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EDITORIAL

On Labor Union Crimes.

Arrests of union labor men for blowing up the

building of a Los Angeles newspaper with dyna

mite and incidentally killing many persons, are

reported this week quite sensationally. If these

men are guilty, no considerations of mercy not

applicable to every criminal can be reasonably in

voked in their behalf. Such crimes are diabolical

under all circumstances in which they are com

mitted with deliberation. They are a menace to

society; they endanger the non-combatant; they

put labor organization at a disadvantage which

the legitimacy of its purpose can ill afford to bear

in its already unequal contest with monopoly; and

they make the way increasingly difficult for equit

able adjustments of industrial relations through

political agencies.

+

The atrocity of the alleged offense, however,

will not prejudice fair minds against the persons

arrested until their guilt is proved beyond the

reasonable doubt which the law reasonably re

quires. This proof has not yet been made public

in the present instance. The private detective who

vouches for its sufficiency has heretofore borne a

fair reputation, and this counts against his pris

oners; but the dime novel stories of incriminating

evidence and efforts at rescue, which some of his

assistants seem to be shedding, should tell in the

prisoners' favor. Again, it is unfortunately true

that there are physical violence cliques in some
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labor organizations; but, on the other hand, the

original accusers in this case were swift in charg

ing crime where to others the evidence pointed to

accidental disaster, and at more than one point

in the investigation monopolistic animus against

labor unions has been more in evidence than hun

ger for even-handed justice. Under these circum

stances, the $100,000 reward—not for the truth,

but for criminal convictions, and with unmistak

able intimations that the criminals must be labor

unionists—is a highly important element.

•F

A good deal of money is $100,000. We of Illi

nois have seen that it will buy a Senate seat. May

it not be potent enough, then, to buy the kind of

testimony against union labor officials, guilty or

innocent, which embittered enemies of union labor

are as eager to get for one purpose, as they are to

get Senators of their own for other purposes?

+ +

Involuntary Idleness.

“The burden of proof that monopoly has ‘cor

nered’ the lands of the globe and causes this kind

of idleness,” says the Spokane Spokesman-Review,

“rests upon the maker of the assertion.” And the

maker of the assertion has proved it. He proved

it in “Progress and Poverty.” He illuminated the

proof in “Social Problems.” He proved it again

in his open letter to Pope Leo, again in “Protec

tion or Free Trade” and again in “A Perplexed

Philosopher.” To read, really read, any of those

books is to see the proof; but it cannot be seen

by persons who will not read. In the editorial

quoted from above, the Spokesman-Review asserts

that in places where land is cheap involuntary

poverty nevertheless persists. There is no place

where land is cheap. Low-priced land there is, of

course, and even no-price land. But returns to

productive workers are as meager on the lowest as

on the highest-priced land. The higher produc

tiveness, or the benefit of better location, of high

priced over low-priced land, goes to the owner and

not to the worker. It may indeed be truthfully

said that high-priced rather than low-priced

land is the cheaper; for the owners of high

priced land are less affected by temptations to let

it lie idle in expectation of still higher prices; and

this enforced idleness of land is what makes in

voluntary idleness of men. Land monopoly does

not make all involuntary idleness, and no one has

ever thought it did. The essential point is that

land monopoly is the fundamental cause. It is the

cause that would nullify the effect of removing

every other cause; the cause which, if removed,

would make the removal of all other causes easier.

+ +

Daniel Kiefer's Loss.

We are sure that readers of The Public every

where will sympathize with Daniel Kiefer as with

a personal friend, and with his wife whose con

stant encouragement and co-operation make his

public service possible and useful, in their loss by

sudden death on the 21st, of their daughter

Marian, a child of six and the only daughter

among four children. -

+ +

David Stroud Burson.

A long time reader and friend of The Public

David Stroud Burson, of Richmond, Indiana,

died on the 3rd of April at the age of 95 years.

He was the last of the grandchildren of Colonel

Stroud of the American Revolution, with whose

name the origin of Stroudsburg, Pennsylvania, is

associated. Mr. Burson was one of those simple

men of scholarly attainments and intellectual fac

ulties to whom this life seems veritably as the ves

tibule to a further life, and death but a door be

tween. His religion was neither a plaything for

Sundays nor a fetish for prayer meetings, but the

very breath of his every day life. The politics and

the patriotism of such men rest upon founda

tions more solid than patriotic traditions or party

loyalty, and it was so with Mr. Burson.

+ +

Social Status in Democratic Office Holding.

Ex-Congressman Robert Baker— “Anti-pass

Baker” as he is entitled in honor to be known, for

it was he who broke up the use of the railroad

pass, that subtlest of entering wedges for the cor

ruption of Congressmen by corporations—may yet

come to his own for refusing to make appoint

ments to the Annapolis naval academy and the

West Point military academy. Not only are those

institutions unnecessary for the maintenance of

national defense, but they are hot beds for the

cultivation of snobbery. The latter characteris

tic has long been evident to observers, and an ac

cident has brought it at last to the attention of

Congress. Good luck to Congressman Korbley

who refuses to be silenced by that Annapolis apol

ogy to Miss Beers. The apology is worse than the

original offense. She was insulted officially be

cause her social status had been misunderstood.

They had mistaken her for a household servant. A

woman of that status must not be escorted to an

American naval function by a naval cadet,_not



April 28, 1911. 887
The Public

though she be a sister, a school mate, a cousin, or

the sweetheart (none of them at all improbable

as the naval academy is now recruited) of the

cadet who escorts her. And as with Annapolis, so

is it with West Point. Can President Eliot of

Harvard now understand why American girls

shrink from domestic service? That Congressman

Korbley will not give up his pursuit of the snob

microbe in those institutions until it is destroyed,

is the cordial wish, we are sure, of the democratic

masses at whose expense it is now cultivated in

those places.

+ +

Washington Grafters.

Not Congressmen nor bureau officials. We don't

mean them; for though there may still be graft

and grafters there, the Washington graft and

grafters that we allude to leave the others far in

the rear. Those that we allude to are of the same

kind that Tom L. Johnson exposed away back in

the early nineties. We allude to the fellows that

own the ground on which Washington is built. Its

prices lengthen and their rent rolls strengthen

with every improvement that the people of the

whole country make there. Not only is the cost

of national improvements at Washington paid out

of the national treasury, thereby increasing the

value of Washington building lots at national ex

pense, but 50 per cent. of all local public expense

is also paid out of the national treasury. And as

to the other 50 per cent., the owners of the most

desirable parts of the site of Washington manage

to dodge a great share. In other words, the peo

ple of the United States, and the rent payers and

small land owners of the District of Columbia, pay

nearly all the cost of making the land there valu

able, and more and more valuable, but the big

landowners get most of the profit. No wonder

that these respectable grafters boil over with in

dignation, as the Washington dispatches say they

do, at the reported choice by the Congressional

committee on the District of Columbia, of Henry

George, Jr., as chairman of its sub-committee on

taxation. -

+ +

At Their Old Tricks.

Coercion and intimidation in one form or an

other is one of the tricks of the steel trust, and it

is at it again. Because Oscar W. Underwood,

chairman of the committee on ways and means of

the lower house of Congress, has favorably report

ed a bill for freer trade, the steel trust shuts down

a factory in his Congressional district. Its mani

fest object is to create local prejudice against him,

not so much for the purpose of defeating him for

re-election in 1912, as to excite his fears and ap

peal to his cowardice now. But Mr. Underwood's

cowardice doesn't appear to be within easy reach.

He goes straight ahead with his farmers' free list

bill, which will subject the steel trust to competi

tion on hooped steel, barbed wire fencing, wire

rope, etc. By stopping the manufacture of those

commodities in Mr. Underwood's district, the steel

trust may influence a few thoughtless steel work

ers against him; but most of them, and probably

also every other voter in the district, will place

the blame where it belongs—not upon their honest

Congressman, but upon the tricky steel trust.

+ +

Senator O'Gorman. - -

The election of Senator O’Gorman, apparently

by command of Tammany Hall, yet quickly fol

lowed by his co-operation with the democratic

Democrats in the choice of Senate leader, has

caused much curious comment, and naturally so.

But Senator O’Gorman appears to be of the right

kind of stuff for the political warfare the people

of this country are just beginning to see before

them. By way of vouching for him to the demo

crats of all parties who may care for our opinion,

we quote from a private letter of Franklin Pierce,

of New York, who has himself been deservedly

vouched for more than once in these columns. “I

have known him for upwards of fifteen years,”

writes Mr. Pierce, “and have from time to time

during that period been engaged in trying cases

before him. He is a quiet, modest, intelligent and

brave judge, taking dictation from no one; and

as a circuit judge he has attained probably the

respect of as great a number of lawyers as any

judge in the State of New York. Although he has

been a ‘Sachem’ in Tammany Hall, received his

nomination from Tammany Hall, has been closely

allied with Tammany Hall, yet I have never heard

a lawyer intimate that his action as a judge was

not the result alone of his independent judgment.

But this is not the most which can be said of

Judge O'Gorman. He is brave. Better yet, he is

kind, and in sympathy with the common people,

and has ever been a judge who would not see an

injustice done to the poor plaintiff before him,

however rich and powerful the defendant might

be, and however high the social position of the

defendant’s attorney might be. Although he comes

from Tammany Hall and lives near Wall Street,

the democratic Democrats and insurgent Republi

cans of the country will find ere long that no

power in New York dictates his official action, and

that he is in very truth a Senator of democratic
tastes and a champion of popular rights. He has
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not given great attention to national questions;

he will not become the greatest orator in the Unit

ed States Senate; but for sound judgment, whole

some common sense, and rectitude of purpose, he

will be acknowledged before his term expires, as a

leader in that august body. New York, in my

judgment, has never sent to the United States

Senate a man more independent, or better en

dowed with sound judgment and magnanimity

that James A. O’Gorman.” It is due to Senator

O'Gorman, and also to Mr. Pierce, that we add

that all the information and opinion coming to

us about this new Senator, and much of both has

come from sources commanding our confidence, is

completely in harmony with Mr. Pierce's estimate.

Nor does the fundamental democracy of Senator

O'Gorman’s party Democracy seem to be of recent

growth. His record as far back as the New York

Anti-Monopoly movement of the late seventies

and early eighties, and the Henry George move

ment of the middle eighties, seems to testify

throughout in his favor.

* +

University Economics.

One of the British victims, intellectually, of

that labyrinthine political economy of the uni

versities, which is cribbed, cabined and confined

by those powers of institutional privilege that make

university professors mind their p’s and their q’s,

prints a fruitful remark on the economic writings

of Henry George. In a testy letter to the April

“Land Values,” the single tax organ of Great Brit

ain, he says of Henry George that “the Univer

sity of Cambridge, in common with all other places

where economics are seriously studied, has no use

for his writings—except perhaps as a critical exer

cise.” How old John Milton would have enjoyed

pen-handling that scholar chap! If George's writ

ings are only good for “critical exercise” among

the class of fellows at Cambridge whose bad man

ners drove George himself into exclaiming.

“What's the use of arguing with you well-fed

men º’ why do they not at least give us a “critical

exercise” or two? For instance: George made the

analysis that “land” and “labor” (with “capital”

as a sub-class of labor) are the two factors in pro

duction, and that “rent” and “wages” (with “in

terest” as a sub-class of wages) are the two cate

gories in distribution. What is the matter with

that analysis? Isn’t it sound, even by the test of

a “critical exercise” 2 If not, why not? And if

it is sound, how do the “well-fed men” escape the

inevitable conclusions which, without arguing,

they call “the fallacious arguments of Henry

George” Awaiting the “critical exerciser” who

may “make good” even on that point alone, there

is a rich reward of merit lying around loose some

wheres.

+ +

The “Street Car Hog.”

Every now and again the department of “Let

ters to the Editor” in some one or another of our

newspapers blooms out with verbal assaults upon

the “street car hog”; and occasionally the weary

editorial writer, for want of a better subject, takes

up the refrain. Who is it that they call “street car

hog”? Not the man that sprawls over seats. Not

the man who obstructs passageways. Not the man

who elbows himself into a car already overcrowded.

Not the man who pushes into cars ahead of women

or weaker or older men than himself in order to

grab a seat. The “street car hog” seems to be the

man who, having paid for a seat (after waiting for

it, possibly, while one crowded car after another

went by), is discourteous enough to retain it,

though women or his elders of his own sex who

have come aboard after the seats are all taken, have

to stand.

