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The amendment voted on May 24 resulted in 6,000 for,
‘Fto 30,000 against. All amendments were defeated.

‘B Barney Haughey writes:

“We think we have learned a great deal in this campaign
and in the next few days I will prepare a letter to all of
our friends telling them what we have learned and what
our plans for the future will be.”

The Henry George Congress

JUBILEE CELEBRATION TO ATTRACT MANY
PROMINENT SINGLE TAXERS

EEN interest is already being evinced Ly prominent

single taxers in all sections of the country in the
approaching Jubilee Celebration at the Fourth Annual
Henry George Congress, scheduled for Pittsburgh, Sep-
tember 23d to 25th. In commemoration of the fiftieth
anniversary of the publication of * Progress and Poverty,”
the Convention Committee is planning to issue to the
delegates attractive badges with a bronze or gold plated
“medal designed especially for this occasion, which will
make a very desirable souvenir.

Having uppermost in mind the attendance goal of five
hundred, an unusually large and representative Conven-
tion Committee has been named this year and every effort
will be exerted by the Committee to bring to Pittsburgh
good delegations from all sections of the United States.
The National Convention Committee, William N. McNair,
Pittsburgh, Pa., Chairman, has been appointed, with the
following persons as members:

Henry Ware Allen, Wichita, Kan.; Herbert C. Allen,
Asheville, N. C.; Will Atkinson, Capon Springs, W. Va.:
" Warren Worth Bailey, Jr., Johnstown, Pa.; Henry P.
Boynton, Cleveland, Ohio; Katherine E. Bradley, Olean,
N. Y.; Andrew P. Canning, Chicago, Ill.; Alfred N.
Chandler, Newark, N. J.; Miss Joan Chaffe, New Orleans;
Dr. S. Solis Cohen, Philadelphia; Grace Isabel Colbron,
New Canaan, Conn.; Thomas B. Craig, Colorado Springs,
Colo.; W. L. Crosman, Revere, Mass.; Otto Cullman,
Chicago, Ill.; Samuel Danziger, Baltimore, Md.; J. H.
Dillard, Charlottesville, Va.; Mark M. Dintenfass, Pali-
sade, N. J.; George H. Duncan, East Jaffrey, N. H.;
Charles R. Eckert, Beaver, Pa.; James B. Ellery, Erie, Pa.;
Bon. Oliver T. Erickson, Seattle, Wash.; Clayton J.
Ewing, Chicago, Ill.; James C. Fuller, Kansas City, Mo.;
Frank W. Garrison, Southwest Harbor, Me.; Charles H.
Ingersoll, East Orange, N. J.; Frederick F. Ingram,
Detreit, Mich.; Emil O. Jorgensen, Chicago, Ill.; Gerrit
J. Johnson, Los Angeles, Cal.; Grace A. Johnston, Berkely,
Cal.; Ervin Kauffman, St. Louis, Mo.; G. Frank Kelly,
Scottdale, Pa.; Fenton Lawson, Cincinnati, O.; J. C.
Lincoln, Cleveland, O.; Herman G. Loew, New York
City; Robert C. Macauley, Philadelphia. Pa.; Mary
Holmes Martin, Chiecago, Ill.; A. J. Mulligan, San Fran-
cisco, Cal.; Frederick H. Monroe, Chicago, Ill.; John M.

Moore, Lancaster, Pa.; James F. Morton, Paterson,
N. J.; John S. McLean, Columbus, Ohio; John Emery
McLean, Fairhope, Ala.; Fay Lewis, Rockford, IIl.;
Joseph Dana Miller, New York City; Mark Millikin,
Hamilton, Ohio; John Lawrence Monroe, Chicago, Ill.;
Charles J. Ogle, Baltimore, Md.; Harry W. Olney, Wash-
ington, D. C.; Chester C. Platt, Rye, N. Y.; James H.
McGill, Valparaiso, Ind.; Billy Radclifie, Cleveland,
Ohio; Ray Robson, Lansing, Mich.; Charles B. Rogers,
Fort Atkinson, Wis.; Jennie A. Rogers, Brooklyn, N. Y _;
Charlotte Schetter, New York City; Alex Y. Scott, Rose-
dale, Miss.; Henry G. Seaver, Westfield, N. J.; George
J. Shaffer, Los Angeles, Cal.; Mrs. Roswell Skeel, ]Jr.,
Vineyard Haven, Mass.; Bolton Smith, Memphis, Tenn.;
Walter G. Stewart, Reading, Pa.; Frank Stephens, Arden,
Del.; Frank T. Stirlith, Edgemoor, Del.; Hon. S. A.
Stockwell, Minneapolis, Minn.; Harold Sudell, Philadel-
phia, Pa.; Lucy Swanton, Washington, D. C.; Ambrose
H. Swope, Johnstown, Pa.; Alan C. Thompson, Toronto,
Canada; Henry L. Tideman, Chicago, Tll.; N, A. Vyne,
Camp Verde, Ariz.; Oliver McKnight, Philadelphia, Pa.;
Paul de Moll, Philadelphia, Pa.; Edward White, Kansas
City, Mo.; Harry H. Willock, Lillian, Ala.; August
Williges, Sioux City, lowa.

The loecal Convention Committee, upon whom will fall
the duty of carrying through the local arrangements, for
the gathering, consists of the following, all of whom are
affiliated with the Henry George Club of Pittsburgh, which
is actively cooperating with a view to making the Congress
a great success:

Prof. J. B. Alemany, Ward Bonsall, Janet L. Brownlee,
A. J. Demnler, Walter R. Demnler, H. B. Emigh, William
B. Foster, Dr. F. E. Luke, John M. Henry, G. Brown Hill,
C. V. Horn, George P. Loomis, John Mellor, Paul G.
McClelland, B. B. McGinnis, W. S. McMahon, M. Mec-
Neill, Hugo W. Noren, E. W. Pittman, Charles A. Poth,
Mark F. Roberts, William Robinson, Harry G. Samson,
William E. Schoyer, William Scott, Cornelius D. Scully,
Ralph E. Smith, Mrs. Wallace Stewart, Sidney A. Teller,
David J. Terry, John W. Treiber, Carl Van der Voort,
William J. Van Essen, George W. Wakefield.

