through individual work. It has been found by
experience that it is better to maintain a police department than for each man
to endeavor to secure his own protection. Corrupt as the police departments
in America cities are, almost without exception,we find better results than if
every man took his protection into his own hands.

“We buy from the government protection for our property rights. We pay
through taxation. Then come these tax tinkers and say that we should pay
for that protection in accordance with our ability. No! We should pay for
what we get, and not one cent more!

“The second objection is that the income tax is not only an infraction of
our civil rights, but, more important, an infraction of the moral law. Here,
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we have a man with income of $10,000 a year. He has a large family and a
continual outgo of his money in meeting his living expenses. There, we have
a bachelor with a like income but no drain upon him but his own desires. The
Government now would step in and say that both these men should be taxed
upon that income. But this would be obviously unfair. Why even our Ger-
man cousins, who are thorough if sometimes illogical, have been forced to make
exemptions in the income tax.

“If we do base an income tax upon what a man can pay, then we should
cut out of that amount what he gives to charity. That is something he does
not have for himself ; there are many other things that would have to be
weighed in the same way. The very basis of an income tax is morally wrong
and therefore impracticable, if not impossible. It is impossible to do a wrong
thing right, and when we start on the wrong path the further we go the ‘wronger’
we get. I think that in England we shall see in 1910 a practical rubbing out
of the whole thing and an attempt to go right. In Germany there is an income
tax of six marks ($1.50) on an income of 900 marks ($225). That is not very
much, but it shocks the conscience of mankind to pilfer from a pittance like
that. And yet there must be some arbitrary line drawn somewhere, because
itdoesnot pay tocollect atax much smaller, and todraw thatline arbitrarily any-
where forces us to see that we are not doing right.

*“This tax is wrong in its inception, in its execution and its effect, and it is
wrong in its intention also. Today there is a loud and bitter cry from those,
who even under our great prosperity, find it increasingly hard to make a living,
and they are asking us what about trusts, etc. Every once in a while some one
high in office says the burdens must be taken from the shoulders of the poorand
laid on the shoulders of the rich.

“Accordingly in England there is this new Budget. Lloyd-George says
it is a tax on dukes, to relieve the poor and place the burden on land. Here
in the West they have gone pretty wild over incomes, regardless of the fact that
Englandisnow dissatified with that form of taxation andis turning to the taxa-
tion of the value of land because income taxes do not equalize burdens. Yet
in England there is some sense of civic honor in paying taxes; here where every-
one evades taxes we would be unable to collect an income tax with anything
like fairness.

“It will be here what the personal property tax has been everywhere—a
means of inquisition, of blackmail, and a stimulus to perjury.

““Again and again we are shown that we can do a wrong thing right.

“It has been said that the best way to repeal an obnoxious lawistoenforce
it strictly. I say no. The best way is to evade it. And I say, too, that the
man who evades a bad law is doing God service. He reiterates and illustrates
the principle that it is impossible to do the wrong thing right. There is no
force so strong as the public opinion, and in order to bring public opinion to
favor a tax system it must be shown that it is first based upon the right.

“I, therefore, have no patience with those who would compromise on the
petty expedient. It will be harder to get rid of a law which we accept asa
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compromise; it will be a stumbling block in our path onward. Oh, the dismal
history of compromise on the one hand—compromise with right and truth which
deprives man of his ideals, of his highest development, and leaves him like
‘Tomlinson’ unfit either for heaven or hell; and on the other the exercise of
justice, of adherence to principle that lifts man to the goodly fellowship of the
Apostles high above the plane of temporizing and compromise.

“Thus to raise high the ideal, to encourage man to do the best of which he
is capable, is today the duty of the teacher and the preacher,and to compromise
on a makeshift like the income tax will only again bring out plainly that nothing
is ever settled until it is settled right.”’

LAND MONOPOLY: THE CURSE OF THE CENTURIES.

(FIFTH PAPER.)

American Land Monopolists—Continued,
(For the Review)

By H. MARTIN WILLIAMNS.

Avutnor’s NoTe.—In the list of land owners in California given in the November-
December number of the Review, the holdings of Miller & Lux were placed at 14,500,-
000 acres when the amount should have been 450,000 acres, and the name of Henry
Miller, whose holdings are placed at the former figures, by Henry M. Hyde, in an article
published in the Technical World Maga .ine for January, 1909, was entirely omitted from
the list. The mistake occurred in transcribing my notes. I have found the work of com-
piling anything approaching correct list of large land holdings in the United States, most
difficult. I have made up my lists from data considered reliable and authentic. If any
readers of these articles are in possession of statistics of land ownership which have
escaped my notice, or find inaccuracies in my lists, they will place me under obligations by
calling my attention to them.—H. M. W.

ILLiNOIS.

The great, fertile, agricultural State of Illinois, with its five and a quarter
millions of people, is not behind many of her sister States in supplying a
“happy hunting ground,” for the forestallers, speculators and land-grabbers.
The meagre statistics of land ownership in this State, which I have been able
to obtain, show that the land monopolist, like the busy bee has improved
“‘each shining hour,” and that he is still at work. Millions of acres of the rich-
est agricultural and mineral lands are now owned by individuals and corpora-
tions, in amounts ranging from 1000 to 80,000 acres each. It is in Logan
county, this State, that the Scully estate owns 80,000 acres, besides thousands
of acres in adjacent counties. The largest holdings are in the rich corn belt
which comprises the northern half of the State, although there are extensive
holdings in the southern part of the State. The largest of these consist of coal
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lands which have been purchased in large quantities within the last few years
by coal syndicates and railroad companies. An eastern syndicate has recently
purchased 52,000 acres of coal lands in Jefferson and Marion counties, and is
still adding to its holdings. The Chicago, Burlington & Quincy R. R. owns
tens of thousands of acres in the central and southern part of the State.

In Jackson county, four coal companies own 12,497 acres of coal lands,
and two individuals own 8,586 acres of farm lands.

In Hamilton county, four persons, one of them a non-resident, own
13,000 acres.

In White county, two men own 5,700 acres of land in the Wabash bottoms,
that are as fertile as the lands in the famed Valley of the Nile.

The cases cited in these three counties are taken at random and are
typical of the conditions in the great majority of the other 99 counties in
the State, from which it will be seen that land monopoly in Illinois is pretty
firmly rooted.

OTHER STATES.

In the States of Michigan, Wisconsin and Minnesota, millions of acres
of timber and mineral lands are owned by the lumber barons and the Steel
Trust.

It is a well known fact that a comparatively few people own the wonder-
fully rich deposits of anthracite and bituminous coal in Pennsylvania. In
Cambria county, 61,700 acres of these lands are owned by less than twenty
individuals and corporations.

The coal, oil and natural gas fields of West Virginia are the property of
less than five hundred individuals.

One man is said to own 750,000 acres in the State of Maine.

LAND MONOPOLY IN THE SOUTH.

But the land-grabbers have not confined their efforts to securing a mono-
poly of natural resources to the western and northern States. The mineral
and timber lands of the South offered a rich and inviting field for exploitation,
and multiplied millions of acres of mineral and timber lands in Kentucky,
‘Tennessee, Alabama, Georgia, Mississippi and Louisiana, and grazing lands
in Texas, have been acquired by mining companies, lumber syndicates and
cattle kings. The inroads of these land lords in the South, will, in the end,
prove more detrimental to the real material interests of the great mass of
inhabitants of those States, than the invasion of the Union armies during the
Civil War.

The history of the vast tracts of land owned by the estate of N. W. Dodge,
of New York, in the State of Georgia, furnishes a striking illustration of the
methods of these lords of the land, and the resultant hardships suffered by the
people who live on their lands. About eighty years ago, George E. Dodge,
of New York, bought large tracts of land in Dodge, Telfair, Montgomery,
Laurens and Pulaski counties in the South central part of the State, aggre-
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gating about 300,000 acres. Litigation over portions of these lands has been
going on for a quarter of a century, for the purpose of dispossessing settlers
who were born and reared upon them, and upon which their parents lived
for fifty years. As a result of the troubles growing out of this litigation, one
murder has been committed, and three persons convicted of conspiracy and
murder, one of whom died in prison, one was pardoned by President McKinley,
and the other recently pardoned by President Taft. These lands known in
Georgia as the ‘“Dodge Lands,” descended by inheritance from the original
purchaser, George E. Dodge to Norman W. Dodge and are now the property
of the estate of Norman W. Dodge.

LAND MonoroLY IN OUR INSULAR PossESSIONS.

The operations of the land monopolist are confined to no such narrow
limits as the States composing the American Union, but like the Constitution
he “follows the flag.” Go to the Sandwich Islands and you find him gobbling
up the lands of those beautiful islands by and with the advice and consent
of the public officials, and that, too, during the Administration of President
Roosevelt, and in the face of the declaration in his message of December 4,
1906, that “‘the needs of Hawaii are peculiar; every aid should be given the
islands; and our efforts should be unceasing to develop them along the lines
of a community of small freeholders, not of great planters with coollie-tilled
estates.”” Under the existing land laws of Hawaii, the Land Commissioner,
who is an appointee of the Governor, has the power to exchange any or all of
the public lands of the Territory with individuals or corporations for other
lands. In the exercise of this power, what is known as the ‘‘Lanai Deal” was
consummated. ‘‘By this deal,” to use the words of the Address of the Ter-
ritorial Democratic Central Committee to Congress, ‘‘nearly fifty thousand
acres of public lands on the Island of Lanai—the best lands on the Island
and the lands containing the best water resources of that Island—were se-
cretly exchanged for a few pieces of property in Honolulu, and more than a
hundred native Hawaiians were evicted from the soil on which most of them
were born, and all of them had lived for years, as ruthlessly as the Crofters
of Scotland or any peasants of Russia were ever evicted from their ancestral
lands.”” This infamous transaction which vested the title to the entire Island,
comprising over 88,000, had the approval of President Roosevelt, in a letter
to Governor Carter, dated October 10, 1906, in which he said: ‘I do not
care a rap what the politicans say about you, still less what they say about
your course. You are doing all right, and you can be sure of my unqualified
support.” This is only one of many similar transactions in those islands,
either with the connivance or downright approval of the officials.

The shameless robbery is still going on, and the native Hawaiians are
being driven from their homes and off their beautiful islands to make room
for American land grabbers.

American land monopoly moves rapidly. Apparently securely entrench-
ed in Hawaii, it has gone across the Pacific and settled down in
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THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS.

The manner in which it is proceeding to grab the patrimony of the Fili-
pinos is shown in an editorial in The Public, of January 7, 1910, which says:

“The Organic Act of the Philippine Government provided that the un-
apportioned public lands obtained by treaty with Spain, should not be sold
in tracts of over forty acres, and that no one corporation engaged in agri-
culture should hold more than 2,500 acres. Attorney General Wickersham
has ruled that the church lands bought from the Recollet friars by the
United States to straighten out certain semi-ecclesiastical questions
which had arisen, do not come within this limitation, and has upheld
as legal the sale of 55,000 acres of them in one parcel. The decision
may be legally correct, and it may be true that the original restric-
tion was unwise. But the argument of officials in Washington about
the matter as reported in the daily press, seems highly inconsistent with the
avowed purposes of that original restriction, which we were told ought to con-
vince Anti-Imperialists that the United States would never permit its citizens
to exploit the Philippines to the exclusion or injury of native interests. The
active head of the Bureau of Insular Affairs and the Secretary of War are
quoted in the Inter Ocean as saying, ‘The church lands were bought for an in-
vestment. They are not public lands in the sense that the lands acquired
from Spain are government lands. We want capital to go into the islands,
and it would be preposterous to think that men will invest their money in the
iglands if they are to be limited to a little 2,500 acreage.”

So, according to this argument, the government of the United States
is in the field as a land speculator; as a proponent, aider and abettor of land
monopolization in the Philippines.

We will next hear that the devil-fish of land monopoly has reached out
its tentacles across the Spanish Main and is gathering in the soil of the Porto
Ricans, if, indeed, it is not already doing so.

The next article in this series will be entitled ‘“Tenant Farmers in the
United States.”—EbDITOR SINGLE Tax REVIEW.

FROM AN ADDRESS BY HON. WM. H. BERRY, OF
PENNSYLVANIA.

The area of the United States is so great that the rapid monopolization of
land was for a long time but little felt, but it is now becoming evident that our
system of land tenure—and our land laws are essentially the same as those
the Britisher is beginning to fight—must within a generation or two produce
a landowning class as arrogant, as powerful, and as merciless as ever were
princes and nobles, and a working class as subjected, as miserable, and cheated
of the fruits of their labors as were any serfs or slaves.

And while Henry George, who has taught us, was a prophet and a seer,
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and while we, too, contemplate a perfection in government that has ‘‘not
entered into the mind of man,” yet we are not wild theorists nor idle dreamers,
but hard, level-headed, practical business men. We know not only the ills
we have, but the error that causes them and just how that error can be cor-
rected.

I will say to you that the most serious of our social and political ills are
really but symptoms of economic disease; that every economic problem that
vexes us can be largely solved by the destruction of private property in land;
and that property in land can be easily and safely yet surely and wholly des-
troyed by only taxing the owners of land and exempting everyone and every-
thing else.

I cannot now discuss the many aspects of this wide and fundamental
reform, but in closing I want to congratulate the British land taxationists
upon having begun the fight and bid them fight on; and then will ask every-
one of you who have so patiently stood and listened to me to resolve now
here at this meeting that you will learn just what Henry George proposed,
what Single Taxersare so persistently urging, what I and these other gentlemen
have come here to speak of and then each one decide for himself whether or not
this is a righteous war; and I think that if you do this every man of you will
be sooner or later enlisted in it.

#“COUSIN ALECK.”

Asking A Soldier To Pay His Own War Expenses.

(Address of Hon. Geo. Wallace, of Jamaica N. Y. at North Hackney, England,
reported by the London Dasly Chronicls.

This speech caused Mr. Wallace to be complimented by three members of the
cabinet, and resulted in his election to membership in the National Liberal Club.—EpiTor
SiNngLE Tax REVIEW.)

The Hon. George Wallace, of New York, was one of the speakersat a
recent Budget meeting in North Hackney.

Mr. Wallace, whose father was born in the Scottish Highlands, said that in
1901 he was on a visit to some near relatives there, and after the usual greetings
he asked about Aleck, the youngest boy, and was told that he had gone to the
war with a Highland regiment. ‘Of course, I was proud of Aleck,” said Mr.
Wallace, “‘when I learned that he was keeping up the old reputation of the family
and was willing to fight for his Queen and his native land.

“Inquiring where Aleck’s land lay I was told that he had none—(laughter)
—and that he had been even born on land that did not belong to his parents. 1
asked what land Aleck would have if he got back alive, and was told he wouldn’t
have any. I was not so charmed with Aleck’s fighting qualities as at first.
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(Laughter.)g Then I asked as to the owners of the land in the district. Had
they gone to the war with Aleck to fight for their native land? (Laughter, and
cries of Oh, no.) I see you have the answer. (Laughter.)

“Now let a stranger from across the water give you a suggestion. When
you have the next war ask your Government to make a conscription, and allow
none but landholders in the first regiments that go to the front. (Laughter.)
They would certainly make the best soldiers fighting for their King and their
native land. (Great applause.) You should put all who have land worth a
quarter of a million or more in the firing line. (Cheers.) Let the smaller own-
ers come up as the reserves. (Laughter.) Those physically unable could
join in liberally in the expenses; but Volunteers like cousin Aleck should not
be allowed until all the landholders had the first chance. (Laughter,and cries
of ‘We shouldn’t have any war at all if that were done.’) Well, I suspect you
are right. If the Peace Conference at The Hague had provided that all nations
should put only landholders in their armies it would never need to convene
again. (Cheers.) Peace would become universal. You would not have to
spend any more money on Dreadnoughts or other preparations for war.
(Cheers.)

“But to return to Aleck. He got home alive, but a physical wreck from
enteric fever and the like. It was a year or more before he could do a good
day’s work. When he was again able to work for wages, what was my surprise
to learn that his Government proposed to put a 10 per cent. tax on Aleck’s food
and clothing! They wanted him to pay his own expenses in going to the war!
(Great laughter.) When I heard of this I was angry. I thought Aleck was to
get shabby treatment after all his fighting. (Cheers.) To me there seemed to
be nothing decent in it, even if they did call it Tariff Reform. (Great laughter.)
But there was some delay in the matter, and before they got the tax laid on the
voters rose in their might and turned the Government out of power. (Cheers.)
Then I felt better about cousin Aleck. (Laughter.)

“Your present Govenment have prepared what you call a Budget, pro-
posing to let the landowners in on the war expenses. (Laughter and cheers.)
As these gentlemen did not get on the firing line in the war, Mr. Lloyd George
—(cheers)—and his associates propose to give them the right of line in paying
the expenses. (Cheers.) Idonotwonder that you cheer such a righteous pro-
position.

“I see Lord Londonderry has been talking about the maintenance of
religion.

“In America we have a saying that a man will vote as he prays. Now I
have in mind a religious workman sitting down with his wife and children to a
frugal meal. He reverently says, ‘grace before meat.” I am curious as to the
wording of his prayer, and imagine him asking the good Lord to bless what they
are about to eat and also add 10 per cent. to the cost of it. (Great laughter and
cheers.) Possibly his friends might want the man examined by a doctor.”
(Laughter and Cheers.)
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ARE COURTS THE BULWARK OF PRIVILEGE?
(For the Review.)

By FREDERICK CYRUS LEUBUSCHER.