*

He is discourteous, of course. No one would

do in a drawing room what he does in a street car.

But then drawing room seats are not bought and

sold. Where seats are bought and sold, the rule is

a rule of property rather than one of courtesy.

Is a man a “theatre hog” if he keeps the seat he

has paid for while later comers stand? Is a man

an “automobile hog” if he doesn’t get out and walk

in order to let some one without an automobile

get in and ride? Is a man a “holiday hog” if he

keeps the seat on the reviewing stand which he

has paid for while older men and women of all

ages stand on the curbº Certainly not. Then

why is any man—or boy, for that matter—a “street

car hog” because he doesn’t politely give up the car

seat he has paid for? It is his property for that

ride as truly as if it were worth five dollars in

stead of five cents. If he gives up his property to

another, just as matter of good feeling, we may

applaud his generosity; but if he prefers to keep

his property, who has any right to complain?

Surely not the person who wants it.

*

True enough there is somewhere in this matter

a responsibility to women and old men. But a

little reflection will place the responsibility not

upon owners of seats who refuse to give them away,

but upon street car officials who do business on the

Yerkes theory that “the money is in the straps.”

When the street car business is so conducted as

to call upon seat owners to give up their property
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to other passengers every time they buy a seat, no

one is a “hog” for keeping the seat he buys. If

the street car business were fairly done, and the ap

peal to courtesy were occasional, we are sure that

few persons would sit while weaker or older ones

stood. The real “street car hog” is the manager

who so conducts the street car business as to pack

passengers instead of seating them.

+ +

The Man that Did It.

Mayor Harrison of Chicago is rounding up his

part of the local Democracy to give a complimen

tary banquet (by special request?) to Andrew M.

Lawrence, Mr. Hearst's alter ego. A notable fig

ure in the politics, etc., of New York, Chicago,

and San Francisco, Mr. Lawrence might be an

ideal Harrisonian candidate for Governor of Illi

nois, if–

+ +

The Mystic Shrine.

The amiability of the Masonic order regarding

the reputed Masonic character of the Mystic

Shrine, is one of the problems of life. Mystic

Shriners are indeed Free Masons, but only because

the Shrine makes the membership of the Masonic

order exclusively its own recruiting ground. In

itself, the Shrine is no more a Masonic body, or

any part of the Masonic body, than was the Ku

Klux Klan. It is in fact prejudicial to genuine

Masonry. Drawing its membership from the

“good fellows” of Masonry, whose peculiar type of

“good fellowship” is tried by frequent “black ball”

tests, from initiation in the first Masonic degree

on up to the thirty second, or through the Knights

Templar (also non-Masonic except for its recruit

ing ground), the Mystic Shrine is at the best a sort

of “Jolly Jumbo.” And it may be sometimes

worse. With no serious ideals such as Free Mason

ry has, nor sacred obligations, it is yet excellently

adapted to swinging the influence of the whole

Masonic order in the direction, from time to time,

that a few of the “good fellows” want it swung—

whether in business or in politics. This non

Masonic organization, masquerading as the top

notch of Free Masonry, dries up the vitality of

genuine Free Masonry, lessens its financial ability

to serve its ideals, and diverts its influence from

the service of good citizenship (which is one of its

tenets) to the putting of “Shriner” Masons into

public office for personal reasons. It is an irre

sponsible cabal of picked “good fellows” who may

easily bring Free Masonry into disrepute through

subjecting good citizenship to “Jolly Jumbo” in

fluences.

AN OPEN LETTER TO SEVEN

GOVERNORS.

The newspapers say that the Governors of Min

nesota, North and South Dakota, Montana, Idaho,

Washington and Oregon will meet in Helena, May

3 and 4, to devise a plan to keep American citizens

from going to Canada and to induce them to settle

in the States named above.

That’s a pretty fair-sized job, even for seven

Governors. A Winnipeg dispatch of March 21

says that Immigration Commissioner Walker re

ports that the immigration into Canada “during

the last ten months was 261,000, of which the

United States contributed 102,000.” So in those

ten months Canada got 39 per cent of her immi

gration from the United States.

More than that I found last January, in the

week I spent between Winnipeg and Vancouver,

that good citizens are emigrating to Canada from

every border State west of Indiana. I met some

of them; met a man from Fergus County, Mon

tana, whom I knew when I lived in Montana.

So the problem of the Governors is not only

to get new settlers, but to keep old settlers.

+

It is estimated that the individual citizen is

worth $1,500 to the state. I admit that I

wouldn’t buy a carload of “sorts” at that figure,

but that’s the estimate ; so we have boosted our

“favorable balance of trade” with Canada $102,

000,000 in ten months by exporting citizens,—for

all orthodox protectionists say that an excess of

outgo over income swells the national pocketbook.

From that point of view the Governors are on

the wrong track. If they want real protectionist

prosperity they should swap at the ratio of five

good citizens for one Cree Indian, and thus bank

rupt Canada.

+

I feel a sentimental interest in the coming Gu

bernatorial Immigration Congress at Helena,

chiefly because of my fear that the Governors may

“go too far,” as “we conservative business men”

say, and thus “destroy confidence and paralyze

prosperity.”

What I fear most is that one of the Governors

may accidentally propose a plan that will work,

and thus upset and nullify the schemes and hopes

of the land speculators who are skillfully con

cealed at the bottom of this keep-'em-at-home con

ference. Of course, you Governors don't know

that the real object of your meeting is to help land

speculators by getting flocks of settlers to come
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in and boost the speculative value of land. It’s

just as well that you don't know; if you did know

you might do something rash.

If the $153,000,000 worth of American citizens

who went to Canada in ten months had distributed

themselves evenly over the seven northwestern

States, that would have meant an average of $21,

857,143 worth of citizens to each of those States,

which would have meant great prosperity for land

speculators. I am not objecting to that, but mere

ly stating a fact. We should protect our land

speculators, not because they are an infant indus

try but because they make us work and thus keep

us out of mischief. One way to protect our land

speculators would be to put an export duty on

citizens. Some “radicals” may say that it is bet

ter to offer inducements for them to stay in this

country than to enact restrictive laws; but that

is evidently the wrong way because it is the nat

ural way. We fine men for bringing good things

into the country; why not fine them for taking

good things out? Canada puts an import duty of

$500 apiece on Orientals; why shouldn't we put

an export duty of $1,000 a head on citizens?

The State of Victoria (Australia), is getting set

tlers by supplying 80 per cent of the capital neces

sary to enable the settlers to get settled. So it is

said. That is fine for the land speculators, and the

settlers think it’s good for them ; they pay that

much more for land, but don’t know it. That is

one way the Governors could help the land specu

lators. Another way is to take all the taxes off

land, “which is the basis of all wealth and there

fore should not be taxed,” we are told. Besides,

the higher the taxes are on buildings and other

products of labor, the harder and the longer hours

will men have to work—except land speculators,

who should be exempt from taxation and work;

and the harder the common man has to work, the

less time he has to think of the politicians and

other sins.

+

You may be interested in knowing that those

foolish people in Canada—in Manitoba. Saskat

chewan and Alberta, where most of the American

emigrants are going—don't tax the personal prop

erty and improvements of farmers; and the farm

ers of those Provinces like that plan so much that

a large percentage of them, probably a majority,

favor the single tax on land values. But I may

add that those foolish farmers are in favor of

putting land speculation out of business, and thus

“ruining the country.”

When I was in Calgary, in January, the United

Farmers of Alberta were having a convention.

I heard five speeches made to them by single tax

“cranks”; and (would you believe it?) those

farmers applauded instead of throwing the speak

ers out of the window.

Last fall the farmers of the prairie Provinces

sent 800 of their best men down to Ottawa to tell

Premier Laurier that they wanted free trade and

direct legislation. And when Mr. Laurier asked

them how they would raise the revenue now raised

by the tariff pickpocket game, they didn't hesitate

a minute, but answered: “By the single tax.”

Possibly you Governors won’t be so anxious

about American emigration to Canada when you

know that the departing irethren are saturated

with such crankery. In fact, you will rejoice when

you reflect that if the land speculators are put out

of business in Canada, they will flock to our border

States and add to our prosperity. And then

what will the foolish Canadians do? “The price of

land will be so low that nobody will live on it,”

as the speculators say.

*

You see, I fear that some excited and irresponsi

ble Governor among you seven will breathe so

much of that pure, rarefied Montana air that he

will propose a sensible, workable plan for bringing

settlers into the seven northwestern States. There

may not be much ground for my fear, but no one

knows what a Governor might bring forth. Some

one or more among you may be a prying and in

quisitive Governor, interested in investigating tax

ation, and so have discovered that every farmer

who is not a land speculator would save money if

he were exempt from taxation on his personal prop

erty and improvements and were taxed only on

tle unimproved value of his land.

That has been proved to be true in Oregon;

proved by actual assessment and tax figures.

The farmers want to save money; settlers want

to save money; home owners want to save money.

But if the tax laws are so meddled with that

producers can save money, what on earth will the

land speculators do? Has society a right to de

mand that they go to work and thus upset the

divine law "

+

Of course, if the crooked tax system in vogue in

the seven northwestern States were abolished, and

a sensible tax system adopted, it wouldn’t be

necessary for Governors to meet in Helena or any

where else to devise ways and means to keep

American citizens from going to Canada.

If improved farm land were assessed no higher,

and taxed no higher, than equally good specula

tive land next to it, we should have no such
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thing as “the problem to get settlers.” But that

would mean the awful iniquity of taxing land held

out of use by speculators as high as the unim

proved value of adjacent improved farm land.

That is, the ungrateful people would tax accord

ing to the value that they themselves have added

to the land, and would not tax anything else;

they would actually take for their public purposes

the annual value that they create, and thus in

iquitously deprive land speculators of the “vested

right” to get something for nothing.

*

Perhaps my fears have no foundation. It may

be that you Governors will save the country by

meeting and proposing something that won't work.

W. G. EGGLESTON.

EDITORIAL CORRESPONDENCE

THE SINGLE TAX IN CANADA.”

Winnipeg, Canada, April 18.

Henry George, Jr.'s, word of warning in reference

to Vancouver is opportune. Prior to my residence

in Winnipeg my home was in Vancouver, and for

that reason I feel qualified to speak about condi

tions there.

Since the city adopted the single tax it has bulked

large as an example of an application of the

Georgean theories of taxation, and some of our

friends have made claims too preposterous to go

unchallenged. Vancouver has slums, or at least a

lower quarter—perhaps not so bad as many cities of

no greater population—but at any rate such as should

not be tolerated in any city. Vancouver has many

unemployed at certain seasons of the year, par

ticularly when the logging camps are closed. More

general employment there than in many other cities

is partly due to causes unrelated to taxation of land

values and exemption of improvements, although

some increased employment is due to increased

building activity and general industry which can

be traced directly to exemption from taxation. But

hundreds have gone from Seattle and other coast

cities to Vancouver in search of employment, and

this process must again produce unemployment in

Vancouver. Seventy-five per cent of the working

men of Vancouver may be nominal home-owners;

but I think that figure too high, and I believe strict

investigation would reveal the fact that a large

majority of nominal home owners own only an

equity of from $300 to $1,500 in homes worth from

$2,500 to $3,500. I doubt if there is another city

in the whole Northwest where the price of building

lots of all kinds is as high as in Vancouver. This

is a natural sequence of increased building activity.

Another great factor is the geographical limitations

of the city. On the north and west Vancouver is

bounded by water, and water-front land is naturally

higher in value than other land. From the water

*See The Public for March 31, pages 290, 294.

front the city has grown south and east, instead of

radiating in four directions as in cities where physi

cal conditions do not hamper. There is much

greater demand for land in Vancouver than in Win

nipeg, a city of but little greater population; and

in Vancouver speculators experience much less dif

ficulty in maintaining a land monopoly. Still an

other factor is the fact that many men who accu

mulate a competence on the Canadian prairies re

tire to Vancouver and there invest considerable of

their capital in land. They have “confidence in the

city” and want a portion of the unearned increment.

These conditions must tend to boom land values,

unless the single tax is drastic.

