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That fact, and probably that fact alone, together
with the model platform it adopted, entitles it to
a permanent place in the history of the Singletax
movement.

+

The ephemeral carcer of the organization
launched by the first national conference does not
prove the organization useless in its ineeption, nor
any decline of the cause. Having a function that
was in fact soon fulfilled, the organization soon
died.  For the cause it represented it was doubt-
less better so, though this the promoters of the
organization could not foresee. But the cause it-
self, so far from dying with the organization, as
so many long supposed—some with grief and oth-
ers with gratitude,—went on growing in other
and better ways than through a narrowing orgun-
ization. Tts sceds have consequently begun now
to sprout in the social mind of eivilized peoples
the world over. Other causes may hoast of largoe
membership, and point justly and hopefully to a
wide and broadening recognition of the evils they
denounce; but the Singletax cause, without mem-
bership rolls and without efforts to make any,
can point not alone to common recognition of those
evils, which it likewise denounces, hut also to com-
mon tendencies, marked and progressive, toward
the actual adoption of its constructive principles
and plans,

+

If Great Britain, Germany, Australia, New
Zealand and (fanada may he cited as engaged in
experimenting along Singletax lines, and  two
States of our own country, Oregon and Missouri,
as preparing to begin the experiment here, while
in most of the other States public opinion is like-
wise ripening, all this is because the Singletax
movement has everywhere given less encrgy to
organizing itself than to thoughtful activities in
other organizations. Personal promotion of the
cause itsclf, without responsibility to conferences
and conventions and committees, has gone on cv-
erywhere. In political parties, in churches and
clubs and fraternal socictics, in tax oflices and
legislatures and Congress and parliaments and
newspaper sanctums, unlabeled Singletaxers have
been intelligently industrious, planting sced in
their several ways; and those that have resorted to
organization have made organization an instru-
ment and not a master, a working committee rather
than a seat of power, a broad, co-operative influ-

ence and not a segregated band.  This has
not indeed fattened  the  membership  roils
of any Singletax  enlt, nor put  Singletax
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labels upon the men it has influenceld. It s
done more than that and better thian that I
thousands of thought centers it has set thogt
a-flowing unobstructedly in the direction of &
great industrial revolution which the Sga
contemplates and which nothing short of the S
gletax in its fullness can accomplish.

+

One of the landmarks of such a mmovemet i
worth commemorating. It is worth whil mt
alone to those Singletaxers who nmyay  incine to
look back to these historic beginnimgs someshit
worshipfully, but also to whoever zxspires to the
same social goal as Singletaxers, al b>eit in difi-
ent and it may be in various forms, and byl
methods ; and it is worth while to “t}xe maninth
street” who, his “nine davs of blixadnes”
has begun to sce truths crudely, every  as menwr
seen by the blind man of Bethsaicla  “like
wnlk'm;,r.” And what better supplexment ty The
Publie could we offer in this connec:tion than the
portrait of Ilenry George as he ap peared i th
fullness of his physical and mental prowers a fhe
time, or not long before it, of the mxeeting of th
Conference whose twenty-first birlhdlay we con
memorate?  Every copy of The Publie of this issue
must contain this ]fortruit gupplemennt to bc. o
plete. It was made by Schaidner, a wle-l\noﬂz:
photographer of Harlem (one of the annexed it
luges of New York), in the eightics, and “Eﬂ put
on sale by The Standard, while William 'T-t f'ﬂ::
dale was the editor, in photogravure form ‘: ]:f:‘l
the time of the Conference. Another l;'g lr5u!.ﬂ[ir
propriate feature of this edition of wa Henry
1s a condensation of the Singletax speech © fhan 8
George, Jr,, in Congress. Hardly mor coufer
youth at the time of the first Siﬂgl‘“m:\m;nhﬁ.
ence, Henry George, Jr., was one of its 1 oup o
Ilis porirait appears in the Conference g'}-_]e wis
which we reproduce the middle scctm”'] g veir
clected to Congress as a Democrat nc?rwiwlu'li“i:-'
ago, from an unusually large and _0‘.‘1‘; momler
Republican district, defeating the sitting

. free trale
—and as a Democrat of the democratics 1';1 he hs

and Singletax variety. Beyond al!-lmtz!jr"' The
won his spurs in the national ]C%’:::] iy the

speech we quote from was in every
son of Henry George, alike for its
political tact, its sound and unreserve
and application of principle, and its
and convineing answers to questions.
that the full speech may be widely rn
gressman George is about to set out ﬂ]“';'e Pacitic
continental lecturing tour, going to and retur”
carly in September by northern routes:

igh OT‘I‘.’FG
h"l 0:\'1]05“]0“
”-]Ol]ghffili
We hope

(on-
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ing by southern routes in time for the regular ses-
sion of Congress.*

+ +
The Singletax in New Zealand.