The Court of Appeals of the State of New York has just decided the case
of People vs. N. Y. Carbonic Acid Gas Co. (196 N. Y. 421), reversing the judg-
ment of the lower courts which restrained this Company from so using its min-
eral springs at Saratoga as to exhaust the natural supply. I will not discuss the
technicalities that lead the Court of Appeals to reverse the judgment, but de-
sire merely to call attention to a portion of the opinion of Chief Judge Cullen,
which is of grave moment to all the people of the Empire State. This reads as
follows:

“It is urged that the public have such an interest in the mineral waters of
Saratoga, because of their great curative and health giving properties, that the
'legislature may interpose for their protection under the right of the state in the
exercise of its police power ‘to protect and develop its natural resources,’ even
though the waters themselves are the property of private persons. Ideny that
the police power vests in the legislature any such right. ‘The police power of
the government, as understood in the constitutional law of the United States, is
simply the power of the government to establish provisions for the enforcement
of the common as well as civil law maxim, sic utere tuo, ut alienum non laedas
(Tiedeman's limitations of Police Power, p. 4), that is to say, one cannot use
his own property so as to injure the rights of others, nor can he use it in such a
manner as to offend against public morality, health or peace and good order.
In the exercise of this power, doubtless, the legislature may not only prohibitacts
of commission on the part of the owner, but acts of omission, provided the re-
sult of such omission is to evade the rights of others or those of the public.
But under that power the legislature cannot require an owner to use his pro-
perty for the advantage and benefit of others or of the public, or even for his
own benefit, nor restrain him from devoting it to such purpose as he sees fit, or
even from wasting it, provided such use doesnot conflict with the rightsof others
or the public. (Matter of Ryers, 72 N. Y. 1) A man owing a coal mine may
mine the coal and waste it, regardless of the interest of the present generation or of
succeeding ones. It is not that such conduct would not be an evil, but because
the people who framed our system of government, taught by experience,
deemed it wiser to trust the use of property to the dictates of the intelligent
self-interest of the owner, rather than to subject it to governmental interfer-
ence.’’

I venture todisagree with thelearned judge,not only because the doctrine he
enunciatesbolsters up every special privilege, but because itissubversive of along
line of precedents,—usually so dear to the heart and mind of the average judge.
From Justinian, through Blackstone and Kent, it has ever been held that “for
the commonwealth a man shall suffer damage as for the saving of a city or
town.” Thus, in the case of a general conflagration, the authorities may blow
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up and otherwise destroy buildings for the purpose of preventing the spread of
the flames. This may be considered, however, only an extreme application of
the “‘police power’’ of the government. I would go further and claim that
whenever the private exploitation of a natural opportunity of resource inter-
feres with the well-being of the public, the government representing the public
can and should step in to prevent such use.

I am specially concerned with one sentence in the opinion of the Chief
Judge, viz: ““A man owning a coal mine may mine the coal and waste it, re-
gardless of the interest of the present generation or of succeeding ones.” The
reductio ad absurdum of this doctrine is, that if one man could acquire control of
all the coal deposits of the world, he might arbitrarily, for selfish or whimsical
reasons, shut down all the mines for a year. Can it be seriously contended
that for the consequent poverty, suffering, misery and death, the people have
no remedy? Only a few years ago, during the strike in the anthracite coal
fields, the dictum of the learned judge had a practical application; and the
statement of Mr. Baer, that God in his wisdom had intrusted these coal fields
to him and his associates, to do with them as they saw fit, was ridiculed from
ocean to ocean.

All civilized governments exercise the right of eminent domain,—the con-
stitutional right of taking any and all privately owned lands for public pur-
poses,—thus drawing a sharply defined line between real estate and personal
property. Unmindful of this fundamental distinction, Judge Cullen falls into
the common economic error of classifying natural opportunities and resources
with wealth and capital. Coal deposits are, economically considered, land,
and wealth is produced by the application of labor to land. A man has the
right to do whatever he will with the product of his labor or with the wealth
that he acquired from exchanging that product with the product of others; and
no government should interfere with the exercise of that right, however arbit-
rarily he may use his wealth. Land, however, including coal deposits, is not
and never has been, a product of labor. It was given by God or nature to all
men for their use and enjoyment, for man by the very nature of his being is a
land animal. If a man therefore so uses any portion of this globe as to interfere
with the equal rights of his fellowmen, a government can and should step in to
restrain him.

In writing of the police power of a government Chief Justice Shaw said in
Commonwealth v. Alger (7th Cushing 53)—*It is easier to perceive and realize
the existence of this power than to mark its boundaries or prescribe limits to its
exercise.”” The numerous conflicting decisions of federal and state courts on
this question of police power, show this to be true. I contend, however, that
if our courts, whenever this question comes before them, would constantly bear
in mind the economic distinction between land and wealth, much less confusion
would result.

The Court of Appeals will, before many years, when opportunity offers,
take occasion to disavow as obiter the opinion of Chief Judge Cullen that A
man owning a coal mine may mine the coal or waste it, regardless of the interest
of the present generation or of succeeding ones.” This august court will also,
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I firmly believe, some day point out the distinction between land and natural
opportunities on the one hand, and wealth and capital on the other, and will
no longer hold, with reference to natural resources, that ‘‘the people who
framed our system of government, taught by experience, deemed it wiser to
trust the use of property to the dictates of the intelligent self-interest of the
owner rather than to subject it to governmental interference.”

It was, of course, not within the power of the judicial branch of the gov-
ernment to recommend to the legislative branch a solution of this problem,
even though the chief judge intimates in this opinion that unrestricted private
ownership of natural resources and opportunities is an “‘evil.”” I am not ham-
pered by judicial robes, and can exercise the right of the humblest citizen to
advise the representatives of the people. I suggest therefore that the dispute
as to the use of coal lands and other natural resouces and opportunities would
be solved automatically under an extension of the taxing power of the govern-
ment. Take the coal deposits for instance. Probably not more than one per
cent. of the coal-bearing lands of the United States is being mined. Were these
lands taxed to their full rental value, the owners would either be obliged to
work them or to abandon them for others to work. The result would be not
only an enormous revenue which would allow a repeal of the taxes on industry,
but, by competition, the price of coal would be greatly lowered. A similar
tax on all land to the full rental value thereof would result in: 1st. The settle-
ment of disputes between the public and private individuals as to their respec-
tive rights. 2nd. The relief of both labor and capital from the burdens of
taxation. 3rd. The consequent increase of production. 4th. The increase
of the purchasing power of both labor and capital. 5th. The diminution of
poverty, and of crime, its sister, lessening the necessity for so many policemen,
courts, almshouses and jails. 6th. The consequent simplification of govern-
ment.

AUTHOR'S NOTE.

This important case can be considered from another standpoint, one of perhaps more
immediate public interest. The doctrine promulgated by the chief judge makes the fight
for the conservation of our natural resources so ably begun and continued by Gifford
Pinchot, all the more opportune. Were it not for Mr. Pinchot and his supporters, the
water rights, coal-bearing and other lands, still remaining in the possession of the Fed-
eral government, would, ere this, have come under private control, to be held out of use
or wasted ‘‘regardless of the interest of the present generationorof succeeding ones.”” Mr.
Pinchot has truly said that the final closing to settlement and development of the public
lands by their passing into private ownership, marks theend of the epoch of comparative
freedom for the masses., It would not only mark the end of the freedom that is still left
to us, but it would plunge the poor into still deeper poverty. Mr. Pinchot is entitled to the
support of all lovers of freedom and of man. His hands should be upheld, whether he be-
lieves in the Single Tax philosophy or not, for ere long he will realize that the way to get
freedom for every American—not comparative freedom, but freedom—is by compelling
all owners of land to pay into the public treasury that value which they themselves did
not produce. Until he hasrealized this, I think it is the duty of all Single Taxers to applaud
and to second his efforts. Por the decisions of our Court of Appeals are highly thought of
by the courts of sister states, and are followed by most of them; and the Pinchot agitation
will offset the tendency toward the general adoption of Judge Cullen’s doctrine throughout
the United States.
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THE REVIEW FOR 1910.

The Review for 1910 will continue to
give the news of the movement from all
parts of the world. It will be the same in-
dispensable medium it has been for several
years past to all those who would keep in
touch with our progress.

It is to be hoped that our friends will
see the necessity of extending its influence
by placing it in public libraries and inthe
offices of newspapers and periodicals,
especially labor and trade papers,which are
beginning, owing to the progress of the
movement in Great Britain and the attitude
of the Labor Party in the recent Budget
fight, to devote their attention to Single
Tax.

A number of contributions have been
received to place the REviEw in public
libraries. The names of the contributors
with the amounts will be given in next
issue. Thereis no phase of our movement
so important as its literature, and there
is none of its literature quite as impressive
and inspiring as the SINGLE Tax REVIEW
because of the positive evidences of pro-
gress contained in each number that is
sent out. Help us to place it one thousand
public libraries; it will obtainin thisway by
moderate computation ten thousand addi-
tional readers. And two or three hundred

more sent into the editorial rooms of labor
and trade papers that are receptive to our
doctrines, will result in an addition to the
number of useful converts.

DEATHS OF EDWARD DOHERTY
AND DR.C.K.CUTTER, OF BOSTON.

Edward Doherty died in Boston on Nov.
1 after a week's illness of pneumonija. He
was well known in the market district,
where he had worked for a number of years,
but was more generally known all over
Boston as an outdoor speaker for the
SiNngLE Tax. He had been chairman and
often the only speaker at the Sunday after-
noon meetings on Boston Common for
the last 20 years. Mr. Doherty was born
near St. John, N. B., 59 years ago and came
to Boston when a young man. He has
lived here ever since.

Dr. Charles K. Cutter died suddenly in
his office in Somerville, Mass., while writ-
ing a recipe for a patient on Nov. 11. He
was 58 years old and a graduate of Harvard
Medical School. He was well-known as a
Single Taxer, although not as a speaker or
writer for the principle. He attended the
first national Single Tax conference in
New York and he is No. 108 in the Cooper
Union picture. Funeral services were held
in the Winter Hall Universalist Church on
Nov. 14. The church was crowded, many
being compelled to stand.

DEATH OF DR. J. C. BARNES.

Dr. John C. Barnes of Arcola, Ill,, long
a contributor to the columnsof the REviEW,
and one of the most earnest of our workers,
died Dec. 23rd, at the age of 74. Dr.
Barnes was an Odd Fellow and Mason, a
physician and humanitarian. For the
last few years of his life he had lived in re-
tirement, but was ever busy with his pen
in the suggestion of ways and means for
the advancement of the cause he had at
heart. Hiscontributionstoreform publica-
tions have been many, almost all devoted
to the gospel of freedom. An article of Dr.
Barnes awaits publication in a coming issue
of the Review.
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DEATH OF LOUIS BLAUL.

The death of Louis Blaul, of West Phila-
delphia, robs that city of an earnest and
devoted Single Taxer. Though for years
he has been a helpless invalid he has made
his influence felt through an ever increasing
circle of friends.

The funeral was conducted as he had de-
sired, not according to the rites of any
church, but by officiating Single Taxers.
Mr. Ross read from Progressand Poverty,
portions of the “Central Truth,” and “The
Individual Life.” Among other Single
Taxers present were Henry C. Lip-
pincott, Chas. F. Shandrew, Haines D. Al-
bright, Miss Musson, Dr. and Mrs. Wright,
and Dr. Sullivan, of Albany, N. Y.

DEATH OF WM. O. FOLEY.

William O. Foley, of Port Marion, Pa.,
died Dec. 22nd after an illness of only a
few days. He was an old Single Taxer.
He was a son of Gen. James Bradford Foley,
of Indiana, a member of the 35th Congress.
Mr. Foley enjoyed the confidence of Vice
President Hendricks during the life time of
the latter, and he was a friend of Wm. ]J.
Bryan, entertaining him on hisvisit to Port
Marion. He was cashier of the First Na-
tional Bank of Port Marion until compelled
by illness to retire.

DEATH OF SAMUEL BRAZIER.
(See Portrast.)

Samuel Brazier, preacher, temperance
lecturer, Single Taxer, journalist, poet,
died on Dec. 1, 1909. Mr. Brazier in 1887
came to Boston from his English home in
Shropshire. He was twice married, and
leaves two married daughtersin England,
a widow, two sons and a daughterin Boston,

In England Mr. Brazier was active as a
temperance lecturer, but in this country
the lesser reform was soon swallowed up in
the greater Henry George doctrine, to
which he became a convert. He quickly
saw that if the prohibition of the manu-
facture and sale of liquor were achieved it
would not destroy land monopoly, would
not divert ground rent from private pockets

into the public treasury, would not prevent
extortion by monopoly, would not solve
the labor problem, and would not establish
an equitable distribution of wealth.

Mr. Brazier wasone of the most active
participants in the long battle with the
city government to secure a coveted per-
mit for the Sunday discussion of politics
and preaching of the Single Tax with police
protection instead of police interference
beneath the elms of historic Boston Com-
mon.

The Single Taxers of Massachusetts will
greatly miss him from their work and coun-
sels. He was the first local trained speaker
of the Boston *‘Anti-Poverty Society,”
afterward named ‘The Massachusetts
Single Tax League.” From that time
until his death it was to him meat and drink
to present the claims of the right of all men
to the use of the earth, which he always did
with dignity and conviction. His under-
standing of the subject matter of Progress
and Poverty was singularly clear, and ex-
tensive; and his method of presentation
correspondingly attractive. He -was a
zealous advocate of a cause which appealed
to his understanding, to his love of his fel-
low men, and to that intelligent thirst for
knowledge which is the attendant of clear
thinking. Those who had the privilege
of close intercourse with him knew him as
a sincere and loyal gentleman, and would
vie with each other in rendering this for-
mal tribute to a precious memory.

In commemoration of his sterling worth,
Mr. Hamlin Garland writes:

“I knew and honored Samuel Brazier
for his earnest and self-sacrificing devotion
to the advancement of Land Reform in the
United States and England, and I am glad
to know that he lived long enough to see
‘“the Henry George idea'’ written into the
budget of England’'s exchequer. He wasa
brave and ableman. This poor clergyman,
Samuel Brazier, and his fearlessness and un-
selfish work for the cause of humanity
deserve lasting honor. Igladly contribute
my wreath of praise.”

Mr. B. O. Flower writers:

‘“It was probably eighteen years ago,
when, through Hamlin Garland, I first be-
came acquainted with Mr. Samuel Brazier.
I soon found him to be one of the very few
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fundamental democrats among authorita-
tivewriters of New England. He possessed
the rare power of seeing below the surface
of things. The great underlying principles
of justice and brotherhood appealed to him
with compelling force. It is not itrange,
therefore, that he was not only a follower
of Richard Cobden and John Brightintheir
economic and peace philosophy, but that
the Land philosophy of Henry George won
his wholehearted support. He was the
unyielding foe of all forms of oppression
and injustice. He opposed monopoly and
all other economic and political evils that
are eating at the vitals of free institutions
He loved his fellow-men and strove faith-
fully to further the principles of justice and
fraternity, which are the soul of true demo-
cracy‘li

The skill of Mr. Brazier in the poetic art
was well known to his friends. Hiswork
in this sphere gave an imaginative touch to
all his literary labors. He not only had
the poet's feeling, but also the poet’s appre-
ciation of good form, of doing the best thing
in the best way. This is attested by the
hundreds of poems which it was his diver-
sion to write, every one of which was freight-
ed with his irrepressible life message, as in
the following:

* Justice, thou universal Friend,
How beautiful art thou!
How clear the holy light that gilds
Thy pure and awful brow!
* = =%
Where'er thou reignest hope springs forth,
And gladdens the green earth;
And love and joy and sweet content
Spring plenteous into birth.
* 5 ®
Justice, benign and awful power,
I bow the knee to thee;
My life, my health, my mind, my wealth,
Thine, only thine, shall be.

Happy, if I the toil of those
Wholive for thee may share,

And spend my life to tell how rich
Thy boundless blessings are.”

Or, in the lines:

Ye whose love of Right is strong
See ye not the ancient Wrong?

Men from land divorced are sold
Into bondage, want and cold.

All that nature’s lavish hand
Gives to man is in the land.
Fuel, raiment, dwelling, food,
Every luxury, every good.
T ® =
Ye whose hearts are brave and strong
Rise, redress this ancient wrong!
See this wrong from power hurled,
See ye then a happier world!

And again:

Love of Good so pure and changeless,
Wealth of earth so rich and free,
Human love so warm and tender,
All was meant for all and me.

A verse on Immortality sounds now to
our ears like a “Nunc Dimittis’’:

When all my days are o'er, and in the
grave I lie,

The good I've done, tho' I no more be
known, will never die.

Yet I would wish some friend might
think at times of me,

Recall some word or deed of mine, and
bless my memory. '

Mr. Brazier's chef d’ oeuvre in journalism
was the editorial department of a Boston
magazine de luxe, royal octavo venture,
printed on thick paper with wide margins
and rough edges, called Government, “A
Monthly Magazine of Economic andApplied
Politics, Boston, Berlin, Paris, Washington,
London,” which unfortunately ended a
meteoric career with its fourteenth number
in May 1908. Each number contained
perhaps half a dozen leading articles from
prominent sources, followed by a dozen
pages of Editorial, Political Review of the
World, home and foreign, criticisms of the
leading articles, book reviews, and nearly
all of these pages were the work of Mr. Bra-
zier's diligent and facile pen. The number
for June 1907 contained an article of his
ownon Henry George, His Life and Work,
with cut similar to that of Mr. Brasier
which appears in this issue. His work in
this connection surprised even his best
friends.

Mr. E. H. Clement, Editor of the Boston
Evening Transcripi, who had intimate
knowledge of his capabilities, and who in-
troduced him to the Govermment connect-



NEWS—DOMESTIC. 29

tion, offers the following just and apprecia-
tive tribute:

“As a journalist, Mr, Samuel Brazier,
although largely unknown to the public,
and largely unpaid by the editors who
availed themselves of his patient toil, was
the peer of any of his contemporaries. His
writing-style was singularly clear and ele-
gant—(with the elegance of simplicity,
that is to say) his knowledge of his subjects
was comprehensive and solid, and his expo-
sition was lucid, logical and convincing.
The mere mass of the work he accomplished
(‘‘good wheat bread,” as intellectual pabu-
lum, always) was in itself astonishing, con-
sidering that it was most generally executed
in the face of cruelly deferred hopes and
just expectations that were almost invari-
ably disappointed. He had sacrified an
earlier portion of his life to another pro-
fession, which had been similarly unjust
and unrewarding to him, although its com-
munion had been sustained and enriched
by his deep religious nature and his gifts of
expression with both voice and pen. Mod-
est to self-effacement, and too manly to
crook the pregnant hinges of the knee to
those in authority, he continually renewed
the struggle, relying wholly and solely on
the merits of his work. Best of all, he
never lost the sweetness of his disposition,
never gave way to bitterness; but brought
ever a large, chivalrous and catholic
spirit to the support of any ‘forlorn hope’
or a charge upon entrenched wrong in
which he had volunteered.”

Samuel Nixon and Chas. E. Early, Single
Taxers of Duluth, Minn., debated in Dec-
ember with Morris Kaplan and D. M.
Robertson on the question thus formu-
lated: That the distinctive doctrine of
socialism is common ownership of pro-
ductive property, whereas the distinctive
doctrine of the Single Tax is the equal
opportunity to produce property.