But the application of the single tax to Vancouver

is elementary and diluted. The actual rate of as

sessment upon the selling value of land, as Con

gressman George points out, is only about 15 mills,

or 1% per cent on capital value, which absorbs

only a fraction of annual value. Is it strange that

land values boom in Vancouver, when improvements

are not assessed at all and land value escapes with

11% per cent? Added to rapidly increasing popu

lation, great commercial advantage of location, mild

climate and limited area, so mild an application of

the single tax cannot fail to stimulate all the value

of Vancouver land both normally and speculatively;

and the normal value has in fact been accentuated

by an almost unprecedented era of speculation.

The present degree of the single tax in Vancouver

is not sufficient to be a corrective of land monopoly.

There must be a much larger measure of the socially

created annual value of land. If the people of Van

couver wish to secure the benefit the single tax is

capable of yielding, they will follow up their in

itial action by issuing short term bonds to provide

funds for municipal expenditure, and then increase

assessments on land values to provide for Speedy

bond redemption. This would tend to check the

present era of speculation and would augment gen

eral prosperity in the city.

+

There is absolutely no desire on the part of the

citizens of Vancouver to return to the general prop

erty tax, nor do I think there will be any such dan

ger in the event of depression following upon the

present period of inflation. The people of Van

couver are beginning, through their experiment, to

realize the moral basis of the single tax; and I feel

confident that they will insist upon an increase of

the tax instead of a return to the old system to cure

undesirable conditions.

There is a civic pride in the fact that the city

has attained world prominence as the largest city

to have gone so far in the single tax direction.

This spirit is evident everywhere, and among men

who have never read a word of the Georgean philos

ophy nor so much as heard an intelligible exposi

tion of it. The experiment itself has made them

think, and they are thinking along lines of moral

justification.

I asked a citizen who had got millions in land

speculation and knew nothing of Henry George, how

he liked the single tax? “I like it fine,” was his

reply “But isn't it unfair to tax the man who ºns

a fine house and has plenty of money, no more *
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the poër man who owns a vacant lot?” I queried.

“Never a bit,” was the reply. “It’s only the in

dustry of the man who owns the home, and more

like him, that gives value to the vacant lot. Why

should you tax the industrious man who builds and

gives employment and improves the city?” I agreed.

“Why?”

This is but one of many cases, and while the lim

ited municipal single tax of Vancouver is impotent

to produce the redemptive social reforms we claim

for full application, it is focusing the attention of

many men who would otherwise never stop to think.

After all, they reflect, the man who owns land does

not give value to it.

Whenever you get 100,000 loyal citizens, who

think their town is the best on earth, to arguing

in defense of a departure they have made in munici

pal government, someone is sure to hit the right

reason, and the right reason is the only one that

sticks. In this way the people of Vancouver have

learned, since they acted, that the best of moral

reasons justify the action they took in exempting

industry and taxing land value. Men now see this

whose minds are impervious to abstract philosophy.

Though conditions still exist in Vancouver, which

permit men to obtain value where none is given,

though some men are still getting something for

nothing, and more men are getting nothing for

something, and so long as this state of affairs con

tinues, want and the fear of want with its conse

quent depravity and crime will inevitably follow,

yet the single tax as applied moderately in Van

couver is doing all we ever hoped for so moderate

an application.

+

As for the future of Vancouver and the four west

ern Provinces I cannot positively speak. Men are

thinking, however, and learning.

During the recent session of the Saskatchewan

legislature the attorney general fathered legislation

which enables any city in the Province to adopt

the municipal single tax by four equal annual re

ductions of 25 per cent in the existing assessment

of improvements. This measure was enacted in

response to representations made by the municipal

councils of the cities of Prince Albert, Saskatoon

and Regina. Four years hence those cities will no

doubt have joined Vancouver, Victoria, Edmonton

and the other cities where the single tax is now

moderately in use.

Buildings and improvements are exempt from tax

ation in all rural and farming districts in Manitoba,

Saskatchewan and Alberta. This is the widest ap

plication of the principle existing anywhere in the

world. All our western cities seem to be on the

verge of adopting the municipal single tax.

The next logical step would seem to be the shift

ing of Provincial taxation to the land values basis.

This will involve a big fight with the railways,

the land companies and the other intrenched inter

ests, and our object can no doubt be accomplished

best and most expeditiously through the agency of

the Initiative. Direct Legislation is not upon our

statute books yet, but it is coming. The farmers

have said so. The innings of the Interests will

soon be over.

Canadian farmers are discussing the single tax

and reading about it, not the mere superficial single

tax, but the kind that has teeth. Their leaders are

advocating it. The farmers also know what should

be done to the protective tariff. They ought to—

they know what it has done to them. In the mean

time what better can the people of America do—

without distinction as to Provincial, State or inter

national boundary lines—than to support William

S. U"Ren and his coadjutors in the momentous fight

they are making in Oregon? Anyone who has read

the draft of the law to be submitted by Initiative

petition to the electors of the respective counties

of that State in the autumn of 1912, and knowing

the situation there, cannot fail to grasp the import

of the fight. U'Ren suggests the single tax, pure

and unadulterated. If he wins, the way out will be

easier for all of us.

ROBERT L. SCOTT.

+ + +

THE SINGLE TAX IN NEW SOUTH

WALES.

Sydney, Feb. 15.

The second general election for aldermen under

the local government Act" held on the 28th of Janu

ary, might be supposed to have been affected by the

almost universal adoption of placing local taxation

entirely on land values. In fact, however, in a vast

majority of places this question was not an issue in

any sense. It is generally recognized now as the

right thing to raise local revenue from the unim

proved value of the land alone. Our task, then, was

comparatively easy. We had only to pay attention

to a few places where full advantage has not yet

been taken of the law.

At Prospect and Sherwood the three worst op

ponents of this policy were defeated. Also at Lane

Cove, a doubtful place which had for three years chal

lenged the energies of our local friends to back up

friendly aldermen in the Council. At Woollahra an

alderman who recently proposed taxes on improve

ment values, was defeated, and a land value taxer

elected in his stead. In various other places old op

ponents were rejected.

+

The place that has given us most trouble is North

Sydney. It is the largest municipality outside the

“City,” in the State. The aldermen were an intense

ly conservative lot. They hated the new Act. Like

all conservatives, they believed in a borrowing pol

icy, and (outside the “City”) had the largest debt in

the State. Some of the most vicious examples of

land monopoly in the metropolitan area are in North

Sydney, and the aldermen appeared to think that it

was their bounden duty to nurse them. In 1908 they

decided to levy entirely on unimproved values at

3%d. in the pound, but they made it clear that they

were against the principle. They really wished to im

pose an “additional general rate” on improved values,

but feared the referendum poll.

Now it is well known that cunning lawyers may

find a loophole in the best of laws. Our Local Gov.

*See The Public, volume xiii. page 1085.
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ernment Act was no exception to that general rule.

The aldermen found that under it they could impose

a “loan” rate for the payment of interest and the re

payment of principal without a referendum vote. So

in 1909, instead of again imposing the 3%d. rate on

land values, they reduced it to 2%d. and imposed a

loan rate of 0.35d. on improved values. We made a

protest, but having no power to demand a referen

dum, were helpless.

In 1910 the rates were put at 2%d. for land values

and 0.33d. for improvement values. I tried to rouse

the local people but failed. It is a hard place to

work. But as the time for election drew on I issued

two leaflets and held a number of open-air meetings.

The effect was good. The aldermen against us were

reduced from 11 to 4, to 8 to 7 in our favor. But a

majority of one was too narrow, especially as one

or two men on our side were rather doubtful. One

of them was absent when the question of imposing

the tax came on. Then one of the other side came

round to our view, saying he was convinced that the

people wanted rating on land values only; but one

on our side deserted, giving a bogus reason for do

ing so. That made the voting equal, and the Mayor

gave his casting vote in favor of taxing improve

ments. If the absent man returns in time and votes

straight it may be possible to prevent the rate being

confirmed, but this is doubtful.

Our agitation has had the effect here of reducing

the rate on improvement values. The rates for

1911 are 3%d. in the pound on unimproved values

and ºd. in the pound on improved values.

We are certain to win in the long run even in

North Sydney.

+

The municipalities and shires of New South Wales

that raise local revenues from the taxation of land

values—all that I am yet able to give figures for,

and it is not a picked list—number 46. Their rates

vary from half a penny to 5% pence in the pound

of capital value. In one (Redfern), the rate is 51% :

in two, it is 5; in four, it is 4%; in five, it is four;

in sixteen, it is 3; in ten, it is 2; in five, it is 1.

The list comprises thickly populated suburban dis

tricts, country towns, and sparsely populated rural

districts, which we call “shires.” There are five

municipalities that levy local taxes on “improved

values,” meaning the value of land and improvements

taken together—“real estate” taxation as I under

stand you would call it in the United States.

So you see that almost all local taxation in New

South Wales is entirely on land values, except the

“City” portion of the metropolis. And this was one

of the main factors in starting a great building boom

over three years ago, of which there is no sign of

slackening.

+

The procedure adopted by a Council in imposing

local taxation is simple. First of all the aldermen

consider the estimates for the year. They then con

sider how the money is to be raised. Thereupon

the Town Clerk advertises the result, which must

be confirmed within a month. Notices are then sent

to landowners to pay. Following is an exact copy

of one of these advertisements, published in the

“Daily Telegraph” February 14, 1911:

Municipality of Randwick.

Estimates for the financial year ending December 31st,

1911, under Section 142 of the Local Govern

ment Act of 1906-7-8.

Notice is hereby given that at a duly constituted

meeting of the Council of the above Municipality held

on February 7, 1911, the following estimates were sub

mitted to the Council in pursuance of the above Act, and

duly approved, viz.:

Amount of proposed expenditure out of the Gen

eral Fund, to which the proceeds of the rate are

to be carried . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . £28,548

Amount in hand available for such expenditure . . . 17 3

Amount of other revenue likely to be available. . . 6,153

Amount required to be raised by the rate for

such expenditure (net) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

The total unimproved capital value of the Mu

nicipality is . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,364,518

It is proposed to raise the required amount by making

and levying a general rate of 4d. in the £ on the unim

proved capital value of all rateable land within the

Municipality.

22,222

ERNEST. H. STRACHAN,

Town Clerk.

Town Hall, Randwick, Feb. 13. 1911.

When a Council wishes to levy other rates, the

procedure is similar, but it has also to set out clearly

that a poll may be demanded except in the case of

a “loan” rate, as in North Sydney.

I have endeavored to describe what is being done

in New South Wales, so that the reader may com

pare it readily with what is done in his own town

or district. He cannot go wrong in heartily support

ing the New South Wales plan.

+

We are determined upon taxing unimproved values

alone in the “City”—Sydney—and to get the amend

ments in the local Government Act necessary to

finally settle the whole question of local taxation for

all time.

A deputation has waited upon the Minister for

Public Works, the Hon. Arthur Griffith, and made

among others the following requests (the term

“rates” meaning local taxes), to which Mr. Griffith

responded sympathetically:

Make occupied Crown lands in the City rateable in the

same way as in the suburbs and country. Present occu

pied Crown lands in the City are rateable on the rental

value, but not on the unimproved value.

Make rating on unimproved values compulsory, or

allow a poll in all cases on the same lines as the Local

Government Act provided in respect of “additional gen

eral,” “special,” and “local" rates. At present a loan

rate for interest and sinking fund may be imposed on

improved values without a poll being allowed, as has

been done in the case of North Sydney.

Land occupied for railway purposes to be rateable.

No exemption or partial exemption in the case of land

used for private school purposes.

Effective voting for city, municipal. and shire elections.

Probably there is not one local council in the State that is

truly representative of the electors, because of the evil

effects of bunching, throwing votes away, etc., whereas

proportional representation would enable every man to

vote in a straightforward way, and the result would be

representative in the fullest sense.

A public valuation of lands for all purposes-local.

State and Federal, on the lines of the New Zealand Act.

A. G. H.U.I.E.
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refer to volumes and pages of The Public for earlier

information on the same subject.

Week ending Tuesday, April 25, 1911.

Correction.

In an effort to place Congressman McDermott

of Illinois right on the record of his vote on the

election of United States Senators in last week's

issue at page 369, we made a slip which, but for

the context, would make him appear to have voted
<< **

no.” Congressman McDermott voted “yes.”