When the first Singletax conference met in New
York, twenty-one years ago, New Zealand had just
begun experimenting with the Singletax for mu-
nicipalities. This tendency had been already cre-
ated by land legislation, some of it fiscal, with a
view to breaking up large holdings; but the dis-
tinctive Singletax method came in with the local
option tax law, under which nearly a hundred
municipalities, both urban and agricultural, have
adopted for local purposes land value taxation ex-
clusively. All that its advocates have predicted
for it as a superior fiscal measure has been realized
in these New Zealand municipalitics. Its indus-
trial advantages also have been demonstrated ; but
the fax rate is as yet too low to accompli<h the
great desideratum of abolishing landlordism.

+ +
The Singletax in Australia.

Both in the Australian Commonwealth and in its
States, Singletax experimentation has moved rap-
idly in the past ten vears. As to municipal
taxation the example of New Zealand has been
followed, with variations calculated to make it
more mandatory. In every respect it has proved
its superiority as a method of raising public reve-
nues; and in many respects, notwithstanding the
low tax rate, it has demonstrated its possibilities
as an industrial or social reform.

+ +
The Singletax in Great Britain.

More important than anything actually accom-
plished in Great Britain has been the general agi-
tation against landlordism which the land value
taxes of the Lloyd-George budget of 1910 aroused
throughout the United Kingdom. All vacant land
(formerly exempt) must pay one ¢ent in taxes on
every five dollars of capital value. This is a small
tax. Tand values in the United States pay from
two to four or five times as much—in our real es-
tate tax, which falls upon land and improvements
indiscriminately. But it is to be remembered that
vacant land has paid no appreciable tax in Great
rtain in modern times, from which it follows
that even one cent in five dollars—about 2 mills

—_—

In'x‘:ﬂ!;gpments for Congressman George's lectures are
(Fredar| :‘nds of the Henry Grorge Lecture Association
make al H. Monroe, manager), which has authority to
this M:inl:lntments for him en route. The address of
Cht 0c alio_n I8 room 802, No. 538 8. Dearborn Streat,

‘A80. Copies of his Congressional speech may be

bad of Danjel Ki F
efer, Cl -
cinnati, Ohio, er, Chairman of the Fels Fund, Cin
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in the dollar—will tend to force valuable holdings
into the market and thereby stimulate improve-
ment and employment. It will have a greater ef-
fect in that respect in Great Britain, where land
vilues are more stable, than 2 mills extra would
have in this country where values rise so readily
as to encourage much speculative holding. Be-
sides the taxes on vacant land in Great Britain,
there are a variety of other land value taxes, in-
cluding 20 per cent on “unearned increment”—
on the difference, that is, between the capital value
of a holding at one period and its larger capital
value at a later period. These periods are vari-
ously determined.
+ +
The Singletax in Germany.

Germany made a erude Singletax experiment in
the German colony of Kiaouchou, China, as long
ago as 1398 or 1899, and with such satisfactory
results that the idea has a grip now in the home
country. During a period of eight or ten years
German cities have been collecting “unearned in-
crement” taxes for local purposes, and the Im-
perial govermment has within a year or two also
turned to this source of revenue. The method is
crude, but the purpose is manifest. And the ef-
feet is inevitable—a strong tendency, not so strong
as in Great Britain perhaps, but very strong and
growing stronger, in the direction of the total
abolition of German landlordism.

+ +
The Singletax in France and Spain.

While no general movement of a Singletax char-
acter distinetively has as yet developed in either
France or Spain, tendencies in that direction are
affecting the public mind. TIn Spain this has
found expression in efforts to substitute land value
taxes for octroi tariffs, and Antonio Albendin
(Calle Mendez Nunez 21, Ronda, Andalucia,
Spain) has found encouragement in utilizing this
reform as a leverage for promoting Singletax prog-
ress. Mr. Albendin is also in the effort to form a
Spanish League for the Singletax.  In France
there are individual indications of a tendency to-
ward recognition of the Singletax idea, which
Georges Darien (3, Rue de Furstenberg, Paris,
France) has undertaken to stimulate through his
able and brilliant monthly magazine, La Revue de
I'Impot Unique, and by means of a French League
for the Singletax.

+ +

The Singletax in Denmark.

Most notable of all the countries of Continental
Europe for Singletax progress is Denmark, where
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the small farmers have united with workingmen
to secure exemptions of industry and the substitu-
tion of exclusive taxation of land values. The
“Cottagers’” organization—the “Grange” as we
perhaps should call it here; the organized farmers,
that is, who farm farms instead of farming farm-
ers—iz, in co-operation with trade unions, effective-
Iy moving on toward the Singletax. Not only are
they moving toward it, but they know what it is
and are working earnestly and with good hope to
get it.