Portland, Oregon, is to vote on Feb-
ruary 15th on whether the city shall have
its water mains paid for by the water users
or by the abutting property owners who
get the benefit of the mains.
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RHODE ISLAND

RAYMOND ROBINS SPEAKING IN THIS STATBE

—INCREASED HOSPITALITY TO OUR TEACH-
INGS—LEGISLATURE TO RECEIVE REPORT
AND RECOMMENDATIONS THIS MONTH.

During the past two months the efforts
for the reform have continued in Rhode
Island. Early in December Raymond
Robins visited the State, remaining here
for nine days and speaking three times a
day. Only a portion of his addresses
dealt with the taxation of land values, but
his position was repeatedly stated and
through reports in the daily press was
understood very generally. His person-
ality and oratory were such as to attract
strongly his many hearers and consequently
lead them to favor, or at least to consider
carefully, the great remedy he proposes
for existing social ills.

On December 10th, Bolton Hall and
John J. Murphy spoke before the Econo-
miec Club of Providence. The topic for
discussion was the income tax. Mr. Luce,
of Massachusetts, a very good speaker;
advocated the affirmative whilst the two
New Yorkers argued in the negative, Mr,
Hall dealt largely with the principles of
taxation as did Mr. Murphy, in the latter
part of his address. It is scarcely neces-
sary to say that both gentlemen indicated
very plainly that land values were the true
source of public revenue. Their radical
utterances were received very favorably
by the large number of business men pre-
sent and may have something to do with
the readiness now manifested by manu-
facturers to sign a petition for local option
in taxation,

In December ‘“‘Bulletin No. 10" was
issued by the R. I. Tax Reform Association,
It consisted chiefly of a list of endorsers
of the bill for home rule in taxation, The
total number of signatures being 483.

“Bulletin No. 11,”” for January, has
gone to press. It contains the law petioned
for, granting home rule in taxation, and a
much augmented list of endorsers and peti-
tioners.
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The first page of the new ‘‘Bulletin’
reads as follows:

“In this ‘““Bulletin” some five hundred
manufacturers of Rhode Island and many
other leading business men declare them-
selves in favor of local optionin taxation.
Nearly all of them have petitioned the
General Assembly for the passage of an Act
which will effect the desired result.

The signers are agreed fully upon two
points; first, that the existing system of
taxation is radically wrong, and, secondly,
that each town and city ought to decide for
itself, under the general laws of the State,
how its own revenue should be derived.

Reasons for the Law:

These gentlemen ask very little. They
only petition for what is already granted
and is working satisfactorily in New Zea-
land, Australia, Canada and Germany.
Surely that which is safe and desirable in
all of these countries should be permitted
under our free government.

An examination of the list of signers will
show the cities and manufacturing towns
to be very largely represented, and, no
doubt, like influential signatures would
appear from every town if opportunity
had been given. As has been proved in
the Western Provinces of Canada and else-
where, local option in taxation is of quite
as great advantage to agricultural as to
manufacturing towns.

Local self-government is that system
of government under which the greatest
number of minds, knowing the most and
having the fullest opportunities of know-
ing it, about the special matter in hand,
and having the greatest interest in its well
working, have the management of it.

Platform: :

Local self-government is the right of a
free people and every community is enti-
tled thereto in all matters affecting itself
.alone.

The method of taxation by which local
revenues shall be collected is such a matter,
and each city and town should have power
to decide this for itself, without being held
back by those indifferent to the injustice
and dishonesty of present systems.”

The Committee on Taxation Laws gave
five or six public hearings during the latter
part of December, the first one being con-

fined exclusively to the question of local
option in taxation. Quite a number ap-
peared in support of the measure, including
several prominent manufacturers, and only
two spoke against it.

The drift of sentiment at all of the hear-
ings was against the present attempts to
tax intangible personal property at the
same rate as real estate.

The legislature is now in session and
will receive the report and recommenda-
tions of the Committee within the next four
weeks,

Lucius F. C. GArvIN
Lonsdale, R. 1.

(BY H. J. CHASE)

Immediately after the State election,
last November, I began a convass for ad-
ditional signatures to the petition for the
local option amendment. With the ex-
ception of one week, my work has been con-
fined to the city of Providence. At the
suggestion of Dr. Garvin, I have made con-
stant use of the Providence tax book, de-
monstrating in figures, wherever it was
possible, the direct effect that the exemp-
tion of both personality and improvements
would have upon business.

I have found this method of approach
to be much more effective than any appeal
based upon general principles. 1 am able
at once to get at what the average business
man regards as the main point.

I read inthe REVIEW the statement that
in New South Wales the land ownesgs whose
improvements were good and who were
actually using their land for business and
residential purposes, generally favored ex-
emption, because they saw that the increase
of taxation would fall, not upon them, but,
for the most part, upon the owners of un-
improved or but poorly improved real
estate. I at once came to the conclusion
that those people of Rhode Island whose
business interests outweigh their interests
as land owners would take the same stand,
upon being shown with a slate and pencil,
so to speak, that they would have to pay
no more and usually less, if taxes were
levied upon the land alone.

My reading of history is to the effect that
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no great reform has ever taken place until
a sufficient number of people became
aware of the fact that their interests—
their material interests, if you please—
would be subserved by its accomplishment.

I am ready to go into the ethics of the
land question with any man, and not infre-

quently do so; but the average business

man doesn't care to discuss the subject
from that point of view—at least, not at
the beginning.

I am ready to point out that the direct
benefit of more or less reduction of taxation
is of small consequence compared with the
infinitely better conditions under which
business could be carried on. But that
kind of talk is too much in the air for the
production of an immediate effect.

I find that] can get and keep the atten-
tion of the average man by taking the
course I have indicated—by showing him,
in other words, how he can save a dollar.

Whether it is this method of approach
altogether, or because the general interest
in the subject is increasing, people appear
to be a good deal more inclined to talk upon
the subject than they were a few months
ago. Then there was more or less difficulty
of getting a hearing, even from those who
had endorsed and petitioned for local op-
tion; but now everybody seems not only
willing but eager to go into the question of
taxation, and sometimes the interview is
prolonged beyond my wishes.

I have some work in two or three smaller
towns, Bristol, Warren and East Provi-
dence. In these towns there is consider-
able sentiment against taxing improve-
ments, the reason, probably, being that
personal property is not searched for by
the assessors quite so diligently as in
Providence. The securement of signatures
was less difficult than in this city, but I
am convinced that when the business men
of this State—the manufacturers, mer-
chants, farmers, fishermen and all the
others engaged in carrying on its legitimate
interests—begin to realize that their in-
terests as business men far outweigh their
interests as land owners, the demand for
exemption will become irrisistible. And I
think that the best way to open their eyes
is to show them in figures that, as a rule,
they will pay less taxes under exemption

of personalty and improvements than
they are paying now; that the increase will
fall upon the comparatively small class
whose land owning interests preponderate.

I do not understand that the results in
New Zealand, Australia or Canada have
come from any general moral awakening
to the injustice and iniquity of property
in land; but rather from an actual demon-
stration of the fact that it is far better for
the material progress of the community
not to tax business and labor.

My view may not be correct, but it must
be remembered that notwithstanding the
Golden Rule has been preached for many
centuries, Gresham’'s law, when the condi-
tions are right, will operate just as speedily
and effectively today as it ever has done in
any period of the world’s history.

WASHINGTON STATE

WORK OF JOHN Z, WHITE IN WASHINGTON—
DEMOLISHES A SOCIALIST—INFLUENCING
THE YOUNG.

On his north-western tour, under the
auspices of the Henry George Lecture As-
sociation, Mr. John Z. White has just ended
a three weeks visit to Spokane, Eastern
Washington and Northern Idaho. Not-
withstanding the holiday attractions and
festivities, we have had a very successful
educational campaign of a fundamental
economic character. He made thirty odd
public addresses before our High Schools,
Business Colleges, State Colleges and Nor-
mals, Churches, Labor and Secret organi-
zations, Political and Economic Clubs.

Our local Charter Revision Committee,
composed of all shades of opinions, rang-
ing from the democratic democrat, to the
stand pat conservative, are laboring hard
to give us a new city charter for inaugu-
rating the commission plan. This com-
mittee arranged for a noon day luncheon,
with Mr. White as their guest and a public
lecture on the commission plan of city
government. Mr. White’s complete mas-
tery of the subject and his ready direct
answers to their many questions, won for
him the admiration of its members, many
of whom heard him on several other oc-
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casions. There had been a decided dis-
trust, on the part of some of the commit-
tee, to placing the power of Direct Legis-
lation in the hands of the peopln without
strings on it.

We believe, however, that Mr. White
has aided materially in relieving the situa-
tion. One of our last city dates was a
joint debate with Attorney F. H. Moore,
a representative local socialist, in response
to a challange from their local. In his
usual easy and forcible manner Mr. White
tripped up our socialist friend on every
major proposition, around which he en-
deavored to wind his thread of argument.
The Elks hall was filled to its capacity of
about one thousand. The machinery ques-
tion, enforced co-operation, the artificial
device for distribution, the lack of incen-
tive to own property when labor gets its
full product, the interest question and all
the usual arguments of our revolutionary
friends were demolished and literally piled
into a heap of broken ruins.

Prof. Hart of our south central High
school, who has charge of some fifteen
hundred young men and women, said that
never had a public speaker received such
close attention and ready response from
his pupils as when Mr. White addressed
them on the *Dismal Science.” Mr,
White certainly has a remarkable and
happy faculty for entertaining both young
and old on economic subjects, whether or
not they have given the matter any pre-
vious study.

At Walla Walla Mr. White was tendered
a hearty reception by the members of the
Commercial Club, among whom he met
Mr. L. E. Meacham, an old time personal
friend and Single Taxer. His talk on taxa-
tion at the noon day luncheon was so en-
thusiastically received, that by request

of the officers of the club, his evening leg- .

ture under their auspices comprised both
the Direct Legislation and Single Tax lec-
tures. The President of Whitman college
at this place told Mr. White to consider
himself down for other engagments in their
institution as often as he could come to the
Northwest.

Prof. Macomber of the State Normal at
Cheney just called to inform me that they
intended to organize the faculty for the

study of the Single Tax philosophy, since
Mr, White's recent visit. He also expres-
sed the hope that Mr. White or some other
representatives of the Henry George Lec-
ture Association could make them another
visit in the near future.

One of our prominent democrats said that
Mr. White and his lecture work was being
considerably discussed on the street cor-
ners. These are but a few of the many
appreciative expressions we have heard.

It does seem that there is no other way
of doing such effectual work as that now
being carried forward by the Henry George
Lecture Association under the organizing
genius of Mr. F. H. Monroe.

WiLLiaM MaTTHEWS,

Spokane, Wash.

PITTSBURG

Preparations are being made for a Single
Tax conference in Pittsburg early in March.
It is the intention to make this a representa-
tive gathering. The call has been issued
by R. E. Smith, president of the Pittsburg
Single Tax Club, Warren Worth Bailey,
and Chas. R. Eckert.

Those who have already signified the
likelihood of their presence are Henry
George, Jr., Hon. Tom L. Johnson, Hon.
Lawson Purdy, and ex-Treasurer of State,
William H. Berry. Arrangements for
this Conference are in the hands of M.
McNeill, 218 Amanda Ave., Pittsburg,

FAIRHOPE CELEBRATES ITS FIF-
TEENTH ANNIVERSARY

Fairhope, the Single Tax colony on the
shores of Mobile Bay, celebrated the Fif-
teenth Anniversary of its existence on New
Year's Day, with an afternoon “social’’ at
the new Manual Training Building of the
School of Organic Education, gymnastic
exercises of the school children, tennis and
basket ball, and a dinner in the evening,
at which President Frank L. Brown pre-
sided. The latter began the proceedings
by a brief statement of the aims and poli-
cies of the Fairhope Single Tax Corpora-
tion,
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sSinging by the choir of the Christian
Church of Fairhope, the reading of a poem,
an adaptation of the *“Old Oaken Bucket”
by Mr. J. M. Pilcher, singing by E. B. Gas-
ton, and the music of harp and guitar and
vocal exercises, were part of the entertain-
ment interspersed among the more serious
discussion. Among the speakers were
Hon. H. F. Ring, the novelist Upton Sin-
clair, who is spending the winter in Fair-
hape, C. A. Brothers, of Saskatchewan,
Canada, Mrs. J. L. Comings, E. B. Gaston
and others.

Letters were read from Jos. Fels, Daniel
Kiefer, and others. Letters were received
from large numbers of Single Taxers,
among whom were Hon. Tom. L. Johnson,
Lawson Purdy, J. J. Pastoriza, Dr. M. R.
Leverson, and many of the friends of
Fairhope throughout the Union,

REVIEWS OF MR. FILLEBROWN'S
BOOK STILL COMING.

One of the most gratifying evidences of
the progress of the movement is a review
of Mr. Pillebrown’s A B C of Taxation from
the Liverpool Catholic Times and Catholic
Opinion, the representative Catholic organ
of Great Britain. It is called forth by the
article from the pen of Dr. Ryan in a recent
number of the Ecclesiastical Review, of which
mention hasbeenmadeina previousissue. It
quotes approvingly the statement of Father
Ryan that the Single Tax has never been
condemned by the Catholic Church. It
also indicates the inevitable progress of the
movement to relieve industry by concen-
trating taxes on land values.

Another lengthy and favorable review
is one in the Nebraska Journal, of Lincoln,
Neb. Its tenor may be gathered from a
single quotation: ‘‘Mr. Fillebrown’s illustra-
tions are so conclusive that the only wonder
is that his contentions were not generally
recognized before.”

See that Single Taxers subscribe to
the Review. Does your] public library
receive it ?

THE BUDGET DINNER IN NEW
YORK.

The Budget Dinner given under the
auspices of the Women's Henry George
League at Kalil's Restaurant on Park
Place, New York City, on Saturday, Jan-
uary 8th, was one of the greatest succes-
ses ever scored by a Single Tax organiza-
tion in New York. One hundred and
sixty-five persons, all interested in the
struggle now on in England, sat down to
table, and later in the evening the number
was augmented by many who could not
come earlier. There was one short period
when the entrance to the restaurant looked
like a subway opening in rush hour, but
the dinner committee and the cafe staff
united in handling the crowd efficiently.
The very atmosphere was full of expectancy
and a spirit of perfect good fellowship pre-
vailed.

The Women's League had perfected
plans for a Budget dinner during Dec-
ember, but owing to some arrangements
the Manhattan Single Tax Club had in
hand, it was thought best to postpone it
until early in the New Year. By this
change, the League was able to secure
Mr. Joseph Fels for chief speaker, although
the rest of the programme was carried out
as originally planned before Mr. Fels had
left London.

It is certain that no Single Tax, or other
dinner in this country, ever had such
decorations as were upon the walls of
Kalil's cafe on Saturday mnight. They
were one of the chief features of the oc-
casion, and consisted of posters’of all sizes
and colors, duplicates of those used to
decorate public walls in England during
the Budget discussion in Parliament. They
depicted in words and pictures the funda-
mental wrongs that England suffered in
common with the rest of the world, and
pointed to the only solution. Just as they
woke unbounded enthusiasm there, so
they stirred afresh the fires of enthusiasm
on Saturday night. Besides these, there
were the two banners of the Single Tax
movement in New York, both designed and
executed by Miss Amy Mali Hicks, presi-
dent of the Women's Henry George League,
The big banner contained a large repro-
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duction of the Single Tax emblem, the
winged earth, and underneath it the motto
“The Earth for All.”” On the smaller
banner was the same emblem but the
words were:—

THE SINGLE TAX
Free Land
Free Trade
Free People

and the interwined letters “S. T.”

The meeting was called to order by the
chairman, Miss Amy Mali Hicks, after the
tables had been removed.

Music was provided by the Misses Good-
win, piano and violin, and the singing was
led by Messrs. Jeffery and Shaffer. As the
first bars were played, the audience rose
and sang the song that thousands have
sung in the streets of London during the
past year, and sang it with a will, repeat-
ing the chorus in an ever-swelling note:

“The Land, the land! 'Twas God who
gave the land;

The land, the land, the ground on
which we stand;

Why should we be beggars with the
ballot in our hand

God gave the land for the people.”

The enthusiasm evoked by the song,
found further vent in ringing cheers when
Mr. Joseph Fels was announced as the first
speaker of the evening. Mr. Fels was
visibly affected by the welcome he received,
and expressed both his pleasure and sur-
prise.

He said in part that the history of the
movement in England was the history of
the United League for the Taxation of Land
Values. When he first went to England,
three years ago, and became interested in
the work of the League, the papers knew
no more than to speak of the proposition
as an American fad, and refused to take
any notice of the work. Now, every paper
in England says somesthing about it at
some time, and more than half of them
say something all the time. There had
been an awakening in England, the like
of which had not been seen since the days
of the Cobden campaign against the Corn
Laws—not exactly a mere awakening,
either, but something almost akin to the

march of the saints in ancient times. When
one came to think of the marvellous change
that had come over the common people,
one recognized that the leaders were in-
spired men. Lloyd-George might well be
compared with the belted knights of old—
he was the knight of this new crusade and
deserved the name of George. In the past
eighteen months such a knowledge of the
land question had been diffused in Eng-
land, that Old England—Little England—
had wakened never to go to sleep again
in our generation or any other.

The land question is almost ablaze in
Europe, with England as the beacon light
of the world. The continental countries
copy her, and this country, too, imitates
England, although the imitation is a mild
and guiltless one. ‘‘England is the freest
country in the world,” said the speaker.
“I can go out in Hyde Park, in London,
and begin in the morning to talk. I can
begin with religion and go right through
the day with socialism, anarchism, land
values and get back to Hebraic dogmas,
and the policemen will be there to protect
me. At the end of the day, when I am
tired I can go home, and the next day I
can go back and do the same thing, and
the same policemen will be there to pro-
tect me, and this because England is the
country of free speech. Out in Philadel-
phia because a woman wants to speak she
is locked up and must stay locked up, be-
cause the men will not learn that women
will speak their pieces.

One thing that was done in this Budget
campaign, was to get the business men of
England to sign a statement that the pro-
posed taxation of land values would not
hurt their business. This is the thin edge
of the little wedge that will split England
open, It is very significant that 300 names
were willingly signed to their own destruc-
tion, “but it is only fair to say that many
do not know what they have signed,”
added Mr. Pels.

