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meeting one another. Therefore 1 propose at an
early date to ask the American land-values reformers
to consider if they are likely to attend the free-trade
conference, and also if they will, either before or
after, attend a special meeting of land reformers
with the view among many other things of con-
sidering the formation of an international organiza-
tion to promote their cause.

Among Scandinavian friends there is very much in-
terest in the possibility of such a gathering; and at
the annual meeting of the Henry George Society of
Norway, September last, the executive was ordered
to appoint a representative of the League if an Inter-
national meeting is held.

JOHAN HANSSON.

+ + %
FISCAL QUESTIONS IN CANADA.

) Vaucouver, B. C., Nov. 23.

Edmonton, Alberta, does not tax improvements on
land, nor does Nanaimo, B. C., nor Summerland, B.
C. A small municipality just outside Victoria has
adopted the same policy. Many small places are
administered on this plan or are about to try it.
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Edmonton, however, is the better example because
it is the larger place. It has, in the past five or six
years, increased from about 5,000 to 25,000 in popu-
lation. This rapid increase has caused a tremendous
rise in the value of land, a tendency that has been
assisted by the public ownership of street cars, gas,
water, lighting and telephone systems—the latter a
general government concern.

The tax on land values is not heavy, in view of the
large influx of population, and there is every reason
to believe that the growth of the city will continue,
for two or more railroads will soon reach Edmon-
ton and more and more land is being brought under
cultivation by incoming settlers. Edmonton is the
natural distributing point for an immense territory.

Meanwhile, a poll tax of $2.00 is collected. Many
lines of business are licensed, and a floor space tax
is laid. Under the latter businesses are classified,
and taxed at from 50 cents to $5.00 per given unit
of space occupied. Banks and jewelers are taxed at
the maximum rate, while furniture stores, carpen-
ter shops, etc.,, that necessarily occupy more space
in proportion to value, are laid under tribute at
varying less rates,

This results of course in business or industry be-

_ing burdened with taxes in a form somewhat differ-

ent than is common in the States, but having the
same general effects—that is, relieving the land own-
ér and making a livelihood more expensive.

Building, however, I8 encouraged, and to some
slight degree speculation in land is checked. Pub-
lic ownership of public utilities is the universal rule
in Edmonton, and is universally satisfactory. There
is little complaint of graft in city affairs. There is
much more of what may be called civic spirit than
can be observed in cities that continue the old prac-

tice of privately owned utilities and the taxation of

improvements.

In short, so far as applied, the measures of pro-
gressive ' democracy promote buudlng, good feeling,
public honesty.

The . Public
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At Kamloops, a place of 3,000 people, land Sust be-
yond the occupied portion of the city is selling at
$800 for a lot of fifty feet frontage. Such condition
is but a repetition of the land booms that have
brought distress to the people of so many cities in
the United States. It is simply preposterous.

+

Vancouver is growing with most astonishing rapid-
ity. They claim 100,000 present population, and the
effect on land values is startling. Property i8 selling
for more than similarly situated lots in Chicago.
Great will be the fall thereof!

The papers of course are all boomers. Lots that
are miles from the center of the city are selling at
fabulous prices, and very few seem to have the
slightest realization of its meaning. The whole
crazy performance is of course sustained by . the
nonsensical taxation maintained in the States, for if
we did not tax industry, but taxed land instead, liv-
ing conditions would be so much easier that men
would not remove from the more to the less settled
regions.

L

One curious matter may be noticed throughout
Western Canada. It i3 that many who have come
from the other side of the line, and so obtained, as
it were, a reverse view of the tariff, are, for the first
time in their lives, able to understand it. If it were
not for our silly tariff the whole trade of the prairie
provinces of Canada would flow through Minne-
apolis.

A tariff beggar is a queer specimen anyhow. Ac-
cording to his story he can't make a living unless
his neighbors will tax themselves for his support,
and because of that very fact he considers himself
especially patriotic. Maybe he is right, but for the
lite of me, I cannot see why his scheme is not an
inversion ot some of the homeliest virtues. As, for
instance, “thou shalt not steal.” All that tariffs give
to one they must take from others, so where does
the country gain? In addition there is friction in
the system, or in other words, expense for revenue
officers, etc., and so a distinct loss. “Beggars” is too
gentle a term. They will yet become acquainted
with harsher speech.’ More truthful, too.

