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The time has passed when the peo-
ple whom Lawson is exposing
can evade his charges by silence or
innuendo. His accusations are
made circumstantially, — with
names and dates, and in a man
ner which carries conviction of
their probable truthfulness. If
they are not true, they can be eas-
ily refuted.

More important, however, than
his exposure of individual turpi
tude, are Lawson’s pictures of
modern business ethics as they
work themselves out in practice.
They ave the ethics of hell. The
lesson to be learned from his ex-
posures in this respect is that the
grafters and boodlers whom good
¢itizenship clubs usually pursue.
are as sneak thieves to piratesin
comparison with the captains of
finance whom business men re-
gpect, society adores, colleges
cringe to, churches idolize, and
zoodcitizenship clubs defer to. We
have exemplifications of this mor-
al rottenness everywhere. Who-
ever knows much about buriness
environments and operations,
knows that Lawson is telling the
truth. Take Chicago or New York,
for instance, and you find the re-
gpectable graft system at work
in the most disheartening fashion.
Roodlers may be thrown down,
but “financial interests” thrive on
boodle principles. The great
grafters make the systen, and the
system becomes to young men of
abilities, who would rather be
honest than not if they dared—
voung business men and lawyers
and preachers and politicians—as
a harrow to a toad. The toad
must move along with the harrow,
if he can. or be torn by itg teeth.
And =0 the best budding abilities
of the time are drawn info the
service of this boodling system of
“business.”

THE SINGLE TAX MOVEMENT—ITS
ORIGIN AND PROGRESS.

In its early days the single
tax movement was spectacular.
Centering about the first candi
dacy of Henry George for Mayor
of New York, it threatened the
supremacy of Tammany Hall, de-
veloped a heated controversy in
the Roman Catholie church over
the ease of Father MeGlynn, and
stirred the stagnant pools of con-

ventional politics and self-satis-
fied piety to their depths,

seldom has there been a more
exciting local campaign in Ameri-
can polities than this unique cam-
paign of 1886 in New York, which,
in giving birth to the single tax
movement, almost pat George
into the mayor's chair, and did
eject McGlynn forever from his
chaneel and for a long time from
his chureh. Great masses of ad-
herents of a new third party only
locally organized, marched and
shouted and voted for “George!
George! Henry-George!” With
this refrain the streets of New
York rang again and again. For
many months, moreover, both be-
fore and after the election, the
larger auditoriums of the city
wore overcrowded — sometimes
three of the largest at once—with
enthusiastic listeners 10 Henry
George's doctrines, then with-
out a distinctive name but now
everywhere known as “the single
tax.” '

The political elements of ex
citement were contributed chiefly
by Henry George himself. They
were strongly reinforced by re
ligious emotions excited by
Gieorge’s doctrines and intensified
by the expulsion of MeGlynn from
Kt. Stephen’s (one of the most pop-
ulous Roman Catholic parishes in
the world) for supporting the agi-
tation. Both MeGlynn and George,
by their personal magnetism amd
thrilling oratory, stimulated the
enthusiasm , of theiv followers,
while the opposition were stirved
to resistance by appeals from
their leaders to rise up and “save
society.”

With the passing of this initial
stage of the single tax movement.
afterwards deseribed by one of it
most loyal supporters axitshowl-
ing dervish stage of emotional in-
ganitv.” the movement itself has
seemed to many to have receded.
Even among itsdevoted adherents
are those who still sigh for a re-
turn to that period of ebullient
enthusiasm and phenomenal or-
ganization, as to a time when the
single tax movement was at its
best,

Yet ifg greatest strength was
not then, it is now. Fewand weak
ag are its organizations to-day,
and subdued ag is the enthusiasm
of its present promoters over
their less spectacular tasks, the
magnitude and influence of the

single tax movement are vastly
greater now than ever before. ’
1.

In one sense, this movement is
not modern. The single tax ques-
tion is at bottom the land ques-
tion, and the land question is as
old as the Gracchi.  Even in our
own new country it dates as far
bhack as to the middle of the last
century, when Duganne sang:

And the soil is teeming o'er all the carth,
And the earth has numberiess lands;
Yet millions of hands want acres
Whi.e milllons of acres want hands,
Who hath ordained that a parchment seroll
Shail fince round miles of lands,
When millions of hands want acres,
And millions of acres want hunds?

