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Massachusetts—Mark W. Cross, Wm. Lloyd Garrison,
Louls IMrang, E. M. Chamberlain, Hamlin Garland, J. K,
Hiscoek, W. B. Pendleton, E. II. Underhill, G. K, Ander-
son, W. Burhenne, Chas. K. Cutter, M. D, John Wat-
rous, Jas. R. Carret, Wm. . Bell, W. L. Crosman,
C. 8, Mitton, W, A, Verney, John Adams, 8 W. Bur-
nett, Ed. Frost, Israel Hey, John Lavis, C. B, Totman,
Q. A. Lothrop, Thomas R. Fiteh, Edwin T. Clark,
Charles N, Cottrell, Willard W. Gray, L. M. Marston,
Israel A, Trask, Wm. Chapman, Horace L. Dunnell,
Dr. E. Ellenwood, Rev. John Gregson, T. J. Hastings,
8. H. Howes, F. W. Morton, Edwin K. Page, C. W.
Estahrook, Charles . Cooke, J, Whidden Graham.

Michigan—L. W. Hoch.

Minnesota—Oliver T. Frickson, C. J, Buell, Willlam Don-
aldson, W, A, Carpenter, Rev. 8. W. Sample, IX. J.
Hrown.

Missouri—H. Martin Willlams, H. H. Hoeffman, C. B.
Keeler, Dir. Henry 8. Chase, Lee Meriwether, Charles
E. Reid.

New Jersey—John W, Jakeway, Joseph Dana Miller, C.
Merquilan, P. Merquilan, Wm. Wellstood, John Molay,
J. Blacklock, John Cronin, R. Campbell, E. Nobis, 1. N.
Jackson, Wm. Lindsay, Jas. McGregor, Wm. Langstaff,
B. Ennis, P. Garrihan, Fdward McQuilan, Roht. Knnis,
Henry Bradshaw, Wm, M. Callinglum, Louis M. Ran-
dall, Johin Essler, G. Delisle Zimmerman, ——— Porter,
T. J. Werner, llerbert Boggs, C. B. Rathbun, M. T.
Gaffney, Post, Melstle, Wm. Kirkpatrick,
David I. Thompson, J. L. Anderson, J. H. McCulloch,
G. H. Neal, Mrs. A, Stirling, J. J. Streeter, Jos. Rep-
petti, E. W. Nellis, Martin Hughes, Richard Carroll,
Wm. Gray, John T. Abbott, Wm, Mosley, John Ridge-
way, Jas, HIill, Geo. Adams, Jas, MacNamara, Hugh
Watson, Jacob Nick, Jr., Taul Breen, J. A. Craig, David
White, Willlam B. DuBois, James Taylor, Henry W.
Churchill, Johin Henry Brooks, Benjamin Urner, Thomas
Thorp, Read Gordon, Thomas Flynn, Robert Welch,
Edward Houllhan, Frank Proirer, W. C. Kip, George M.
Vescellus, Thomas H. Potter, H. C. Kirby, John H.
Edelman, Rohert Butterworth, A. W. Davis, H, R.
Mathews, N. W. Gage, J. W. H. Maclagan, Timothy
Barrett, Nicholas Schineider, Robert Teslie, H, F. [iuase.
A. Mooney, E. A. Wallace, Edward C. Alphonse, George
R. Webb, W. B. Judd, John McKechnie, Richard F.
George, O. I). Wood, James Mackintosh, José Gros, John
Morrison, M, L. Beaty.