•k ºr

In Congress.

By the tremendous vote of 265 to 89, the lower

house adopted the Canadian reciprocity agreement

on the 21st, the negative vote being cast by 10

Democrats and 79 Republicans. The American

Protective Tariff League had lobbied against the

measure. [See current volume, p. 369.]

+

A report of exceptional interest and value was

brought into the House on the 19th by Chairman

Underwood, of the ways and means committee. It

proposes and explains and argues for an extension

of the tariff free list, which, as the report states,

would reduce the tariff revenue, calculated on the

basis of last year's importations, only $10,016,495,

while effecting great saving to the people over the

disadvantages now caused by trusts.

+

The House resolution for amending the Consti

tution so as to provide for the election of United

States Senators by direct vote of the people, was re

ferred on the 17th to the judiciary committee of

the Senate. Its opponents had previously man

aged, with the aid of Vice President Sherman, to

refer it to the committee on privileges and elec

tions; but as soon as this was discovered by the

Senate, the resolution was recalled and sent to

the proper committee. [See current volume, p.

369.] -

-

-

+ º

The Lorimer Case.

A witness before the Helm legislative committee

of Illinois, which is considering the Lorimer case,

testified on the 20th that C. F. Wiehe, secretary

and director of the Edward Hines Lumber Com

pany, told him, the witness, that he, Wiehe, had

subscribed $10,000 to the corruption fund for the

election of Senator Lorimer. The name of this

witness is William Burgess. Edward Tilden, of

the beef trust, and George Benedict and William

('. Cummings, Chicago bankers, refused on the

25th to appear before the Helm committee, in

obedience to subpoenas, and the committee asked

the Senate to bring them before it for contempt.

|See current volume, p. 346.]

+ +

Direct Legislation in Illinois.

At a hearing of the Chicago committee before

the House judiciary committee at Springfield,

Illinois, on the 19th, the speakers were Charles

E. Merriam, Howard Taylor, George E. Hooker,

Andrew M. Lawrence, Robert Catherwood and

George E. Cole. The measure was adopted unani

mously on the 20th by the Senate. As thus adopt

ed the amendment proposes that a majority vote

of all voting on an Initiative or Referendum

measure shall be decisive. [See current volume,

pp. 298, 301.]

+ +

Representative Government in Michigan.

One of the last acts of the upper house of the

Michigan legislature, which adjourned April 19,

was to kill the joint resolution submitting to the

electors of the State a Constitutional amendment

incorporating the Initiative, Referendum and Re

call. The resolution had passed the lower house

by it) to 16: and, though it received a majority

vote in the Senate, it failed to get the needed two

thirds. Friends of direct legislation predict that

the matter will be pressed again at the next ses

sion of the legislature—two years hence, when its

legislative opponents will have been left at home

in the elections wherein this will be one of the

issues and candidates will be pledged. The fav

orable vote at the session just closed was much

larger than two years ago. Not even a majority

voted favorably then.

+

A commission with ample money and authority

has been appointed to make a physical valuation

of the mining property in the upper peninsula,

for taxation purposes. The attempt to pass a

measure taxing the output of the mines failed,

though backed by the State Grange, which, with

its 50,000 members, is a power in Michigan.

+ +

The Los Angeles Explosion.

John J. McNamara, secretary-treasurer of the

International Association of Bridge and Struc

tural Iron Workers, was arrested on the 22nd at the

Association's headquarters in Indianapolis, charged

with murder in Los Angeles, in connection with

the destruction of the Los Angeles Times build

ing. James McNamara, his brother, was arrested

in Detroit April 12th, charged with the same mur

der and held in secret custody in Chicago until

-
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the 22nd. Ortie E. McManigle was arrested in

Detroit, with James McNamara, charged with

the same murder and held in secret custody in

Chicago until the 22nd. They were all extradited

on the 22nd by Governor Deneen, of Illi

nois, for trial at Los Angeles. John J. Mc

Namara has been extradited from Indiana

by Governor Marshall, but his brother and Mc

Manigle had been brought from Michigan to Chi

cago without extradition but with their own con

sent, as the newspapers report. They are ar

rested as the result, as reported, of the detective

work of William J. Burns, the noted secret service

agent of the United States, who has established a

private detective agency at Chicago. The newspa

per reports are as yet too theatrical regarding the

evidence of crime and the details of the arrests to

be worthy of much credence. Samuel Gompers and

other labor leaders denounce the secret extraditions

and the arrests without warrant, as kidnaping, and

express their belief that the persons arrested are the

innocent victims of a capitalistic “frame-up” by

private detectives. A grand jury investigation

has been started in Indianapolis, and on magis

trates' warrants four men' have been arrested for

kidnaping J. J. McNamara. One of the warrants

is out against Burns. The men arrested are

Walter Drew (lawyer for the National Erectors’

Association, an employers' union), A. F. Badorf

(his assistant), W. J. Ford (assistant district at

torney at Los Angeles), and Frank Fox (a chauf

fer). Congressman Victor Berger introduced on

the 25th a resolution for a Congressional investiga

tion. [See vol. xiii, pp. 1131, 1233.]

+ +

Tom L. Johnson Memorial Meeting in Cincinnati.

Some of the most prominent men of Cincinnati

spoke at the Johnson Memorial meeting, conducted

by H. S. Bigelow at the People's Church on the

evening of Sunday, the 16th. The speakers were

Judge F. N. Gorman, Public Prosecutor Harry T.

Hunt, Ex-Senator Arthur Espy, Prescott Smith.

Walter Burch, and Stanley Bowdle. A crowd that

packed the hall attended. Judge Gorman spoke

of Johnson's never flagging enthusiasm for reform

along the basic principles of his great leader and

inspirer, Henry George. Mr. Hunt, in a personal

reminiscence, told how his suspicions that Johnson

had selfish ambitions were entirely swept away

after he had met him and had watched his work

at Columbus. Another side of Mr. Johnson's char

acter was described by Mr. Burch—his unerring

judgment of men, his ability to choose the right

kind of lieutenant and co-worker which were

shown in the men he gathered around him in

Cleveland, and later when in taking an active part

in Cincinnati politics he picked out two of the

true stalwarts—Daniel Kiefer and H. S. Bigelow

—to represent him and the principles he stood for.

Separation of Church and State in Portugal.

The newly established Republic of Portugal de

creed the separation of church and state last Octo

ber, and the cabinet has now arranged the details

of the separation, according to a dispatch of the

19th. Among the provisions summarized in the

dispatch are the following:

The state concedes entire liberty of all creeds, the

Catholic creed ceasing to be the state religion from

the date of the promulgation. The beneficed clergy

will continue to receive stipends until July 1, after

which they will receive pensions. The property nec

essary for public worship will be ceded to the clergy

free of cost. All the clergy now engaged in religious

work will continue as hitherto, but all others must

obtain authorization. All religious property which is

proved to belong to private individuals will be re

spected. British and other foreign seminaries will

be allowed to remain, but persons connected with

the seminaries will not be allowed in the streets in

clerical garb. As the Catholic will no longer be the

state religion, priests may marry. In case of death

pensions will revert to the parents, widow, or chil

dren.

|See current volume, page 109.]

+ +

The British Lords' Veto.

The true meaning of the cabled report of King

George's message of the 3rd to the House of Lords,

is cleared up by the London papers. It was a

shrewd move by the Liberals in the game the Lords

are playing. On the 22nd of February, Lord Lans

downe, the Tory leader in the House of Lords, an

nounced his intention of introducing a bill for

“amending the constitution” of that house. The

matter was next brought to public attention on

the 28th of March, when Lord Lansdowne made

another announcement. This was to the effect that

he would not produce his bill for amending the

constitution of the House of Lords until after the

16th of April; but that meanwhile he would move

an address to the King petitioning the King's as

sent to the introduction of a bill limiting the royal

prerogatives and powers “in so far as they relate

to the creation of peerages” and the issue of writs

to the Lords “to attend and sit and vote in the

House of Lords.” This address and an affirmative

response was a necessary preliminary to the an-

nounced bill, apparently intended for depriving the

King of the power to make new Lords and of

the power to ignore the House of Lords in calling

Parliament together. On the 30th Lord Lansdowne

moved the adoption of his Lords' address to the

King and it was adopted. Lord Morley, the Liber

al leader in the Lords, had announced on behalf

of the Ministry that they would advise the King

to assent, but he made these definite reservations:

(a) The Government's acceptance of the motion

is entirely without prejudice to any advice they may

offer the Crown on a future occasion; (b) there is no

intention whatever on the part of the Government to
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consent to any postponement of the proposals em

bodied in the Parliament bill.

It was in answer to this address, and in accordance

with the advice of the Ministry, that the King on

the 3rd replied that it was his desire that his pow

ers in the respects named in the address “should

not stand in the way of the consideration by Parlia

ment of any measure that may be introduced at the

present session on the subject of the constitution

of the House of Lords.” The effect of this tactical

move of the Ministry in response to Lansdowne is

that Lord Lansdowne will now be forced to in

troduce his Lords’ reform bill, on which, according

to Lord Rosebery, the Tory party is not united, or

else be forced to abandon it and submit quietly

to the veto measure now under consideration in

the Commons. [See current volume, page 322.]

*

At the session of the House of Lords on the 29th

Lord Lansdowne notified Balfour of Burleigh that

his Referendum bill must not pass, although fur

ther debate would be allowed, saying:

I think Lord Balfour's bill lends itself too much to

the suspicion that it might produce appeals to the

people more frequently than we desire, and more

frequently than would be desirable in the public in

terest. In my view, we should look to the Referen

dum finally and mainly as a quite exceptional meas

ure for the purpose of putting an end to a persistent

difference of opinion between the two Houses and a

persistent difference of opinion with regard to im

portant subjects. If my noble friend will

forgive me for making the suggestion, I cannot help

thinking that the best thing that could happen for

the cause of the Referendum in which he and I are

both alike interested would be that we should take

a full and, I hope, prolonged discussion upon it, but

that he should, for the present at any rate, avoid

asking us to say “Aye” or “No” to the second read

ing of his bill as it stands. I cannot help feeling that

to him, as well as to all of us, a few weeks' delay

may not be without advantage.

[See current volume, pp. 229, 344.]

+

In the House of Commons the Lords' veto bill

is still under discussion, the Tories fighting its

progress with nullifying amendments. The debate

on one of these brought out a blazing speech from

Asquith. It was over an amendment excluding

home rule from the operation of the bill, which

would have left power in the Lords to veto the

Irish home rule bill. To this amendment Mr. As

quith aroused the enthusiasm of the progressives on

the 20th by saying that the veto bill is simply a

means to an end, and one of the ends contemplated

is the passage of a home rule bill over the oppo

sition of the House of Lords. “This outspoken

declaration,” says T. P. O'Connor, in the Chicago

Tribune of the 23rd, “in favor of home rule and

a final and irrevocable pledge to introduce it next

year, produced an immense sensation in the House

of Commons. When Asquith had finished the Lib

erals cheered themselves hoarse. The Irish joined

in and Asquith was declared universally to have

made the greatest speech of his entire career.” The

Tory amendment proposing to exclude home rule

from the operation of the Veto bill was defeated

on the 24th by 284 to 190. The Labor party

joined their votes with those of the Liberals and

the Irish, their leader, J. Ramsay MacDonald,

making a strong speech against the amendment

and in favor of home rule. Another important

amendment, that the abolition of the Lords' veto

should not apply to the Crown's prerogatives, was

defeated, also on the 24th, by 273 to 169. The

attorney general opposed it in behalf of the minis

try by saying that the security of the Crown rests

on the loyalty of the people, and it would be an

evil day for the Crown if it depended for existence

upon the Lords' veto. [See current volume, p.

181.]

NEWS NOTES

—The third biennial convention of the National

Women's Trade Union League will open in Boston,

June 12. [See vol. xii, p. 970.]

—At municipal elections in Illinois on the 18th

four Socialist mayors were elected—for Granite City,

Grafton, O'Fallon and Davis, respectively. [See cur

rent volume, p. 349.]

—Congressman Victor Berger (Socialist) present

ed to the lower house of Congress on the 21st a peti

tion with 90,000 signatures opposing the presence of

American troops on the Mexican border.

—At the congress of the Daughters of the Ameri

can Revolution in Washington last week, Mrs.