+* &+
The Singletax in Canada.

A trend toward the Singletax in Canadian mu-
nicipalities has been visible for several vears, but
only recently has it advanced so far as to attract
general attention.  For this the city of Vancouver
is responsible.  About a vear and a half ago, Van-
couver, taking advantage of a statute of the Prov-
ince of British Columbia, of which Vancouver is
one of the large cities, abolished taxes on improve-
ments. There was an instant forward leap in local
prosperity, and Victoria and New Westminster
lost mo time in following Vancouver’s example.
Similar tendencies had already begun in muniei-
palities of the newer Provinces of Canada, notably
at Edmonton, Province of Alberta; and these de-
rived fresh impetus from the experience of Van-
couver. Since then the idea of exempting im-
provements and taxing land values exclusively, has
made its way eastward across Canada, until it has
found official expression in the City Council of
St. John, New Brunswick. The low rate on land
values still exposes Canadian municipalities to the
ravages of landlordism; but this danger may now
he easily averted by raising valuations or increas-
ing rates.

+ +
The Singletax in the United States,

In most of the States where Singletax sentiment
is influential, State constitutions stand in the way
of adopting this reform, and until the election of
last fall the laws of every State prevented its adop-
tion by municipalities.  Thomas G. Shearman
started a movement in New York as long ago as
1889 for permitting counties to adopt it, but over
thix entire period, no legislature of that State has
vielded to the pleas of Mr. Shearman or of his
associates and successors.  But in Oregon last fall,
thanks to the People’s Power (fonstitution of that
State, the people secured this local option right
for their counties, by means of an Initiative peti-
tion. Efforts are making in lehalf of landlord-
ism, from oulside the State as well as within it,
to reverse that vote at the next election; but a
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movement is nevertheless under way to bring the
question of exempting improvemenits and tasing
only land values, to a vote next year in every O
gon county. A similar movement is reporte for
Seattle. In Missouri a Constitutional amendment
progressively abolishing all taxes om impn®
ments, business, ete., and taxing land  values ahie,
is to be brought to vote next year under the Initi.
tive and Referendum powers of the people of thy
State. In other parts of the Union, although
important preparatory work is urnder wy, the
practical movement is either confined to indirat
activitics, or awaiting results in  MLissouri wl
Oregon; or clse it is devoting its energies tosan
that clectoral mechanism the possess iomn of whih
makes the Missouri and Oregon ca xnpaign pr-
sible.

+ +
The Singletax and the Fels Fund.

It is no empty compliment to an  individul b
credit Joseph Fels with having contributed iner
traordinary degree and with extraord inary suees
to the leap forward which the Simgletax move-
ment has taken in the past three years. Inther
ceipt of a large income, much of which he aitri
utes to predatory economic institaations, he i
financing campaigns for putting an e;xd to incom
«0 acquired. To this mission he devotes mong
that others devote to plutocratic pleasures or i-
effective philanthropies. Nor is it mnoney "]"“,f‘
that he gives; the man himself goes with his
money. In Great Britain, Germany, Denmnrl::
Australia, New Zealand and Canada, J ‘,’E"thFﬁ!f
(with the full sympathy and co-operation @ ;l
wife, and as a substitute for expensive Plf"‘“';&
pleasures and whims) finances and persor®' tEeﬂ:
motes the Singletax movement, visiting ¢ Aus
spheres of his activities once a year—‘ex(f'ep avar.
tralia and New Zealand, which are 00 1?r0f the
And results are what he asks for. S0 #%°
United States.

L)

Nearly three years ago Mr. Fel ing the
Fels Fund here with the object of _50('!11' f-earé-
Singletax somewhere in this country 18 ﬁve;iwum
His terms were merely that competent mf’ﬂn 4l
be appointed on the executive C‘}mm]b?w].;trhed
that every dollar contributed by him be ?' An
with another contributed hy the people. ];Lmj—{jefer
ideal commission was chosen: Dnmetcﬂ'{'ﬂ-‘ of
(chairman) of Cincinnati, and Lincoln 5 Jacksou
Clonnecticut, Frederie C. Howe of m“o(" :urge A
H. Ralston of Washington (D. C.), and ')L-, Qoo A
Briggs of Indiana. Mr. Fels offers ;[h other
vear—%$50,000 if so much is matched ¥

s endowed (he
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contributions—in order to cnable the exccutive
commission to do its work. Although his endow-
ment has not yet been fully doubled, contributions
besides his own have far exceeded in number and
amount any ever before made to the Singletax
cause in the United States. As a result, the peo-
ple of this country are moving rapidly on to the
point of realizing Mr. Iels’ original ohject of put-
ting the Singletax in operation somewhere in the
United States by 1914.*

+ +

Hostile Testimony to Singletax Progress.

