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IN order to cope with the news of the movement to some
small extent, we publish with this issue a supplement of
16 pages. Correspondents who post their copy of the
paper to friends will perhaps observe the need for the
additional halfpenny postage. The supplement is devoted
to reports of the five Conferences held at London, Wrexham,
Bangor, Cardiff, and Dumfries. These reports tell their
own story.
•

*

*

THE National Conference was well reported in the leading
London papers and by the leading provincial papers
as well. The " Times," the " Morning Post," the " Financial
-Times," the "Manchester Guardian," the "Liverpool Post and Mercury," the "Glasgow Herald," and
" Scotsman " gave each a column report, while most of the
other daily papers gave a more or less extensive account
of the proceedings. At the meeting there was not one
hitch. Every friend and supporter present was delighted
and enthusiastic, while the opponents, present and outside,
freely admitted that the Conference was a successful
and striking tribute to the strength of the movement,
and for the demand that a tax on Land Values should be
included in the Budget.
*

*

demand on their space in connection with Parliamentary
reports, the London papers continue to give our question
a prominent place in their columns.
The " Daily
Chronicle " continues to advocate the Budget Tax as the
leading financial and economic measure of the Session
It does this every day. The "Daily News" publishes
articles by Mr. J. Dundas White, M.P., and bv Mr. R. L.
Outhwaite, each series being extremely powerful in different
ways, and on February 25th the "Morning Leader"
had the first article of a series by Mr. Josiah C. Wedgwood,
M.P. The Conservative papers have frequent leading
and special articles in which the attitude of the writers
is one of guarded criticism. In one or two instances, as
in the " Spectator " and " Daily Express," the criticism
has been a land of unreasoning denunciation.
*

past winter months, and the many opportunities in hand for
opening up new ground. It was a pleasant and useful
discussion.
*

#

*

MR. E . G. HEMMERDE, K . C . . M . P . , o p e n e d a - d e b a t e a t

the Manchester University Union 011 February 5th, and
made one of his brilliant speeches. On a vote being taken
a good majority was shown in favour of taxing land values.
*
*
*
MR. LLOYD GEORG E m u s t be k e e p i n g his e y e s y m p a t h e t i c a l l y

011 the conferences that arc being called to earnestly anil
respectfully urge him " to impose in this year's Budget
a substantial tax- 011 land values in lieu of other taxes,
so as to relieve and encourage industry, trade, and commerce,
and remove the cause of involuntary poverty." These
are the virtues claimed for a land tax in the resolution
adopted at the Conference, at Newport yesterday. A
number of local authorities were represented at the Conference, notwithstanding its political character, but many
local authorities, it must be. acknowledged, hold, without
political prejudice at all, that land values should be rated."
—" Western Mail " (Conservative), January 28th, 1909.
*
*
*

*

T H E PRESS ON THE Q U E S T I O N . — I n s p i t e of t h e i n c r e a s e d

*

Price, i d . ; by P o s t , i j d .

*

At the close of the National Conference, a number of the
representative men of the movement assembled themselves
fortea in the Cabin Tea Rooms, Caxton House, Tothill Street,
where a most enjoyable couple of hours' discussion on the
eventa of the day and future work was under consideration.
Those present were Messrs. Sorensen, M'Guigan, Cole
Skirrow, Metcalfe, Sykes, McHugh, Rees, Scott, Munn'
Raffan, Neilson, Verinder, Phelps, H. LI. Davies, Cawood,
Lester, Fels, Edwards, Smithson, Orr, Berens, Busby and
Paul.
'
Mr. Fels, who had just returned from the United States
just half-an-hour too late to be at the Conference, took the
chair. He expressed liis great pleasure in being with his
single-tax colleagues on this side of the Atlantic once
more, and explained the work going ahead on the other
side. Other short speeches were made as to what the United
Committee and the Leagues had been doing during the

COMMENTING 011 the Land Values resolution carried at
the Labour Party Conference at Portsmouth, January 27th,
1909, the "Morning Post" says: " I n effect the Conference declares in favour of relieving the working men
of the cost of maintaining the State, and throwing the
whole burden 011 the rest of the community."
The " rest of the community" is particularly good.
But, surely, the "Morning P o s t " of all papers should
know that the "working men" will not escape. taxation
when land values are taken for the upkeep of Government. The " drones," or non-workers, may escape,
but, inasmuch as land rent does not come down from the
skies, it is difficult to realise how the working men are
to be relieved. The " working men " pay the tax on
land values now, and sometimes more than the true
market value ; but they pay it to wrong persons. Those
who advocate this policy of taxing land values merely
want the Inland Revenue or the local rate collector to
collect this public revenue to maintain the State. The
present system empowers an agent to collect it for the
landlord, while the " working men " are left to pay " the
cost of maintaining the State " out of their own earnings.
*
*
»
SMALL

HOLDINGS.—Sir

E.