In no such connection, how-
ever, is the single tax movement
usually thonght of. It is regarded
as having originated with Henry
George, who was born in 1839 and
died in 1897.

Nor is this idea much amiss, For
George, though he did not discov-
er the land gquestion nor invent
the single tax, did propose the sin-
gle tax as the just and expedient
method of solving the land ques
tion in harmony with the normal
tendencies of civilization. It was
he, also, who originated and led
the politieal apitation for the
gradual abolition of taxes on
everything but land values, as the
hest way of socializing land val-
uwes  and  individualizing labor
values.

In that view of the matter the
single tax movement derived its
original impulse from George's
pamphlet, “Our Land and Land
Policy,” published in California in
1871,

Between that time and 1870,
when his “Progress and Poverty”
appeared, a club was formed in
san Franeisco, which is accorded
the distinetion of having been
(he first single tax club in the
world, George himself was a
member, as was James G. Ma-
guire, afterwards a judge in San
Francisco and a member of Con-
gress from California. Judge Ma-
guire is now a prominent lawver
of the Pacifie Coast, and stillarec
ognized single tax leader of mi-
tional fame and influence.

Outside of California the first
distinctively single tax organiza-
tion was “The Free Soil Society.”
which organized in New York in
1883, and of which Henry. George
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was a member. Although nation-
al in its scheme it never advanced
much beyond the “‘paper” stage.

About the same time the “Land
Restoration Society” was organ-
ized in Scotland with the aid of
Mr. George on the occasion of one
of his lecturing trips to that coun-
try. Other organizations sprang
up here and there on both sides of
the Atlantic in those early days of
the movement, but the Secottish
“Land Restoration Society” alons
lived very long or made a record
of much importance. Itis still an
influential body.

When the New York mayoralty
campaign of 1886 got under way,
an era of active and quite general
organization set in. This conunted
for little, however, beyvond the lo-
cal sphere of influence of the New
York movement.

The New York mayoralty cam-
paign originated with the Cen-
tral Labor Union of New York
city, an organization which had
grown out of a workingmen's mass
meeting  at Cooper Union four
vears earlier, called to indorse the
“no rent’ manifesto then just is-
sued in Ireland.

Owing to tremendously intense
excitement in New York labor cir-
cles in the Summer of 1836, over
the vindictive prosecution in the
eriminal courts of a strike com-
mittee, the Central Labor Union
determined upon independent po-
litieal action and authorized a
nominating convention -of trade
union delegates. At this conven-
tion, George was nominated for
mayor upon a platform that would
now be recognized as a single tax
document, although “single tax”
a8 2 name was not vet thought of.
George's candidaey had  heen
called for by a petition bearing the
names of 34,000 signers. It was
subsequently indorsed by a citi:
zens’ mass mecting, and ratified
by a meeting at Cooper Union
larger than any previous one since
the outbreak of the Civil War.
After an exciting eampaign, in
which the two factions of the Dem-
ocratic party united upon Abra-
ham 8. Hewitt. George polled G8,-
110 votes. This was 22442 less
than were counted for Mr. Hewitt,
and 7,675 more than were credit-
ed to Theodore Roosevelt, now
President, who was then the Re-
publican candidate for mayor.

Following that election the

United Labor party was organ-
ized permanently in the county of
New York. It consisted of the
supporters of George. Another
historie organization of the move-
ment was the Anti-I'overty Soci-
ety, founded about the same time,
with the unfrocked Father Mc-
Glynn as its president. For the
purpose of making the political
organization national, a national
organizing committee also was
formed. One of the earliest re-
sults in the way of more extend-
ed organization was the birth of
the United Labor party as a State
organization at a convention held
at Nyracuse, N. Y, in the summer
of 1887. Outside of New York
county this party never rose
above the grade of a “paper” or-
ganization. In that county, how-
ever, and in Brooklyn, it was gen-
erally regarded as a political fac-
tor of no small importance.

At the Syracuse convention a
conflict arose between sorialists
and non-socialists, resulting in
the secession of the socialists, who
thereupon organized what is now
the Socialist Labor party.