Matthew T. Scott of Illinois was re-elected President

General, to serve for the next two years. [See vol.

xii, p. 419.]

—The little city of New Westminster, British Co

lumbia, voted on the 13th by 428 to 98 to follow the

example of Vancouver by exempting all real estate

improvements from taxation. [See current volume,

pp. 290, 294.]

—The plague has been stamped out in northern

China, and nearly so in Manchuria, according to a

cable from Bishop Jas. W. Blashford of the Methodist

Episcopal church, received in New York on the 22nd.

[See current volume, p. 324.]

—Moroccan tribes are in revolt against the Sultan

Mulai Hafid, and the capital at Fez is threatened.

French troops and the forces of the Sultan, all under

command of a French officer, Capt. Bremond, are on

their way to the relief of Fez. [See current volume,

p. 36.]

—Chas. Frederick Adams is to lecture under the

auspices of the Henry George Lecture Association

(536 South Dearborn St., Chicago), on May 1 at

Grand Forks (N. D.), May 2 at Virden (Man.), May 3

at Regina (Sask.), May 4 at Moose Jaw (Sask.), May
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5 at Medicine Hat (Alta.), and May 7, 8 and 9 at Cal

gary (Alta.).

–By direction of the Philippines Assembly, Speak

er Champ Clark and other Democrats of the House

of Representatives who have taken an interest in

the Philippines, have been invited by Manuel L.

Quezon, Philippine delegate to the United States Con

gress, to visit the Islands as guests of the Filipinos.

[See vol. xiii, p. 1073.]

—The first public report ever made by the Pull

man Palace Car Company was filed at Washington

on the 16th with the Interstate Commerce Commis.

sion. It shows that the original capital stock of $1,.

250,000 has been increased by stock dividends during

the past fifty years to $120,000,000—a profit, over

and above all cash dividends, of nearly $100 for every

$1 of investment.

—Prof. James Rowland Angell, head of the depart

ment of psychology and dean of the senior colleges

at the University of Chicago, was appointed on the

20th as successor to George E. Vincent as dean of

the faculties of arts, literature, and science; and As

sociate Professor Charles E. Merriam, recently Re

publican candidate for mayor of Chicago, was made

a full professor in the department of political sci

ence. [See vol. xiii, p. 1214; current volume, p. 347.]

—A five days' armistice for the discussion of pro

posals of peace between the Mexican Government

and the revolutionists, affecting the district west of

Chihuahua, and between Chihuahua and Juarez, was

signed on the 23d at El Paso by General

for the revolutionists, and General Navarro, in com

mand of the Federal forces at Juarez, The central

government, however, has declined to accept the

armistice until the documents are actually in hand at

the City of Mexico. [See current vol., p. 369.]

-

PRESS OPINIONS

Tom L. Johnson.

The Kansas Commoner (dem. Dem.), Apr. 13.−

Tom Johnson's principles—taxation of land values—

if put into execution, would end the reign of plu

tocrary forever. This is why it fought him, and all

his policies, even to his death. What this country

needs is more men like Tom L. Johnson to fight the

battles of the common man.

+

The (Indiana) New Era (dem. Dem.), Apr. 15.

The death of Tom L. Johnson is a loss to the coun

try that but few can appreciate. But his fall sounds

no retreat for that great movement struggling for

true liberty and exact justice. The broken ranks

will be closed and the memory of his exalted life and

untimely death will but give power to the cause of

making love the rule of life. -

+

The Boston Post (ind. Dem.), April 12.-Perhaps

Tom Johnson failed temporarily, if the loss of

money, the defeat of loved projects and an early

passing from earth be considered failure. But the

influence for good wielded by this big-hearted, whole

Madero

souled friend of mankind will long live on. He

showed the world what was admitted to be the best

city government this country has known, and the

lessons from his efforts will some day be appraised

at a still higher value than they are now.

+

The Boston Common (ind.), April 15.--Tom John

son, dead, begins to receive some part of the recogni

tion withheld from him while he was striving to

realize his great vision of what the modern city

ought to be. It seems but yesterday that the retain

ers of privilege were directing at him their most con

temptuous epithets—“blatherskite” and “demagogue”

the least of them. For daring to challenge the ex

ploiting class; for venturing to establish as the

standard of city government the welfare of the com

mon man, he was accorded the invariable lot of

prophets—he was persecuted and reviled. . . -

In one city he beat a conspiracy of privilege to its

knees, put an administration by experts in place of

one by rings, and was the first of leading Americans

to bring into the average mind a conception of what

democratic opportunity in a city may be—and these

were great feats achieved by incredible toil and

sacrifice.

+ +

The Referendum in Great Britain.

The (London) Daily News (Lib.), March 29–Yes

terday's debate was memorable for a profound and

brilliant exposure by Lord Morley of the fatal and

revolutionary character of the Referendum proposal.

“It weakens the House of Commons; it weakens the

House of Lords; it does a great deal to abolish the

representative system; and it affects our cabinet

system.” That in one pregnant sentence summarises

the meaning of the Referendum. It is worth noting

that those who commend the Referendum cite its

success in Switzerland and the United States. Neither

the American States nor Switzerland have govern

ment by a Cabinet responsible to a Parliamentary

majority. Their systems are utterly different; so

that the very models pointed to confirm the truth

that the Referendum would revolutionize the British

Constitution from top to bottom.

+ +

Abolish the Slums.

Boston Common (ind.), March 11.-Addressing the

Woman's National Single Tax League, E. W. Oyster

recently exhibited a map of Washington, D. C., show

ing the many “blind” alleys which Jacob Riis once

labeled the worst slums he knew, and affirmed that,

had the single tax been applied 10 years ago, the

capital city would today be slumless. This was

merely a statement of opinion; but experience with

the tax on land values tends to verify it.

+ +

The Old Order Passeth.

The (South Bend, Ind.) New Era (ind.), March 11.

—The old political order changes. New party lines

are being drawn, and just now no one can foretell

what the lineup of the New Congress will be. All

is confusion and uncertainty. The President stands

amid the wreckage of the old political order casting
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about for help to carry out his governmental plans.

If he is to succeed he must advocate things for the

public welfare. The atmosphere at Washington is

favorable to the success of legislation tending to

make the load of the common man more easy. For

a time at least the representatives of the interests

are demoralized. President Taft is in position to

make himself a national leader instead of a party

leader.

+ •F

The Oregon Plan.

The Rural New Yorker (ind.).—If we were to be

lieve the politicians and “influential papers” we

should conclude that the Oregon idea of direct

primaries and rule of the plain people was a miser

able failure. We do not believe them, but get our

information from farmers. . . . When the common

people are earnestly feeling their way along in an

experiment in self-government how the politicians

do like to point at them with scorn and ridicule! It

will work out right. Thº thing to do first is to kill

off every politician who is identified with the old

system. Far better make some mistake in selecting

inferior men at first rather than give a single inch

to the methods of the old gang. Keep this up and

time will bring things right. Oh, for such a system

in New York State, where our people could smash

the bosses and the crooks until they looked like the

San Jose scale under a coat of lime-sulphur! On

the whole the present struggle of corporation law

yers and politicians at Albany is a good thing. It

shows people what they must stand for under the

present system of in-direct nominations. With the

Oregon plan such a condition would be impossible.

+ +

The Single Tax and Civic Sanity.

The Boston Common (ind.), March 18.—Hous

ton, Texas, had recently an interesting municipal

election. Houston has the commission plan of gov

ernment. Mayor Rice was unopposed, but J. Z.

Gaston, chairman of the finance committee, was

beaten for re-election by J. J. Pastoriza, a retired

publisher and ardent single taxer, because he re

ſused to tell the people how much, if any, interest

the city had received from the banks on city de

posits. Mr. Pastoriza, years ago, bought for $500

a lot then far from the city and built on it a “log

cabin” wigwam, in which he has been holding meet

ings to discuss the single tax. That lot is now sur

rounded by beautiful suburban homes, and is rated

as worth $4,700—more than 800 per cent “unearned

increment;” an object lesson he is apt to emphasize.

He was not elected because he is a single taxer,

but he has succeeded in getting Houston to assess

land values and improvements separately, with the

result that improvements are being assessed lightly

and land values heavily; and he hopes to live to

see his city using for city purposes some of the

community-earned increase in land values which

now find its way exclusively into private pockets.

There are other men in other cities who have the

same hope.

+ + +

“Everything comes to him who waits,” mused the

man in a restaurant; “but it comes cold,”—Life.

RELATED THINGS

contRIBUTIONS AND REPRINT

- A LEADER STILL.

To the Memory of Tom L. Johnson.

For The Public.

Thou art not dead:

Thy hand still wields the scorpion whip

That drives from out the temple door

The shameless, greedy, grafting hordes

That fain would suck the people's blood

And greater grow on their despoil.

Thou art not dead:

Thy spirit freed from earth-bound clogs,

Nor hampered more by bonds of flesh,

Now leads, and ever more will lead

The marching ranks of Freedom's hosts

To victories more and more sublime.

Thou art not dead:

The same strong soul that made thee great

Now animates a million forms;

The same great love that filled thy soul

Blooms fresh and pure in every land

And fruitage bears o'er all the world.

Thou art not dead:

O gentle Spirit, lead us on

Till Mercy, Justice, Love, and Truth,

Shall rule the hearts and lives of men

And guide in ways of equity,

The workings of a new-born state.

C. J. BUELL.

+ + +

A MAN OF THE PEOPLE.

Herbert S. Bigelow at the Memorial Service in Cin

cinnati, April 16, for Tom L. Johnson.

There was no pageant to attract the crowd. Only

a squad of mounted police, a hearse and a few

carriages. But the body of Tom Johnson was in

that hearse, and two hundred thousand people

stood in the rain.

A whole city full of people. Block on block of

them; mile on mile. It was an amazing outpour

ing of the populace. But it was more than that.

What was written that day in the face of the

crowd was more remarkable than the crowd itself.

It was the way that the manner of the crowd

changed as we proceeded down town from the aris

tocratic section to the poorer districts.

It was unmistakable that as the dwellings be

came more humble the red eyes in the crowd began

to multiply. As the homes of the poor were ap

proached and signs of poverty appeared, the emo

tion of the crowd deepened manifestly and the

growing numbers assumed the character of genu
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ine mourners. The common people wept as he

passed. * -

Then of a sudden, in those hushed streets, we

heard the tolling of a bell. It was the bell of

the Catholic Cathedral. The great belfry spoke as

the hearse drew near. It tolled out a city's grief.

It sounded forth a city’s praise. -

Tom Johnson was a Protestant. But the silent

multitude stood with uncovered heads and for

gotten creeds.

Here was a man who had been obedient unto his

heavenly vision. Here was a man who had fought

a good fight, who had kept the faith. Here was a

man of splendid endowments and great riches,

who had turned aside to serve the cause of free

dom and justice among men. In this service he

lost his fortune. His malady, too, was due to the

overtax of his stupendous labors. He literally

gave his life and all that he had in as holy a

cause as men ever knew.

What then was the meaning of that cathedral

bell? Our Protestant hearts were deeply touched.

For the august cathedral seemed to bend in ac

knowledgment of the glory of this life and the

sacredness of its devotion to the city's good.

The bier of Tom Johnson had become our com

mon shrine, where, not as Catholics and Protest

ants, but as the united children of God, we came

to honor his valiant soul and to rejoice and grieve

together.
+ + +

TOM L. JOHNSON AS A LOVER OF

MEN.

Stanley E. Bowdle at the Memorial Service in Cin

cinnati, April 16, for Tom L. Johnson.

Twenty centuries have passed since the resurrec

tion, and to-day the record of the event seems to

inspire us to purchase millinery simply.

Few seem to be inspired with the thought that

we individually and nationally need to rise from

the dead—not hereafter, but Now. Yet this was

precisely the idea—the only idea—taught and

intended to be taught by the life, death and resur

rection of the Christ.

The epistle for the day throughout Christendom

contains this idea, in the striking philosophic

words of Paul: “If ye then be risen with Christ,

seek those things that are above.” To Paul's

mind Christianity was a process of burying the old

ideas, the old life, and germinating the new life,

and acquiring the new mind. Yet strangely

enough, here in America, as Oscar Wilde well

said, “the greatest treason is a new governmental

idea.” Strange this is, because Christianity is

essentially a new idea, a new life, a new mind.