Strachey,

replying

to

Mr.

Newnes, said that under the Small Holdings Act 175,000
acres of land had been applied for, and 22,000 acres acquired.
Of these 13,000 acres had been purchased at a cost of
£422,000.—" Westminster Gazette," 18th February.
*
*
*
NATIONAL

LIBERAL FEDERATION

AND THE

BUDGET.—

The General Committee of the National Liberal Federation,
in the circular convening the meeting held at Leamington,
Friday, 26th February, states :—" The Committee trusts
that the financial proposals of the Government will make
adequate provision for the Taxation of Licences and Land
A
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Values." The Guildford Association desires to move a
Taxation of Land Values amendment advocating " the
4
tax and buy ' principle—that is to say, that the unimproved
price of land should be ascertained for the purposes of
taxation, and that its price when purchased by a public
authority should be based
* upon
* such
* ascertained value."
A DISAPPOINTED P O L I T I C I A N . — " I s a i d t o Sir H .

Camp-

bell-Bannerman that I would first fight the Lords, and I
•Would fight them on the land question. (Cheers.) It is
no use fighting them on things they do not care much about.
(Laughter.) They are not much interested in the licensing,
and they are not, I am certain, much interested in education,
but they are interested in land, because that is the basis
on which they stand. The Government, however, decided
differently. I must say I am a disappointed politician."—
Mr. George Harwood, M.P.,
at
January 28, 1909.
*
* Bolton,
*
THE Liverpool Junior Reform Club passed a resolution
last month expressing the hope that the Government
would take the earliest opportunity of taxing land values,
in accordance with pledges already given.
*

*

*

OFFICIAL

STATEMENT

*

OF

THE condemnation of the rating system is equally
emphatic. Appealing to one of the recommendations of
the Royal Commission on London Traffic to the effect that
municipal authorities should encourage the construction
of railways to new residential districts by arranging " for
a total or partial remission of local rates," the report goes
on to say that: " So far no action has been taken upon
any of these suggestions, and, on the contrary, burdens
have been put upon the tube railways which they can ill
afford to bear. The rates and taxes upon the electric
railways have been stated by Sir Edward Speyer to have
amounted to £81,168 in the half-year ending on the
31st December, 1907 ; and on three of the tube railways—
namelv, the Baker Street and Waterloo, the Great Northern,
Piccadilly, and Brompton, and the Charing Cross, Euston,
and Hampst-ead, they amounted to £15,572 in the same
half-year. In the same period the net surplus income of
the three tubes, after payment of fixed charges, was £9,319.
It is not to be wondered at, in view of these results, that
private enterprise has been discouraged, and that promoters
are unwilling to undertake the construction of tube railways."
*

THE " Dundee Courier" (Conservative), commenting on
Mr. Ure's speech at Dundee, says: " A good deal has
yet to be said and written upon the method of taxing
land, but m the meantime it is clearly the duty of communities to refrain as far as possible from buying land
at high prices. This was the point established by Mr. George
Ritchie, who officiated as chairman at Mr. Ure's meeting,
and it is one that cannot be too strongly emphasised."
*
#
*
AN
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" BY taxing land value they would tend to do two things.
They would first of all place the incidence of taxation upon
a fairer basis. As at present these taxes and rates were
imposed they fell with undue severity upon improvements,
and they did not touch what might be called the increment
of land arising from the growth of the community. By
the Taxation of Land Values that would be changed, and
the taxation would then fall on the value of land which
was to a large extent produced by the present enterprise
and industry of the community, and thereby industry
would be relieved of its burden. If freed from that
handicap they might expect greater industrial prosperity
and consequently other and larger outlets for the employment of the working class. Not only so, but it would do
much towards the improvement of the overcrowded conditions in the densely populated cities, and land which
was at present unbuilt upon would become available.
There would consequently come to be the more houses
available also, and the deplorable evils which existed in
overcrowded centres like Glasgow would be largely mitigated.
Then they might have some hope of seeing every poor
man in this position—that he would be able to have a
dwelling which in some degree would be worthy the sacred
name of home."—W. M. R. Pringle, prospective Liberal
candidate for North-West Lanarkshire, at Coatbridge
February 10, 1909.
#
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OUR

CASE.—Sir

George

Gibb, presiding at the meeting of the Metropolitan Railway
a few days ago, referred to the following statement which
appears in the recently issued report of the London Traffic
Branch of the Board of T r a d e : - " The Metropolitan
al d
? District Railways reduced their fares to a point at
which they did not pay, and were losing so much money
that they were compe led to raise them to a less unremunerative level. The public do not always get the benefit of
a reduction in fares One of its effects is to raise the value
of land, and in such cases the traveller may pay as much
in increased rent as he gains by the lowering of his fare
the whole benefit going to the landowners."