The Syracuse convention adoprt
ed a single tax platform. and,

| greatly against his will, nominat-

ed Henry George for secretary of
state, the highest office on the
State ticket. A strenuous cam-
paign of the State was made by
George and McGlynn, supported
by a small army of minor speak-
ers, but without effect either in
country or city. Although
George's and McGlynn's meetings
were large everywhere, and in
New York city were phenomenal,
the result was keenly disappoint-
ing. In New York city George re-
ceived but little more than half of
his vote of the previons vear, and
his total vote for the whole State
was only 70,000—about 2,000 mor:
than his vote of the previous year
in the city alone. Ilis vote in the
city was about 37.000,

Yet the meetings in New York
continned with unabated fervor,
though in a few weeks with dwin-
dling audiences., Within the walls
of the meeting places public sen-
timent was still aflame, but only
there. Outside there were but
embers, and these were growing
cold. The first stage of the single
tax movement had come to anend.

II.

Apparently smaller and weaker,
and to superficial observers, both

friend and foe, growing more so,
the single tax movement was in
reality becoming only less nebu-
lous and therefore’ all the better
fitted for the new kind of activities
that lay before it. -

These were first revealed by
President Cleveland’s tariff re-
form message to Congress in De-
cember, 1887. Seeing in the timid
tarift reform policy of that mes-
sage the thinend of the free trade
wedge, of which the thick end is
the single tax, Henry George ral-
lied his followers to the support of
Cleveland. Father MeGlynn took
a different course.  Encouraging
an independent political pro-
gramme, lie participated in the na-
tional campaign of the United La- |
bor party in 1888, for which 2
popular vote of 2,668 was reported
in New York and 140 in Illinois, a
total for the United States of
2,808.

The single tax voters who fol-
lowed George at this juncture sup-
ported Cleveland, not as a party
Democrat, but as a pioneer, even
if a timid one, of free trade. They
solicited pledges for Cleveland for
the express reason that his pro-
posed taritf reform was a step in
the direction of free trade and the
single tax. More than 10.000 sig-
natures to this petition were se-
cured through the efforts chiefly
of William T. Creasdale, who had
the work in charge. )

Omne incident illustrates the ut-
ter absence of enthusiasm, yet the
determined purpose, which charae-
terized the beginning of this new
stage of the single tax movement.
At one of the single tax meetings
in support of Cleveland, an aud-
itor arose toward the end and
with unaffected seriousness said:

“Mr. Chairman: I move that
this meeting adjourn with three
cheers for Grover Cleveland.”

The motion being seriously sec-
onded, the chairman put the ques--
tion to vote. In the same stolidly
serious manner, the audience vot-
ed “aye” There were no “nayv”
votes, though the chairman called
for them.

Announcing the vote according-
Iy as unanimous in the affirmative,
the chairman was about to declare
the meeting adjourned, when he
was reminded of the result of the
motion to cheer. He hesitated, in
order to give some enthusiastic ad-
herent of Mr. Cleveland an oppor-
tunity to lead the cheering. XNo
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one offering to do so, he raised his
own right arm and with a slight
swinging motion of the wrist, but
with no signs of enthusiasm, ad-
dressed the audience in moderate
“and monotonous speech, saying:

“Three cheers for Grover Cleve-
land. Hurrah!” He paused, and
the audience solemnly repeated:
“Hurrah!” Then the chairman
again said “Hurrah!” and the
audienceagainrepeated it. A third
time he said “Hurrah!” and wait-
ed for the repetition, which came
as promptly and as stolidly as be-
fore. Finally, after the manner of
the cheering New Yorker, the
chairman added: “Tiger!” The
audience repeated that also, and
then dispersed to work and vote
for Cleveland.

At the conclusion of the Presi-
dential campaign of 1888, Mr.
Croasdale continued his work for
the purpose of permanently organ-
izing the single tax movement,
that name for it having mean-
while come spontaneously into
use. Petitions similar to those of
the campaign were prepared, the
pledge being changed, however, so
as to commit the signer, not to
vote for Cleveland—this prelim-
inary phase having gone by—but
to demand from Congress dn in-
vestigation of the single tax prop-
osition. A petition with scores
of thousands of signers was se-
cured and presented formally to
the lower House of Congress,
where it has reposed since 1892, if
it has not been destroyed.