“A new commandment I give unto you, that

ye love one another.” This is the essence of Chris

tianity—that love, which as Paul said, “worketh

no ill to the neighbor”; the love that makes a gov

ernmental environment for the neighbor, so just,

so equal, so economically fair that public charity

is no longer necessary, penitentiaries are less popu

lous. That new commandment has energized every

reformer the world has known. As Swedenborg

puts it: “Though men do not know it, love is the

life of the world.” He had no particular refer

ence to conjugal love; he meant that whatever

good has come to man, whatever changes have

come to his government, all has been the result of

love. Some men have loved their brethren better

than themselves, and have toiled at thankless tasks,

and ascended, as all such have been compelled to

ascend, a Calvary. Such a man was Tom John

son. I don’t know what he thought of Jesus, but

I do know what he thought of that new command

ment.

Some years ago, while residing for a consider

able period in Mexico, I found myself in a rural

tram car going out of Guadalajara to visit a

friend on a great Mexican farm. I fell into con

versation with a man opposite, telling him how

much I enjoyed the country, and above all what

I thought of the climate. My wretched Spanish

seemed to attract a poor fellow close by. As we

reached the end of the journey I started to walk

the remaining mile, when that same fellow came

up and said: “Pardon me, sir, but in speaking of

my country I am glad you confined your admira

tion to the climate, for that is all we have. There

is no justice here. There is no proper evolution.

And all this is due to the fact that the land here

is owned by the few. The many are slaves. The

farm you are going to visit has side lines forty-five

miles long. Mexico is approaching revolution be

cause of this. Your countryman, Henry George,

comprehended the land question.” With this he

was gone.

This brief statement by a humble Mexican who

owned nothing but his ragged clothes, startled me,

chagrined me, for I had not read Henry George.

Since then I have read him. I can comprehend

something of the love of humanity that wrote

those works. That love of man, George passed on

to Johnson, who was his chief disciple in America.

“A new commandment I give unto you, that

ye love one another”—here was the great principle

integrated into the Christ life. That great princi

ple is today in countless ways being integrated in

to our national life by the toilsome, thankless

work of a few men—men of liberty, men of love.

Tom Johnson was one of these.

Judge Gorman has spoken of the curious charm

of the works of Mr. George. What he has writ

ten holds us. The charm of his books, like the

charm of the books of Edmond Kelly, the distin

guished lawyer and sociologist, is that the hand of

love wrote them. And we are here to-night com

memorating the life of Tom Johnson because his

life was touched by the same noble spirit; because
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he, with them, comprehended the new command

ment, belonging to the resurrectionary order, given

by the Christ—“A new commandment I give un

to you, that ye love one another.”

+ + +

“STRONG OF HEART.”

One of the last messages of Tom L. Johnson was: “Tell

the boys to be strong of heart.”

He who lived the faith superbly, safe at last from

Storm and stress, -

Finds release from weary marches, finds surcease

from battle-press;

Give him of the passing moments, one,—for love can

do no less!

He was human! He had failings!

man We knew,

Strong above them to the Duty that its load insistent

threw

On the shoulders of the Leader who dared rise and

trust the True.

Rose the buoyant

Aye! the load he bore was heavy, and the foe he met

was strong;

Ranged its eager ranks about him; howled the rab

ble, jeered the throng,

Calm the man's supreme insistence that the Right

outweights the Wrong!

So he comes to us sword-shattered from the field of

fallen Gain,

Broken, in our service dying, fails the heart with

out a stain,

And the vanquished is the Victor!

- - - - - - - - - - - - lives again!

—Hugh J. Hughes in Farm, Stock & Home.

+ + +

J. J. PASTORIZA.”

Another of the numerous Single Tax advocates

who have come into the public service because they

represent this growing principle of social prog

ress, is J. J. Pastoriza, of Houston, Texas. Mr.

Pastoriza made a strenuous primary campaign of

twenty days for one of the four commissionerships

of the commission-governed city of Houston, and

at the primary on the 28th of February he received

3,587 votes—a majority of 866 over the then Com

missioner against whom his campaign was dis

tinctly made. The election did not take place un

til April 10, when Mr. Pastoriza was formally

elected by 2,494—being only 32 votes less than the

only higher candidate and about 2,200 votes more

than his only competitor, the Socialist candidate.

He is called a “plutocrat” by the Socialists and a

“Socialist” by the plutocratic interests.

Mr. Pastoriza became a Henry George convert at

the time of Mr. George's death while leading the

campaign of democratic Democracy for Mayor of

Greater New York in 1897. From that day to this

*See The Public, current volume, page 242

he has been ceaselessly active in propagating the

idea.

A propaganda object-lesson of his designing

has become famous nationally. He bought a site

out in the woods near Houston a few years ago and

erected on it the “Single Tax Log Cabin.” Meet

ings have long been held there frequently for single

tax discussion, but the significance of the invest

ment developed when the locality became a choice

residential neighborhood in the city. The cabin

lot, worth only $500 at the time the cabin was

built, is now worth $5,000. It is a modest demon

stration of the George doctrine that the financial

advantages of community growth are sopped up

as with a sponge by land values.

To Mr. Pastoriza the city of Houston is indebted

for such progress along Single Tax lines as has

been made there—the separate assessment of land

values and improvement values for taxing pur

poses, and a tendency to check tax burdens on the

latter and increase them on the former. Although

not elected Commissioner on a Single. Tax plat

form, and having no intention of using the office

in efforts to make impossible jumps in the direction

of limiting taxation to land values, Mr. Pastoriza

has made no secret of his views, nor is he likely

to ignore legitimate opportunities for commending

them to public approval.
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His campaign was carried on largely by means

of newspaper advertising. In this way he told the

people of Houston just why he had become a can

didate and what he intended to do if elected. When

accused of being “a crank and a Single Taxer,” he

used some of his advertising space to explain:

Now, a crank is a man who has advanced ideas,

not yet understood by all. Yes, I am a Single Taxer,

and I will not lose any sleep over the votes that I

don't get on that account. Mayor H. B. Rice [re

elected] has told me more than once that he thought

the single tax was all right. J. Z. Gaston [Mr. Pas

toriza's predecessor whom he defeated at the pri

maries] had told me the same thing. Both of these

gentlemen have told me that they were adopting the

principles of the single tax as near as they legally

could in that it was the policy of the city of Hous

ton, under their management, not to tax buildings at

anything near their value, and to almost totally ex

empt personal property from taxation. Now, all that

the Single Tax means is to exempt entirely from

taxation improvements upon land and personal prop

erty—so you see I am not such a vicious crank after

all. The Constitution of Texas will not allow the

adoption of the Singe Tax, so don't worry. I can do

nothing to give the people the benefits which would

flow from its adoption no matter how much I might

desire it.

In the primary campaign Mr. Pastoriza ar

ranged for a public meeting to which he invited all

the candidates for Commissioner besides himself,

to take part, reserving for himself fifteen minutes

at the opening and the same length of time at the

close. No one accepted the invitation, but he held

his meeting, with a large attendance, and it was

one of the influences that elected him.

. He was born in 1857, came to Houston in 1858,

lost both parents by yellow fever in 1859, became

an iron moulder's apprentice in 1874, business

manager of the only daily paper in Houston in

1878, proprietor of a Houston job printing estab

lishment in 1879, allied himself with the George

movement in 1897, retired from business with a

moderate competency in 1906, and has traveled ex

tensively since then in Europe as a student of

municipal government. He has the unlimited con

fidence of the people of Houston for ability and

integrity, and the respect of all but grafters and

land speculators. They know he cannot be bought

off nor be used as a catspaw.

Being a fundamental democrat—a Single Tax

man for that reason—Mr. Pastoriza is quite natur

ally an advocate of the Initiative, Referendum and

Recall. Since his election, replying to the objec

tion of a Texas politician that it is not democratic,

he wrote as follows to the Houston Post:

I advocate it because I think it pure democracy.

Now, who is correct? The aforesaid politician fails to

define his democracy. If he did—why, he might be

right from his point of view. I will define my brand

of democracy, and leave it to my readers to decide

whether or not I am right in advotating the Initia

tive, Referendum and Recall, because I believe it

democratic and because I believe that we have ar

rived at a point in our political existence when we

need more democracy than we have had in the past,

and that this reform will give it to us. I believe

that when that great democrat said democracy was

a government of, for and by the people he really

meant what he said. For the benefit of the layman

who scribbles for the press without studying his

question I say that I think this definition of democ

racy means that, while the people are willing to elect

representatives with power to enact laws, they re

serve to themselves the power to regulate their rep

resentatives’ actions by forcing the enactment of such

laws as they want, if their representatives refuse to

enact them. This act is called the Initiative. That

looks democratic, don't it? It's the people ruling

themselves. Second, the people want to reserve the

right to veto any bill or law which they consider

vicious, that has already been passed by their repre

sentatives. This is called the Referendum. The peo

ple give our Governor the power to veto a law. Now,

if the people have the right to confer this great pow

er on our Governor, by what democratic reasoning

can you deny the people the right to exercise this

same power themselves? Who will advocate that

a free people shall tie their hands and again be

bondsmen by giving to their rulers all their powers

of self-government without retaining the whip han

dle. Third, the people want to reserve the right,

which all employers of men possess, to discharge at

any time any one of their representatives (em

ployes) when he fails to do his duty, as the people,

their employers, see it and not as he sees it him

self. I can not but believe that the man who

objects to this kind of democratic government is a

man who prefers a monarchy to a democracy; par

ticularly if he can be the monarch.

* + +

HENRY GEORGE, JR.’S, MAIDEN

SPEECH IN CONGRESS.

In Committee of the Whole on the Canadian Reci

procity Bill, as Reported in the Congressional

Record of April 18, 1911, at Page 331.

Mr. Underwood. I yield 30 minutes to the gen

tleman from New York [Mr. George].

Mr. George. Mr. Chairman, mindful of the cus

tom of this House to regard a new Member as a

political accident, I rise with humility to address

myself to the question of Canadian reciprocity.

In coming here, I came with a mandate of a

great constituency to help reduce the high cost of

living, and I regard this bill as the first step

in that direction. I came here, Mr. Chairman,

from a district normally Republican. I came here

as a Democrat, but elected, or helped in the elec

tion, by, I compute, 10,000 Republican votes, so

that I may be regarded as a kind of eclectic in

politics.

The question is, What has the tariſt to do with

the high cost of living? Out of the mouths of

the fathers of Republicanism I think we can an

swer, for, if I remember correctly, Mr. Blaine, Mr.
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Sherman, and Mr. Garfield proclaimed themselves

protectionists, but protectionists who believed in

a protection that should lead to free trade. Their

argument was simple. They asked for a tariff

against things from without in order to induce

production within. They argued that cutting off

competition from without would enable home pro

ducers to charge more within ; that these increased

prices would induce competition among producers

within this country; that this competition among

domestic producers would reduce domestic prices;

and that ultimately these domestic prices would

fall so far that they would be no higher than for

eign prices, and that then this country could throw

down the tariff wall and proclaim free trade with

all the world.

Now, Mr. Chairman, what has been the course

of things? It has been just this, that we have

piled up a tariff which has increased prices in the

United States. Concurrently with that has come

the formation of combinations within our country

for controlling production here and keeping prices

up, and even driving them higher. So that, in

stead of leading to reduced prices and free trade,

the tariff policy has been accompanied by trust

and other monopoly combinations and to higher

prices.

Therefore, carrying the mandate of my constit

uency, I rise here to support this Canadian recip

rocity bill with a view of breaking down some

of these combinations and reducing prices by let

ting in competition from outside.

I have been in Canada quite recently. How are

these Canadian people different from us? I should

say that there is little or no difference. I found

that on getting close to the Canadian line Cana

dian money mingled with our own currency. I

found after I got over the line that our currency

mingled with the Canadian currency; that Cana

dian and United States money freely passed and

without distinction among Americans and Cana

dians. I found that I could go into a Canadian

post office and with United States money buy

Canadian stamps. I found that the people on both

sides of the line interchange newspapers, and that

the whole current of life is concurrent; that the

people north of us were practically of us; that the

one thing that separates us is the humbug tariff.

|Applause on the Democratic side..] We need no

protection of forts or arms on either side of the

line. We need nothing to make us one people save

the opportunity to exchange freely—that same re

lation that exists between State and State. There

fore I have great joy in supporting this recip

rocity bill.