*

*

ANOTHER CASE FOR THE SEPARATE

VALUATION.—Rich-

mond (Surrey) is unfortunate in its efforts at improvement. In undertaking a housing scheme for working men
recently, it had to pay an exorbitant price for land. At a
meeting of the Town Council on February 9th, the Improvement Committee reported that, Sir John Whittaker Ellis
(who was the first Mayor of Richmond) had demanded
£1,790 for two ruinous cottages required for the improvement of the Red Lion Street insanitary area. This sum
included over £1,000 for the enfranchisement of the copyhold of Buccleueh House, a mile away, which, he said,
the sale of the cottages would render necessary. The
Council resolved to make a sealed offer of £400, and to proceed to arbitration in 21 days if it was not accepted, the
Mayor saying they would then probably get the property
for less.
ULVERSTON.—Miss H. B. Thomson, of Manchester,
delivered an address under the auspices of the Women's
Liberal Association at the Liberal Club, February 17th, 1909.
The " North Western Mail " reported a crowded attendance
and that Miss Thomson treated the subject in an able,
clear, and convincing manner. An interesting discussion
followed the lecture, in the course of which the lecturer
answered several questions. - She believed, she said,
that with a proper system of land values taxation the
nationalisation of the land, which meant land purchase,
would not be required.
*

THE

LANDOWNER'S

*

LOSS

*

AS

A

HOUSEOWNER.—The

mansion at 37, Park Lane, belonging to the Duke of Devonshire, was put up for sale at the Mart, London, on
February 10th. The lease had six and a quarter years
to run, and as the Duke has now another house in town,
he was willing to sell at a comparatively low price. The
ground rent is £300, and this, with the prospect of the house
falling to the owner of the site in a few years, perhaps
accounts for the fact that the highest offer for the mansion
was £1,656. The property was withdrawn. A tax on
land values and breach of contracts would even benefit
landowners in some cases.
*

*

*

" THE Commoner's Cause" (2588, Seegar Avenue,
Cincinnati, Ohio, subscription 20 cents per annum) is
devoted to the Single Tax Movement. The January
number is full of solid economic food. It is good wholesome fare for some minds, but we should rather like to
see one or two of the four pages devoted to accounts of
the active doings of the local workers in the movement,
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AFRICA.—Speaking

THE LAND-CAPITAL OF NEW YORK CITY.—Land values

at the meeting of the Lydenburg Estates to-day, Mr.
John H a y advocated a waiting policy with regard to their
land holdings. It might be painful to go without
dividends, but the policy was undoubtedly in their
interests. The land would, of course, grow no larger,
but it would increase in value, and they should hold on
to it for all they were worth. They had had offers for
some of their farms during the year, but they did not
propose to sell unless much better prices were suggested.
Meanwhile they were doing what they could to encourage
white settlers.
Dealing with the land question in South Africa,
he congratulated the shareholders that the Bill that the
Government of the Transvaal had had in mind to pass,
which would possibly have proved ruinous to the land
companies, had been put on one side. He did not think
either that the Government would be so short-sighted
as to enforce the old Squatters' Law. That would
certainly lead to much discontent among the natives.
In many cases force would be necessary to move them
from the farms on which they were located.

relatively to improvement values in the city of New York,
as reported by the Department of Taxes, make a significant
showing. The statement by Boroughs for the year 1908
is as follows :—
improveLand Values.
ment Values.
Manhattan
$2,807,194,281
$1,400,469,150
Bronx
242,925,919
149,152,774
Brooklyn..
576,647,240
633,642,020
Queens
..
182,629,206
88,111,404
Richmond
33,768,951
26,959,174

This confession of policy appeared in the " Westminster
Gazette " of February 9th. It indicates once more how
completely and perfectly the system of land monopoly
has been transplanted from the mother country to the
youngest of the Colonies. We wonder if Mr. John Hay
would not reconsider his opinion about the policy of
obstructing industry being undoubtedly in the interests
of his shareholders, if he does not think it possible that he
might be mistaken. In connection with this statement,
the excerpts from the Transvaal Indigency Report which
appear on another page are of great interest.
ME. JOHN GRAY, an old Glasgow friend and co-worker,
now resident at 36, Lexington Street, Everett, Mass., U.S.A.,
sends £1 to the " Fels Fund " and £1 for his " Land Values "
for the next six years. He writes : " I expect by that
time Scotland will have Taxation of Land Values 10s.
in the £. I am proud now of being a Scot, as I think
Scotland is away ahead of all other places in this great
reform. I think you will soon settle the House of Lords
if you keep on as you are doing now. I wish I could
have a ' Land Values ' arrive here weekly, with all its
encouraging news."
#