Congress did nothing. No one
supposed it would. But the peti-
tion had served its purpose of or-
ganizing the gingle tax movement
in itas second stage. This work was
practically completed and its pos-
ribilities well-nigh exhausted un-
der the management of Mr. Croas-
dale, who died before the presen-
tation of the petition,

During those years, single tax
clubs were formed in various
parts of the United States. Some
of them were large and some were
small,but all were energetic. Not-
able among them was the Chicago
Single Tax club, a survival from
the previous stage of the move-
ment, of which Warren Worth
Bailey, now editor of the Johns-
town (Pa)) Daily Democrat, was
the principal promoter and for
years the president.  John Z.
White, at present the leading lee-

turer of the Henry George Asso-
ciation, was the most distin-
guished debater of the club. In
1900 this club divided over the
question of organizing a local sin-
gle tax party. Its president now
is Thomas Rhodus. The members
who opposed that poliey, since
practically abandoned, left the
club and organized the Henry
George  Association, of which
Frederick H. Monroe has been
president from the beginning.

Another notable organization
of that period was the Manhattan
Single Tax club of New York city,
organized in 1888, It owns its
own clubhouse and is now under
the presidency of Benjamin Dob-
lin, one of the young man converts
of the memeorable mayoralty cam-
paign of 1886.

These and other local bodies, to-
gether with isolated single taxers
throughout the country who had
shown their interest and their ac-
tivity in connection with the Con-
gressional petition, made the nu-
cleus of the national organization.
which began with a conference at
Cooper Union, New York, in the
summer of 1890. Among the mem-
bers of that conference were Tom
L. Johngon, of Ohio. now mayor of
Cleveland; Judge James . Ma-
guire, of California; Edward Os-
good Brown, of Illinois, now au
appellate judge in Chieago; Wil-
liamn Lloyd Garrison, of Massachu-
sctts, son of the Liberator; Mayor
Hoch, of Adrian, Michigan; Rob-
ert Baker, now a Congressman
from Brooklyn, and Henry George,
then just returned from a lecture
trip around the world. Three
vears later a similar conference
was held at the Art Institute, Chi-
cago, of which Father MeGlynn
as well as Henry George was a
member. No others have been
held, and the national organiza-
tion of which these conferences
were 1he representative gather.
ings has long since ceased to exist
except.upon paper.

HI.

The single-tax movement is no
longer an organized movement,
It has entered npon a third and
meore effective stage in its proe-
ress. This does not mean that
there are no live single tax organ-
izations. On the contrary there
are several. one of the younger
ones bheing the Ohio Single Tax
feague, of which William Rad-

cliffe, of Youngstown, is presi

dent, and J. B. Vining, of Cleve.
land, is secretary. Another iy
the Land Values League of Eng-
land, which has been taking ad-
vantage of the Chamberlain epi-
sode to make a radical free trade
agitation. Some organized activ-
ity is reported from Germany.
where a Land Reform league has
been organized which held its
14th annual tonference at Darm-
atadt in October, 1904; and
Fairhope, an Alabama colony
as nearly single tax in its meth
ods as existinglaws permit; has
become widely known for its sue
cessful demonstrations under the
management principally of E. B.
(jaston and James Bellangee
There are various other single tax
bodies. Some are survivals, whil:
some are only recently organized;
some are men's clubs and some are
women's leagnes; some are mori
bund and some are alert; anml
along with all the rest are litera-
‘ture-supplying committees mod-
eled upon the plans of E. B. 8win-
ney, of Brooklyn, who is conduet-
ing the principal one. But single
tax organizations in the United
States are at begt only local inin-
fluence and character, even when
national in form; and none canbe
said to be representative of the
single tax movement even locally.

Not only in the United States
but throughout the English-speak
ing world, the single-tax idea has
taken possession in greater or less
degree of vast numbers of people
who are not avowed single taxers
at all. and therefore will not or
ganize; while the avowed singl
taxers prefer as a rule to work
ithrough other organizations than
such as bear the single-tax label
Distinctive single-tax orgapiz-
tions are therefore neither many
nor representative. Yet the move
ment has made a strong impres
sion upon public opinion.