One of the interesting evidences of NSingletax
progress is that which some of its more thoughtful
but imprudent adversaries unwittingly furnish.
Take, for instance, the movement for the relief
of congestion in New York ('ity, under the leader-
ship of Benjamin (. Marsht as executive secretary
of the Committee on Congestion of Population in
New York. This movement has before the legis-
lature of New York a bill that would reduce taxes
on buildings, relatively to sites, in New York City
by one-half. That is, a building would be taxed
only half as much as its site, their values heing
the same, or of a vacant lot of equal value. Tt is
essentially the Vancouver plan, as far as it goes;
and the exemption is to be progressive—a reduc-
tion of taxes on buildings in such equal amounts
annually as to bring about the complete 50 per cent
e;vemptj;,n of improvements with the fifth vear.
No one attempts to argue against this congestion
re_fnrm. Every one of any intelligence at all ad-
mits that it would be better than the present sys-
tem; and nearly everybody admits that it would
tend to reduce congestion, as of course it would.
But the bill was bitterly fought, and was post-
poned until the reassembling of the legislature on
the 6th of September, and it may be defeated, he-
tause—because what, do vou suppose?  Beecausge
it wonld be qn entering H':r’r."yc for the Singletnx!

+

|:ulI({| th?.t 18 the best kind of fight that New York
had [(:t(tmn can p"t_ up, New York landlordism
ation : er fllnt‘ fighting. A h(l-ttc»r svstem of tax-

on; but don’t adopt it, for it would let in the

Ning ! . .
{.nnﬁ{]‘::{lx. A good method for getting rid of
stion — ey . ‘
—Homan a erowded city; but don’t adopt it,

*Perng)
the SII:BT:E Wishing to know more ahour chls phase of
Danje) Kip?xr movement should write for Information to
cinnaty, gh‘h: Chalrman Fels Fund Commission, Cin-

I"‘I'MI‘. Marsh may
"WHL Benganiy C
tomnziile-e on )
Rony MG, 220 Ry

be addressed for Information as fol-

Marsh, Executive Secretary, The
omgestion of Population in New  York,
wdAway, New York Clty,
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for it would let in the Singletax! 1f the Single-
tax has indeed reached the point of popularity in
New York at which it must be guarded against to
the extent of opposing improvements in taxation
and of clinging to disease-breeding and death-deal-
ing hives for the homes of the poor, there is no use
in fighting the Singletax any longer. 1f a mere halv-
ing of taxes on buildings, throwing only that much
of their present burden over upon the monopolists
of building sites, would open the way for the full
Singletax, then the full Singletax is already upon
the threshold,—then the feet of the voung men
are at the door, for the dying body of landlordism
lies within. We hope that these fears of land
monopolists are well founded ; but we should sup-
pose that even so, they themselves would be
ashamed to make such an appeal. Think of it!
In the face of congested conditions which enrich
them at the expense of the labor and the lives of
their brethren, they oppose an ameliorative meas-
ure because it would be an entering wedge for the
Singletax!

+ 4 4 _
WILLIAM THOMAS CROASDALE.*
William  Thomas Croasdale has been dead

twenty years, vet those who knew and loved the
man can hardly think of him as other than alive.
So vigorous was his personality, so strong the im-
pact of his mind and character upon those with
whom he came in daily contact, that all such must
remember him to their dyving day as one of the
most vivid incidents of their experience.

His life was comparatively short, without strik-
ing incident or startling adventure; and measured
by merely material standards, without consider-
able suceess.  Judged, however, by the impress he
made upon those about him, by his practical use-
fulness to the Singletax movement and other pub-
lic causes, by the energy with which he thought
and wrought, (‘roasdale’s life was one of distin-

*This editorial 18 by a Boston newspaper man and
publicist, Edward N. Vallandigham, who was an edlitorial
assoclate of Mr, Croasdale’s on the Wilmington Every
Fvenlng in the early eighties, and an editorlal writer for
The Standard at the time of My, Croasdale's death, The
medailion of M, Croasdale, of which a photograph appears
In the body of the article, s by Mr. Croasdale’s friend,
2. Stuart Hinton, now of Chicago, the sculptor who
modeled a bust of Mr. Croasdale for the Reform Club of
New York City in 1892, a plaster replica of which Is owned
Iy the Manhattan Single Tax Club, Mr. Hinton's medallion
is an excellent llkeness and full of character, For the fine
photograph of it we are Indebted to Alfred Cox (935
MeClurg Bullding, Chicagn), a photographer of many dis-
tinguished persons, who Is justly famous for the painter-
Uke quality of his photographie portraita,  Platinum
coples, 7 Inches by 9 Inches (loose-mounted on rough
gray paper sheets), may bo had of him for (wo dollars
ench, postpaid,