Mr. Fels then told the story of the won-
derful posters that have adorned the walls
of London. Two weeks before the great
demonstration in London, the United
League for the Taxation of Land Values
got a telephone message from a man with
‘“the Christian name of Isaacs,” to the
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‘effect that the Liberal party had fallen
down, and what should they do  Trans-
lated, that meant that the Liberal party
was out of funds and could do nothing more.
Back went the answer, ‘“‘Let us furnish
the posters and we’ll pay the bills.” The
offer was accepted, and so the posters took
the form they did. They were in reality
the posters of the League and not of the
Liberal party, and they cost $4500, and
‘“‘were cheap at the price.” s

The English common people, said Mr.
Fels, like the common people of this coun-
try, read pictures, not words, so they gave
the English color printers a chance to do
some work, and they showed their pre-
ference for vivid colors. The man in the
street knew that if he saw a crown and a
trailing robe that it meant a ‘“duke,” and
he could be trusted to throw a ‘‘mudball”
at it wherever he spotted it. They might
not stop to read small print, but if you put
the picture of a castle and tailorshop side
by side they could see for themselves, and
when under these two you put the story of
the taxes each paid, you had done some
real work, and opened the eyes of the voter.

The League had set people to work to
get particulars about different localities
to be used in those districts. For instance,
in Manchester along the line of the ship
canal, they had gathered and published
statistics of the increase in land values
that went to the landowners, and the in-
crease in taxes and rent that had fallen
upon the workers. And people were be-
ginning to believe all they told them,
because they knew the truth of their own
conditions.

Edward McHugh, said Mr. Fels—and
at the mention of his name there was a
round of applause—still hale and hearty
at sixty, was conducting classes for teach-
ing young Single Taxers how to speak in
public, and it was largely due to this that
they had been able to hold 92 meetings in
one week in England, to discuss the land
values clauses of the Budget.

Valuable statistics had been published
showing the workings of royalties on coal.
They had taken for example a big ocean
liner, the Lusitania, and found that taking
stokers, firemen, engineers and all the corps
of workers aboard her, that 333 men earn-

ed $265 per day, while the landlord, who
did nothing, was drawing royalties on the
coal used by the Lusitania, of $525 per day.
Those were facts that all could understand.

If things like this can win in England,
why not in the United States? Three
years ago in England the League for the
Taxation of Land Values had no press
bureau, and only one little paper, Land
Values They set to work, not to pub-
lish many papers, but to secure a press
bureau. Land Values had grown, but
the greatest growth had been in the press
bureau which had managed to so per-
meate the press of England with notes,
that now there were 165 papers in Great
Britain which published accounts of their
work.

The publication department of the bu-
reau had issued the campaignsongs, such
as the one they had just sung in sheet
music, and good sheet music, too, for a
penny each, and more than a thousand had
been sold the first week. Since then they
had gone like wildfire.

Mr. Fels then made a plea for the sup-
port of the Fels Fund here. He had given
no more in England than he had given
here, yet this great progress had been
made there, and it was due chiefly to the
fact that the Taxation of Land Values
League had been going on with this work
steadily ever since Henry George had gone
over there in 1883. More concerted action
was needed here. Out in Cincinnati a
man with a Hebrew name well known to
us all was at that moment driven half
distracted with anxiety. He did not know
where to turn to raise the $12,000 still
needed to complete the fund it was pro-
posed to raise to carry on this work. Who
would help? It was an opportunity; who
would respond?

At the closeof Mr. Fels’ address it wasan-
nounced that twenty minutes were allowed
for questionswhich Mr. Felswould answer.

Somebody asked if it was true that any
bargain existed between the Liberals and
the Laborites to the effect that a Labor
candidate would not be run where there
was a chance of electing a conservative
in case of a three-cornered fight?

On the authority of the best loved man
in England, Keir Hardie, said Mr. Fels,
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I may state positively that there is no
bargain, nor would he make such a bar-
gain. They have been caught that way
too often for it to happen again. But it
is true that where there is no chance to
elect a Laborite, no candidate will be put
in the field, But the Liberals will not
withdraw for a Laborite. In the eastern
part of London, Stopford Brooke is the
Liberal candidate. He has been a member
of the House and has done nothing. The
Labor candidate in that district is George
Landsbury, a man of the Hardie type.
Will Brooke retire to ensure Landsbury’s
election? Not he, and so Fels and other
land values men would vote for Lands-
bury.

Other points brought out by different
questions were:—that so much could not
have been done in this campaign had it
not been that the Laborites had kept their
promises to the people; that the socialists
had done a good work in stirring up dis-
content; in this country they were begin-
ning to think in terms of Karl Marx, in
England they were further along and were
working for freeing the land first; that
although the Fabian Society had done
good work in the past it was today com-
posed of 1600 dilettante gentlemen—that
even Shaw, when asked to return from
Algiers to preside at a meeting in support
of the Land Values Taxation clauses of
the Budget, had replied ‘‘that he did not
know any more about growing potatoes
than the average man knew about heaven
and did not want to grow potatoes,’” etc.;
that the Fabian Society's chief function
now was to give teas ‘‘innocuous to them-
selves, but enervating to others'; that
the psychological moment had arrived in
England and had been seized; that it had
apparently not yet come in this country,
but that they should be ready for it; that
the campaigns in Oregon and Rhode Island
had offered splendid opportunities for
work, but that the response had not yet
been general.

The Chairman in introducing the next
speaker said that before the League knew
that Mr. Fels was coming to America, it
had planned a ‘‘Budget Dinner” and ar-
ranged its programme. The coming of
Mr. Pels had been recognized as an op-

portunity to get direct and valuable in-
formation concerning the present situa-
tion, therefore, he had been given first
place on the programme, but from this
point on, the original plan would be fol-
lowed. During the Monday afternoon
readings, which the League was conduct-
ing this winter, reference to the English
gituation had been numerous, and it had
come about that one of the League members
had been able to give some important in-
formation as to British methods of con-
ducting public affairs. It had been de-
cided that these same points might prove
of interest to other workers, who had not
had the same opportunity to acquire this
information, and the Chair would therefore
call upon Mrs. Ella M. Murray, who might
be able to tell even Mr. Fels some things
that he did not know.

Mrs. Murray outlined the growth of the
Constitution, which she declared consisted
not only in numerous statutes enacted from
time to time as necessity dictated, but still
more in customs, conventionsand even tra-
ditions that had come to have as binding
effect as recorded laws. The British Con-
stitution had not been created but evolved
out of the experiences of the people, and
had thus kept alive a spirit of vigilance in
defending rights that, according to Lowell,
had made Great Britain ‘‘one of the most
highly individualistic countries in the
world.”” The three branches of govern-
ment—the Crown, the House of Lords, and
the Houses of Commons—were next dealt
with, and their composition and develop-
ment set forth. The evolutionof the fran-
chise, the varieties of franchise nowin vogue,
the Constituencies and their representation,
the Parliamentary parties, the methods of
elections, the privileges and liberties as well
astherestrictionsofa'‘responsible ministry’’
were all described before the development
of the powers of the House of Commons and
the nature of the Budget were taken up.

After describing the political duel in the
House of Lords on the 23rd of Novem-
ber, when the Budget was rejected, Mrs.
Murray said :—'"Though we in this country
sometimes fear we are expecting too much
of the English people in this crisis, yet if
we remember that they are the same people
who won the Magna Charta from an unwill-
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ing king; whodeposedamonarch and erect-
ed a Commonwealth; who carried the Great
Rebellion of 1688 to a successful conclusion;
who secured the passage of the Reform Bill
of 1832 and its successors of 1867 and 1885,
our hopes rise higher, 1t is England which
is battling for the rights of its people—Little
England, of whom one of your poets has
said:

**England!—the name has bulwarks in
the sound,

And bids her people own the State again;

Bids them to dispossess their native
ground

From out the hands of titled noblemen,

Then shall the scholar freely wield his pen

And shepherds dwell where lords keep
castle now,

And peasants cut the overhanging
mt’gh."

The reports of the campaign bring en-
couraging stories. When the Lords essay to
defend their action, they aremet withthe cry
‘*We want the Budget,” and thousands in
the streets of London sing the song we sang
to-night. In view of all this, is it too much,
that I, a daughter of that mighty race,
should say of England, though power and
privilege press her hard—what Shakespeare
said many years ago:—

‘“We yet shall make them rue,
1f England to herself do but stand truel'”

Mr Bolton Hall, the next speaker, was
greeted with a hearty round of applause
andsaidin part: Itusedtoirritate me when
people would say,' Whatare you Single Tax-
ers doing? I don’t hear much about Single
Tax now,” but it doesn’t irritate me any
more, for I know that all impatience, irri-
tation and unkindness is only a lack of un-
derstanding.

To the doubter who thinks no progress is
being made we may reply: You do not
read the English papers? They will tell
you what the Single Taxers are doing
through the Budget.’ The land values
clauses of the Budget are awakening in-
terest. The people of England are learning
that it is not merely a theory but a fact, a
condition, and it is a fact that not only agi-
tates England but is beginning to disturb all
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Europe and must shortly agitate us. I
don’t know what we ought to do. When [
asked that question of Mr. Fels earlier this
evening, I was in hopes that he out of his
concrete, business experience could give us
some practical advice. We are working in
the Rhode Island campaign, just as a dozen
years ago a noble band of men conducted a
magnificent campaign in Delaware. We
have tried every means of successful adver-
tising, and yet the moment has not come.

People often ask ** What do you think is
going to be the outcome of this thing in Eng
land?” Pels thinks it is going towin, Ido
not know, for ] am not well enough ac-
quainted with the conditions there, and I
don't care. The great thing is that the
question has been raised and the people
aroused. Lincolnsaid ‘‘no question is ever
settled until it is settled right,” and if this
question of the land is not settled now, it
will result in an increased agitation that
will lead to its settlement. Long ago the
torch was lighted and still burns. When
Latimer and Ridley were bound to the stake
Latimer cried “Master Ridley, by God’s
grace, we shall light a candle in England to-
day that shall never be put out.”” Henry
Georgelighted a torch that would neverbe
extinguished and its light must enlighten
the world.”

Mr. George L. Record, the well-known
“insurgent’ or ‘‘new-idea’ Republican
leader in New Jersey, said he had not come
to speak, but to listen to Mr. Fels. For
thirty years he had been posessed of the
longing to learn what was the practical thing
to do. He had found that nothing could
be done in a hurry. What could be done
must bedoneslowly. Therewas no progress
to be made except along the lines followed
since Henry George put out his book. Fun-
damental work was done along two broad
lines. The first was by the diffusion of in«
formation, the line followed by propagands
ist, the Wendell Phillips and the William
Lloyd Garrisons, and with this work well
performed the psychological moment we
looked for would come, and with it the
great leader. But the great leader of a
great party was not yet born. In the mean
time, we neglected the other broad line, that
of practical politics. This was the only line
along which progress could be made by in-
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serting the thin edge of the wedge as in Eng-
land. The mass of the people did not know
what to do to relieve their conditions, but
the practical politicians were doing the
work for them. All over this country there
was agitation, a growing agitation for more
effective municipal government. People
were awakening to the importance of home
rule in municipal affairs. They had intro-
duced into the Jersey legislature a bill pro-
viding that any municipality might exempt
personal property, or any kind of property
from local taxation. Working in this way,
opposition was minimized, and the end
more surely obtained. If the Single Tax
proposition was even to take its place in
politics it must be secured through the do-
mainof practical politics. Nonew party was
needed for this. If a tithe of the energy
now expended were put into getting some-
body nominated, it would count for some-
thing. Thenaturalwaywastofollow theline
of least resistance, and it was not necessary
evento mention the Single Tax, and yet if
Single Taxers were in the legislature they
would be in a position to take advantage
of the little psychological moments
as they arose. One field was as fruitful to
work in as another. There was no easy
spot, and the man in New York could find
work to his hand here without going either
to Oregon or Rhode Island. They could
but go on as they had done before, each do-
ing his little bit in the best way he could.
They must simplify the machinery, get the
ground cleared, so that they would be ready
for the leader when he appeared. “No
great idea,” said Mr. Record,” has ever
triumphed at once, certainly none of such
magnitude as this. Lincoln Steffens re-
cently told me that during his investigation
he had found that wherever men were
fighting graft and endeavoring to bring
about a better condition in public affairs,
every last one of them was a Single Taxer
but saying nothing about it. Whether this
great dream comes true in our day or some
other, it must come, for as Emerson has so
beautifully put it, what “today is the dream
of the philosopher, tomorrow is the creed of
the persecuted minority, and soon becomes
the accepted faith of the nation."”

By special request, at this point Mr. Fels

explained the land clauses of the Budget-
The audience now demanded again and
again that Frank Stephens be heard. The
Chairman explained that Mr. Stephens had
asked not tobe called upon, but the audience
would not take ““No'' for an answer, so Mr.
Stephens was prevailed upon to respond.
Mr. Stephens’ theme was personal respon-
sibility; the responsibility of one man and
one woman for all the conditions existing,
responsibility for doing each his own part
at all times and under all circumstances.
When we considered the problems pressing
upon us for solution today and realized that
we Single Taxers were the only ones who
really knew what would solve them, we must
feel the responsibility of that knowledge.
For some that responsibility was increased
by the privilege they had had of growing up
side by side with—for so I must confess he
seems tome, said Mr. Stephens—*‘the great-
estmanthateverlived, Henry George. 1I,at
least, know none greater. We have known
the other great leaders, McGlynn, Croasdale,
Garrison and Arthur Stevenson, and today
we have the privilege of working side by
side with the leader of the movement on two
continents at the same time. When I think
of the present condition in England I am al-
most ready to say with the High Priest of
old ‘‘Lord, now lettest Thou Thy servant de-
part in peace, for mine eyes have seen thy
salvation.”” But these privileges increase
our responsibility to bring about better con-
ditions. We must fight to the death if need
be. Mr. Stephens recited an incident of
suffering and death that stirred the hearts
of his hearers: It wa s bitter cold on Tues-
day night, he began, and I, who had a meet-
ing to attend in Brooklyn, felt it keenly
though warmly wrapped. Onthat nightan
old man of sixty found wandering in ade-
solate waste a young man of twenty-eight.
The young man had on only trousers, vest,
coat and hat; although the weather was so
biting there were no underclothes or overcoat
to shield him from the sting. The young
man was almost exhausted, and the old man
took him in charge to guide him through
this desolate waste, And where was this
desolate waste? Why, here, in your great
city of New York, and the old man tock the
young one to the bread line at 19th street
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and East River. There he found many
others standing waiting for their loaf and
mug of coffee. The young man was nearly
gone, and the old man pushed him forward
ahead of those already waiting as he cried
“Give him food; heisstarved, he smells the
coffee and cannot wait; give him food at
once,” and as he pushed the young man for-
ward, urging his claim, the old man him-
self fell. They stooped to raise him, but
he was dead—dead of starvation. And
while these things can happen in New York
there is work for each of us to do, and the
responsibility is laid upon each of us per-
sonally so to do his share that these things
shall become impossible."”

Mr. Stephens then referred to the old Del-
aware campaign, memories of which were
freshly stirred by the campaign hymn that
was to be sung tonight. He hoped that the
desire of the Women's Henry George League
might be fulfilled, and that hymn become
the battle song of the present army of
workers.

It was not known to many present, that
the song to the tune of Marching Through
Georgia which was so lustily sung at the
close of Mr, Stephens’ remarks, was compos-
ed by him during the campaign in Delaware
a dozen years ago, and sung with great
effect at public meetings by that brave band
of workers. It had been adopted for the
present and all future occasions by the
change in the refrain from * Delaware, my
Delaware’’ to ‘‘America, Americal”.

As the first notes of the orchestra were
sounded, everybody rose and joined in the
inspiring words of the song.

So in a burst of enthusiasm the ‘“‘Budget
Dinner under the auspices of the Women's
Henry George League’ was brought to a
close.

\

CABLEGRAM FROM JOHN PAUL.

From Churchill's speech last night: land
reform and free trade stood together, they
stood together with Henry George, with
Richard Cobden and they stood together
in the liberal policy.

PavuL.

H. MARTIN WILLIAMS.
(See Frontispiece.)

H. Martin Williams, whose name is famil-
iar to Single Taxers and reformers through-
out the country, by reason of his activity
and prominence as a propagandist on the
subjects of land and tax reform, and whose
story of ‘‘Land Monopoly" is now running
in the Review, was born in Knox County,
Ohio, August 7, 1840; was educated in the
common schools of his native country, and
the Johnstown High School in Licking
county. He taught school for a number
of years; began taking an active interest
in politics during the Buchanan-Fremont
campaign of 1856, and four years later took
the stump for Stephen A. Douglas, making
65 speeches during the campaign. He was
admitted to the bar in 1867, and practiced
law in Crestline until his removal to Mis-
souri in October, 1869.

On his removal to Missouri he settled
at Holden, and continued the practice of
law until 1874, when he gave his entire at-
tention to the newspaper business, and the
delivery of lectures and speeches on politi-
cal and economic questions,

Mr. Williams has been an active partici-
pant in every political campaign since 1856.
He has spoken in half the states in the
Union. He has always been identified
with the Democratic party except from
1878 to 1888, during which period he was
an active and prominent member of the
Greenback-Labor party.

His attention was first called to the im-
portance of the land question and the evils
of land monopoly in 1867, when he be-
came connected with the revolutionary
movement of the Irish in America, to lib-
erate their native country from English
misrule and oppression, but it was not
until 1880, when he read ‘‘Progress and
Proverty,” that he began to comprehend
the true relation of man to the land, and
the evils resulting from private owner-
ship of land.

But the story of his conversion to the
grand philosophy and teachings of Henry
George is best told by Mr. Williams in
his own words:

“In the spring and summer of 1880, I
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was editing the Greenback News, at Spring-
field, Missouri. Col. Homer F. Fellows,
who was then mayor of the city, came into
my office one morning, with an unusual
expression of delight and satisfaction on
his face. His first words were: ‘Williams,
I have just finished reading a most remark-
able book. It is a treatise on financial and
industrial depressions, giving their cause
and prescribing a remedy; and I believe
it gives the solution of the whole financial
and labor problem.’

‘*“ 'What is the name of this wonderful
book, and who is its author?’ I asked.

‘ ‘Its name is ‘“Progress and Poverty,”
and its author is a man Henry George, of
San Francisco,’ he answered.