In Glasgow, single-tax men
have done their best work within
and through the Liberal party.
They have thus carried elections
on the single-tax issue, and. fo
lowed by some 300 other British
cities, have taken the lead in de-
manding of Parlinment the right
to adopt the single tax for local
purposes,

In this counection a mupicipal
conference of 124 local taxing bai-
ies was held in London in the Fall
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of 1902, the delegates having been
officially authorized to represent
their respective municipalities.
With only one dissenting vote this
conference by resolution declared
itsapproval“of the principle of the
taxation of land values for local
purposes, as being just and equit.
able.” Still more significant of
the quiet but steady progress of
the single-tax movement in Great
Britain was the vote in Parlia
ment in the Spring of 1903 on a bill
allowing municipalities to adopt
the single-tax principle for local
revenue purposes. The bill was
made a party measure by the Lib-
eral members of the House of
Commons, and being generally
supported or not oppused by
Conservatives, it was defeated
by only 13 votes. That the pub-
lie sentiment which made that re-
sult possible has not suobsided,
but is really gaining in mass and
momentum is evident from the
fact that in 1904 the same bill had
a majority in the Commons of 67.

A like inference may be drawn
from the impression made by the
gecond conference of local taxing
bodies held in the fall of 1904,
Apropos of this conference the
Observer and Times, an old and
conservative paper of Acering
ton, in its issue of October 15, 1904,
editorially declared that the
movement is  steadily gaining
ground in Great Britain. Nimply
as one among many available
illustrations of this progress, we
extract the following from that
editorial:

It is gratifying to see that the move-
ment for the taxation of land values is
ppecoming steadily strengthened and ex-
tenced. One cf its most hopefu] fea-
tures {s the absence to a large extent
of any political element. Not long ago
the prineiple had few advocates outsice
advanced sections of the Liberal party,
This iz no lunger €o by any means. The
question has gradunally resolved itself
into one of the relief of the rates. The
great municipal authorities of the king-
com have almost for the sake of sell-
preservation been compelled to force it
to the front, and to-day for practical

purpouses  they are unanimons in
advocating the reform. ... A sec-
ond conference of representatives

of municipal ard other raling au-
thoritieg has just been held at the West-
minster Palace hotel to push the move-
ment a further stage towards realiza-
tion. Over 200 rating authorities were
represented, and all the speaking was
unanimous, as the whole of the resolu-
tions were passed without a dissentient

voice. The Lord Provost of Glasgow,
who presided, struck the Kkey-note both
of the conference and the position in-
volved in saylong that the demand for
the bringing of land values into the rat-
ing net was a determined one on the
part of the municipal bodies, and was
approached from an economic stand-
point. . . . Mr. Charles Trevelyan, M.
P., said at the conference he believed
public opinion was nearly ripe for go-
ing in the direction of many of our col-
onies, and putting a large part of the
rates entirely on the land, a movement
which so far had been remarkably suc-
cessful. We scarcely think public opin-
ion here is so ripe. But it isripening
and the ever-increasing local and na-
tional burdens will hasten the process.

This advance in the single tax
movement, which now affects
both parties in Great Britain, has
been secured in that country by
working in  polities  primarily
through the Liberal party—that
one of~the two great parties hav-
ing the democratic trend. This
sensible  policy is not peculiar
to Great Britain. .As British sin-
gle taxers have worked through
the Liberal party, so their Aus-
tralasian brethren have worked
through the Free-Trade party of
Australia and the Liberal party of
New Zealand., The single-tax
leader of Australia, Max Hirseh,
stands in the FreeTrade party
second only to the party leader,
Mr. Reid; and George Fowlds, the
single-tax leader in New Zealand,
is a Liberal member of PParlia
ment. Both in Australia and in
New Zealand much has been done
in the way of making the single
tax rhe aceepted method of local
taxation. Itis mandatoryin some
parts of Mustralia, In New Zea
Lind it is voluntary, yet more than
a0 munivipalities  there  Lave
adopted it and eling to it Among
these is one of the  large  cities,
Christehmreh, besides  several
farming districts, .