*

*

THE " Manchester Guardian " has published during the
month a series of instructive articles in support of a tax
on land values in the Budget. The article published
February 1st, 1909, begins :—
" The Budget is expected to contain provisions for the
separate assessment and Taxation of Land Values, and for
many reformers this is likely to constitute its leading
feature. Apart from the view that land values, due to
the combination of natural scarcity with human wants,
constitute the sole or the chief legitimate source of public
revenue, there exists a very widespread recognition of the
social utility of a special t a x on land values.
" Now it is recognised that such a reform of local rating,
involving as it does an Act of Parliament, is unobtainable
at present. But if the Budget can be utilised to establish
a machinery for the separate valuation of land and for
its taxation on a capital basis, such an action might contribute towards both these ends; providing an instrument
of valuation which would afterwards be utilisable for rating
purposes, sucli Imperial taxation would directly serve to
stimulate the holders of ripening land to put it at once
to its most beneficial use. Most land reformers probably
attribute more importance to this general gain to the
community from a freer supply and a better use of land than
to the ifsue of public revenue with which it is connected."

Total
..
$3,843,165,597
$2,298,334,522
Here we have, then, the value of the site of New York
as 62J per cent, of the total real estate, the improvement
values being only 37-J per cent.
*

*

*

THE " South Wales Daily N e w s " last month gave a
full report of the Welsh Conferences, and had besides
several well-timed leading articles and special articles
dealing in a thorough manner with the general need for
taxing land values, and in particular with the case as
it affects Cardiff and Wales. We quote from the leading
article of 4th February :—
In another column we give instances from South Wales of the
present condition of things. A value is created ; what do those
who reap the benefit give in return to the community ? Municipal
enterprise, for one thing, creates the increased value of certain
land ; what does the owner give in return ? What is his part in
the maintenance of what the new conditions involve ? It is a
national scandal that those least able to pay are penalised, and
that those who profit through the enterprise of others escape the
responsibilities involved. This ought not to be. It will not be—
if the nation is once aroused to the full sense of the iniquity of
the present system. The conferences that have been held and
to-day's gathering prove powerful factors, and give such a lever
as Parliament needs.

•

^

^

H o w THE TAX WOULD WORK.—Mr. R. L. Outhwaite
(member of the United Committee) still continues his
expeditions to the land-monopoly-ridden, depopulated
districts of rural England, vivid accounts of which are
published in the " Daily News " and other country papers.
Every land reformer, especially our numerous band of
speakers, should possess a copy of the article appearing in
the " Daily News," Monday, January 25th, from which we
quote :—
" It will be a serious matter if there be ail election before
promises of access to the land are fulfilled. The Small
Holdings Act is coming to be regarded more as an instrument
of possible oppression than of immediate deliverance.
It is in the hands of the landlords. Earl Radnor, a great
territorial magnate, is chairman of the Small Holdings
Committee of the County Council 1
" What the prevailing system means is indicated, in
part, by the census returns of those parishes where the
Earl of Pembroke is lord of the manor and chief or sole
landowner. I find that there are at least 17 of these
and that between 1891 and 1901 no less than 15 of them
suffered an actual decline in population.
" The capital value of Lord Pembroke's estate is not
less than £800,000 ! Probably it is worth 50 per cent,
more. A land values tax of Id. in the pound would
require him to contribute £3,333 to the Treasury. He
would probably begin then to think of unloosing his
grip. H e would be stimulated to do so also by the fact
that throughout the Kingdom the t a x would be making
the locked-up land available to the people, who would
be flocking to it. The labourers would not be then content
to slave for 10s. or 12s. a week, to live in hovels without an
inch of land to call their own. Shortly after the land tax
was lately raised on the great estates in New Zealand, to a
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figure which, payable on this estate, would require Lord
Pembroke to contribute £16,000 per annum to the Ireasury,
the Minister for Lands announced that in consequence
'voluntary sub-division is going on everywhere,
bo,
too, it would be in Wiltshire.
" And then what a change there would be : No longer
would one be able to drive for seven hours as I did,
without seeing one cottage set in a well-tilled plot, the
abode of a happy, independent man. No longer would
one be able to drive in one direction for 14 miles through
the territory of one man, through village after village
mourning its lost ones as if a pestilence had swept across
the earth. A foothold on the soil, is all these commoners
need to work out their salvation, for they are the men who
to-day are ploughing and sowing, reaping and garnering
the harvest. They need but the opportunity to plough
and sow, to reap and garner for themselves, and then they
will cease to be serfs, cease to leave the land they love
for city slums or far-off shores; they need so little, no
coddling legislation, only^ the removal of the barriers
that the laws have raised."
*

A

RECORD.—NEVER

*

A

*

WORD.-" We

congratulate

Mr C. H. Smithson on his resourcefulness. He spoke at a
Liberal meeting in Booth Town last night without introducing a single reference to the Taxation of Land Values.
Who said coffee round ? "—" Halifax Guardian."
*