“The result of this conversation was
that I borrowed ‘Progress and Proverty’
of Col. Fellows, and read it within the next
two weeks. Before I finished reading it,
problems that had been vexing me for
years became as clear and plain as the noon-
day sun, and when I had read the last
chapter, I felt that, in an economic sense,
I had been ‘born again.’

‘““The following year, I became associated
with Major W. H. Current (now one of the
superintendents in St. Louis, of the Metro-
politan Life Insurance Company,) and we
made the question of land-reform a leading
feature of our paper. Inthe years 1883-4-5
I delivered a number of addresses in differ-
ent portions of the state on‘Land Monopoly,
Its Rise, Growth and Danger, and the
Remedy,” in which I attacked private
ownership of land, and made as plainas 1
was then able to do, the theory and philo-
sophy of the Single Tax."”

Mr. Williams removed to St. Louis in
May, 1886, and was one of the pioneers in
the Single Tax movement in that city.
He was one of the organizers of the old
Anti-Proverty Society, and of the St. Louis
Single Tax Society, of which latter organi-
zation he was president from October, 1896,
to October, 1897. He was a member of,
and secretary of the committee of the St.
Louis Single Tax League, appointed under
a resolution offered by Mr B. C. Keeler,
requesting the superintendent of the census
to institute an investigation into the farm
mortgage indebtedness of the United States,
which investigation disclosed a most re-

markable condition as regarded the mort-
gage indebtedness of the farmers and home
owners, and furnished to the students of
social and economic conditions in the
United States, almost invaluable data and
statistics. The Committee which per-
formed this work, was composed of Mr.
Bronson C. Keeler, the originator of the
idea of bringing influences to bear upon the
Census Bureau to undertake the investiga-
tion, Mr. Hamlin Russell and Mr. Wiliams.

Mr, Williams was a delegate to the first
national Single Tax conference, held in
New York, Sept. 1 and 2, 1890. He took
part in the Delaware campaign during the
month of August, 1896, and also in the
mayoralty campaign in Greater New York
in 1897.

In April, 1901, Mr. Williams moved from
St. Louis to Jefferson county, Illinois, near
Woodlawn, where he has since been engaged
in conducting a poultry farm, varying that
work by the making of speeches and writing
articles for the press, towhich he is a fre-
quent contributor. He looks forward to
being able in the near future, to give his
whole time to the Single Tax movement in
the lecture field, to which line of work he
will bring a mine of information on politi-
cal and economic questions, and the ex-
perience acquired in nearly fifty years of
public speaking.

DEATH OF DR. W. S. BROWN.

The death of Dr. W. Symington Brown,
of Stoneham, takes away another earnest
worker from the ranks of the Massachu-
setts Single Tax League. Dr. Brown's
conversion to the cause dates back to the
Anti-Proverty days, the early enthusiam
of which he shared, Later, he was one of
the speakers in the memorable *“ Wakefield
Campaign,” which was the first broadly
organized attempt in Massachusetts to
interest the people; to make the Press rea-
lize that there was something worth while
behind all this talk about Single Tax.

That was fifteen years ago, yet even at
that time Dr. Brown presented an almost
venerable appearance, with his snowy hair
and beard, surmounting a face that was
marked for its purity of expression, and
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almost youthful freshness. He lived to see
the cause he loved enter the arena of prac-
tical politics in England; to see it influenc-
ing thought in every direction at home,
and then, like Job, ‘‘being old and full of
days,” he passed to join the great majority.

WORK OF THE MANHATTAN SINGLE
TAX CLUB.

It is an inspiring record of past achieve-
ment and suggestions of work for the com-
ing year that the Manhattan Single Tax
Club has issued and mailed to every Single
Taxer in the vicinity.

In the work done during 1909 is included
the Spring and Summer out-door meetings
conducted every Tuesday and Friday
evenings by Joseph Fink on the corner of
125th St. and Seventh Ave.; a record of
indoor meetings; interesting facts regard-
ing the distribution of literature, the work
for the $3,000 exemption bill, the mass
meetings conducted by the club at Cooper
Union for publicly-owned subways and
advocacy of the ‘“‘assessment plan" of
defraying their cost; and the work for the
exemption from computation of the debt
of the city of all bonds issued for the con-
struction of revenue-producing properties.

That portionof the Club's report devoted
to “pending and projected work” is not
less inspiring. For what has been accom-
plished it would be invidious to select any
single name for special mention, since so
many have contributed their share of
work and enthusiasm. But we cannot re-
frain from indicating three of the members
especially deserving of our thanks: Joseph
Darling, for the preparation of this report
that is before us, Joseph Fink, for yeo-
man’s work in conducting the out-door
meetings, and President Leubuscher, for
unfailing attendance, splendid efficiency
as a presiding officer, and princely liberality
whenever the club needed todo some special
work.

The Bayonne N. J. Daily Tsimes prints
part of a letter from Wm,. Bradford Du-
Bois addressed to James D. Holden of Den-
ver, Colo., who has just published a book
on the Money Question.

PROFESSOR ROBERT BRAUN, OF
HUNGARY, TALKS TO THE MAN-
HATTAN SINGLE TAX CLUB.

The first regular meeting of the Manhat-
tan Single Tax Club for 1910 was held on
the evening of January 6th. It waslargely
attended; at the conclusion of the regular
business Prof. Robert Braun, of Hungary,
gave the members a short talk,

Prof. Braun, whois makinga trip through
the country, is a very young man, quiet,
clean-shaven, and thoughtful. His Eng-
lish is excellent, though he has not yet
wholly mastered it. But with dilligent
care he seeks the inevitable word, and it is
surprising how often he finds it —oftener,
indeed, than those who excel our friend in
fluency.

Prof. Braun has done excellent work in
Hungary, having translated Protection or
Free Trade, which, with the help of Mr,
Jos. Fels, he was enabled to publish,

Prof. Braun said in part:

‘Emigration is generally ascribed to over
population. Close investigation proves,
however, that Hungary in place of support-
ing her present population of 20 million
could actually support 100 million. But
as about one third of the country is owned
by one thousand families and as the land
once owned in common has become in great
part private property, the peasants find it
hard to make a living. The increase of
great landed properties and the gradual
decrease of common land has lowered the
margin of cultivation, and this lower margin
has resulted in lowering wages.

“For these evils the peasantry propose
two remedies, emigration, and limitation
of the number of children. Both remedies
are strongly disapproved by the
landed interests. Landlords use all their
influence to check emigration. They en-
deavor to enlist the working power of the
laws to compass these ends. But legal
measures seldom prevail against economic
laws, So many of our people find their
way into far and strange countries, most
of them into America. The law of emigra-
tion is easily explained. The margin of
cultivation is higher in America ‘than in
Hungary, and so population moves, as it

-
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always does, toward countries where wages
are higher.

““The remedy for this evil is just as clear
as itsreason. If we really want to do away
with emigration there are ways to stop
the further lowering of the margin of culti-
vation by the preservation of common
lands, or to increase the margin of culti-
vation by efficient taxation ofland values.”

Concluding Prof. Braun said: ‘' America
exercises as yet little influence on European
ways of thinking. It is almost impossible
to name any American stateman, scientist
or artist whose influence has traveled
beyond his own country. There is, how-
ever, one exception, Henry George, whose
influence throughout Europe is to-day
greater than that of any of his countrymen
—rgreater in Europe than in the land of his
birth."”

WHICH IS THE OLDEST SINGLE TAX
CLUB.

Mr. C. J. Buell, of St. Paul, whom all
our readers know so well and favorably,
writes a pleasant letter to the REview
questioning our statement that the Man-
hattan Single Tax Club is the oldest Single
Tax organization in America. He points
out that the Minneapolis Single Tax League
has had a continuous existence since the
Summer of 1887. It was first known as
the Land and Labor Club and was the first
of several clubs under that name to do

good work for the cause. It afterwards
developed into the Minneapolis Anti-
Poverty society. Itsoon became the Minn-

eapolis Single Tax League, and has been
back of the movement for many years.
For about fifteen years ex-Senator Stock-
well has been the leader and head of the
work until it is now hard to find a progres-
sive man in Minneapolis who is not fami-
liar with our doctrines. Thus far Mr.
Buell.

Nevertheless, the Manhattan Single Tax
club dates back further than this, for all
the members of the original club com-
prised in 1886 the membership of the
Tenth Assembly District organization of
the United Labor party of this city. In
1887 the Single Taxers of the above dis-

FELS COMMISSION.

trict organization banded themselves into
the Ninth Congressional District Free
Trade Club, which after a short time be-
came the Manhattan Single Tax Club,
which continued to this date, always do-
ing effective work for the cause, always
in the forefront of the great conflict for
economic truth and righteousness.

MEETING OF THE FELS COMMISSION.

The members of the Fels Commission
met at the Hotel Collingwood in this city
on December 30th. Those present were
Messrs. Lincoln Steffens, Frederick C.
Howe, Bolton Hall, Joseph Fels, and Dan-
iel Kiefer, A telegram was read from Mr.
J. H. Ralston saying he was unable to be
present because of the condition of his
health.

Mr. Daniel Kiefer, the acting treasurer,
made his report ending Nov. 30, and asked
that his books be audited. He was di-
rected to have it done and certified to by
some one competent in Cincinnati.

After having listened to a report of the
financial condition of the Public and the
SincLe Tax ReviEw, it was unanimously
resolved to accord those publications the
needed help.

An address prepared by the Hon. Fred-
erick C. Howe was read, to be sent to per-
sons interested in education and to those
in public life, with a view of interesting
them in the Fels Fund. Mr. Howe was
asked to confer with Mr. W. G. Eggleston
in the final preparation of this address,
and to contract for the printing of twenty-
five thousand copies to be done in excellent
quality and style and with the approval
of Mr. Howe.

Mr. Hall was again delegated to dis-
pense the funds necessary for the cam-
paign in Rhode Island. Mr. Hall will
make requsition to the Treasurer for the
money as needed.

The action of the Commission at its
original meeting to provide funds for the
Oregon campaign was ratified. Regard-
ing literature for the Oregon campaign the
Chairman was instructed to advise Mr.
U'Ren to proceed with the preparation of
such literature as might be needed without
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waiting upon the action of the Literature
Committee.

Regarding Missouri no action was taken
as to the mooted programme in that state,
there being no formal communication be-
fore the Commission.

The Literature Committee comprising
Joseph Dana Miller, Henry George, ]Jr.,
and Bolton Hall was discharged with
thanks. After discussing the printing of
literature and the establishment of an ef-
fective press bureau, it was unanimously
resolved that the matter be left in the hands
of Mr. Steffens, his acts to be subject to
the approval of the Committee.

Discussion of ways and means for the
collection of the balance of the fund re-
sulted in the Commission authorizing Mr.
Hall to engage a solicitor for a trial period,
and to proceed in an experimental way.

Instead of a formal statement to contri-
butors regarding the work of the Com-
mission to date, as also the Treasurer's
report, the chairman was directed to pre-
pare a simplified statement for the Public,
Review and San Francisco Star.

CHICAGO.

Work has begun in Chicago in real earn-
est with the reorganization of the Single
Tax Club, and the unanimous election of
the following officers: President, Henry H.
Hardinge; Vice Presidents and Chairman
of Committees, A. A. Worsley, Otto Cull-
man, George A. Schilling, Edward C. Moel-
ler, John Weiler, Geo. V. Wells, Chas.
Ciliske, and Frederick H. Monroe. The
Treasurer is Geo. C. Olcott and the Secre-
tary is A. Wangemann, the indefatigable.

A number of successful lectures have
been given.

Mr. Thos. Hunt, of Kennedy, Ohio, an
old time Single Taxer, has an article in the
Vineland (N. J. ) Independent deprecating
the statement of a correspondent in a recent
issue of the SINGLE Tax REVIEW that the
purpose of the reform is to abolish the pri-
vate ownership of land. Mr. Hunt says:
“The Single Tax is to achieve the private
ownership by the greatest number of people
and that number is simply the total num-
ber of those who want homes and farms."”

SOME OBSERVATIONS IN ONTARIO.
(For the Review.)

I am puzzled to find a figure to accurately
express conditions over here in Ontario, so
that the general relation of people and laws
shall be adequately understood by those
unfamiliar with the conditions. Jesus'
saying of “The blind leading the blind into
the ditch'’ seems best to express it. All
over the province one is struck with the
failure of both people and leaders to asso-
ciate bad conditions with bad systems of
taxation; contenting themselves with
growls and complaints at the administra-
tion of affairs, rather than looking into
affairs themselves to see where the motive
force lies.

The assessment act provides that land
and improvements shall be assessed at
their real value, of course leavingeach asses-
sor as the sole judge of the value, with the
right to appeal to the court of revision
if you don’t like it; an alternative just ex-
actly as good as none at all to the average
man. Then a certain per cent. of the land
and improvement is added as a business
tax. Then an income tax is thrown in for
good measure and on all this a rate is fixed
to raise the necessary amount of money.
The result is, of course, that the value of
land not being visible, year after year is
left unaffected, while the burden is carried
by taxes on improvements and the business
tax. A case in point will illustrate the
whole system:

A young man, we'll call him Jones, be-
cause that is not his name, in a little town
not far from Toronto owned for some time
a lot assessed as rural land, because unim-
proved. In due time Jones met and mar-
ried the one women in the world for him
and with their joint earnings they began
to improve that rural lot, putting up a
neat little cottage, chicken house, barn, etc.;
then they moved in, put in a garden, a
lawn, and made them a home. There were
dozens of other rural lots all around them,
only different in that they had no improve-
ments.

The assessor all this time was watching,
however, for well he knew his hour was
come to make Jones feel the outraged hand
of the public wrath for being such a fool as
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to marry and improve a home when he
might just as well have become a weary
willie, and sponged off his fellows. For
measured by their moral intelligence these
laws that tax men for their industry only
recognize one good citizen, the idler. All
others must pay, the price. So he first
of all raised Jones' lot to a town lot, at so
much a foot, then to make the poor dolt
realize his offense against society he raised
it again to an improved town lot, then he
put in the house, the barn, the chicken
house, the fences, everything at the cost
price. The only thing that escaped was
Jones love for his wife, and it isn't a sure
thing they wont find a way to get at that.
The bill was presented to the industrial
criminal with the alternative that he must
pay or have his house confiscated, and pay he
did. But in order to do so, he had to bor-
row money and begin his married life by
feeding the maw of a money shark, But
the end is not yet. These hustling young
men who marry and work and build must
be taught a lesson else we should soon have
a state of society without paupers and
tramps. So the town council takes a hand.
They come out and view Jones' perni-
cious efforts to improve the landscape and
they say: ““These people out here ought
to have a side-walk, to go with this new
house of Jones’, so they decide to lay down
a good new cement side-walk, which they
do, and on Jones' side of the street put
down cross walks for all the Wearies,
Hobos, and Sloths on the other side with-
out expense to them and then theysend to
that scoundrel Jones a bill for Sixty per
cent. of the side-walk. We understand
that Jonesie and his bride have taken to
the bush until she gets her trousseau worn
out, else the assessors will get that, too.

Mark you! Of all thieves, the state
when it starts out to be, is the most ruth-
less, most void of justice, most insatiable
in its demand, most heartless of conse-
quences, most demoralizaing in its moral
results.

However, a hundred years or so of this
dishonest system of fining men for their
industry has evolved a generation which
considers it necessary and fundamental
that individuals must be renters and ser-
vants for others, forgetting that the law

of God is that a man must live by his own
labor.

Look but for a moment at a few cases
in point. A certain city lying at the foot
of Lake Ontario, with immense natural ad-
vantages, with a long water front, plenty
of land about and situated on the main
line of the Grand Trunk, a dozen years ago
began to reach out for factories. It first
of all bought 500 acres and set it aside,
then it offered bonuses of land to the fac-
tories, which they hurried to accept. Then
at the instance of the realty speculators a
by-law was offered to exempt these facto-
ries from taxation for a term of 20 years.
The referendum of these by-laws is com-
pulsory in the province, praise the Lord!
When the vote was taken the people of
the town voted “No” to a man almost.
Isn’t it fine sometimes the way the people
do things when they get a chance? The
speculators not to be outdone, however,
took the matter to the legislature by the
gum-shoe route, and with the conni-
vance of the attorney general fixed the
assessments upon these factories, Take the
biggest as an example, the International
Harvester Co., whose land and plant is
easily worth $2,500,000, at a $10,000 valua-
tion, and the old township rate of 814 mills!
The rest of the city pays twenty six mills.
This state of affairs is to continue for 20
years. But the end is not yet. These
companies then through these same agents
acquired the remainder of the city's fac-
ory land and have built houses all over
them which they rent at the highest pos-
sible figure to the good people of the city,
paying upon the old township rate. When
I asked a member of the council why they
did not play fair and have the legislature
fix the value of the average dwelling house
at fifteen cents with the old township rate
he only laughed and said, ‘Well, it would
beagoodidea.” There youhave thesitua-
tion, the city has no more land, the improve-
ment tax is so high that the growth out-
side of these factory sites is practically
nil while everybody points to everybody
else in a sort of municipal round robin say-
ing, “He did it; Ididn'tl”

Another bad case is a certain little city
further up the peninsular which became
the site of the Michigan Central railroad
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shops. The municipality gave them two
hundred and fifty acres in the heart of the
city, upon which the shops and yards are
built, with a value of something over $2,000,-
000. When tax day came around the com-
pany flatly refused to pay except upon the
land, which, under a threat of moving away,
the city accepted a total amount of $3,750.
The amount under the same assessment as
the rest of the city would have been $15,-
800.00. When I asked a councilor why
the council did not play fair and exempt
everybody else’s improvement, so that the
men who work for the company would be
equally favored with the company, he only
glared at me. These abuses have produced
a reaction until everybody is anxious for a
change, the press, the pulpits, the mer-
chants. When you mention the Single Tax
people want to know about it. Since be-
ginning our campaign several months ago,
the petition has grown from sixty to over
two hundred and thirty municipalities.
We are now putting out about four hund-
red press notices a week to as many papers,
which with scarely an exception are endors-
ing our work.
Frank E. CouLTER.

S. Tideman, of Peru, Ill. has a letter in
the Daily Post of La Salle condemning the

proposed primary law.

Richard Plaut has been elected member
of the Los Angeles City Council. TheCoun-
cil of nine members together with the mayor
constitute the ruling power of the city.