In fact, Mr. Chairman, I myself stand upon

this side of the House of Representatives in what

is perhaps a peculiar relation. I look not only for

the time, and I hope it may come speedily, when

there shall be no tariff whatsoever north of us, but

I look to see no tariff south of us, no tariff east of

, borers in the two countries.

us, no tariff west of us, but perfect freedom of

trade with all the world. [Applause.]

I am the type of American that is not afraid to

say he is an absolute free trader. I was so elected,

and so long as I live I shall proclaim that truth as

I see it. I stand with the Democratic Party now,

not because I believe that the Democratic Party

believes as I do, or, at least, declares as I do, but

because it is, at least, moving in that direction. I

am glad to be of the party that has its face toward

the light.

I heard the gentleman from Michigan [Mr.

Fordney] talk yesterday on this floor about cotton.

He talked of the pathetic condition to which Amer

ican labor would be reduced from any breaking

down of the tariff walls with a people east of us or

west of us. He talked about Japanese labor and

Japanese cotton mills. Let me tell you that I have

been in these Japanese cotton mills; that I visited

the cotton mills of Osaka; that I have seen Ameri

can machinery in their mills, and German machin

ery, and English machinery, and Japanese machin

ery; that I have seen the operatives working at

these machines. I have verified the fact that

American laborers in similar occupations are paid

very much higher wages than the Japanese labor

ers. That would seem to be as far as we need go.

It is as far as we are carried, at least, by the gen

tleman on the other side of the Chamber. But let

me explain this, Mr. Chairman: Gentlemen on

the other side of the Chamber who produce these

facts fail to produce another most important fact

that should accompany them, namely, the fact that

relates to the productive power of the respective la

I found on my visit

to the Osaka mills that while precisely the same

machinery is used in both countries—the same ma

chinery in Osaka as that used in the Carolina mills,

for instance—and that while wages in the Japanese

mills were one-fourth the rate of those paid in the

Carolina mills, the productive capacity of labor in

Japan was but one-fourth of that in the Carolinas.

From this fact and facts like it I base the dec

laration that, while we pay higher wages in this

country, we are preeminently the machine-making

and machine-using people of the world. Because

of this our laborer produces, dollar for dollar, more

than the laborer anywhere else in the world. I

assert, and I am ready to prove, that our people,

because of their high wages, are not at a disadvan

tage in production. They are, on the contrary, at

a distinct advantage. Because we have higher

wages in this country we have the most productive

labor in the world. We produce more machines,

we get more from them, because we use intelligence

with our labor, because we mix brain power with

manual power. We have the greatest natural re

sources in the world and the labor that produces

cheapest; and hence we can, if we have absolute

freedom of exchange, become the greatest producer

in the world.
3.
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My colleagues here on this Democratic side, be

not afraid. Courage is what our people want now.

They will vote for men, they will support parties

that have courage. It is what we most need in

this time of our history.

For the high cost of living is the greatest of all

questions just now. I come from the part of the

country that most needs a reduction in the cost of

living. New York City is the greatest, the richest,

the grandest of all our cities, and yet side by side

with these riches is revealed the gauntest poverty.

One of the gentlemen on the other side just a few

minutes ago spoke of this. He referred to our tow

ering buildings. We are about to put up a 50-story

building. But we have buildings with several sub

cellars. Yet we have conditions there that, alas,

beat the world for degradation of mankind. No

where is population so congested. We have village

populations in square blocks. We have in two con

tiguous square blocks enough children to fill a

whole public school, and that school is made to

accommodate 2,500 children. We bury 10 per cent

of our people in potter's field at public expense.

We have conditions that were never seen in any

civilization of the world. God knows that this

question of the cost of living is the direst one that

can come before a large part of our people. Then,

what shall we do about this tariff P I am here to

work for a reduction of it. Let it be ever so little

as a start, I will work for that. I will patiently

serve for that.

But I hope, Mr. Chairman, that this is but the

beginning. My hope is and my feeling is that it is

but the beginning. My hope for years has been

that once we would raise the tariff issue the whole

sham and swindle of it would come tumbling

down. --

We have the greatest natural resources in the

world. We have the most wonderful and potent

mingling of bloods. We have the largest homo

geneous population. We have the greatest possi

bilities in production.

Therefore, Mr. Chairman, I take great pleasure

in supporting this bill. Though I be the only man

in this House to stand as a free trader, I do so

here, because I believe that before a great while the

predominant political issue in this country is going

to be the straight-out issue, not of percentages, not

as to a little tariff reduction here and a little tariff

increasing there, but as between the principle of

protection on the one hand and of free trade on the

other. I long to see that kind of freedom of

commerce that will knit together the nations of the

earth; that will lead us to perceive the folly of

great war navies and the wisdom rather of sinking

such navies in the bottom of the sea, and of bind

ing ourselves to the other bodies of mankind by

bonds of trade. A free commerce will bind us

closer than all the treaties in this world. Then

will not rise a question of what the Japanese are

going to do to us or what the Germans are going to

do to us, of what the English are going to do to us.

It will be a question of better, larger, wider pro

duction and exchange. It will build up our fac

tories as nothing else will build them. It will

make real progress in the conditions of labor, as

against warfare and increasing hardships under the

false system of protection. It will mean a prosper

ity that this country has never before seen. It will

mean freedom, the heritage of our Nation, and it

will lead to another great step forward in the great

cause of progress. Mr. Chairman, I yield back any

time I have not used. [Applause on the Demo

cratic side.]

BOOKS

true also of the important battles,

AVERY's PEOPLE'S HISTORY.

A History of the United States and Its People.

From Their Earliest Records to the Present Time.

By Elroy McKendree Avery. In sixteen volumes.

Vol. VI. Published by The Burrows Brothers Com

pany, Cleveland.

The comprehensiveness of this popular history

of the United States (vol. xiii, pp. 20, 974) may

be inferred from a comparison of the scope of the

volume before us with those preceding it. Al

though there are to be sixteen and five have gone

before, the present volume tells the whole story of

the Revolutionary War from the defeat on Long

Island to the final victory at Yorktown. And not

only that, but it includes also the circumstances

following the war which led on to the submission

of the Constitution of 1789. Yet this extraordin

ary condensation is by no means at the expense of

human interest in the narrative.

Washington's historic retreat across the East

River and Manhattan Island, and then across the

Hudson and New Jersey, is described with a sweep

of narration that makes the movement picturesque,

and with enough of detail of the right kind to

make it definite as an elementary study and to give

it life as a story of the time and place. This is

North and

South, and of the political and the diplomatic epis

odes which were as much a part of the war as the

marching and the fighting.

Personal touches as to historic individuals in

camp and congress add greatly to the life-quality

of Mr. Avery's performance; and nowhere do these

appear to better advantage than in connection with

the treachery of Arnold and the capture of Andre.

Toward both men the author prefers fairness to

perfunctory patriotism. Likewise with the Tor

ies—“united Empire loyalists” as they are remem

bered in Canada where their descendants now form

a peculiar aristocracy—to whom the volume gives

a considerate chapter. It is interesting to note,
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as the author does, that one of the distinguished

Tories was a son of Benjamin Franklin.

The opening of the West, the famous Ordinance

of 1787, and the Constitutional convention as

stages in the evolution from colonies to empire, are

no less interesting than the war, and they are vast

ly more important except for the factor of national

independence which the war won. Regarding these

landmarks the author is not critical.

Only from future volumes may we learn how

far the democratic spirit of the earlier part of the

work influences his judgment regarding the po

litical controversies of the nationalizing period.

From his use, however, of the singular instead of

the plural pronoun for United States, it may be in

ferred that his democracy is no more sympathetic

with State sovereignty than the democracy of State

sovereignty was with personal liberty for the “low

est” labor class.

Like all the preceding volumes this one is rich

in typography and illustration. Paintings and

documents in abundance are reproduced in fac

simile, often with color; and historic accoutre

ments, emblems, etc., are pictured faithfully. The

general effect of the color-printing is a pleasing

result of artistic work.

books received

—The Passing of the American. By Monroe Royce.

Published by Thomas Whittaker, New York. 1911.

Price, $1.20 net.

—First Annual Report of the Tax Commissioner of

the City of Milwaukee. 1910. Printed by the Ed

ward Keogh Press, Milwaukee.

—Gettysburg. The Pivotal Battle of the Civil War.

By Captain R. K. Beecham. Published by A. C. Mc

Clurg & Co., Chicago. 1911. Price, $1.75 net.

—The Financial Reform Almanack and Year Book.

1911. Published by the Financial Reform Associa

tion, 18 Hackins Hey, Liverpool. Price, paper, 1

shilling; cloth, 18 pence, net.

—Report of the Director of the Mint upon the Pro

duction of the Precious Metals in the United States,

during 1909. Published by the Government Printing

Office, Washington, D. C. 1911.

—Report of the Commissioners of Taxes and As

sessments of the City of New York, for the Year

ending September 30, 1910. Printed by Clarence S.

Nathan, 9 Franklin St., New York. 1910.

PAMPHLETS

Pamphlets Received. -

Following are among the pamphlets recently re

ceived:

One Big Union. By William E. Trautmann. Published

by Chas. H. Kerr & Co., Chicago. Price, 10 cents.

Freedom's Battle. By Ellis Meredith, Published by

Myra Strawn Hartshorn, 6035 Drexel Ave., Chicago. 1911.

Price, 10 cents.

Report of the Commissioner of Public Lands to the

Legislature of the State of Washington. 1911. Printed

by E. L. Boardman, Olympia, Wash.

Proposed New City Charter for Cambridge, Mass. Sub

mitted to the Legislature January 14, 1911, as House Bill

1211, by Representative Russell A. Wood.

The Story of Cherry: Its Mine. Its Disaster. The Re

lief of Its People. Hy Ernest P. Bicknell. Published by

the American IRed Cross, Washington, D. C., 1911.

Annual Report of the Directors of American Telephone

and Telegraph Company to the Stockholders for the Year

Ending IDecember 3, 1910. Published in New York, 1911.

Principally about Finance. Financiers and the People

They Finance. By Henry Clifford Stuart. Published from

the Press of Judd & Detweiler, Washington, D. C. Price,

25 cents.

American Hallot Laws, 1888-1910. By Arthur C. Lud

ington. New York State Library. Legislation 40. Pub

lished by the University of the State of New York, Al

bany. 1911. -

Report on the Parcels Post by the Committee on Freight

and Transportation of the Manufacturing Perfumers' As

sociation of the United States. Frederick F. Ingram of

Detroit, Chairman. 1911.

The Rockefeller Sanitary Commission for the Eradica

tion of Hookworm Disease, Organization, Activities and

Hesults up to December 31, 1910. Published at the Offices

of the Commission, Washington, D. C. 1910.

Report of the Tax Commissioner of the State of Con

necticut for Hiennial Period, 1909 to 1910, including the

First Quadrennial Statement of Property Exempted from

Taxation. Printed by the State at Hartford, 1910.

State of Connecticut, Public Document Number 48. Re

port of the Tax Commissioner for Biennial Period 1909

and 1910, including First Quadrennial Statement of Prop

erty Exempted from Taxation. Printed by the State, at

| Hartford, Conn., 1910.

+ +

Free Trade and Land Values.

Whatever may have been the relative value of

other papers prepared for the Free Trade Congress

at Antwerp last year, none could have been needed

more on that occasion, probably none were needed so

much, as the one submitted by Frederick Verinder,

the general secretary of the English League for the

Taxation of Land Values. Its theme is two-fold—

the necessity for abolishing land monopoly in order

to make freedom of exchange, and the necessity of

abolishing it in order also to make freedom of pro

duction. Mr. Verinder's paper is an excellent exam

ple of the best form of British controversy. Solid in

argument and serious in style, it is heavy reading

only to the sluggish intellect. A quotation from

Richard Cobden offers a text for Cobdenites to pon

der before they draw the free trade line at tariffs

for revenue only. Mr. Cobden held that free trade

can be carried “out to fullest extent” only “by remov

ing all existing obstacles to the unrestricted employ

ment of industry and capital.” There is a ring in

Mr. Verinder's closing words which carries hope

every where for the industrial masses of Great Brit

ain. He declares that “the new valuation of the

land, for which Cobden proposed to petition, is at

last provided for by law”; and that “when it is com

pleted it will be used.” [Free Trade and Land

Values. One penny. Land Value Publication De

:

i
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partment, 67 West Nile Street, Glasgow, and 376-77

Strand, London, W. C.]

periodicals

The Single Tax Review.