Althoungh the administration of
fhe German colony of Kinochon,
China, has not bheen  inflnenced
through political parties, sinee it
ix not governed locally by parties,
it has been intlueneed in its fiseazl
adjustments by an adaptation of
the siume poliey of promoting the
single  tax  movement as  that
which is proving so satisfactoryin
Great  Breitain and  Austealia,
One of the members of the hody
which formulated the fiseal and
Lind tenmre systems now prevail-
ing in Kinochou was a single tax
man, who proposed the method to

his colleagues as an economic de-
vice for discouraging anticipated
land monopoly. His proposals
were welcomed, and a crude but
unmistakable single tax system
has consequently been in opera-
tion in Kiaochou for more than
five vears, with the most gratify-
ing results.

Even in the German Empire it-
self a considerable advange in the
application to cities of the single
tax principle was reported in the
summer of 1904. In several
Germancities,accordingtothat re-
port, taxes have been imposed on
the values of building lots, with
the express double purpose of de-
pressing land values and stimu-
lating building operations — a
typical double object of the single
tax movement.

OQutside of political bodies, sim-
ilar tendencies in the direction of
the single tax movement are ob-
servable in too many places to per-
mit of detailed description here or
even of enumeration of results.
As a single instance, merely for
illustration, we quote the follow-
ing special resolution of the exec-
utive committee of the 'rovinciak
Mining Association of British Co-
lumbia, the association of praec-
tical mining operators of a Cana-
dian Province that has already
made some legislative progressin
the direction of the single tax:

In the opinion of this association,
natural resources of the Province, and
not industry, should bear the chief bur-
den of taxation. The enormous areas
of valuable land now held under a tax- -
ation which is practically inzignificant
should be.made to pay its proper share
of the burden, and thus relieve incus-
try. The association therefure re-
spectfully recommends to the govern-
ment the advisability of inquiring into
and adopting the Australasian or scme
other equitable and uniform system of
taxation on  land, including mining
lands, that will tend to inerease the rev-
cuue, foster the settlement of the lands
of the Provinee, and encourage the de-
velgpment of its great mineraland other
resourees,

In view of the vast areas of land held
in this Provinece, it is believed that the
revenues from such a svstem of taxa-
tion will more than meet the annual
deficit of the Provinee, and will enable
it 1o materially relieve the minirg in-
dustry, .

It iz evident, even from this cur-
gory survey. that the single tax
movement has made great prae-
tical progress within the past twor
decedes,—greater, perhaps, thaw
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movemenits which have made a
gr:ater noise. ;

Much the same kind of progress
as in Europe, and by similar meth-
ods, has been made in the United
States, since the so-called “howl-
ing dervish” stage of the move-
ment; although progress in or to-
ward practical applications of the
single tax principle are not yet so
far advanced, :

On the Pacific coast the single-
tax leader, ex-Judge James ;. Ma-
guire, has served geveral terms in
Congress with acknowledged abil
ity amd unquestioned fidelity.
While there he introduced a single
tax bill as a substitute for the pro-
posed income tax. TUpon coming
to a vote on the J1st of January,
1894, it received six votes—('on-
pressman James G. Maguire, Tom
L. Johnson, Jerry Simpson, John
De Witt Warner, M. D. Harter and
‘Charles Traey. \All were pro-
nounced single tax men except
Harter, who was a real estate tax
man, and Tracy, who merely took
this method of recording his op-
position to the income tax.

Magnire was the Democratic
candidate for governor of Califor-
nig in 1898, and though bitterly
opposed and running in a Repub-
lican Btate, was defeated by only
a small plurality—abont 20,000,
Franklin K. Lane, also a single
taxer, was defeated for governor
of California in 1902 by-only 2,553
yotes,

Otherprominent and influential
public men in the West are pro-
nouneed single taxers, ineluding
Jumes W, Buckling whose work in
the Jegislature and hefore the peo-
ple of Colorado is familiar,