Last Fall Mr. Wm. McNair, Single Taxer
of Pittsburg, was Democratic nominee for
district attorney, and though the city is
hopelessly Republican, actually succeeded
in frightening the opposition by the vigor-
ous campaign that he waged among the
workers, ably assisted in this work by R. E.
Smith and B. B. Mc Guinness. Next
Fall it is proposed to carry on the same fight
in the congressional contests, with Free
Trade and Federal Revenue by a Direct
Tax on Land Values as the slogan.

NEWS—FOREIGN.,

GREAT BRITAIN

SPLENDID SPEECHES BY MEMBERS OF THB
GOVERNMENT—POOR SHOWING MADE BY
THE DUEKES ON THE HUSTINGS—ENTHUS-
IASM LIKE THAT OF THE OLD ANTI-POYER-
TY DAYS.

The great political campaign carried on
in Britain during the past few weeks has
been the most instructive and the most
encouraging which has taken place for
many a long day,

Prime Minister Asquith, Chancellor of
the Exchequer Lloyd George, Winston
Churchill, Alex. Ure and E. G. Hemmerde
are the men who have done most to in-
struct and educate public opinion. It is
impossible to overestimate the value of
the speeches delivered by these leading
statesmen. The encouraging feature of
the present political situation is the keen
interest now being taken in the land and
social questions. From the proudest duke
to the humblest day labourer our people
are now fully aroused to the supreme im-
portance of the issue at stake in this elec-
tion,

The most amusing thing in this cam-
paign is to see the way the Dukes and Lords
have come out into the open in defence of
their unjust privileges. Nothing better
than this could have happened for the
cause of progress. This is exactly what
every good Radical has been praying for
for years and now that the opportunity
has come we are seizing it and turning it
to the best advantage.

One can honestly say that the way the
people have treated our greatest aristo-
crats when on the political platform has
come as a surprise and must have been a
great shock to these worthies. They have
had .to submit to being heckled, contra-
dicted, laughed at and jeered at. The
public performances of the noble Lords
have now come to an end, as may be seen
by the following announcement in The
Dasly Chronicle, January 11th:

**No more performances.

The Wild Peers Variety Company,
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which has lately been touring the country
in the enormously successful misrepresen-
tation of the people’s friends, or the back-
woodsmen come to town, disbanded on
Saturday evening, much to the regret of
the Liberal Party, whose cause their many
excruciatingly funny performances (with
the comic unrehearsed effects) have done
so much to assist.

The many sackfuls of letters received
from delighted audiences in all parts of the
country testify to the general amusement
their dramatic efforts have caused, and the
rollicking fun they have gratuitously pro-
vided for a people who had not hitherto
credited them with such a seemingly ex-
haustless fund of humorous business and
comic relief.

If the majority of the star turns were
tinged with unnecessary vulgarity the
fault will, perhaps, be condoned when it
is recollected how indefatigably these noble
performers havc worked to add to the hil-
arity of the nation at much personal incon-
venience, and in the blessed cause of Char-
ity.

It is regretted that time would not per-
mit of their giving a performance of the
little Play on the People, especially writ-
ten for the occasion, entitled, ““What the
Publican Wants."

In view of the above announcement the
Daily Chronicle feels sure its readers
will make due allowance for the absence
of many columns of highly diverting poli-
tical performances which has done so much
during the last few weeks to enliven its
pages.

Yesterday, Jan. 10th., saw the dissolu-
tion of the most Democratic parliament of
modern times. With the King in Council
at Buckingham Palace, and the same coun-
cil ordained, the new parliament should
assemble at Westminster on Feb. 15th.
The constitution of the last parliament at
its dissolution was as follows:

Liberal and Labour. ... 418
Conservative. ......... 168
Nationalists. .......... 83
Socialist,............. 1

670

Taking into account the democratic

wave of feeling which is now sweeping over
the country and looking at the above set
of figures, it is inconceivable that the final
result of the election which beginson Satur-
day can end in anything but a substantial
working majority of Liberals in the new
parliament.

While some tories are nursing the hope
that the Radical majority will completely
vanish at the polls there is certainly noth-
ing in the public meetings or general senti-
ment of the country to indicate such a
catastrophe. And looking at cold figures
one finds that the tories have to gain
nearly two hundred seats to obtain a work-
ing majority. All Democratic and many
Tory election experts consider this to be
beyond possibility. Henry George, Jr.,
who is now in this country and who has
heard Lloyd George speak at some of his
big meetings, told the writer the fire and
eloquence with which the speaker preached
pure doctrines, and the fervour and enthu-
siasm of his audiences reminded one of the
old Anti-Poverty meetings. This opinion
from one of Henry George’s experience is
most encouraging and the fact that such
a sentiment pervades British politics will
be as gratifying to the readers of the Review
as to the writer.

F. SkirrOW
London, Enc.

ITALY

LAND TAXES IN ROME AND OTHER PARTS OF
ITALY—NEW BUILDINGS EXEMPT FOR A
PERIOD OF YEARS—TAXATION LEVIED
WITH A VIEW TO PREVENT EXCESSIVE
SPECULATION IN LAND.

Second series of memoranda and extracts
relating to land taxation and land valua-
tion prepared for the Chancellor of the Ex-
checquer.

Presented to Parliament by Command
of His Majesty.

Report by Dr. Betts, Acting Legal Ad-
viser to this (British) Embassy.

Rome, July 14, 1909.

The (real estate) tax is assessed on the
net rent, calculated by deducting from the



NEWS—FOREIGN. 47

gross rent one-third in the case of factories
and one-fourth in the case of other build-
ings.

In Rome the percentage of the total rent
liable to taxation is as follows:

Percentage due to the State, 16.25; per-
centage due to the Province, 4.6; percent-
age due to the Commune, 8.85; making a
total of 29.70.

An additional communal tax on build-
ing sites (aree fabbricabile) can be raised
by the commune in cases where additional
house accommodation is shown to be re-
quired. As a rule the tax is one per cent.
of the declared value. In Rome, however,
the municipality is empowered to increase
this tax to 3 per cent. The tax is only
levied upon plots intended for building,
and, in the case of Rome, on those included
within the proposed plan for the improve-
ment of the city. The tax does not affect
gardens or open spaces. The value of the
building site is declared by the owner,
but the power vested in the municipality
of purchasing the property at the declared
value acts as a check on under valuation.

The object of assessing the tax in ques-
tion was not to destroy existing gardens,
but to promote the building of houses in
the city and prevent excessive speculation
on the part of those landowners who kept
their plots vacant with a view to making
larger profits in the future. Such plots
of waste land were considered as spoiling
the appearance of the city.

New buildings are free from taxation for
a period of two years.

The tax on building sites has been levied
since January 1, 1908.—A. F.

SWEDEN

THE MOVEMENT IN THIS COUNTRY—TRAVEL-
ING IN THE DIRECTION OF THE LIGHT,
BUT BLINDLY—A SINGLE TAX PAPER PUB-
LISHED BY JOHAN HANSSON—SOMETHING
ABOUT SOPHUS BERTHELSEN—THE BRAVE
HEARTED MAYOR OF STOCKHOLM, CARL
LINDHAGEN.

A committee was appointed by the Swe-
dish government early in 1909 to prepare

an outline of a general plan for the local
taxation of the *‘unearned increment.”
It should be distinctly understood that this
scheme of taxation in Sweden, unfortu-
nately, has not been brought forth by any
clear realization on the part of the govern-
ment of the essential justice of such taxa-
tion, but rather because it has become
necessary to find new sources of taxation,
and the taxation of the ‘“unearned incre-
ment’’ seemed an appropriate object of
taxation, as indeed it is. The idea has
been imported to Sweden from Germany,
where such taxation, for local purposes
is quite common; but neither in Germany
nor in Sweden does it seem that the prin-
ciple of justice, which in England, at the
present time, is clearly recognized, has had
much to do with the adoption of these
measures. The new taxes have been purely
fiscal measures.

The Swedish committee mentioned has
now completed its work, and proposes the
following method of taxation of the in-
crease in land values:

The amount of the tax in city or town
is to be one-quarter of the total increase
in land value. The community can, how-
ever, with two-thirds majority, establish
a lower percentage, and, in special cases,
decide not to collect the tax in the muni-
cipality. The tax is thus imperative in
cities or town, except if a two-thirds ma-
jority decides otherwise.

In country townships, the voters may
decide with a two-thirds majority to col-
lect a tax on the increase in the value of
land, to an amount not exceeding one-
quarter of thetotal increase. Thus, it will
be seen that in country communities, the
tax is not imperative, except if the voters
decide to collect it.

The tax is to be paid when the landed
property is sold, or when changing owners
for other reasons; it is paid by the seller.
In case of exchange of property, both par-
ties are liable to the tax. If in city or
town no change in ownership has taken
place in 20 years, the voters of the com-
munity decide if the tax shall be collected
at the rate of 1-20 of the total tax during
each year for 20 years. The basic value,
according to which the increase in value
of the land would be calculated, would,
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according to the proposition of the com-
mittee, be the assessed value in 1908.

It will be seen from the previous ab-
stract, that the proposed tax is a rather
crudely conceived measure both as re-
gards its determination and collection, but
nevertheless, it seems a step in the right
direction, although its framers are groping
in the dark. One of the most interesting
and sensible provisions in the proposition
is that the revenue thus collected may only
be used for permanent improvements, such
as roads, railways, streets, buildings, etc.
Where the revenue cannot immediately
be used for such purposes, it must be re-

served for future needs.
o

Mr. Johan Hansson, the unselfishly -

devoted and untiring worker for the cause
of taxation of land values in Sweden, has
recently begun the publication of a little
paper called Budkavien (The Message),
which is intended to be a journal of social
ethicsand economic reform. The journal
is also the official organ of the Economic
Liberty League, (Ekonomiska Frihets-
forbundet), an organization which has come
in existence largely through the efforts of
Mr. Hansson. The first issues of this
journal give promise of some valuable
work., In the first number, Mr. Hansson
publishes a signed editorial entitled * Does
it pay?" in which he questions whether there
are any commensurate results from the
Single Tax propaganda, and concludes, that
if it were a question of influencing law-
makers and governments merely, the efforts
would be largely wasted, but that,as this
propaganda is a propaganda among the
people, it does pay.

Budkavlen contains a number of pointed
and well selected quotations from the works
of Henry George, and a series of articles
will be published giving short biograph-
ical sketches of men who are at the pre-
sent time the leading workers in our cause.
The first of these biographical sketches is
devoted to the energetic Danish pioneer
in the land value taxation movement,
Mr. Sophus Berthelsen, a lawyer, business
man, and director in a private railway,
Mr. Berthelsen was born in 1864, and is
thus now in the prime of life. He is an
expert on all matters relating to land laws,

land value taxation, and the educational
work he has directed in these subjects
deserves the highest recognition. During
the years from 1900 to 1908, he has, be-
sides attending to his own personal business
delivered 300 lectures, written 500 news-
paper articles, and about 50 small pamph-
lets along the lines of justice in social re-
lations. He was one of the organizers of
the Danish Henry George society, which
is a very active organization, and in 1904,
he began the publication of the journal
Ret (Right), which under his editorship
has been developed into the most valuable
organ for social questions in the Scandi-
navian countries.

Mr. Hansson does not approve of the
proposed Swedish law for taxation of the
unearned increment. It does not seem,
however, as in this respect his viewpoint
is correct. In practical politics we must
take a step at a time, advance with the
advance of the whole world, and if govern-
ment and legislatures do not see things as
we see them, we must not belittle what
they do see, Everything that tends to
make the people realize, even in a small
measure, that land values are social values,
is a step in the right direction. We must
not take the attitude that we want all or
nothing. Such a stand would, in the long
run, probably retard the movement. Of
course, we must admit that Mr. Hansson
gives a good—a very good—reason for his
opposition to a tax on land value increase.
He believes that, in Sweden, it would be
almost as easy to pass a law for a small
tax on all land values, which of course,
would be very much better both from the
financial as well as from the ethical point
of view,

* % %

Through the efforts of Mr. Hansson, the
land value taxation movement in Sweden
has been offered $1,000 a year for five years
by Mr. Joseph Fels, on conditions similar to
those on which his funds for propaganda
purposes in this and other countries are
based. One of the reactionary Swedish
dailies, Goteborgs Aftonblad, denounced
Mr. Hansson as a traitor of his country
because he had applied for foreign aid in
a purely political propaganda, and stated
that ‘‘Mr. Hansson does not understand
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that he in this returns to the bribery and
subsidy system of the Liberty era.”

(Liberty era is a period in Swedish his-
tory during the 18th century, when French
influence was very strong in internal Swe-
dish politics, this influence being brought
to bear on Swedish corrupted statesmen
directly by the, at that time, purely auto-
cratic French government, and leading
French statesmen).

This comparison of the Fels' donations
with corrupt political practices shows on
the one band the complete ignorance of
leading newspaper editors, and their ha-
tred for everything that savors of reform,
and of justice.

It is interesting to note that among
those to whom contributions to the Fels’
fund in Sweden may be sent is the Mayor
of the city of Stockholm, Carl Lindhagen,
the liberal minded and brave man who
refused to hoist the Swedish colors on the
city hall when the Russian Czar visted
Stockholm last summer. It is a credit to
any public official who refuses to pay hom-
age toa manwho could soselfishly give vent
to his joy over his first son as to say: “Now
that I have a son, I do not care if I lose a
million of my soldiers (referring thereby
to the loss of the army in the Japanese
war), and who is responsible for the out-
rageous conditions in Russia today.

%

Mr. Hansson has lately published several
small books of interest to all friends of re-
form. The writer hopes to be in position
to review some of these in a coming issue
of the Review.—Erik Oberg.

NEW SOUTH WALES.

THE DIFFICULTY IN THE WAY OF LAND VALUB
RATING—STATEMENT SIGNED BY EIGHTY
FOUR MAYORS AND ALDERMEN OF THB
SUBURBS—THE NEW SYSTEM PINDING
FAVORKSWITH THE PEOPLE.

The City Elections took place on the 1st
of December, when aldermen for the City
of Sydney were elected for the ensuing
three years. As I have pointed out pre-
viously the City is the only place in New
South Wales where the system of Rating

on rental values for ordinary municipal
services continues. The power to adopt
land value taxation only is in the hands
of the aldermen. Unlike the suburbs and
country the ratepayers have no power to
demand a poll. Everything depends upon
the Council. For these reasons our efforts
were directed towards getting a Council
elected to establish the new system. There
would be no trouble about it but for one
thing. Almost everv candidate professed
to be in favour of Rating on Unimproved
values, but some of them had an excuse
for declining to promise to act up to their
profession, if elected. In the suburbs and
country the Government pays rates on the
unimproved value of the occupied land
belonging to it, to the local council. In
the city for some strange reason it pays
rates on the rental value and declares that
if the City Council imposes its rates solely
upon land values that it will pay no rates
at all. A sum of about £13,000 is invol-
ved. That difficulty, absurd as it appears,
is the only thing that stands in the way
of rating entirely on land values in the
City of Sydney in 1910. It would never
have risen with a man like Sir Joseph
Carruthers in power.

Many of us would let the £13,000 go,
holding that those who use their land fully,
pay far more than that in excess of their
fair proportion of the rates. We supported
candidates who are in favour of the prin-
ciple, come what may, and met with a
fair measure of success. During the cam-
paign the following statement was pub-
lished. It was signed by 84 Mayors and
aldermen of the suburbs, and unquestion-
ably represents the views of a large ma-
jority of the suburban aldermen, although
time did not permit of their signatures
being obtained. The land values of the
suburbs amount to about £24,000,000 and
those of the City to about £20,000,000,
but these figures are somewhat below selling
values.

‘“THE VERDICT OF EXPERIENCE

In response to a request for an expres-
sion of opinion, we wish to say that the
system of Rating on Unimproved Values
which came into force under the provisions
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of the Local Government Act of 1906, is
working remarkably well.

It has reduced the rates of a very large
proportion of the ratepayers, although we
are raising a larger revenue,

It has stimulated the building trade,
employment is more constant, and busi-
ness generally is on a much sounder footing.

It has induced a number of ratepayers
to build or dispose of land which they were
not willing or able to use themselves, and
has promoted the subdivision of land
hitherto withheld from use for speculative
purposes.

It is fair to all ratepayers, as it simply
requires from each his due proportion of
the rates.

It specially benefits those ratepayers
whose use of land is most effective and
creditable to the municipality, while it
has put effective pressure upon a number
of owners of idle or partly used land, to
change their tactics.

As far as we can judge, the new system
has the emphatic support of the bulk of
the people. There is no public demand
for a change.

It is but fair to admit that the rating
on Unimproved values is working as well
as its advocates claimed that it would be-
fore it was adopted.

Our experience is so satisfactory that
we have no hesitation in saying that the
new system could be adopted with great
advantage in the City.”

A. G. Huie
Sydney, N. S. Wales.

SUGGESTIONS FOR A SUBSTITUTE
FOR THE NAME SINGLE TAX

Epitor SiNngLE Tax REVIEW:

I suggest that we are not going to change
our banner just as we are swarming over
the breach in the wall.

The English Budget is change enough
for me.—Bolton Hall

A memorial meeting to William Lloyd
Garrison took place Wednesday evening
January 26th, at the Church of Messiah,
N. Y. City, too late for adequate report
in this issue.

FROM OUR CONTEMPORARIES.

EXTRACTS FROM OUR CONTEMPOR-
ARIES SHOWING THE REMARK-
ABLE GROWTH OF PUBLIC
SENTIMENT

IN MERRIE ENGLAND.

The rejection of the budget by the upper
house of the British parliament occasions
no surprise. Its action was foreshadowed
when there was included in the budget a
tax upon land monopoly. With the land
monopolists entrenched in the house of
lords, they have asserted their political
power to protect their privileges.

The lords occupy a position relatively
like that held by Aldrich, Elkins, Burrows,
Lodge, Depew and the plutocrats or the
servitors of plutocracy in the senate. Their
function is to protect '‘the interests’ of
the privileged classes and to extend the
domain of privilege to new fields of endeav-
or.—Milwaukee (Wisc.) News.

NEARLY AS BAD HERE.