New York—Henry George, J. T. Altemus, J. H. Babcock,
William  Brittigan, George Brunswick, James Beggs,
Willlam T. Croasdale, Holbrook Cushman, Daniel Cav-
aniagh, Behjamin Doblin, J. A, B. Dilworth, G. W.
Everett, Henry George, Jr., George Harnwell, William
. Hicks, John J. Hopper, Charles P. Kelly, August
Lewis, Walter Mendelson, M, D, Willilam H. Mathews,
Louis Morris, William McCabe, Thomas H. McGeoch,
Jerome O'Neill, Louis F. Post, Gaston Protin, Richard
Passmore, kdward J. Shriver, George Simon, A. J.
Steers, J. H. Scully, Willlam F. Sherlock, W. B. Scott,
Lindley Vinton, Morris Van Veen, John Welsh, Alfred
Jo Wolf, Willian D. Williams, John F. Winter, Patrick
Murray, George Newton, A, H. Cameron, G. F. Jones,
Harry A, T Souchet, J. B, Subine, Henry L. Hinton,
John J. Murray, F. W, Croak, M. W, Norwalk, Joseph C.
Roshirt, Joseph McDonough, James J. Mahoney, Edward
Furguson, Gustav W, Thompson, Alfred R. Calhoun,
George White, P'eter Aitken, John Hickling, E. O, Ros-
coe, A. L. Sessions, Robt. Baker, George N. Olcott,
Kenneth R, Cranford, James T, O'Neill, R. C. Utess, W.
J. Horan, C. W. Hughes, Chas. Simpson, Thomas B.
Preston, H. B. Brown, George R. Gage, H. Camps,
Joseph McGuinness, ——— Whereley, Rev. Henry Sharp,
Fred J. Deverull, Morris Cohen, Martin Battle, George
Helme, H. C. Turphey, ———— Titus, Noldenberg,
Jus. B. Connell, Adelph Pettinkofer, J. J. Faulkner,
Chas. H. Govan, John H. Blakeney, Anlhony Schram,

Charles D, Blackhall, 8. C. Rogers, C. W. Rogers, 1. 8
Crane, Bernard Manning, A. M. Molina, James F.
Darmour, Dan Beard, Theodore Lane, Dr. Fox, James
F. Connor, Henry Stahner, Andrew Cralg, Edward Rich-
ardson, George E. Bedell, Dr. J. J. Smythe, George
Winter, Thomas M. Hyatt, R. M. Rosty, Charles H
Fullcr, J. K. Rudyard, James Ryan, J. D. Foster, James
C. Murray, J. H. Root, John Rix, George Rix, John M.
Campbell, John 8. Cogan, W. Deshon, A. B. Stoddard,
John H. Schilling, Lester M, Clark, Martin Gay, M. J.
Mehan, Charles 8. Hopkins, Charles Huiest, Henry
Sterling, L. B. Perry, Fulding Gowe, John Forsyth, John
Woodruff, Willlam Young, D. Mackengie, John Me-
Curthy, John Howarth.

1Single Tax Brotherhood of Religlous Teachers)—Rev.
Dr. W. 8. Thackeray, Rev. John Anketell, Rev. Dr.
W. P. George, Rev. Dr. J. W. Kramer, Rev. A. Whitaker.

(New Churchmen’'s Single Tax League) — Alice
Thacher, Altona A. Chapman, Emma Smith, Albert
Smith, A. J. Auchterlonie, L. E. Wiimarth, George
Waterson, John Filmer, Rev, J. B. Parmelee, Geo. Cole-
man, E. B. Swinney, G. W. Hopping, Charles Magina,
Kdward L. Ryder.

Ohio—Tom L. Johnson, L. E. Stemon, W. K. Field, John
Quinlan, Colonel A. W. Johnson, L. A. Russell, ClIff 8
Walker, Thomas Hunt, Joseph L, Schraer, James Sem-
ple, Billy Radcliffe, itichard Hughes, A, R. Wynn, §. G.
Rogers.

Pennsylvanla—P. D. Tangney, A. E. Wagner, Claude M
Johmson, Richard Eyre, A, J. Moxham, Dr. Edward G
Rhoads, Willilam J. Atkinson, Michael Geiselman, James
Ashton, J, L. Shoemaker, Arthur H, Stephenson,
Samuel E. Clarkson, C. Brinton, Herman V. Hetzel
David K. Emsley, R. L. Atkinson, G. Frank Stephens,
Daniel 8. Brown, Oscar F. Pollar, Dr. H. J. Woodhouse,
Samuel Shouls, U. C. Munch, Louis Klein, H. D. Al
bright, A. D. Fraim, Dr. J. W. Dick, 1. J. Quinn, Thomas
Muludy, C. F. Knight, Mark Roberts, J. H. Moyer, H. )
Skinner, Charles 8. Prizer, Charles Corkhil, I J
smythe, John H. Jones, Duncan Wright, William
Hancock.