In the East, Gov., Garvin of
Rhode Istand, who has long heen
closely identitied with the move.
ment, s been twice elected gov.
ornor ax oo Demoeratic eandi-
date,and was defeated in 1904 by
Tess than 600 votes in a State
which gave the Republican eandi-
dite for President a plurality of
150000 The names  of William
Lloyd Garrison, Congressman Ba-
ker and Tom L. Johnson need only
be mentioned to arouse thoughts
of the single tax, Jolnson is with-
out dispute the single 1ax lead
eroin the United  States, and
throngh his  activities and  the
methods of his political adver-
&iries, the single tax prineiple is
permeating publie sentiment to a

degree and with a rapidity that
distinctive single tax organiza-
tions could not possibly accom-
plish. One of his most efficient co-
adjutors is Robert C. Wright, the
auditor of Cuyahoga county, Ohiv,
whose administration as a fiscal
officer has been as straight in the
direction of the single tax prin-
ciple as existing law allows, and
as far under the law as possible in
the face of corporate opposition.
Mr. Wright was reelected in 1904
as a Democrat by a plurality of
2500 in a county which at the
same time gave a Republican
plurality for President of 34,000,

The particular political reform
which the single tax movement
presents is known as “local op-
tion” or “home rule” in taxation.
This has been the political ad-
vance courier of the movement in
Great Britain as it is in the United
States. Its aim is to secure to lo-
calities the right toestablish their
own methods of taxation, so that
any locality may adopt the single
tax, without waiting for action by
the State if the voters of that lo-
cality desire to adopt it.

This line of single tax policy
was formulated immediately after
the I'residential election of 1888,
Its author was Thomas G. Rhear-
man. Work upon it began imme-
diately in New York, and the leyg-
islature of that Btate has at near-
Iy every session had the measure
before it. Although it has defeat-
ed the measure every time, the af-
firmative vote has always been
Large, It was in connection with
this phaze of the movement that
New York city was empowered by
the legislature to distingnish land
values from improvement values
in tax assessments and to pub-
lish the results—a veform which
has revealed the amazing facl
that Lardly one-fourth of the im-
mense real estate value of New
York eity is improvement valuoe,
about three-fourths of it being the
vitlne of gites alone,

This question of “local option™
or “home rale” in taxation is the
one on which Senator Boeklin was
beaten in 1902, Sabmitted simply
as i publie poliey question for an
mdvisory vote in Ilinois ar the
Fall eleetions of 1904, it polled
1G4 votes, to 13LIST, a major-
iy of 355262,

Thix also iz the New Zealand
and the Australian system, and

it is this right of local applica-
tion of the single tax principle
that the municipalities of Great
Britain, with Glasgow at the head,
are demanding so urgently of P'ar-
liament. :

" As the single tax movement is

essentially reformatory rather
than revolutionary, a progressive
directing force in or influence
upon existing soeial life rather
than a protest and revolr, it does
not appeal to segregative impul-
ses. This is the reason that its
distinctive organizations are few
and small out of all proportion te
the real magnitude and effective
ness of the movement.

For the same reason its news
paper organs also are few. But
just as the leaders of the move
ment are acceptable leaderx in
general civie atfairs, and all the
more so because they are not ham-
pered by the requirements and dis-
cipline of distinctive single tax
organizations, so is its newspa
per press all the more intfuential
because not a collection of mer
organs.

If one were asked what singie
tax papers there are, he would
probably name the Single Tax Re-
view, the Courier (organ of Fair
hope colony, Ala.), the Standard,
of Daphne, Ala.; Economy, of
Solon, Ia.; Rockland Opinion of
Rockland, Me.: Goodhue County
News, of Red Wing. Minn.; Why,
of Cedar Rapids, Ta.; the Single
Tax, of Glasgow, and the Volks
stimme, of Berlin, He might also
name The Pablie, but The Publie
ix not a single tax organ; it is sim-
ply a general review which ap-
proves the single tax principle.
Notwithstanding this dearth in
newspaper organs, the single tax
movement is not weak in its news
paper support.  No other radieal
movement where English speech
prevails is o so well served by
friendly newspapers.

Distingunishing papers by their
sympathies  and underlying ed-
itorial poliey. and not by their
character as organs, a long eata-
logne of single tax papers conldbe
mamed.  This list would inclnde
the London Speaker, the London
New Age, the London Daily News,
and the Liverpool Financial Re
former, in Great Britain: the Star.
of San Francisco; the daily Coles
County  Democrat, of Jefferson
City, © Mo.; the daily Re
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