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that more and more money must be used for their ideas.
*Spend money or expect chaos,” exclaimed Dr. George F.
Strayer, of Columbia university. There seems to be an idea
that there is safety for civilization in what is now called
education. The fallacy this involves is clearly pointed out
by Henry George in ‘' Progress and Poverty.” The “edu-
cators” demand that the bureau of education at Washing-
ton be elevated to the Cabinet. There is to be no pruning
knife used on the spreading tree of our educational system.
Supervisors of this and that are to multiply. A Cleveland
wit declares that in Cleveland schools there are ‘‘super-
visors supervising the supervisors.” Soon there will be
almost as many directors as teachers if this tendency to
multiply useless jobs is not checked. And the land specu-
lators who grab/the first slice of every bond issue for school
buildings were not mentioned; instead, the “educators”
adopted a resolution demanding ‘‘new sources of revenue,”
although Ohio now goans under the weight of 100 taxes.

Oregon and Hermann’s |
Great Victory

HE defeat of the measure introduced into the legisla-

ture of Oregon making it a felony to receive pay for
the circulation of initiative petitions, is a great victory for
the friends of popular government. Its intention was of
course to kill the Initiative. For the securing of signatures
to petitions requires time and labor. Payment to canvass-
ers is part of the procedure. To require that those desiring
to initiate popular measures should themselves do the work
without compensation is analagous to a requirement that
their stenographers and clerks should serve without pay.
The design was so obviously to nullify the I and R that its
defeat was perhaps foreseen from the outset.

But of this we cannot be too sure. Eternal vigilance
is the price of liberty, and it may have been that the friends
of privilege did hope to catch the supporters of popular
government napping. That they did not do so is largely
due to the efforts of J. R. Hermann. The Single Tax
League of Oregon issued a statement that this would not
prevent the measure going on the ballot as they would go
to the Court House en masse and sign the petition. As
the leader of the movement which cast forty thousand votes
in the State for a straight-out Single Tax measure Mr.
Hermann’s words carry some weight. His warning to the
people that this measure would sound the death-knell of
the control by the people of the power over their repre-
sentatives, assured its defeat. Just as these forty thousand
votes were the cause of this last attempt to nullify the
people’s power, so the threat to use this vote, no negligible
quantity in a State as small as Oregon, to strike back at
the powers seeking to deprive the people of the machinery
they have struggled for so long, was perhaps wholly instru-
mental in preserving the Initiative.

Again it is demonstrated what even a loose organization
may effect for thelpreservation of popular government.

The people of Oregon owe a debt to these forty thousand
Single Taxers. It is all very well to discuss the Single Tax
in parlors before groups of the dilletante, but when it is
represented on election day by such a magnificent host it
becomes a political power which politician and privilegist
will not recklessly defy.

The Portland Telegram editorially recognizes that it is
the last assault likely to be made on the Initiative Law,
and is rubbing it in on the Oregonian. The Telegram says:

“Our irreconcilable friends point out the Single Tax
measure as a perennial abuse of the initiative principle.
Single Tax has found a place on the ballot in eight or nine
general elections. What of it? Each time it was decisively
defeated, and if it should be offered at every general election
for the next twenty years, it would still serve the good pur-
pose of forcing large numbers of otherwise indifferent citi-
zens to go to the polls to defeat it.”

In the meantime the Oregonian writhes at the defeat of
its pet measure. Note this hypocritical whine: ‘‘Are not
unbought petitions, free signatures, more nearly in accord
with the ideal uses of the Initiative?”” Coming from the
chief journalistic enemy of the I and R this is not without
a certain humor.

In the meantime the legislature has passed an income tax
which nobody 'is satisfied with, and which will be referred
to the people. J.R.Hermann, with his aids, will endeavor
to get his petition for the Single Tax amendment filed before
the special session of the legislature in November.

Single Taxers are ‘apparently united in Oregon. They
will present a solid front against the income tax. The
Telegram, of Portland, significantly says:

“W. S. U'Ren, frequently conspicuous in reform and
advanced legislation in Oregon, says advocates of Single
Tax (tax on land and income from land) are not inter-
ested in the voters of the State ratifying the legislature's
income tax measure. J.R.Hermannand H. D. Wagnon,
apostles of the Single Tax, also are unconcerned about it.

The attitude of these three conspicuous workers for
reformation in taxing methods is significant. Undoubtedly
the weight of their influence will be on the side of the mass
of people who would reject the State income tax act of the
legislature.”

Ottawa

TTAWA'’S tax reformers are circulating a petition to
permit the city of Ottawa to exempt improvements
for any year not less than ten per cent. nor more than
twenty-five per cent. of the assessed valuation and from
year to year a further additional percentage of such assessed
value of not less than ten or more than twenty-five per
cent. of such value until the entire value is exempt, or such
portion as may be fixed by the by-laws.
This is in accordance with the Municipal Exemption Act
passed by the Ontario legislature in 1920.

No WONDER governments are hard up when so much of
the revenue is spent in raising it.—H. M. H.

EarLY Saxons had a proverb: “A landless man is an

unfree man.”