+

Appended 18 an extract from an editorial in a Van-
couver paper, the Daily News-Advertiser. It reads
like the extreme outer outside—usually called “the
limit.” Just think that in this Province of British
Columbia, not even claiming more than 350,000 peo-
ple all told, although many times the size of Illi-
nois, able editors are striving to establish the very
condition of which the British people at home are
struggling to rid themselves, under the leadership of
Lloyd George. Possibly some one will say of the
editors, “Forgive them, they know not what they
do.” The extract reads as follows:

“The locking up of money in land is the safest
form of investment in any country commercially and
constitutionally on a stable footing. . . . Vancouver,
in a century’s time, should show a crop of landlords
more numerous than and as richly endowed as the
great estate-owners in the Old Country. And it is’
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within every man’s gift to qualify for a place among
the first who by fee simple from sovereign enter-
prise may create homes for their children and their
children's children no less lovely and of no less
intrinsic worth than many ancestral English seats.”

And of course there will be the correlated beauty
spots known as slums. The privileged will be equiva-
lents of the dunderheads that constitute the great
majority of the House of Lords. Set over against
them will be the peasant laborer, whose vote is won
by & sweet smile from “my lady.” And this is the
appeal made to the so-called free blood of the far
West,

British Columbia bids fair to be a back num-
ber. The prairie Provinces, however, are awake;
for which let all lovers of freedom be devoutly thank-
ful. And the U. 8.? Well, a bit of silence is judi-
clous.
. JOHN Z. WHITE.
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Week ending Tuesday, November 30, 1909.

The British Land Question.

On the 30th the House of Lords adopted Lord
Lansdowne’s amendment rejecting the Lloyd-
George Budget, by a vote of 350 to 75.

L ]

Pursuant to his notice (p. 1139) Lord Lans-

" downe moved on the 22d, in the House of Lords,
that in the judgment of that body it “is not justi-
fied in giving its consent to this bill until it has
been submitted to the judgment of the country.”
The chamber of the House of Lords was so
crowded at the time with Tory peers that they
overflowed into the benches reserved for those who
support the Commons in this conflict. In support
of his motion Lord Lansdowne claimed for the
House of Lords coordinate power with the House
of Commons on questions of finance. He cited
precedents to the effect that although they cannot
amend a finance bill, they have full power to dis-
cuss and reject. He added, alluding to the land
valuation clauses, that the bill has tacked on to it
legislation “which the House of Lords has already
rejected, and which has been placed in the bill
with a view to ousting the Lords from their legiti-
mate opportunity of dealing with these measures,
a course, he declared, that “no self-respecting sec-
ond chamber would tolerate.” He closed with the
argument that the Lords “have a clear duty, not to
decree the final extinction of the bill, but to insist
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that before it becomes a law the people shall be
allowed an expression of opinion.” On thi
point he fenewed his challenge. “The Lords,”
he said, “have carefully considered the conse-
quences of the rejection of the bill and are ready
to face them:” Lord Lansdowne was replied to on
the 22d by Lord Chancellor Loreburn (a radical
Liberal raised to his present position by Campbell
Bannerman), who declared that “no Liberal gov-
ernment can ever accept office again unless pro-
vision is made against a repetition of the treatment
accorded to Liberal bills in the last four years,” a
declaration which was understood to mean that
the Lords must consent to a limitation of their
veto power or the King must agree to create a
sufficient number of new Peers to swamp the pres-
ent permanent Tory majority in the House of
Lords. On the point that the bill proposes perma-
nent land legislation under cover of an annual
financial budget, the Lord Chancellor said : “There
is nothing in the bill foreign to finamce with
which the House of Commons has the exclusive
right to deal. The attempt of the Lords to inter-
fere is the beginning of a system which would lead
to Constitutional revolution. What is embodied
in the bill is not new either in the United States
or Germany, and has been approved not only by
the present, but by the late House of Commons.”

+

On the 23d Lord Pentland, a member of the
Cabinet, warned the Lords that the House of Com-
mons ‘could not be expected to find expedients
for averting the temporary financial chaos re-
sulting from their rejection of the Budget
He further declared that the Government had
done forever with the old statc of things, and that
the Constitution of the House of Lords must be
modified. He also reminded the House that a
long Constitutional struggle might handicap the
country in case of war, and asked the Lords to
consider whether the penalty might not be dis-
proportionate to the offense. Earl Russell pre-
dicted that the adoption of the Lansdowne resolu-
tion would start a revolution that would sooner or
later bring a readjustment that would leave the
House of Lords powerless. On the other side,
Lord Avebury strongly criticised the Budget, de-
claring that it would frighten capital out of the
country, cripple enterprise, and create a feeling of
insecurity. The sensational speech of the debate
was Lord Rosebery’s, delivered on the 24th. While
reasserting his opposition to the Budget (pp. 896,
943), he argued against its rejection by the Lords,
urging that if allowed to pass “its intolerable im-
positions and loss of capital and employment”
after six months would give the Lords an over-
whelming victory. He characterized the present
as “the greatest political moment in the life-
time of any man born since 1832.” Lord Milner
(of Boer war notoriety) supported the Lansdowne