Rhode lsland—Willlam Howarth, John J. Reavy, Georie
D. Riddell, David Harrower,

South Dakota—W. E. Brokaw,

Tennessee—J. S. Menken, Bolton Smith, M. H. McDowell
R. G. Brown.

Texas—H. F. Ring. der

Virginia—S. J. Conroy, Edward K. Robertson, Alexand®
Cruikshank,

West Virginla—W. E. Sugden, W. H. Curry, W. F. Thayet
W. I. Boreman.
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TACTICS OF THE SINGLETAX
MOVEMENT.

Condensed from a Speech of Henry Geotg';.’ :]i;:m
Congress, June 10, 1911, on the Wool
From the Record of June 14

In the times of Alexander the Great *h_clm_
donian phalanx was the invineible nl]'“m!:?_ it
tion of the world. It originated ‘]“'ude.\'lt‘['
before Philip and Alexander, was great)h‘. .
oped by them, and then was taken ul.]‘t'Tflf'-‘
Greeks. For centuries it swept all baefore 0
formation consisted of spearmen. LY ‘fll‘rc]d.» o
ilv armored and carried great obl o8 “_]i e
hide the body. They bore but one w C’-“Hon shn;ljldif
16 feet long. They formed in close «T e;,‘h“_ e
to shoulder, their spears extendin £ o, gt
ranged in ranks, close together, £ U 5%
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and even more deep. Those behind had their
Spears extended between those in front. They
made one solid mass of moving armor and spear
points; a formation at first 4,000 men strong, then
6,000, and at last up to 20,000; a great, slowly ad-
vancing wall, flanked on either side with armor
and spears and likewise backed. Advancing over
flat ground, this huge living military machine car-
ried all before it until it tried to conquer ltaly.
Under Pyrrhus the phalanx went down into the
dust before- the free formation of Rome. The
Roman soldier, carrying his lighter body armer,
his smaller shield, his short double-edged sword,
was quicker, inore nimble, could move over the
field in openn” or close order. But when he met the
phalanx he had a new military problem on his
hands ; spears, spears, spears, a gigantic oblong of
spears; Whether in front, on either flank, or in
the rear. "They bristled like a vast poreupine.
How was he to get within arm’s reach of the body
of the Greck soldier, for do this he must to use his
weapon—the  short sword. Then was Roman
genius called wapon to invent a weapon that should
destroy the Phalanx. The weapon was produced.
It was the Rllum, a lance or short spear that could
be hurled with great force and accuracy 50 feet or
more. -Each. Roman soldier marked out an indi-
vidual behind the wall of spears. Watching for
an exposed part, he hurled the pilum. If a spear-
man fell, he ynade confusion and a breach in the
}'n‘? of spears.  That was the Roman chance. The
€glonaries  rarxy in between the points and with
their swords hagd the spearmen, helpless in heavy
armor, at their mercy. One such breach made,
there was a, Wedge-like rush from the Roman ranks
and the vhole phalanx was destroved. Thus was
Pyrrhus vanquished. The Roman with his broad-
Sw§rd and his pilum became the world’s master.
the[r Chai Tman, the tariff beneficiaries have been
i t‘i'fﬂnﬂm}c and political phalanx for long vears
n the Uniteq States.  They have formed one
ﬁ:'e"‘: (t‘:lmpact united body. Realizing that they
halis 8 ‘(nd together or be destroyed in detail, they
. € ac gd as a mass, their shields spread, their
“]'fodmt: Yanced; from time to time moving for-
e new grom_1d _of vantage; mqking at all
eral atf; f‘“}:nmon brls’r]‘mg defense a;:m‘nst all gen-
;roqg Iactf-j‘ And so it has been until this Con-
o th tﬂ‘ 1S 8&pecial session the method of attack
e tariff Phalanx has changed.  The pilum has

n . ) . |
T(;:j: “?mff INnto wuge in this Democratic House.
C wool bill which we are now debating; the
-anadian

which we he ) Procity bill and the freelist bill
may herm{?ve Passed ; the other schedule bills that
hurl at v k@r Pass, are our Roman lances which we
down ) €K points in the tariff ranks. We break
ere. we Sp(f(ars here, we break down the spears
and {hei T]? € a breach and widen it with a rush,
himself Se CTY in the tariff ranks is each for
may a. mall and mnsignificant as these bills
Ppear, they carry destruction. Hurled by
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the Democratic side in this Congress, the tariff
army line will at points be picrced and breached,
and the monopoly phalanx which, so long as it
could stand intact, was invincible, will end in
utter rout and destruction.