In this city the Department of Taxes
recently issued a statement showing that
less than one hundred thousand people
owned all of the land in the city of New
York, and one-fourth of these owned ninety
per cent, of this land. According to this
only one person out of every seven regis-
tered voters is a landowner, and out of
every forty-five persons, including women
and children, only one owns a piece of
land. We know how bad housing condi-
tions are in the city of New York, We .
are alive to the cubby holes of flats in which
we are asked by landlords to live and pass
our lives. Yet as bad as the land question
is here it is infinitely worse in England.
Here land has to pay a tax on a valuation
at least approximating its rental value,
and has to pay this tax whether the pro-
perty is rented or not. In England the
landowner only pays taxes on a land valua-
tion established two hundred and forty
years ago, and then only when the pro-
perty is rented. Anyone in the least
familiar with finance can readily figure out
that under this system the burden of tax-
ation falls entirely upon the worker and the
producer, while the landowner escapes
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scott free. Now that their eyes are open
to this fact it is preposterous to assume
that a free people like the English will
stand for its continuance, and this the
titled objectors to the Lloyd-George bud-
get will find out before the campaign is
ended.

Washington Heights Town Topics,

N. Y. City.

GEORGE’S TEACHINGS BEGINNING TO
BEAR FRUIT.

That Henry George's work, a master-
piece of propagandist writing, has been
the prime mover in bringing about the
change in the attitude of English and
German statesmen toward the land ques-
tion, cannot be denied. What had been,
before the appearance of ‘Progress and
Poverty,” a question that occupied the
thoughts of political economists and of
a few persons specially interested in land
tenure, suddenly acquired the vitality
of an issue big with blessings for the whole
of human kind. In the exaltation that it
evoked there was, moreover, a combina-
tion almost unique of the crusading fervor
for righteousness with the enthusiasm of
a campaign for intellectual enlightenment.
For Henry George, whatever were his
economic errors in other matters, ex-
pounded with great clearness the Ricar-
dian doctrine of rent; and any Georgeite,
fitted out with his master's arguments,
justly felt that he knew the fundamental
economics of the subject better than ninety-
nine out of a hundred of those with whom
he might happen to discuss it. With
this union of crusading fervor and intel-
lectual self-confidence, there has been car-
ried on for several decades a campaign
for Henry George's doctrine, which now
begins to bear fruit in definite political
achievement.—The Nation, N. Y. City.

RINGING WORDS FROMTHE JOHNSTOWN
DEMOCRAT.

One of the most terrific political strug-
gles the world has ever witnessed is now
preparing for the climax. The issue is to
be carried to the people and England for

the next month will be a seething caldron
of excitement. The lords are bitter; they
are fighting for their very existence; they
realize that the loss of this battle will mark
the beginning of the end of land monopoly;
they are alive to all the wide possibilities
of a measure which sets up a new standard
in the economic world and that bids fair
to change the very face of civilization;
and so they will exhaust the great resources
of their class; they will spend money as
money was never spent before; they will
resort to every conceivable means of de-
ceiving public opinion and turning it away
from the main issue; yet it is regarded as
a foregone conclusion that they will sus-
tain a decisive defeat; the Liberals will
come back with renewed prestige; and in
the long run the cause of straight taxation
will find itself far advanced toward the
realization of Henry George’s ideal.

The civilized world is watching this
momentous conflict. In every clime the
meaning of the struggle is understood. It
is true that in a great measure this mean-
ing has been obscured. But in spite of all
the fact is borne in on the minds of the
people in all lands that this budget repre-
sents the thin end of the wedge which
ultimately must split privilege wide open
and so clear the way for economic free-
dom.—]Johnstown (Pa.) Democrat.

¢

INDIVIDUALISM IN ENG-
LAND.

SOCIALISM AND

Yet on every hand I am told there is a
marked and rapid growth in the number
of Socialists. Some of the leading literary
men in the country, and many of the clergy-
men, admit and confess to socialistic views.
When I have sought to know what are these
views I find it impossible to obtain clear
definitions. There are various branches
or factions in English socialism. They
are widely different from each other, and
it is impossible to obtain in any concrete
form a statement of their beliefs or prin-
ciples.

In conversation with a dignitary of the
church, an Archdeacon, he informed me
that he was a Socialist. Eagerly looking
for information, I requested him to explain
his position and beliefs, as I had thus far
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failed to learn what socialism means. He
went on to explain that he was an advocate
of the collective ownership of land and all
the bounties of nature. He believed that
as the land was made by the Creator for
the use of all his children, it must be con-
trary to the will of God for a few to have
a monopoly of it; as for other socialistic
ideas he did not believe in them. He
looked astonished when I told him he
was not a Socialists at all, but rather he
was a deciple of John Stuart Mill and Henry
George, and that in America he would be
called a Single-Taxer. Mr, George was in
his time the strongest exponent and ad-
vocate of individualism that we had on
the platform or in the press.—Hon. George
Wallace in the South Stde Observer, New
York, in article entitled ‘'Observations of
Travel.”

HIS SPIRIT RIDES THE STORM.

It is the spirit of Henry George that is
riding the storm in England to-day.—Wm.
Everett Hicks, in N. Y. Tribune.

PUBLIC SBRVICES ADD TO GROUND VALUES
ONLY.

Yet see: Good government is an aid
to production, so that, other things being
equal, the cost of production decreases
under it. That being so, it is also clear
that governmental services do not add
value to the products of industry. Be-
sides the products of industry, nothing
else exists to which these services could
add value save location—that is, ground
or land, So that, as we all know, public
services add their value to ground; and
they add it to ground only.

The government, through these public
services, does for the ground what the
builder, through the services of the car-
penter or paper-hanger, does for the house.
But, while the builder sends his entire
account to the owners of the houses he has
made more desirable, the government
sends but a small proportion of its account
to the owners of the ground it has made
more desirable. Instead, the charge is
spread out over other peoples’ possessions,
incomes, business, houses and industry,

thus violating the very elemental prin-
ciples of accountancy.

The innovation in the Lloyd-George
budget makes an attempt to put these
principles into effect. As the value of
public services—all public services—nec-
essarily accrues to the land, he proposes
to send the bill for them to the owner of
the land, instead of letting him go almost
free and taxing the public instead, as in
the past. His method of doing this is
to tax the future increases in the value of
ground to the extent of one-fifth. He
should have taxed it to the extent of five-
fifths in order to adhere strictly to justice,
but the opposition would have been too
great. The change is a radical one and
must be brought about slowly.—T. C.
Allum, in Journal of the Canadian Bankers
Association.

FOR A FREE LAND AND A FREBE PEOPLE.

“This budget is not an end, it is only
the beginning,"” said Mr. C. F. Masterman,
M. P. the other day. ‘It is the beginning
of a new era in the history of this country.
It is forcing through the prickly hedges
and highways to the pathway which leads
to future progress. It is the opening of
a war, not against a few dukes shivering
at what may befall them, not against any
interest, rich or poor, in this country, but
the opening of a war against poverty and
social disease, which are recognized by
visitors to this country to be a disgrace to
the richest civilization the world has ever
seen.” That is the way to look at the
Pinance Bill, in the way in which we look
at it, and the way in which, we hope, all
our readers will look at it. The Budget is
the parting of the ways, from the old and
mischievous policy of buttressing up the
land monopoly, to the better way of human
freedom—a free land for a free people.—
Middleton, (Eng.) Guardian.

PROTEST POSTER PUZZLE.

Two working men were looking at a
Budget protest poster, representing Mr.
Lloyd George dropping a bomb from an
airship with the intention of hitting a
mansion, but demolishing a factory instead.
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Said one, ‘“The bomb is aimed at the man-
sion, but hits the factory.” *Well, then,”
replied the other. ‘‘what’s the chap in the
mansion got to shout about?’'—Land and
Labor, London, England.

HIS DOCTRINES POTENT IN THE PARLIA-
MENTS OF'THE WORLD,

Henry George has been dead scarcely
a dozen years. Is is just thirty years since
his first great work was given to the world.
But today Henry George is making him-
self felt in the parliaments of all nations.
His influence is shaping legislation in every
civilized land on the globe. Economic
discussion everywhere turns more and more
upon the fundamental principles which
he discovered and co-ordinated. In Great
Britain and Germany his ideas are being
written into governmental budgets; and
in the United States we find that the only
effective opponents of protection are those
who have mastered the doctrines pro-
claimed and enforced in Henry George'’s
“Protection or Free Tradei'—Fairhope
Courier.

A BITTER BUT TRUTHFUL REJOINDER.

The Duke of Sutherland, writing to a
Tariff Reform journal, declares that the
Budget “is certain to have the effect of
diminishing employment, decreasing wages,
and necessitating the reduction or entire
stoppage of all voluntary payments.” A
much more effective way to bring about
these results was hit upon by an ancestor of
the present duke when he effected the great
Sutherland clearances. In order to find
room for deer the cottages of the crofters
were burned down, and a ship, chartered
at ducal expense, took the weeping emi-
grants from the land of their fathers.
While they sailed away they were cheered
by watching the smoke rise from their
former roof trees.—Daily Chronicle, Lon-
don, England.

SNEDIKER WINS!

Little did Snediker and the Single Tax-
ers of Elmendaro Township, Lyon County,
state of Kansas, dream a dozen years ago,

when they were leading a forlorn hope in
Lyon County politics, trying to sugar coat
their creed and get it incorporated into the
Populist platform, that the same doctrine
would be preached up and down Eng-
land by the head of the dominant party,
and that successful politicians would be
fighting under the slogan, “Down with
the dukes!"” The plan, as outlined in the
government budget, is to secure a valua-
tion of all English land, and whenever
any land is sold to take 20 per cent. of the
increase in value of the land for the state.
For instance, there is a vacant 100-foot
lot at the corner of Tenth and Exchange
in Emporia, which the writer bought for
$500. seven years ago. He has refused
$1,500 for it. Under the English proposal,
when he sells it, if he does sell it for $1,500,
the state, in addition to the regular annual
taxes, would take $200 before the deed
would be registered, as its share of what
the Single Taxers called the ‘‘unearned in-
crement.” And this would be absolutely
fair. The man who bought the lot has done
little, if anything to earn that $1,000; the
people of Emporia have done most of it by
living thriftly, peacefully and honestly,
making the town a desirable residence
place.—William Allen White, in Emporia,
(Kas.) Gaseite.

EDISON'S HOUSE PLAN.

Many men have money enough to build
a good house, but they can't buy a lot
where they want to live, and the cheapen-
ing of every necessity always results in
an increase of ground rent.—Appeal to
Reason, Girard, Kas.

THE LAND QUESTION HERE AND IN ENGLAND,.

A keen observer of the trend of the times,
Darwin P. Kingsley, President of the New
York Life Insurance Company, who re-
turned to New York this week from an
extensive tour abroad, declares that the
most significant development to him in
England is what he describes as a sweep-
ing movement which will result in the
restoration of the land of England to the
people from the titled holders who have
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enjoyed the fruits of these lands for genera-
tions back. Mr. Kingsley says:

“The fight in the House of Commons
over the budget is probably the begining of
a change which will seem to many English-
men almost revolution. Conservative Eng-
land is denouncing Mr. Lloyd-George and
Mr. Winston Churchhill as Socialists and
the budget as Socialistic.

The budget may be Socialistic, but it
is much more; it is the beginning of a strug-
gle for the restoration of the land to the
people. In an Anglo-Saxon country there
can be but one result from such a contest,
and if the budget fails of passage by the
House of Lords, the real fight will go on.
A pressing need of more money for the pur-
poses of the Government is only the oc-
casion of the attack; the real contest is
much wider and more significant. It is
a notable struggle. A settlement will
be reached by peaceful means and with
consequences which, will reach beyond the
British Isles.”

There has been very little discussion, and
that only of an academic character, in this
country, of this question. This has been
because of our vast domain which has
absorbed with ease the pressure of popu-
lation put upon us. In our large cities,
however, the pressure has been so great
that it has resulted in land values far in
excess of the values of the richest landed
estates in London. Capital has felt this
as an especial burden and it was not long
ago that President Brown of the New York
Central, complaining about the enormous
cost of land for extension and enlargement
of terminals, declared that the land had
literally to be covered with gold as the
price of its purchase. It is true that land
speculators often buy up lots and parcels
of land which they have known will be of
strategic advantage for a big corporation
to acquire, and once it is in their hands
they are in a position to exact a dear tribute
from the railroad or other corporation that
seeks to obtain it.

We have many times observed the evil
effects of this practical holding up of capi-
tal, but have been at a loss to know just
how it might be met and checked success-
fully. One suggestion which Lawson Pur-
dy, the President of the New York Tax

Department, has made seems worthy of
attention and consideration, He suggests
that land value taxes be increased,and
improvements exempted. This, itis urged
would discourage the purchase of land for
the speculative purposes complained of
and would in addition encourage the holder
to make improvements. As the law stands
to day, so soon as a railroad builds a big
terminal and adds to it a station that is
a beauty and adornment to the community.
the tax department steps in and slaps on
an added tax. This is not encouraging
those who ‘““make two blades of grass grow
where only one grew before.”” The matter
came up for considerable attention and
debate at the recent meeting of tax experts
of the country and may be heard of again.
In New York City the Interborough Rapid
Transit pays the city not one cent on its
equipment of cars which it uses in the
Subway and this exemption has operated
with great success, the company adding
more cars to its equipment by reason of
this exemption. The Interborough tax
system might be well extended to other
corporations both with profit to the cor-
porations and the City as well. It is an
axiom of political economy that taxing
capital drives it away and into hiding,
while giving it free play draws it into ac-
tivity and creates more wealth.—The
Financial World, N. Y. and Chicago.

TIMES HAVE CHANGED.

How times have changed during the
years from 1879 down to 19097 It is one
of the marvels of all time that an idea
which Mr. George embodied and elucidated
in his ‘‘Progress and Poverty,” which
rich and eminently respectable publishers
refused to touch because it was ‘‘too radic-
al, and revolutionary;’’ which was laughed
out of court by the titled lords of England
as the height of absurdity, is now being
placed in the statutes of the worlds great-
est naval and commercial power, and is
shaping public opinion.—Clinton, (Ind.)
Argus.,

A MEASURE FOR THE RELIEF OF POVERTY.

With a million or more unemployed
walking the streets of London, the time to
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force a plan of more equitable taxation
had arrived. The Lloyd-George budget
was introduced into parliament.

And because the Lloyd-George policy
included the collection of a fair tax from
the peers, the 500 or 600 favorite sons who
controlled 75 per cent. or more of the land,
the plan was denounced as socialistic.

This cry of socialism was nothing new.
In the United States there had been charges
of socialism, even anarchy, when the rich
trusts which sheltered individuals, were
taken into court and compelled to obey
the law.

In England the old arguments, advanced
in this country when new legislation affect-
ing corporate interests is discussed, were
brought forth and redressed. In the final
debate the lords raised the claim that
capital had been driven from the island by
the advancement of the Liberals’ policy.

England must attend to her own affairs,
But when millions of unemployed are
found within her borders, there is some-
thing wrong, and the world cannot fail
to note the unfortunate conditions pre-
vailing and the relief measures suggested.—
Pittsburg, (Pa.) Leader.

HENRY GEORGE WOKE THE SLEEPING IN-
TELLIGENCE OF THE ENGLISH PEBOPLE.

Landowners have been favored in the
matter of taxation in England from time
immemorial. There are large estates main-
tained for show and pleasure at much cost
which bear no tax; and others from which
revenue is derived have advanced greatly
in value without change in the valuation
upon which local taxes are levied through
occupiers. This, especially since the Henry
George land tax propaganda, has caused a
growing feeling of dissatisfaction.— Jour-
nal of Commerce, New York.

THE SAME FIGHT TO BE FOUGHT HERE.

The lords, as possessors of land variously
estimated as from 20 per cent. to 95 per
cent. of all within the United Kingdom,
represent property installed and satisfied.
The upper house is conservatism hide-
bound and imperious. It desires no change
in the established order of things. It is

content with existence as it finds it and
would have others forced to be content
with theirs,

We have a class in America as grasping
as the lords have been. If it continues
policies and practices now notoriously in
conflict with the welfare of the most, it
will draw reprisal as the British conserva-
tives have invited it. The anarchy which
causes it to tremble, the socialism which
raises its indignation, are its own chil-
dren, flourishing as mercenary wealth
flourishes. There are not wanting pro-
phets who see such another fight in America
as England is experiencing, the property-
less and those of small property moving
with deadly determination against en-
trenched plutocracy, ignoring the side-
issues of political isms, fads, trickeries and
evasions and bent only on seizure, just or
unjust, lawful or unconstitutional. If that
unhappy day comes it will be because our
wild financiers, land and timber thieves,
trust promoters and stock manipulators
have chosen to be blind to the lesson across
the water.—Toledo, (O.) Blade.

THB FRUIT OF HIS TEACHING.

The adoption of the British budget as
proposed by the chancellor of the exche-
quer, Mr. Lloyd George, by an impressive
majority in the house of commons marks
a radical departure in principles of taxation
as they are held in Great Britain. The
fundamental idea of Mr. Lloyd George's
measure and the one which has created
the angry opposition of the dukes” and
the house of lords generally is the applica-
tion of the Single Tax principle advocated
years ago by Henry George in this country.
That is to say, the budget imposes a heavy
tax on the unearned increment of land due
to the growth of population. A new and
radical tax is imposed on ‘“‘ground rents”
paid by lands in the towns and cities.—
San Francisco, (Cal.) Call.

STARVATION HAS YIELDED THE LIMIT OF
REVENUE.

One other thing is provided for in the
budget. It is a valuation of all the land
in the kingdom, in the endeavor to base
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taxation on ground rents. The lords ob-
ject to this valuation as much as they do
to the tax. They say it is nobody’s busi-
ness how much they are worth, or how
little taxes they pay on land. They ad-
vocate a revenue tax on importations, let-
ting the land escape these tax burdens.
But the advocates assert that this valua-
tion is a necessity, if land values are to be
taxed. Otherwise there will be no way of
deciding what the land is worth.

It is no longer practicable to raise the
large sums of money needed by adroitly
adjusted taxation upon the stomachs of
the poor. The limit has been reached.
The lands of the titled heads must come
into the paying list. Starvation no longer
yields enough revenue.—Superior (Wisc.)
Telegram.

INFAMOUS DISCRIMINATION.

There is no question but much of the
great woe of the masses in Britain is due to
infamous discrimination in favor of the
titled rich in the matter of taxation. The
house of lords has always blocked tax re-
form, the property of said lords being practi-
cally untaxed. Not only this, but the
lords personally own a great part of the
land, which is held in preserves that are
productive of little save my lord’s recrea-
tion, or in vast estates whereon the extor-
tion and other abuses of the most arrogant
landlordism prevail.—Omaha, (Neb.) News.