*

*

" THE campaign urging the Government to tax land
values -is gaining ground at a great rate.
Conservatives
are joining Liberals in the agitation, and a host of local
governing bodies have signified their approval of the
principle. Yesterday's conference in London was of a
national character, and the resolution calling upon the
Government to make a beginning in tapping this source ot
revenue was unanimously agreed to. It will be the owner
whose lands are withheld from use who will find himself:
under the new system paying more than at present. And
it will be this individual who will look to his friends in the
Lords to check the revolutionary tendencies of the times. —
" Manchester Evening News," February 9, 1909.
" VALUELESS " LAND.
Owner Refuses Offer of £20 an Acre by Mr. Fels.
" At a conference of ratepayers in the county and burghs
of Dumfries, in conjunction with the United Committee
for the Taxation of Land Values (London), held at Dumfries
on Saturday, Major-General Graham, of Wyseby, a landowner rose in the body of the hall and stated that he had
a piece of waste land, and did not know what to do with
it. It wa# valueless.
" Ex-Bailie Burt (Glasgow) : Would you give it to
anybody ?—No. (Laughter.)
" Mr. Joseph Fels (London) : Would you take £o an acre
for it ?—No. (Laughter.)
" I thought you said it was valueless ?—I want to look
at it. (Laughter.)
.
" Would you take £20 an acre for a plot m the centre ot
it ?—No.
" The Chairman (Mr. H. LI. Davies) : I think we are
going to have a deal here. Mr. Fels has bought waste land
in the South of England to give work to the unemployed.
(Cheers.)
" But the deal, if it came off, was not reported.
" On the motion of Mr. McLennan (Newbie) a resolution
was passed calling on the Government to make a substantial
beginning with the Taxation of Land Values in this year s
Budget. Mr. Hemmerde, M.P., supported the motion." .
The receipt of a free copy of this paper is an invitation
to become a subscriber. 3,000 copies of this issue are being
posted to supporters not on the Subscribers' List.
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THE "TIMES" REPORTS PROGRESS OF THE
MOVEMENT.
The Parliamentary correspondent of the " Times," in a
special article on the Budget, February 11, 1909, discusses
at length the probabilities of a tax on land values. The
writer of the article mentions in a rather faithful way the
growth and development of the movement in the recent
campaign. We quote as follows :—
" In the opening days of last autumn Session it was
announced that the Valuation Bill for England and Wales,
which was to have disentangled site values from bmldmgs,
would not be introduced. Some are of the opinion that
the Bill was never drafted. The reasons which weighed
with the Government were probably twofold—first, that
the Land Values (Scotland) Bill had been amended out
of recognition by the House of Lords, and, secondly, that
the legislative programme was already overcrowded.
Shortly afterwards, Mr. J. C. Wedgwood, who is President
of the English League for the Taxation of Land Values,
conferred with Mr. Lloyd George, and in the result withdrew
from the Order Paper some pressing questions on the
subject which he had put down. It was reported that he
had obtained an assurance from the Chancellor of the
Exchequer that a tax on land values would be included in
the next Budget, but it is more probable that the Chancellor
intimated that his hands would be strengthened m the
matter if a campaign in favour of the tax were carried
on inside and outside Parliament. Early m November
a beginning was made with what has become a vigorous
campaign. Mr. Whitley took the chair at a meeting of
some 60 Liberal and Labour Members, at which it was
decided to send a petition to the Prime Minister urging the
inclusion of such a tax in the Budget. Ultimately 245 Liberal
and Labour Members signed this petition. A Parliamentary
Committee was formed, which issued some 3,000 circulars
to Liberal organisations throughout the country and to
trade councils, urging them to pass resolutions in favour
of a tax on land values. It was also arranged that conferences should be held in England, Wales, and Scotland.
On several platforms the protagonist of the tax has been
Mr. Ure, who presided over the Select Committee which
in 1906 considered the Bill promoted by the Glasgow
Corporation. It is interesting to note, by the way, that
the United Committee for the Taxation of Land Values
in their recent report congratulated themselves on the
assistance they had received from the municipalities,
led by Glasgow, towards the contemplated Budget proposal
' as a means of securing the valuation of land for rating
purposes '—as a means, that is, to a different end.
" Simultaneously the campaign has been proceeding in
the Liberal Press."
THREE thousand years of advance, and still the moan
goes up, " They have made our lives bitter with hard
bondage, in mortar and in brick, and in all manner of
service! " Three thousand years of advance ! and the
piteous voices of little children are in the moan. We
progress and we progress ; we girdle continents with iron
roads and knit cities together with the mesh of telegraph
wires ; each day brings some new invention ; each year
marks a fresh advance—the power of production increased,
and the avenues of exchange cleared and broadened. Yet
the complaint of "hard times" is louder and louder;
everywhere are men harassed by care, and haunted^ by
the fear of want. With swift, steady strides and prodigious
leaps, the power of human hands to satisfy human wants
advances and advances, is multiplied and multiplied. Yet
the struggle for mere existence is more and more intense,
and human labour is becoming the cheapest of commodities.
Beside glutted warehouses human beings grow faint with
hunger and shiver with cold ; under the shadow of churches
festers the vice that is born of want.—Henry George.
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TAXATION OF LAND VALUES MEANS « FREE TRADE."
The abolition of tariffs so as to present no barrier to the
free exchange of goods among nations is but partial freedom
of trade.
Before goods can be exchanged they must first
be produced, and real freedom of trade implies the sweeping
away of all those obstacles now presented to would-be
producers by the " owners " of that storehouse of wealth
—the land.
In this " Free Trade" country there are practically
inexhaustible supplies of the raw materials men need—
huge cupboards, as it were, crammed with food and shelter ;
yet these cupboards may be locked up and trade paralysed
at the will of a small section of the community. Need we
be surprised at the great payments in the way of rent and
royalties that are made by those who thus control the use
of " the earth " ?
What is needed is the application of economic pressure
on monopoly by means of the Taxation of Land Values.
As the tax is increased its pressure forces the dogs-in-themanger to give way and to allow of access to more and
more " cupboards." The tax on land values will loosen
the grip of the monopolist, and enlarge the field lor the
real workers and producers.—"Daily Chronicle," February
24, 1909.

