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hearing February 16th, the legislative committee
unanimously voted to report that the bill “ought
to pass.” In its final form the bill specifies that
the assessors “shall estimate and record separate-
Iy the value of the land, exclusive of buildings
ort;:ther improvements, in each parcel of real
estate.”

_ + +

Single Tax Work in Massachusetts.

A conference of the Massachusetts Single Tax
League was held in Tremont Temple, Boston, on
the 2nd, at which James R. Carret, the president,
presided. Prof. Lewis J. Johnson, of Harvard,
offered a resolution urging upon the legislature the
passage of House bill No. 365 (pp. 52, 74, 179) or
its substantial equivalent, providing for the estab-
l{shment of the Initiative and Referendum in the
Commonwealth. He said he believed the House of
Representatives would give the necessary two-thirds
vote in favor of the proposed Constitutional
amendment, but that the matter must come up for
aoond vote before being submitted to the people
ad therefore the real struggle would come next
vear. There was more danger in the Semate, he
thought, although only a majority vote is needed
o that body. Prof. Johnson felf, as reported by
the Boston ‘Globe, that it is of the—
umost importance and necessity to “play politics”
8 little by sending men of real power and influence,
men who are students of political economy and
scholars fn the science of true democracy, to the
members of the legislature and acquainting them

¥ith the facts and urging them to vote for the rights
of the people.

Prof. Johnson’s resolution was adopted ; and soon
thereafter a ‘message from Gov. Foss, thanking the
League for its stand for the Initiative and Refer-
edum, was received. The secretary, Edwin
Thatc_her Clark, then offered a resolution com-
aendmg the Mayor of Boston for recommending

}t1he Governor of the Commonwealth to favor
‘;“fl legISI&thn as may be needed to secure more
a: t‘}; b)('}ftaxatlon the large value attaching to land
o, ail irect results of public expenditure, which
Olutiono%ed" In connection with Mr. Clark’s res-
e resident Carret advised that the Mayor be
kaown 0‘}“‘1 supported by reporting every instance
reciprocit. Property escaping taxation. Canadian
olution by }‘;as endorsed by the adoption of a res-
the lancq? obert B. Capon, substantially quoting
in the 1 age of Lloyd George, the Liberal leader

" ]?rltish Parliament, as follows:
rejoice . .
agreement ha:hat the proposed Canadian reciprocity

been negotiated, and heartily trus
it wi gotiated, eartily trust
regarl(: zea:amed to a successful conclusion. We
immense g ?1 great triumph for common sense, an
incaleulabje ste in the cause of free trade and an
of the | €D toward fraternity and co-operation
Dglish-speaking family.
C. B Fi]lebr

lat oWn urged the gathering of facts re-
ng to the working of the Single Tax in towns,
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cities and countries, and said that this was now
being done in the Canadian northwest under the
patronage of the railroads. His remarks were in
connection with a declaration of the League dated
February 14, that it—

wishes to announce to members and friends the
revision of the constitution of the League, under-
taken for the purpose of making the League an
effective organization in the cause of land-value tax-
ation. Events during the past two years indicate
a widespread and rapidly growing sentiment in
favor of the taxation of land values, and the ex-
emption of industry from tax burdens. The British
budget of 1910 embodied a measure of land-value
taxation and more is promised. The Canadian
cities of Victoria, Vancouver, Prince Rupert, Cal-
gary and Edmonton have adopted the single tax for
municipal purposes with the expected satisfactory
results. Oregon last November adopted an amend-
ment to her Constitution providing for county op-
tion in taxation, and there is good reason to believe
several counties will adopt the single tax at the
next election. Im Massachusetts the time seems
ripe for effective work to secure this vital reform.-
A necessary basis for effective work by the League
is a strong active membership. The League plans
to open a vigorous educational campaign with the
purpose of securing as soon as possible such Con-
stitutional amendments and legislation as may be
necessary to set the Single Tax in operation in
Massachusetts.

The conference had been opened by the Rev. Dan-
iel Roy Freeman of Braintree with an address on
“The Aims and Means of Progress.” '

+ +

The Fels Single Tax Tour.

Joseph Fels and Daniel Kiefer (p. 180) were
at Grand Junction, Colo., on the 19th, where Mr.
Fels was met by a large audience whose attention
he held to the end, and was greeted by an enthu-
siastic reception at the close of the meeting. The
next stop of importance was Denver, and then
Kansas City, St. Louis, Chicago and South Bend.

+ +

The Mexican Revolution.