Therefore, Mr. Chairman, I have great joy in
voting for this wool bill. " 1 do not regard it as
much of a bill, but since it unites the Democratic
side in battle order it will do. My preference was
to have free wool and free woolens, too. 1 would
have liked the bill to declare for free trade in wool
and woolens. But, thank you, I shall take what I
can get. I believe that the gentleman from Geor-
gia (Mr Brantley) is perfectly right in stating
that any tariff at all involves protection. I am
against any protection whatever, and therefore, 1
am altogether against a tariff. I am against a
tariff for revenue, for I regard it as one of the
worst ways for raising revenue.

But, Mr. Chairman, suppose that we reach a
revenue basis; suppose we cut out much of the
tariff, how are we to supplement the revenue? I
am a Singletaxer. I do not believe in taxes upon
any kind of industry, or upon anything that comes
from industry 1 believe the whole burden of taxa-
tien—Federal, State, and municipal—should fall
upon monopoly. I believe it should fall upon
the mother of all monopolies, upon the earth;
upon ‘hat value which comes to any piece of land
not by reasen of the toil of its owner—for all im-
provements should be exempted—but from the de-
velopment of the community; from social growth
and social improvement.

To tax Jand values alone is not a mere dream.
It is not the utterance of a man so far in the ad-
vance of practical affairs as just to be listened to
for g brief hour and then be dismissed. My col-
leagues, it is a principle that is now and here. It
is claiming the grave attention, shaping the legis-
lation, of the advanced nations of the earth. It
is in the Orient; it is in the Occident; it is in the
Antipodes; it 1s amongst the progressive people to
the north of us with whom we are secking closer
ties; it has made a momentous, convulsive drive
forward in Great Britain.

Mr. Norris:  In fixing the value of the land
for the purpose of taxation, you would not take
into consideration any improvements?

Mr. tivorge: As though it had no Improvement
on it; what it would sell for in the open market.
That market price is the sum of advantages in the
situalion; if there be public streets or other publie
improvements, for instance; if there be improve-
ments on adjoining lots—all such considerations
enter into value.

Up north of us, in Vancouver, British Columbia,
they have applied what is called the “single tax.”
So far as local revenues are concerned, it is a single
tax; but it is not the single tax I am advocating,
since it is very small in amount—not sufficient to
check ihe great land “boom” now in progress there
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in consequence of the exemption of buildings and
all other improvements from taxation. As a re-
sult, Vancouver has inereased in improvements
faster than any ecity in the world. The
increase  in Vancouver's improvements dur-
ing the last vear was 87 per cent.  There being
no tax on buildings or other things a man might
put on his land, industry and thrift are encour-
aged. TIndeed, there is so much benefit from this
policy that land values are rizing. There is very
active speculation in land. The advantages from
the exemption of improvements are likely to he ab-
sorbed by land speculation.  Against this the peo-
ple of Vancouver will be compelled to defend
themselves by inereasing the tax rate on land
values. But this aside, the idea of exempting im-
provements from taxation is spreading all through
Western Canada. Wherever tried, it is working
most prosperously.  And nowhere in Canada,
Australia, or anywhere else, is there the least dis-
pesition to go back to the old taxes. The people
in Washington and Oregon, as vou can find if vou
go out to those States, are looking with amazed
eves at Canada and her exemption of industry
from any taxation. Attracted by that, many are
going up over the border. Many more will most
assuredly go unless those Western States shall
adopt a similar policy of exempting improvements
from taxation.