TAXATION OF LAND VALUES CANNOT BE BLOCKED.
" The House of Lords blocks the way"—except for
financial measures.
It is often urged by those anxious to better the social
conditions of the people that the House of Lords should be
abolished. But any attempt to abolish the House of
Lords under present conditions is not likely to be successful,
and we cannot wait until its veto is abolished and its power
for mischief gone.
To those—Members of Parliament and others—who
really " mean business " the practical course is to find out
what social and industrial reforms can be secured by means
of measures which are under the sole control ol the people's
representatives in the House of Commons—that is to say,
by financial reform.
If attention be given to the Taxation of Land Values, it
will be found that this reform is far ahead of any halfdozen other measures put together, so far as securing real
benefits to the masses is concerned ; while, being a money
Bill, it is the one measure of reform which cannot be
mutilated by the House of " hereditary wreckers."
It is true that a money Bill may be rejected in its entirety
by the Lords ; but this difficulty is easily overcome by
including the Taxation of Land Values within the annual
Finance Bill—-the Budget—which the Lords cannot amend
and dare not reject, for the rejection of the Budget would
mean that no national revenue for Navy, Ami}-, and
other purposes could be raised.
fcj
The Member of Parliament who comes to his constituents
with the excuse that reform is hampered by the House of
Lords, while he has neglected to use the available and
all-powerful weapon ol taxation, will receive neither
sympathy nor support.
Mr. Asquith, speaking at the National Liberal Club on
December 11, 1908, said:—
The Budget of next year will stand at the very centre of
our work. It will, and must, raise again in the acutest
form a controversy from which we do not shrink. . . .
Finance is an instrument of great potency and also of great
flexibility, and it might be found to be, in some directions
at any rate, a partial solvent of what, under our existing
constitutional conditions, might otherwise be insoluble
problems.—"Daily Chronicle," London, February 23,
1909,
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MEMBERS ON LAND VALUES.