The feature of the March-April Single Tax Review

(New York) is an account of the land system in the

German colony of Kiaochow, China, the first place

in the world to experiment with the single tax idea,

as may be seen by reference to The Public files for

the past thirteen years. The Review's account by Dr.

Schreimer, formerly land commissioner of Kiaochow,

is rightly described as authoritative. An announce

ment in this number of the Review is to the effect

that its next issue, to appear early in June, will be a

special edition of 50,000, containing a full report

by Luther S. Dickey on land value taxation in Van

COuWer.

+ *

The Crisis.

This “record of the darker races” (New York),

of which W. E. Burghardt du Bois is the chief edi

tor, grows better and better in its efforts at the pol

icy—by no means an easy one to pursue without

danger on the one hand from a spirit of racial segre

gation and on the other of racial suppression— of

looking out upon the world through Negro lenses in

stead of the white man's. A striking illustration of

this spirit is the beautifully tinted half tone portrait

on the cover page of the April issue. It gives added

point to a quotation within from James H. Dillard,

a Southerner of Southerners by birth, who criticizes

The Question: “Whatare the Doctrines of the New Church?" Answered.

The above is a stiff paper cover book of 134 pages, which

I will furnish to any one upon the receipt of only four cents

in stamps. This edition is the 109th thousand and was

written by the great Swedenborgian writer, B. F. Barrett.

If you wish to know in condensed form what Swedenborg

teaches, then order this book that administers in “homeo

athic" doses. Pastor Landenberger, Windsor Place, St.

uis, Mo., Department 12.

"º MHE Coming Man and his Gospel"; Eight Monday Evening Lectures at the

“Women's Municipal League” Rooms, 46 E. 29th Street, New York, at

8 o'clock. By Charles H. Mann. They set forth a modern Gospel for the

modern man. Each lecture preceded by a foreword on a related subject. Specific

subject for fourth lecture, to be delivered on May 1, “Supermorality"; for May

8, “TheSupermoral Life.” The delivery of these lectures in various places can

be arranged for on moderate terms. Send to box 334, Summit, N.J., for com"

plete circular.

Many Littles Make a Mickle

Frequently a subscriber asks: “Do you allow

one subscription to one person for three years

for $2, as well as three subscriptions for one

year?”

No siree, we do not!

The whole and only object of the discount is,

to make it easy for our friends to help get NEW

readers for The Public. Two, at least, of the

three subscriptions must be new people who are

not already subscribers.

We would never get to the point where we

could buy shoes for the baby if we made the

same discount for renewa's without other

compensation.

Of course, you do get the benefit of the dis

count. Get two new readers, charge them $1

each, and you get your subscription for nothing

—charge them 67c each, and you get yours for

67c-charge them anything you please, so

long as two are new and you send us $2 for 3

subscriptions.

Only, next year you must do the same thing

to get the discount—your new readers perhaps

will do the same—and first thing you know The

Public will have 100,000 subscribers—maybe.

EMIL SchMIED, Mgr.

The Works of Henry George

Progress and Poverty.

By HENRY GEORGE.

Anniversary Edition. Dark blue cloth, $1.10, post

paid. Paper, 50c, postpaid.

Our Land and Land Policy.

By HENRY GEORGE.

This volume includes some of Mr. George's contri

butions to periodicals and addresses, as:

“Thou Shalt Not Steal” and “Thy Kingdom

Come.” Dark green cloth, $2.50, postpaid.

The Land Question.

By HENRY GEORGE.

Light green cloth, $1.00, postpaid. Paper, 50c,

postpaid.

Social Problems.

By HENRY GEORGE.

Light green cloth, $1.10, postpaid. Paper, 55c,

postpaid.

Protection or Free Trade.

By HENRY GEORGE.

Light green cloth, $1.00, postpaid. Paper, 50c,

postpaid.

A Perplexed Philosopher.

By HENRY GEORGE.

Light green cloth, $1.00, postpaid.

postpaid.

The Science of Political Economy.

By HENRY GEORGE.

Dark green cloth, $2.50, postpaid.

The Life of Henry George.

By HENRY GEORGE, Jr. -

Anniversary Edition. . With eight illustrations

Dark blue cloth, $1.10, postpaid.

THE PUBLIC, "E. Ellsworth Bldg, Chicagº

Paper, 50c,
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the white man's aptness “to generalize the Negroes

as a mass and judge the whole by the worst types.”

•F + +

The Hero Speaks.

The Newspaper's Version.

Mr. Joseph Binks received our representative

courteously during the quiet hour following his even

ing meal. “Little did I think,” he remarked, “as I

proceeded to my daily labor yesterday morning, that

I was to pass through experiences so overwhelming

in their intense excitement and so fraught with dead

ly peril. I perceived smoke issuing from the upper

windows of No. 973, Brabazon Terrace, and in a

flash something told me that the place was on fire.

“Heavens!' I exclaimed; “there are people sleeping

there, little dreaming of the danger that threatens

them. Perhaps helpless children;’ Divesting my

self of my coat, I burst open the front door without

waiting on ceremony, and rushed up the stairs, call

ing “Fire!' as I ran. The top landing was in a blaze;

the fumes of the burning woodwork well-nigh choked

me; but on I went. A cry, the cry of a frightened

woman, assailed my ears, and I leapt in the direc

tion from whence it issued. . . . Hastily wrapping a

The Crime of Poverty.

By HENRY GEORGE.

Price, postpaid, 10c.

A Great Iniquity.

By LEO TOLSTOY.

With portraits. Price, postpaid, 10c.

Gerrit Smith on Land Monopoly.

With Introduction by W.M. LLOYD GARRISON.

Cover portrait. Price, postpaid, 10c.

Moses.

By HENRY GEORGE.

Price, postpaid, 5c; per dozen, 50c.

“Thy Kingdom Come.”

By HENRY GEORGE.

Price, postpaid, 5c; per dozen, 50c.

“Thou Shalt Not Steal.”

By HENRY GEORGE.

Price, postpaid, 5c; per dozen, 50c.

The Story of My Dictatorship.

By Lewis H. BERENS and IGNATIUS SINGER.

Price, postpaid, 5c; per dozen, 50c.

The Case Plainly Stated.

By H. F. RING.

Price, postpaid, 5c; per dozen, 50c.

The Single Tax—What It is and What It Will Accomplish.

By JUDSON GRENELL.

Price, postpaid, 5c; per dozen, 50c.

A 1911 Single Tax Catechism.

By C. B. FILLEBROWN.

Price, postpaid, 5c; per dozen, 50c.

The Open Shop and the Closed Shop.

By LOUIS F. POST.

Price, postpaid, 5c; per dozen, 50c.

0ur Small B00ks and Pamphlets.
Success in Life.

By LOUIS F. POST.

Price, postpaid, 5c; per dozen, 50c.

Smaller Profits, Reduced Salaries and Lower Wages—The

Condition, the Cause, the Cure.

By GEORGE L. RUSBY.

Price, postpaid, 5c; per dozen, 50c.

How to Get Rich Without Working.

By EDWARD HOMER BAILEY.

Price, postpaid, 5c: per dozen, 50c.

Direct Legislation—The Initiative and the Referendum.

By JOHN Z. WHITE.

Price, postpaid, 5c ; per dozen, 50c.

National Decay Caused by Political Corruption; and the

Remedy.

By WILLIAM PRESTON HILL

Price, postpaid, 5c; per dozen, 50c.

Franklin and Freedom.

By JOSEPH FELS.

Price, postpaid, 5c; per dozen, 50c.

Thomas Jefferson.

By STERLING E. EDMUNDS.

Price, postpaid, 5c; per dozen, 50c.

The Mission of a Liberal Church.

By HERBERT S. BIGELOW.

Price, postpaid, 5c; per dozen, 50c.

Marriage as a Present Bay Problem.

By ALICE THACHER POST.

Price, postpaid, 5c; per dozen, 50c.
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OUR FILING BINDER For 75 Cents

will hold 52 numbers of The Public. The binder is made

specially for The Public, cloth sides and back. name stamped

in gold, and is handy for putting away each copy as it arrives

—always handy for reference and reading.

At the end of the year take out the § copies for perma

nent binding and use the Filing Binder for next year's file.

It will last ...}.
Every year adds to the value of The Public as the “best

current history in America.” Send 75 cents and ask for

Filing Binder.

Address: THE PUBLIC, 205 Ellsworth Bldg., Chicago, Ill.

I am utterly unable to get a clear idea of any of

the questions of the day from the newspapers and am

nearly as bad off in respect to the periodicals. I have

only been a subscriber to The Public for one year, but

in that time it has proven a constant source of help in

guiding me to what is really the truth. I may not al

ways agree with it, but I do always feel that it is

honest, fearless and true to its convictions, and this I

can say of very few other publications I read.

Yours respectfully, - - -

THOS. E. LYCETT,

Thurmont, Maryland
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blanket about her, I picked her up, none too gently,

I fear, and started to return. But, horrors: the stairs

had fallen in one blazing mass. A veritable inferno

roared beneath us. The window was our only

chance. But the cruel flames were already licking

the paint from the sashes. However, gripping my

charge as in a vise, I crept cautiously . . .” and so

On.

What the Hero Really Said.

"That's me, mister—W'ich paper?—No,

The Public

The Public is a weekly review, giving in concise and plain

terms, with lucid explanations and without editorial

bias, all the news of the world of historical value.

It is also an editorial paper, according to the principles of

fundamental democracy, expressing itself fully and free

ly, without favor or prejudice, without fear of , conse:

quences, and without regard to any considerations of

personal or business advantage.

Besides its editorial and news features, the paper con

tains a department entitled Related Things, in which

appear articles and extracts upon various subjects,

verse as well as prose, chosen alike for their literary

merit and their wholesome human interest in relation

to the progress of democracy.

We aim to make The Public a paper that is not only

worth reading, but also worth filing.
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'eard of it; always reads The Star myself.-Yus,

did.—Yus.—Yus.—No, left-'and side, goin' toward

the 'Igh Road.—Yus.—Well, if you like to put it tha

way, I s'pose it was.-Yus.—Yus, wot you might cal

a bit 'ot.—Oh, yus!—Not 'arf. —Yus.—That's right

—Yus.—Well, thank'ee, Sir; don't mind if I do!”—

Punch (London).

+ + +

Hatteras—“Is Ghivers good pay?”

Hanchett—“Good pay? Why once when his asset.
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were twice as much as his liabilities, he went into

bankruptcy, so his creditors would get two hundred

cents on the dollar.”—Puck.

•F + +

There was a big freshet in Pawtucket, R. I. Spec

tators on the river bank were amazed to see Mr.

Joseph Lamoureux fling off his superfluous cloth

ing, plunge into the swollen stream and swim with

difficulty toward a large, round object borne along

by the current. Presently he regained the bank,

exhausted and empty-handed.

“Joe Lamoureux,” exclaimed a by-stander, “why

on earth did you do that? What were you trying

to get?”

When Joe regained his breath, he said sheepishly:

“I saw something round floating in the water. When

I got out there, 'twas nothing but an old cheese

box; but when I saw it from the bank I thought it

was a grind-stone.”—Woman's Journal.

MEMORIAL

of the

Testimonial Dinner

ToM'i. Johnson
in New York, May 30, 1910,

on which occasion Mr. Johnson was presented with a

large bronze medallion, made by Richard F.G.
commemorative of his public service under the in

fluence of the spirit that animated Henry George.

(See Public of May 27,§ 490; of June 3, page 515;

and of June 10, page 537.)

THIS Memorial contains seventy-one pages, set in

old style type, and is printed on natural tint

Strathmore Japan paper with deckle edges. It in

cludes an Introduction; the Addresses delivered at

the Dinner; a list of the persons present at the Dinner;

a list of the contributors to the Medallion; and Por

traits of Henry George and Tom L. Johnson.

- Price, postage paid,
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