The insurrection in Mexico (p. 181) continues
to flourish. According to a dispatch of the 27th
from Douglas, Ariz., 200 insurrectos had captured
the town of Fronteras, south from Douglas across
the border. The town was defended by fifteen civ-
ilian soldiers, and five of the revolutionists were
killed. Dr. Vasquez Gomez, head of the confiden-
tial agency representing the revolutionary party
at Washington, announced on the 26th that he
had received from the Diaz government indirect
peace overtures. Dr. Gomez, who was for a long
time the family physician of President Diaz, and
who was, in the last election, candidate .for the
vice-presidency of Mexico on) the same ticket as
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Francisco I. Madero (vol. xiii, pp. 613, 1114), the
candidate for President, declared the provisional
government would not “undertake any negotia-
tions of peace except under the condition that the
delegates shall be legally and fully authorized
with written powers.” He added that it was
further desirego by the revolutionists that the ar-
rangement for peace negotiations “should be pub-
lished and recognized by the federal government
officially.” These steps, he explained, were neces-
sary because of the repudiation by the federal
government of connection with the peace confer-
ence arranged by Governor Sanchez last Novem-
ber.

> P+
Canadian Reciprocity.

In the Dominion Parliament at Ottawa on the
22nd, an amendment to the act approving the
reciprocity agreement with the United States (pp.
170, 181), made by F. D. Monk, the leading
“French nationalist,” accepted by Sir Wilfrid
Laurier, the premier, and adopted without dis-
sent, declared that with a view to dispelling the
feeling of unrest created in Canada by comments
made in the United States and Canada as to the
political consequences of the agreement, the House
wighed to affirm emphatically ite determination to
preserve intact the bonds which unite Canada to
the British Empire, and the full liberty of Canada
to control her fiscal policy and internal autonomy.
In speaking on the subject the mover of the reso-
lution explained that in Canada, the United States
_ and Great Britain, some public men and a part of
the press had stated that annexation was hound
to follow reciprocity ; but he helieved there was no
genuine annexation sentiment in Canada, and that
a statement to that effect should be formally made.
The Premier said that there was not one man on
his side in the House who has ever thought of any
such thing as annexation. “But,” he added, “if it
is necessary in order to strengthen the wavering
faith of the honorable gentleman opposite T have
no objection to accepting the motion.”

+

The agreement was reported out of the finance
committee of the United States Senate (p. 181)
on the 24th without recommendation. The vote
in committee was ¥ to 6 against a favorable report
and 7 to 6 against an unfavorable one. So the
measure comes ‘back to the Senate without recom-
mendation. The following members of the com-
mittee voted for the measure: ILodge, Penrose,
Cullom and Flint, Republicans, and Money and
Stone, Democrats; those who voted the other way
were Burrows, Hale, McCumber and Smoot, Re-
publicans, and Bailey, Taliaferro and Simmons,
Democrats. On a motion to make an adverse re-
port Senator Smoot saved the measure.
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Fourteenth Year.

The British Parliament.

The measure for the abrogation of the Lords’
veto, which Mr. Asquith introduced in the British
House of Commons on the 21st with an uncom-
promising speech (p. 181), provides in substance,
as to money bills, that—

if bhaving been passed by the House of Commons,
and sent up to the House of Lords at least one
month before the end of the.session, the bill is not
passed by the House of Lords without amendment
within one month after it is so sent up, it shall, unless
the House of Commons direct to the contrary, be
presented to His Majesty and become an act of
Parliament on the Royal assent being signified, not-
withstanding that the House of Lords has not con-
sented to the bill

A money bill is described as one which—

in the opinion of the Speaker of the House of Com-
mons, contains only provisions dealing with all or
any of the following subjects, namely: the imposi-
tion, repeal, remission, alteration or regulation of
taxation; charges on the consolidated fund or the
provision of money by Parliament; supply; the ap-
propriation, control or regulation of public money;
the raising or guarantee of any loan or the repay-
ment thereof; or matters incidental to those sub-
jects or any of them. No amendment to a money
bill which, in the opinion of the Speaker of the
House of Commons, prevents the bill retaining such
a character will be permitted.

As to other than money bills, the measure provides
in substance that—

it it is passed by the House of Commons in three
successive sessions (whether of the same Parlia-
ment or not) and, having been sent up to the House
of Lords at least one month before the end of the
session, is rejected by the House of Lords in each
of those sessions, that bill shall, on its rejection
for the third time by the House of Lords, unless the
House of Commons direct to the contrary, be pre-
sented to His Majesty and become an act of Parlia-
ment on the Royal assent being signified thereto
notwithstanding that the House of Lords has not
consented to the bill. Two years must elapse, how-
ever, between tlle date of the first introduction of
the bill in the Commons and the date on which it
passes the House of Commons for the third time.
Provision also is made for the amendment of meas-
ures during the time they may be pending, and the
bill also describes what may be regarded as the re-
jection of bills by the Lords.

Other clauses of the act provide that—

“nothing in this act shall diminish or qualify the ex-
isting rights and privileges of the House of Com-
mens,” and that “five years shall be substituted for
seven years as the time fixed for the maximum
Jduration of Parliament under the septennial act of
1715.”

+

After debate the measure passed its first rend-
ing in the Commons on the 22nd, by 851 to 227 —
a majority of 124,