Mr. KEIR HARDIE, M.P., at Bradford, January 31st:—
" He hoped also that a beginning would be made dealing
with the anomaly that existed of the people living in their
native land without owning it. Many of the social evils
which existed were due to the private monopoly in the
ownership of land, and' the one way by which the grip of
the aristocracy on the land could be loosened was by imposing a strong progressive tax on land values. (Applause.) "
Mr. RAMSAY MACDONALD, at Portsmouth, 27th January :
He was not one of those who said that because a person
was rich therefore he ought to be taxed. That was the
old Liberal idea of taxation, but not the Labour idea.
The fundamental canon of Labour taxation was to aim at
securing for the communal benefit all unearned increment
of wealth. Now the inference from that was that we
wanted to tax the parasites and not the persons who give
service. II they could conceive ol a man or a woman
earning, really earning, a million pounds per annum, that
man or woman had got a valid excuse for getting off scot
free from taxation altogether. But if a man or a woman
was a parasite, living off other people's labour by the
operation ol monopolies or by the operation ol something
akin to monopolies, il he or she received £200 a year, no
valid excuse could be put forward why he or she should
evade taxation. They wanted to divide the non-producing
parasite, dependent upon society, Irom the producer
and the service giver; and we wanted to direct our
attention to the pockets of the person who did nothing,
and direct our attention away irom the person who may
possess something but gives much service.
Therefore,
the first important deduction from the Labour Party's
canons ol taxation was this, that the Labour Party
stood lor relieving as much as possible the financial
burdens on industry. The capitalist who said he was
going to Russia with his capital—that calm, peaceable,
well-governed Russia—when the Labour Party increased
to 200 members, did not understand that one ol the very
first things that would happen when the Labour Party's
principles of taxation were carried out was this, that his
burdens, would be less than they were now, while the
burdens ol the persons who exploit him would be infinitely
greater. . . He said, Tax the monopolies, tax the incomes
tliat were received because those who owned them
happened to own something which was absolutely essential
to be used il production was to go on at all. The landlord
did not help them to make things. The landlord stood by
and said : My friend, if you want to make anything you
must pay me to allow you to do it. He said, No, I will
not allow you to work at all unless you pay me to allow
you to do "it. That was the nature ol monopoly profit.
"The Labour Party said, that being so, the landlord was
not entitled to his income at all.
Monopolies were ol two kinds mainly. There was the
natural monopoly ol land and there were the political
and economic monopolies like, for instance, the liquor
traffic, the licensing system. They should concentrate
their attention upon these two forms of monopoly—
the natural monopoly, typified by land, and the economic
and political monopolies, typified by the licensing system.
. . . A good canon ol private property was this : A man
ought to own what lie earned. The very last party that
would object to the carrying out ol that dictum was the
Labour Party. The Labour Party's principles carried
out that idea. The man wlio earned would find government cheap ; and the man who didn't earn would find that
the State, looking round for a just revenue, would discover
that his income really belonged to it. He had never earned
it and the State would appropriate it justly by taxation.
B 2
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FRIENDLY SOCIETIES INVESTMENTS.
LAND V A L U E S VERSUS

T A R I F F REFORM.

NATIONAL C O N F E R E N C E OF F R I E N D L Y SOCIETIES,

33, The Grove,
Hammersmith,
. .February

9th, 1909.

TAXATION OF LAND VALUES.
Dear Sir,
I had the pleasure of listening to your address at the
Essex Hall, and also yesterday afternoon at the Caxton
Hall. On both of these occasions you mentioned some
figures connected with Friendly Societies, which I am sorry
to say you treated very lightly, and with unnecessary
ridicule.
The following figures are taken from the Report of the
Chief Registrar of Friendly Societies, Part A., page 48 :—
The number of separate Societies registered
under the Friendly Societies Act
..
28,961
Number of Members
14,606,969
Funds
£52,620,542
I understood you to say that these figures had recently
been used in a letter to the " Times," and you ridiculed
the idea that there could be 14 million members of Friendly
Societies in the country. This perhaps arises from the fact
that you are not aware of the influence which these
Societies are exercising on the lives and character of the
people, or you do not realise the strength of these organisations. I am not responsible for these figures ; if anyone
has made a mistake, it is Mr. J. D. Stuart Sim, the Chief
Registrar of Friendly Societies, to whom you should apply
for information on this subject.
As a concrete example of the strength of these Societies,
I may mention the Hearts of Oak Benefit Society, of which
I have the honour to be Senior Trustee. The facts and
figures connected with this Society are as follows :—
Number of Members
298,409
Reserve Fund, 31st December, 1908 . .
. . £3,496,125
Of this sum we have invested in ground rents £1,612,120
The Income from ground rents in 1908 was
£61,987
I understand you propose to impose a t a x of Id. in the
pound on the capital value of ground rents " without any
exceptions "—these are your own words. This, taking a
basis of 24 years' purchase, would amount to 10 per cent,
on the annual income derived from ground rents. You
would, therefore, be calling upon the members of the
Hearts of Oak Benefit Society to pay annually the sum of
£6,100 upon their present investments, even if they did not
purchase any other ground rents. These ground rents
have been purchased at an average rate of about 24 years'
purchase, and they return the moderate interest of an
average of about 4 per cent.
I should very much like to know how you can explain
your position on this most important matter, so that I
m a y lay your reply before the National Conference of
Friendly Societies at its next Meeting.
Yours faithfully,
(Signed) W . G. BUNN.