Some say the farmers would object to this single
tax. This tax is upon land values exclusively.
When you come to consider the values in a farm
you find that they are largely betterments—im-
provements the farmer’s labor has wrought. Ex-
empting them, the value that remains to he taxed
is verv much shrunk up. Moreover, speculative
value in the Jand would lessen.  Tndeed, specula-
tive value would disappear with heavy taxation of

Jand values,

The British hudget fight. of which the world has
heard, was nothing but a fight with landlords over
a tax upon land values. As for the amount of
revenue to be raised under this tax on land values,
it was preposterously small. Why, then. all the
opposition we have read of? Because the lords
perceived in this small tax the thin edge of the
wedge. Tlovd George and his progressive party
were pulling down coroneted landlordism.  The
tax was small, but British privilege knew its im-
port. The tax was small then, but it is going to
be increased, not only as an Tmperial tax, but as a
basis for local revenues.

So here we have the way made clear to us. Why
should we in this country not go to land values
for all our revennes?  We get part there; why not
all?  Abolish the tariff and other taxes on produc-
tion and increase our present taxation on land
values.

Is there in any part of the world a greater, more
damaging, more damning kind of land monopely
than in this country? A steel trust has vast pos-
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sessions. Those possessions form the very core of
its monopoly. You will find the roots of most of
the trusts in land monopoly. By “land” 1 do not
mean mills, I do not mean railroad tracks, I do
not mean anything made by labor. By “land” I
mean that which nature offers to man before man
has put his hand to it.

Mr. Sherley: In that sense, there is practically
nothing; there is no value at all until he puts his
hand to it.

Mr. George: 1 can have a vacant lot here in
Wazhington, and it may lie just as it was at the
time the Indians occupied it. T can sell it for a
price. Yet not a stick or a stone has been tonchel
upon it.

Mr. Sherley: Yes; it has a potential value.

Mr. George: 1t has an actual value, for value
proceeds not only from labor, but also from a
power to exact labor. .

Mr. Grahawm: Mr. Chairman, in my State,
my section of it, hundreds of thousands of acres
of coal rights have been bought up by combina-
tions of capital, and much of the coal can not pos-
sibly be taken out, perhaps, for generations yet to
come. On the other hand, some of that coal it
being taken out from time to time. Now, the two
estates in land are separable and are separated, the
farmer owning the surface and all but the eoal.
which he has conveved to the grantee. Is the
grantec’s estate there land, as you understand it.
or not?

Mr. George: T <hould say that the whole earth
is land, whether it be the surface or underncath.
or altogether. .

Mr. Grahum: Would you tax the coal right 10
the person or combination of persons who owned
it?

Mr. Georye: 1 should.

Mr. Graham: And so heavily that they could
not afford to retain possession of it?

Mr. George: On its market valve.

Mr. Graham: Well, they could not possibly 1
it for many vears to come.

Mr. George: Very well. "

Mr. Graham: How would you make a distine-
tion in that particular acreage from which thci
were then removing the coal, from the other m'[n
age from which they could not remove the coal {67
a long time? ol

Mr. Grorge: You are asking me whv‘ﬂu!rm
should tax land that is at a disadvanta m{nﬂ
duction. T should. but not at the vale ?i :,,,.
having more advantage. That is, T should ltf;nm
erned by the one thing by which mer % 5““5@‘1\,
now, namely. the market price. If colis “iouﬁ
underlying certain lands, but for o©ne ™ el
another that coal can not be got ouit anl 1i"n the
that land would have a distinetly lo¥ Pr¢ )
market ; whereas other land no rickserm®
bhut more get-at-able. wounld have 23

ligh m:l]rk"i
1 .
price. T shounld assess the one kin < of land
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the other high. I should place each piece of land
on the tax list at its market value, and then tax
that value.-

But, Mr. Chairman, this land tax does not mean
merely a bhetter way of raising revenue, a more
economical way, a more direct way, a more just
way. It means far more than that. It means
the opening to use of vast quantitics of land now
shut off by~ speculation.  There is no real scarcity
of Iﬂ{ld anywhere. There is no scarcity even in
the city of New York. With all its congestion
it has been computed that there is land enough
inside the corporate limits of the citv to give to
every head  of family from one-cighth to one-
qua_rter of an acre of good ground. 1 am not pro-
posing to diwvide the land. 1 am explaining {hat
there isno swch thing as a scarcity of land. There
is land enowugh, but most of it is held out of usc.
Why is this 2~ Because the penalty of holding land
out of use is so slight that men can pay the small
!:ax and yet, owing to social growth and social
improvement, and the consequent inereage in value,
realize handsome profits by the speculation.  This
1850 In évery State; it is so in every village, town,
and hamlet “of our country. Apply this tax and
you tax ot the speculators, vou tax in the users,
you .pro(] Qce a new order in the Unitod States.