CAN ONLY POSTPONE IT FOR A TIME.

As to the new taxation proposed, the
lords are merely staving off. That they
can keep on evading their just share of
the public burdens is impossible. The
temper of the British people in this age of
independent thought and impulse forbids
it.—Pittsbuzg, (Pa.) Chronicle.

SOMETHING TO THINE ABOUT.

There is a suggestive picture in the Lsz-
erary Digest of October 2, illustrating an
article on why the land barons of Great
Britain are opposing the Lloyd-George
budget, which provides for a graduated
land tax. This picture represents an in-
fant in short dresses sitting in a big arm

chair, in the person of the little Baron de
Clifford, who has just succeeded to the
coronet on the death of his father and is
the twenty-sixth to bear the title, which
dates back to 12909. This promising infant
nherits along with a barony title to 13,000
acres of land in England.

With armies of unemployed in London
this affords something to talk about.—
Salinas, (Cal.) Democrat.

WHO OWNS THE AIR?

The owner of land absolutely owns the
air above it, says the Roman law, cited by
Mr. Littleton Fox before the Aero Club
of America on Monday evening. Will the
invasion of the air by aeroplanes be repel-
led by suits for trespass?

We think not. The first successful
human flight made the air a highway—a
possiblitiy not contemplated in the Roman
law. DBesides, there can be no effective
possession of the upper air by a land owner.
Where possession neither is nor has been,
there should be no ownership. At any
rate, this is assumed in Germany and
Switzerland, which have passed statutes
establishing rules of the aerial roads.—N.
Y. Times.

DOES MR. BRYAN AGREE!?

Lloyd George, Chancellor of the Ex-
chequer, has coined an epoch-making sen-
tence in his denunciation of the House of
Lords for their opposition to the Budget.
He asks:*Why make ten thousand owners
of the soil, and all the rest trespassers in
the land of their birth?"” The speech is
said to have made a tremendous sensation
and well it might! No wonder it was tele-
graphed all over England and caused the
papers to issue extra editions. It sounds
like the warnings uttered by the Gracchi,
when in the declining days of Rome they
were pleading eloquently for their dis-
inherited countrymen. Let us hope that
the plea of Lloyd George may not be in
vain.—The Commoner, Lincoln, Neb.

A. Wangemann has two pages of short,
pithy and witty extracts in a recent issue
of the Union Leader, official Journal of the
car men of Chicago.
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DATA REQUIRED COVERING THE
STATISTICS OF ALIEN LAND OWN-
ERSHIP IN THE UNITED STATES

The following letter received from Con-
gressman Sulzer by Bolton Hall is inreply
to a suggestion that reliable statistics
should be collected covering the matter
of alien land ownership in the states and
territories. After announcing his interest
in the subject Mr, Sulzer says:

“If you have any data or material on
the subject, send it to me, and I will make
good use of it. The matter ought to be
looked after by the Director of the Census,
and the material incorporated in the next
Census Report. I would suggest you
write to the Director about it, and find
out what he says. I will also take the
matter up with him.”

Readers of the REvieware requested to
send us all figures of ownership of land by
aliens, giving authorities where possible,
so that reference may be bhad to these
sources when needed. Mr. Sulzer will be
placed in possession of such information
as may be gathered.

Will our readers also write to their con-
gressmen urging them to use their in-
fluence with the Census Bureau to have a
complete record of such facts in the forth-
coming Census report?

THE BUDGET FIGHT THROWING
A PROPHETIC SHADOW.

From Land’s End to John O'Groat's
House the battle is raging. It will inten-
sify as the day for the general election ap-
proaches.

The provocation on both sides is obvious,
The lords are fighting for a practice that
helps them dodge taxes; the voters-at-
large are fighting for the Lloyd-George bud-
get, that will tax all property upon its pre-
sent selling value and force it to bear a
just proportion of governmental main-
tenance.

Incidentally, the British conflict em-
bodies world-wide principles of taxation,
the coming arbitration of which will pro-
ject a prophetic shadow over all civiliza-
tion.—Atlanta, (Ga.) Constitution.

BOOK REVIEWS,

WHAT IS USURY?*

This volume condemns usury, in which
the author includes the taking of interest
in any form, and not in excess proscribed
by law, or in amounts determined by
greedy power and exceptional need. All
interest is exaction. The writer makes
out a plausible case in defence of his con-
tention that whereever usury is spoken
of in Scripture it means the taking of pay-
ment in return for loans in excess of the
principle. And he presents an imposing
array of scriptural and ecclesiastical author-
ities in condemnation of the practice.

And yet they, as well as the writer of
this well-meaning book, are inerror. What
deceives them as to the nature of interest,
together with its justification in economic
law, is the ignoring of the more funda-
mental factors of distributive agency.
The part played by the private control of
natural opportunities serves to vitiate the
real nature of the payment of interest,
and to conceal from such superfical ob-
servers as the writer of this work its true
character,

A few quotations shall furnish the de-
monstration:

**Wealth is but a thing, in itself without
rights, and can therefor add nothing to
the rights of its owner.” p. 103. May it
not confer,let us ask, a right of propertyt

Again: ““The usurer, who has himself
no rights against his fellows, uses a thing,
his property, as an instrument to command
service."” May we not ask again if, instead
of commanding service, does he not pay
for service by advancing the use of his
wealth to enable the borrower to produce
more wealth?

“He (the usurer) may place his hand
upon every material thing another must
have and withhold it, and the other is shut
up and compelled, he has no alternative.”

He has no alternative if the usurer can
put his hand on every material thing, of
course. But there is not one leader,but

*Usury. A Scriptural, Ethical and Economic View,
By Calvin Elliott. Cloth, 12mo. Price $1. The Anti-

Usury League. Millersburg, Ohio.
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many. And wealth unused wastes. And
from land and labor all wealth comes.
The borrower is “shut up and compelled”
only when land is closed to him, and lend-
ers are reduced to a few, and those few
capable of combining to enforce terms of
usury.

That much of this day’s interest pay-
ments on borrowed capital are exactions,
that some are excessive because of the
necessities of poverty, may be granted.
In other words, the bargains are not al-
ways equitable because the parties to the
bargain are not uniformly free. But if
they were how could the borrowing of
capital in a free market for the purpose
of increasing the efficiency of the borrower
in the production of wealth, be of injury
toany one? If the writer had first examin-
ed the nature of interest he might have
avoided the many pitfalls into which he
has fallen. In a free market free men will
pay no more to the lender than the advan-
tage of the loan. To the difficulties that
perplex the writer the Single Taxer has the
answer,

Note how on every page the true nature
of the economic relation of borrower and
lender is obscured by half statements.
Thus, page 116; ‘‘The usurer’s whole claim
is for the service of his property. But
he does not surrender a particle of his
wealth.”” But he surrenders the use of
it. If he is in a position to use it himself
he forgoes the increase or the enjoyment
of it, in return for something less than he
could produce by using it himself.

Whether a more equitable distribution
of the products of labor, a more equal
ownership of the objects of wealth, would
increase or decrease the rate of real interest,
is a matter of conjecture. And it is of no
great importance. That it would reduce
or abolish altogether much of what is mis-
taken for interest, is beyond question.
Under the Single Tax the interest now paid
on money that goes to the purchase of land
would of course disappear altogether,
How much this is of the total interest pay-
ment of the country we can leave to those
fond of computations of this sort. But
it will be observed that this is not real
economic interest, any more than the
return for money advanced for the pur-

chase of slaves would be—since it is con-
cerned in wasteful processes and is the
result of misapplied ownership of econo-
mic factors working at cross purposes. It
is no more interest than the payment of
usurious loans to pawnbrokers—which
are also classed by our author in the same
category.

The writer of this book seems to agree
with Single Taxers in his chapter on Land
Rentals, though he leaves much to be de-
sired; and although he says ‘‘the land ques-
tion requires more and deeper study than
the question has yet received,”” nowhere
does he refer to George. The reasoning
of this chapter is of the same loose charac-
ter as those that precede it.

Now for the conclusion, and presum-
ably the author’s solution:

‘“Let the government receive on deposit
the surplus wealth of individuals for safe
keeping and subject to their orders. Let
the Postal Saving Bank be established.
The government is the best possible secur-
ity. The certificates of deposit would be
as good as government bonds. They
could take the place of the National Bank
currency.”’

Of course, we are now as far away as
ever from the abolition of interest or
usury.

J. D. M,

TWO PAMPHLETS FROM GUSTAV
BUSCHER.

Two little German pamphlets, entitled
“A Word to the Socialists, and Those
Who Would Become Socialists,”” and
““The Extermination of Poverty Through
the Restoration of an Equal Right
to the Earth’,’ have been sent the
Review by the author, Gustav Buscher.
This ardent young German Single Taxer
may still be remembered by those who
met him during his visit to America, or
who have read his occasional contributions

to the Review. The little books show the

same burning enthusiasm, the unshaken
conviction that characterized our young
comrade’s conversation.

The first named pamphlet is a violent
attack on Socialism, which is fairly true in
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its main contentions, although not al-
together clear in construction nor always
well-chosen in expression. Mr. Buscher
accuses the Socialistic doctrine in all its
different phases of having offered a stone
to those who cried for bread, of having led
the masses of starving poor astray, by a
tangle of meaningless words, a jumble of
intricate phrases while professing to offer
salvation. What he says of the vagueness
of socialistic aims, of the unclearness re-
garding the important question of human
rights, of the petty quarrels and time-
serving policies of the leaders,—and above
all, of the inadequacy of the cumbersome
Socialistic state to right present wrongs,
—is all quite true and is solid common-
sense and logic. But Mr. Buscher puts
himself under suspicion of vagueness when
he says that he attaches no ‘‘practical
importance to the difference between
Socialism and Anarchism.” Alas he for-
gets that many things which he praises,
such as labor unions, may not be directly
due to socialistic teaching, but they are
certainly the outcome of a general enlight-
enment of public opinion due in the first
instance to the initial socialistic agitation.
In spite of some very good points in its
reasoning, the whole dissertationis too vir-
ulent intone, toomuch the outcome of an
excitability of mood, which repeats itself
again and again, like a scolding fish-wife.
If Mr. Buscher could say the same thing
in half as many words, with a clearer
phrasing, the deep-lying truth of his argu-
ments would come out all the more con-
vincingly.

The second pamplet, *‘The Extermination
of Poverty Through the Restoration of an
Equal Right to the Earth,” is devoted
wholly to the explanation and defense of
the tax on land values. It is ably done,
the line of argument and the reasoning
are clear and logical, the work of a con-
vinced Single Taxer, who knows what he
believes and why he believes it. For
American Single Taxers versed in the same
line of reasoning, the booklet contains
nothing new or nothing noteworthy, ex-
cept some very interesting data on condi-
tions in Switzerland. Before speaking of
these at greater length, I would like to
quote a few very clever and striking sen-

tences on patriotism earlier in the book,
Mr. Buscher says, in a chapter entitled
“Fatherland and Freedom:"

‘‘The newspapers representing the wealthy
class commend the love of one’s country
as the highest possible virtue of citizenship,
and the defence of this country is called
the holiest duty of rich or poor. But
...... this fatherland, this bit of earth
on which we live, is the private property
of a few rich men. When, therefore, the
poor man is commanded to love and de-
fend his country, what he is asked to do
is merely—to love and defend the property
of a few rich men. Oh! if these homeless
ones would just ask themselves why they
should lovc their country! If those with-
out possessions would once begin to think
why they should give their lives for the
fatherlandl It would seem as if the duty
of loving and defending the fatherland
ought to be fulfilled by those to whom this
fatherland practically belongs.”

This isas good an attack on the absurdi-
ities of conventional patriotism as has yet
been made,

We Americans have heard so much
about the perfection of the Swiss Govern-
ment that the description of conditions
given by Mr. Buscher,—who has studied
them at first hand,—will come as a surprise.
Switzerland has the Initiative and Re-
ferendum in some degree, it has many
reforms along the line of local option, and
the Swiss peasant, in a vast majority of
instances, owns the land he lives on and
works. Yet Mr. Buscher shows how, in
the typical Canton of Berne, more than
two thirds of the land of the Canton belongs
to less than one-fifth of the farmers. *“The
great mass of Swiss peasants have not
enough land to live on,” says the author.
And besides, these peasants are so hope-
lessly in debt through mortgage, that their
condition is not much better than that of
the ‘“renters” of other countries. The
Swiss peasant owns his land,—nominally,
but the holder of the mortgage on his farm
is really the owner, and, although not in so
many words, but in actual fact, bears to
him the relation of an absentee landlord.
Mr. Buscher says that the tax on land
values will help all this, as it will fall most
keenly on the holder of the mortgage,
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who is the practical owner of the land.
The pamphlet ends with aninspired and
ardent call to fight for the cause of a
righteous taxation which will restore the
land to the people to whom it belongs.
But the author leaves us somewhat in dark-
ness as to how we shall conduct this fight,
for he apparently thinks but little of the
Initiative and Referendum, and speaks
slightingly of the power of the ballot and
political agitation generally. And yet it
is hard to see how this goal so well worth
striving for can be reached without the use
of political and legislative machinery.
GRACE IsaBEL COLBRON.

WANTED! THREE NAMESI

EpiTor SINGLE Tax REVIEW:

The RevVIEW comes to my home every
two months like a ray of sunshine in a
dark and lonesome world. But as I read
its columns, I am saddened by our evident
lack of organization and of systematic co-
operation. The sands of life are running
very swiftly now for some of us, and we
fear we shall never see the movement under
full headway. The power of a perfected
organization is untold and why can’'t we
have it? Societies and clubs are hard to
maintain and are not very effective, but
we ought to have a full set of chairmen
from top to bottom of the pyramid—town,
county, state and national—in short, all
the machinery of a political party without
actually being one. Each town commit-
teeman should have a lieutenant in every
election district and every lieutenant
should have a dozen captains to patrol
certain streets or roads. Distributed ter-
ritorially, the men composing such an or-
ganization exert a power far greater than
they could in any other way. They could
distribute literature, circulate petitions
and collect funds and know while doing it
that there are a host of other comrades
doing the same thing all over this beloved
country of ours. Mr. Editor, please send
me the name and address of our national
chairman, also of the chairman of the State
of New York and of the County of Wayne.
We want to know who our appointed lead-
ers are and to whom we should report.—
Lewis H. Clark, Sodus, N. Y.

TO OUR CORRESPONDENTS

We have received several contributions
bearing on the articles of John Z. White
and William Ryan which appeared in last
issue. We doubt the wisdom of printing
any of these. The problems dealt with are
those which will confront a tax office at
the time the Single Tax is in force, or about
to be placed in force. They are far from
being insuperable difficulties, and both
Mr. White and Mr. Ryan deal in¥figures
which one of them—Mr. Ryan—admits
is a table of selling values whose progres-
sion is totally unlike what it would be with
an understanding on the part of the general
public that the Single Tax is to be enforced
until it takes all that it is practical to take,
Mr. White's figures on the other hand take
no account of the effect that taxing a part
of the yearly value of land will have on
the selling value. This is quite impossible
of computation, since we do not know
what amount of land a given tax will
bring into the market, thus affecting the
selling value of all land.

Single Taxers have always taught that
when the Single Tax had finally destroyed
the selling value, it would then be neces-
sary to levy on the rental value. Mr,
Ryan thinks that we ought to begin now
with the rental value. Perhaps, but the
matter is not important. If it is a diffi-
culty, coming tax boards can be left to
deal with it.—EDITOR SINGLE TAX REVIEW,

PERSONAL.

Everett Spring in a long and interesting
letter in the Washington (D. C.) Herald
compares the literary style of Henry George
to that of Macaulay, not by any means to
the former's disadvantage.

Frank Stephens was one of the speakers
at the Contemporary Club at the Bellevue
Stratford in Philadelphia on the night of
Dec.13. Otherdistinguished speakers were
Dr. Stanton Coit and George Paish, the
latter editor of the London Statsst.

James P. Cadman, whose work for direct
legislation and Single Tax has made him
well known in Chicago and elsewhere, will
make his home in San Diego, Calif.
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It was William Lustgarten, active Single
Taxer and one of the foremost men in the
Manhattan Single Tax Club, who secured
for Mayor Gaynor a notable victory before
Judge Betts of the Supreme Court in a deci-
sion preventing the appointment of nine
condemnation commissioners in the Asho-
kan watershed matter. Tammany had
endeavored to sneak these appointments
through a few hours before New York's
vigilant mayor had taken his seat. The
decision saved the city a good round sum,
and added to the laurels of the youthful
but able counselor,

SiNngLe Taxems appointed to office by
Mayor Gaynor of this city are, John J.
Murphy, as Tenement House Commis-
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sioner, Jos. Fink, secretary to the Com-
missioner; Lawson Purdy, reappointed as
president of the tax board, and E. L. Hey-
decker reappointed as secretary to the
president. J. P. Kohler, of Brooklyn,
receives the appointment of secretary to
Tax Commissioner Jos. G. Wall, and Alfred
J. Boulton is made Deputy Receiver of
Taxes in the city of Brooklyn.
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A NEW PUBLICATION

The Twentieth Century Magazine

Edited by B. 0. FLOWER, formerly of ‘The Arena.”
A REVIEW OF CONSTRUCTIVE DEMOCRACY AND SOCIAL PROGRESS

This Magazine, which began its publication with the October number, will take the
place of “The Arena " as a great, free, untrammeled and absolutely fearless monthly
review of opinion, outspoken in its advocacy of a government ‘‘of the people, for the
people and by the people.”

Among the writers of the country who will contribute to the TWENTIETH
CENTURY MAGAZINE are many prominent Single Taxers, Hamlin Garland, Joseph
Pels, J. Lincoln Steffens, Bolton Hall, Hon. Brand Whitlock, John Z, White, Ex-Gov.
L. F. C. Garvin, Geo. Wharton James.

An early number will contain an illustrated article on Fairhope by J. Bellangee.

Remember THE TWENTIETH CENTURY MAGAZINE is the only review that
gives you extended, readable and authoritative information in regard to Public Owner-
ship, Direct Legislation, Woman’'s Progress, Industrial Co-operation, Proportional
Representation, Current Legislation, and all movements dealing with fundamental
democratic and economic advance,

You will get in THE TWENTIETH CENTURY MAGAZINE many interesting
articles and much valuable matter that you cannot obtain from any other source.

Subscription price is $2.00 per year. Single numbers 25 cents.
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