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local self-government, with the Initiative and Ref-
erendum, Proportional Representation, and Fqual
Suffrage for men and woman.”

The most important action of the secoml Con-
ference was the alteration of the final paragraph
of the Singletax platform which Henry George had
drawn and the first Conference had adopted. This
marked one of the differences  between  two
elements of the Singletax movement. For con-
venience rather than precision thev may he called
the “socialistic” and the “individualistic.™*  The
conerete issue arose over the guestion of public
ownership of railroads, the same that had caused
e of the two most spirited discussions at the first
Conference.

Mr. George opnosed the drawing of anv definite
line hetween public and private functions.  Tt'was
his eontention that servieeable activities in hnman
society shift back and forth between private and
public functions, in response to invention and so-
cial evolution. For example, that the water sun-
plv. a private function on farms and in small ¥il-

*The following quotations from “‘Prolection or Free
Trade,” written in 1883, define Henry George's attitude
toward this difference: “In socialism as distinguished
from indlvidualism there is an unquestionable truth—and
that a truth to which (especially by those most identified
with free trade principles) too little attention has been
paid.  Man is primarily an individual—a separate entity,
differing from his fellows In desires and powers, and
quiring for the exereise of those powers and the gratifien-
tion of thnse desires individual plav and freedom. But
e is nlso a social heing, having desires that harmonize
with thosge of his fellows, and powers that can only he
brought out In concerted action. There s thus a domain
of individual action and a domain of social action—some
things which can best be done when each acts for himself,
and some things which can best be done when society
actg for all its members.  And the natural tendeney of
advancing civilization Is to make social conditions rela-
tively more Important, and more and more to enlarge the
domain of social action. This has nnt been sufficiently
regarded, and at the present time, evil unquestionahly
results from leaving to individual action funclions that
by reason of the growth of society and the development
of the arts have passed into the domain of social action:
just as on the other hand, evil unquestionahly results
from social Interference with what properly helongs to
the individual.”"—From the text of “Protection or Free
Trade.” chapter xxvili, at page 303,

“The term ‘soclalism' Is used so loosely that it Is hard
to attach to it a definite meaning. 1 myself am elassed
as a socialist by those who denounce sacialism, while
those who profess themselves socialists declare me not
to be one. For my own part, I neither claim nor re-
pudiate the name; and realizing as I do the correlative
truth of both principles, can no more call myself an
individualist or a soclalist than one who considers the
forces by which the planets are held to their orbits ecould
call himzelf a centrifugalist or a centripetalist. The Ger-
man socialism of the school of Mmix (of which the leading
representative in England is Mr. H. M. Hyndman, and
the best exposition in America has been given by Mr.
Laurence Gronlund), seems to me a high-purpnsed but
Incoherent mixture of truth and fallacy, the defects of
which may be summed up In its want of radicalism—
that Is to say. of going to the root.”"—From foot note in
“T'rotection or s Trade,” chapter xxvidl, ot pages 302
and 305,

Fourteenth Year.

lages, becomes a public function as reservoirs and
distributing mains come in and highway as well as
sanitary questions arise; or, that the lighting of a
dwelling house, a private function when candles or
portable lamps are used, but a public function
when gas and electric power are supplied under
highway franchises by pipes and wires, may be-
come again a private function through the inven-
tion of portable lights of a kind as vet unknown.
He also believed that in great aggregations of
capital there may reside, and possibly over and
above the aid of land-monopoly, powers of ex-
ploitation analogous to those which come from
land monopoly.*

It was with a view to leaving these questions
open until the mother monopoly of all shall he
caught and caged, that he wrote the final para-
graph of the platform adopted at the first Con-
ference.  The alterations made at the second Con-
ference were against his protest and his vote.

L F. P.
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The Singletax Platform.

Adopted by the National Conference of the Single
Tax League of the United States at Cooper
Union, New York, Sept. 3, 1890.

We assert as our fundamental principle the self-
evident truth enunciated in the Declaration of
American Independence, that all men are created
equal, and are endowed by their Creator with cer-
tain unalienable rights.

We hold that all men are equally entitled to the
use and enjoyment of what God has created and of
what is gained by the general growth and improve
ment of the community of which they are a part.
Therefore, no one should be permitted to hold nat-
ural opportunities without a fair return to all for
any special privilege thus accorded to him, and
that value which the growth and improvement of
the community attach to land should be taken for
the use of the community. .

We hold that each man is entitled to all that his
labor produces. Therefore no tax should be levied
on the products of labor.

To carry out these principles we are in favor of
raising all public revenues for national, State. coun-
ty and municipal purposes, by a single tax upon
land values, irrespective of improvements, and of
the abolition of all forms of direct and indirect
taxation.

Since in all our States we now levy some tax oo
the value of land, the Singletax can be instituted
by the simple and easy way of abolishing, one alter
another, all other taxes now levied, and commen-
surately increasing the tax on land values, until we
draw upon that one source for all expenses Of gov-
ernment, the revenue being divided between local
governments, State governments and the general
government, as the revenue from direct taxes is no¥
divided between the local and State governments; or

*see Progress and Poverty,” chapler v of book I
pages 192, 183 and 191
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a direet assessment being made by the general gov-
ernment upon the State and paid by them from
revenues collected in this manner.

The single tax we propose is not a tax on land,
and therefore would not fall on the use of land and
become a tax on labor.

It is a tax, not on land, but on the value of land.
Thus it would not fall on all land, but only on val-
uable land, and on that not in proportion to the
use made of it, but in proportion to its value—the
premium which the user of land must pay to the
owner, either in purchase money or rent, for per-
mission to wuse valuable land. It would thus be a
tax not on the uge or improvement of land, but on
the ownership of land, taking what would other-
wise go to the owner as owner, and not as user.