_“'3 ha'_re a landlordism greater than Great Bri-
tain or GQI‘I‘nany or the Orient.  We have the
gmutest landlords that have cver been scen.
bhnu]d We mcet this condition, should we apply
taxation to> land values so as to hreak down land
monopoly, g5 prosperity will come such as will
d“"'f‘“"‘(_] mankind and give to America the glory
of @rrvingr  civilization higher than ever vet
reached in - the destinies of the race. '
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ECONOMIC HISTORY.

H'::”t)l' °f Economic Thought. A Critical Account
Tht e Origin and Development of the Economic
torles Of the Leading Thinkers In the Leading

g:t:cma. By Lewis H. Haney, Ph. D., Assoclate
m° f“‘"‘ and Chairman of the School of Eco-
mics of the University of Texas, Author of “A

Congressiona) History of Rallways.”

? Qe . . .
nnilmf‘:‘:"? Haney attributes the heginning of eco-
Ei rht(."‘t‘l‘all('w‘g to the French Physiocrats of the
Ehteenth - ( entury; but he reviews the progress

[{] o =
Huries “-‘““{" ¢ thought through  many  cen-
Wird's AL in many countries.  An excellent
o 2 s .
¢ view of the subject, and that is

r;ll‘is“;,%: 1‘("":1 be asked of a single compact volume,
person )int(=m-“mt be easily dispensed with by any
Ely has (‘(ilif‘l.‘stcd in _pol_ltu-nl economy,  Professor
Mo !h.-- lla mr_ato_rl n its preparation, and the at-

phere of his influence s evident. But the
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author’s own individuality has not been sub-
merged.

One of the great values of the hook is indicated
by the author’s reason for prudence in prophecy.
“It would ill-befit,” he writes toward the end, “an
account so full of recorded errors, to venture upon
dogmatic predictions.”  Full of “recorded er-
rors™ I That is certainly a pat characterization of
the economics of the schools, and quite significant
of the confession gome future historian of like
candor will have {o make of -the economic “scien-
tists” of to-day.  But making predictions tenta-
tively, the author awakens a hope that the scien-
tific economists whose rejection of moral consid-
erations have threatened to reduce the science to
the level of business hookkeeping, have had their
day and are about to drop down and out,

Although Professor Haney nmmnes the distine-
tion hetween husiness economy and political econ-
omy as “public” economics and “private™ econom-
ics, there is no ambiguity, “A closely related dis-
tinction,” he save, “that between publie and pri-
vate economics, appears to he increaging.  The
growth of college courses and literature along the
lines of private finance and semi-technical com-
mercial subjects points this way. The term ‘po-
litical economy’ might almost be rejuvenated to
designate publie economies, the branch which
would take the social view point. Private econom-
ics takes the individual view point in defining
wealth, and income, and costa.” Never was any
immature science more wrelchedly bedeviled than
the scienee of political cconomy has bheen by
scientists of the individual view point. Good rid-
dance to such rubbigh, and something like a cheer
for the economie professor who predicts it, though
only tentatively.

PAMPHLETS

The V. L. C. S,

A business only three years old. Pays 400 per
cent on investmoent, Has 2,600 shareholders and a
long waiting list! It sounds like a bunco game, but
it is simply farming—Joseph Fels' gardening in the
city of London. The Vacant Iots Cultivation So-
ciety has just issued its third modest little report,
which, along with those for the two previous years,
tells the story of a very wise object lesson in public
economics in the guise of a most successful charity
Sixty-five acres of idle ecity land has been lent by
the owners, and thereon $25,000 worth of vegeta-
vles—and any amount of health and happiness—
have been raised by 520 men and their families,

A LG
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I set out on this ground, which I suppose to be
self-evident, that the ecarth belongs in usufruct to
the living; that the dead have neither power nor
rights over it.—Thomas Jefferson,