Departing somewhat from the practice at the previous
annual gatherings, it is planned to feature at Pittsburgh the
Conference idea. Aside from the public meeting and the
annual banquet and luncheens, the sessions will be largely
devoted to intimate discussions of vital problems, of policy
and method, with a minimum of formal addresses. An
opportunity will be given, however, for the Conference
to hear, at least briefly, from most of the leading figures in
the Single Tax movement, many of whom have already
assured the Committee of their purpose to attend. As
quite a number of the official members of the Henry George
Foundation, including President George E. Evans, will
attend the International Conference at Edinburgh, the
Henry George Congress will be favored with reports cover-
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ing the very latest first-hand news with regard to the more
important developments in the international field.

The Greater William Penn Hotel, which is described as
the largest hotel in the world outside of New York and
Chicago, was thrown open to the public on May 8th.
Needless to say it will afford admirable facilities for the
Conference, and the rates quoted for Convention guests
are fortunately quite reasonable. At this date the Con-
vention program is in a very tentative form, but detailed
information will soon be available and the regular Congress
invitations will be issned from the Pittsburgh headquarters
of the Henry George Foundation during the month of June.

James F. Morton at
Schuylerville, N. Y.

1.OT was learned by those who knew something about

Single Tax on land values at the Single Tax dinner
meeting in the Masonic Temple last evening; something
was learned by those who knew nothing about it; and
the memories of those who both knew something and knew
nothing of the subject, were refreshed when James F.
Morton, curator of the Paterson, N. J., museum and strong
advocate for the universal trial of the tax theory, and a
few local and out-of-town questioners presented the Henry
George proposition to a gathering numbering upwards of
seventy, including men and women.

Mr. Morton is a convincing speaker and his listeners
were well entertained and instructed in the session that
started just before 8 o’clock and continued until well after
10.

Dr. T. E. Bullard had brought the speaker to the com-
munity and had made arrangements with the committee,
comprising J. B. Deyoe, J. H. Fake and T. Kenneth Bullard,
for the excellent dinner served by Mrs. John T. Campbell,
proprietress of the Campbell Tea Room.

Dr. Bnllard sat at the speaker’s table with the guest of
the evening. The doctor is a well-known local adherent
of Single Tax.

Curator Morton presented in rapid order many items
of interest in regard to Single Tax, touching upon its mis-
understanding, the taking off of taxes by its adoption,
calling it the only method of collecting social revenue,
and dwelling upon the union of activities making for strength
in relation to united efforts along Single Tax lines.

Further, he spoke of the steps in the progress of life,
depicting various stages of development, the justification
for the state, the imperfections in the development of
society through the ages, the different forms of government,
proving that representative government is the highest
type, and then going into the matter of religious freedom
in the state, the cramping of the individual in his devel-
opment, taxation and rights of society, raising taxes be-
cause of industry, and other analogous subjects bcarmg
on the justification for Single Tax.

A Preposterous Canard

ROGRESS of the Single Tax idea will be reviewe
at a meeting at Edinburg this summer of an inter
national body formed to advocate the principle.

That it is holding its own in territory where it wa
adopted long ago, but that not much new territory ha
been invaded for some years, will probably be indicate
by the representation at the gathering in which twenty
six countries are invited to take part. More than
quarter of a century ago the favor with which it had bee
received in New Zealand and Australia was repeated]
cited for the encouragement of its champions. It sti
has a vogue there and, as was, perhaps, to be expected
the new capital of the Australian Federation, Canberr
obtains its revenue from this form of taxation. Intro
duced in South America, it has made some progress i
Uruguay and Brazil, forms a plank in the platform of on
political party in Argentina and has some prevalence in
the Transvaal in Africa. - I

For the most part, it seems to be utilized under optional]
sanction in local taxation, and Denmark is said to be the
first country resorting to it in national taxation, though
recognition for taxing the ‘unearned increment” scems
to be given in a clause of the German Republic’s Consti-
tution, declaring that “increase in land values not due
to expenditure of capital and labor must be used for com-
munity benefit.”

Compared, however, with the advance predicted for
it a quarter of a century ago, the principle remains virtually
static. There was a time in the United States when an
academic belief in the Single Tax was included among the
articles of faith of everybody with the slightest claim to
progressive and liberal thought in public affairs. In the
case of some men it was the only point on which such a
claim could ever be based and a vague confidence that it
was the “‘coming thing’’ permeated to all classes of society.

A magnate of large wealth, who included it among his
publicly catalogued convictions, once had occasion to
buy up a two-thirds majority in both houses of a central
western state’s legislature, in insuring the defeat of a
measure opposed by big business. The happy thought
came to him that before releasing his hold he might do
something for his pet reform fad and the nltimate regener-
ation of society by instructing his lobbyists to jam a sweep-
ing Single Tax measure through his purchased legislative
bodies as soon as his major bill was out of the way.

The Single Tax got through one house with an immediate
effect clause and through the Committee of the Whole in
the other, with an overwhelming vote, when the realty
interests of important cities heard about it and swooped
down on the capital in swift special trains, the triumphant
forward movement in uplift being permanently arrested.
This was the farthest point ever reached in any state of
the’Union by a Single Tax proposal of state-wide effect.