In assessments under the Singletax all values
created by Inmdividual use or improvement would be
excluded, and the only value taken into considera-
tion would be the value attaching to the bare land
by reason ©f meighborhood, etc., to be determined
by impartiml  periodical assessments. Thus the
farmer would Tave no more taxes to pay than the
speculator who held a similar piece of land idle,
and the mAan who on a city lot erected a valuable
building Would bpe taxed no more than the man who
held a similaxr ot vacant.

The Singletax, in short, would call upon men to
contribute to the public revenues, not in proportion
to what they produce or accumulate, but in propor-
tion to the walue of the natural opportunities they
hold. It would compel them to pay just as much

for holding land idle as for putting it to its fullest
use,

The Singletax therefore would—

1. Take the weight of taxation off of the agricul-
tural districts where land has little or no value
irrespective of improvements, and put it on towns
and cities wheere bare land rises to a value of mil-
lions of dollars per acre.

2. Dispense wwith a multiplicity of taxes and a
horde of tax-gatherers, simplify government and
greatly reduce its cost.

3. Do away wwith the fraud, corruption and gross
Inequality inseparable from our present methods
of taxatiom, which allow the rich to escape while
they grind the poor. Land cannot be hid or car-
rfled off, and its value can be ascertained with
greater ease ang certainty than any other.

i Give us with all the world as perfect freedom
of trade ag now exists between the States of our
fUnli:n'l. thus €enabling our people to share, through
ht‘ee exchanges, in all the advantages which nature
lI:i 3:“;9“ to other countries, or which the pecu-
attals ': Of other peoples has enabled them to

and :. t Wwould destroy the trusts, monopolies
tarisr OP]thlons which are the outgrowths of the
altles' t would qo away with the fines and pen-
emcmﬂ"“' levied on anyone who improves a farm,
add a house, builds a machine, or in any way
fea: to the general stock of wealth. It would
ltal? everyone free to apply labor or expend cap-
st”ct?ol)mduct.iou or exchange without fine or re-
of his 0, and would leave to each the full product

5. 1t eXxertion,

Ife “:fould. On the other hand, by taking for pub-
© that value which attaches to land by rea-

son of the growth and improvement of the com-
munity, make the holding of land unprofitable to
the mere owner, and profitable only to the user. It
would thus make it impossible for speculators
and monopolists to hold natural opportunities un-
used or only half used, and would throw open to
labor the illimitable field of employment which
the earth offers to man. It would thus solve the
labor problem, do away with involuntary poverty,
raise wages in all occupations to the full earnings
of labor, make overproduction impossible until all
human wants are satisfied, render labor-saving
inventions a blessing to all, and cause such an
enormous production and such an equitable dis-
tribution of wealth as would give to all comfort,
leisure and participation in the advantages of an
advancing civilization.

With respect to monopolies other than the mo-
nopoly of land, we hold that where free competi-
tion becomes impossible, as in telegraphs, railroads,
water and gas supplies, etc,, such business becomes
a proper social function, which should be controlled
and managed by and for the whole people con-
cerned. through their proper government, local,
State or national, as may be.*

+ +
Roll of First Singletax Conference,

Alabama—E. Q. Norton.

California—Hon, James G. Maguire, John A. Mawvnard,
H. L. Pleace, Mrs. M. E. Rice, Miss Emmie Willlams.
John O'Gorman,

Colorado—G. Frank Otis, Oscar J, Frost, George Cham-
pion, John N. Lloyd, Jas. W. Bucklin.

Connecticut—\\. C. Miner, David Wuagner, Wm. H. Tal-
miadge, Noah Pomeroy, John W, Lane, Willard D.
Warren, Lawrence Dunham, J, J. Ryan, A. J. Bostwick,
George 8t. Joiin Leavens, Oliver Rule, Thos. Corseaden,
J. N. Belden, W. J, Gorsuch.

Delaware—Geo. W. Kreer, Cornelin Kreer.

District of Columbia—Charles Frederick Adams, Willlam
Geddes, M. D., C. B, Hemingway,

Hlinois—EL O. Brown, W. W. Bailey, J. T. Ripley, J. Z.
White, Jas. Maleolm, E. J, Foord, Geo, J. Guenther.

Indlana—C. A. Kersey, M. D,, C. 8, Schnelder, E. F.
Fellows,

lowa—Frank 8. Churchill, A. O. Piteher, M. D,

Louislana—James Middleton.

Kentucky—Samuel H., Edgar,

Maine—A. C. Dunning, Thos. Marsden,

Maryland—Henry R. Hall, Wm. J, Ogden, John W. Jones,
I. M. Pruzan, David Wassergug, W. N. Hill, M. D,
George N, Numsen, James T. Kelly, J. G. Schonfarber,
Charles Watson, J. Hicka Wrightson, David Bachrach,

*The second Singletax conference, held at the Co-
lumbian Exposgition, In Chicago, affirmed August 30, 1883,
the foregoing platform, except the lust paragraph, “*\With
regpect Lo monopolies,” ete.  For this paragimph the
Chicugo Conference substituted the following: “In secur-
Ing to each Individual his equal right to the use of the
eatth, It I8 also a proper function of soclety to maintain
and control all public ways for the tiansportation of
persons and property and the transmission of Intelligence;
and also to malntain and control all public ways in cities
for furnishing water, gas, and all other things that nec-
essarily require the use of such common ways'" Mr,
George himeselt drafted the platform adopted in New
York in 1800, including the final paragraph, and wos
chalrman of the committee that reported it., As a mem-
ber of the Conference at Chicago he opposed and voted
agiinst the alteration.