E. G. Hemmerde, Esq., K.C., M.P.,
1, Hare Court,
j
Temple, E.C.

House of Commons,
February 16 th, 1909.
Dear Sir,
I am sorry that you should think that I treated the figures
connected with the Friendly Societies lightly, but I think
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a few minutes' reflection will convince you that the number
of members of Friendly Societies cannot be as many as
14,606,969. In the figures given by the Chief Registrar,
there are no doubt many repetitions. You, at any rate,
will know that many persons are members of several
Friendly Societies, and very many persons of two or three.
If there were over 14 millions of members, these members
with their families would exceed the whole population of the
United Kingdom.
I am much interested in your concrete case. I take
the figures as you give them to me that out of your reserves
of £3,496,125, you have invested £1,612,120 in ground
rents, and that your income from ground rents in 1908 was
£61,987.
You say that a tax of Id. in the pound on the capital
value of ground rents would call upon the members of the
Hearts of Oak Benefit Society to pay annually the sum of
£6,100.
I will accept your estimate, and ask you to consider a
few not unimportant facts.
It has been estimated that such a tax of Id. in the pound
would produce £21,000,000. Even if you halve this the
figures I shall give you will be no less striking.
It is quite clear that we shall want new revenue.
Let us suppose that the sugar tax is increased to its
old figure, i.e. to say that £3,000,000 is added to it. The
contribution of your members to this, assuming them all to
be unmarried without dependents, would be over £20,000.
No doubt they would really pay at least £50,000.
If the money is raised by a Land Values Tax, the rest
of the sugar duty could go and Id. o S the tea tax. Your
members would then have to pay a new tax of £6,100,
and be relieved of taxes to the amount of at least £61,000.
I may point out in passing that no one has ever
suggested that the whole of the Land Values Tax should be
additional, and that remissions of taxation, and the shifting
of all burdens off buildings and improvements, are an
important part of the Land Taxer's proposals.
Now permit me to compare our proposals with the
proposals of the Tariff Reformers.
Let us assume that we each want to raise £21,000,000.
Our tax would be a burden on your members of £6,100.
What would be the burden of theirs ? Your members
(assuming them to have no dependents) comprise roughly
a 140th part of the population. Such a part of the population would pay 140th part of the £21,000,000, i.e. to
say £105,000. But this is assuming that all taxes raised by
a tariff go into the Exchequer. As a matter of fact, the
rise in the Home and Colonial Market caused by a rise in
the foreign goods would cause a tax, producing £21,000,000
to the Exchequer, to take from the people of these islands
at least £42,000,000. The burden on your members
would thus be £210,000, and as they have dependents
at least £500,000.
I pointed out in the speeches to which you refer that a
Land Tax of Id. in the pound (producing £21,000,000)
would cost friendly societies, on the Registrar's figures,
£62,500, whereas a tariff producing the same would cost
them nearly £20,000,000.
There are some people who, rather than pay a direct tax
of £62,500, would blindly submit to be fleeced by indirect
taxes to the amount of £20,000,000, but I hardly imagine
that among those persons will be counted such guardians
of national thrift as yourself and your co-trustees.
I would like to point out to you in conclusion that the
present sugar and tea taxes are a burden upon your Society
alone of at least £100,000 a year. D o you not think it
would be better for your members to pay even 2d. in the
pound in direct taxes, i.e., to pay £12,400 rather than
£100,000 or more in indirect taxes ?
After all, the investments of the poor are of no greater
importance than their industry, and taxes which reduce
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their purchasing power and restrict their employment are
as worthy of your attention as taxes which make a direct
demand upon the income of their savings.
I am much obliged to you for calling my attention to
what is in your mind, and I earnestly hope that all those
who are, like myself, members of friendly societies, will
give this question of Land Values Taxation their earnest
and unprejudiced consideration.
Yours truly, EDWARD G. HEMMERDE.

P.S.—I propose to send your letter and mine to the Press,
if you have no objection.
W. G. Bunn, Esq., Senior Trustee,
Hearts of Oak Benefit Society.
EIGHTY

CLUB

DISCUSSION.

" W e must give to every man the result of his own
industry."
This sentence, occurring (reports the " Daily News ")
in a speech by Mr. Dundas White, M.P., was the keynote
of an important debate on the Taxation of Land Values,
held Thursday evening, February 18th, 1909, under the
auspices of the Eighty Club, at the National Liberal Club.
Mr. Rufus Isaacs, K.C., M.P., who presided, stated that
the Taxation of Land Values was a question of great
importance, complexity, and difficulty. There was one
point to which they must address themselves—whether
it was desirable to introduce the principle into the present
Budget. If the Government could, find a source of revenue
by means of this taxation, he had no doubt that this year
they would be very glad to have recourse to it.
This proposed taxation has two very strong sides.
Firstly, it appeals to those who are in favour of extracting
revenue for the State, and, secondly, it is thought by a
great many who have studied the subject that we shall
be advancing very materially some of the more prominent
matters of social reform to which we are pledged.
There was no doubt that by Taxation of Land Values
they would be able to get at large tracts of land which
at the present moment were denied to the public, and
which ought to be devoted to the public interest.
Difficulties created by the dearth of land would be cleared
away, the demand which had arisen under the Small
Holdings Act and for allotment would be met, and the
purposes of the new Housing and Town Planning Bill
could be satisfied.
Mr. J. Dundas White, M.P., dwelt on the need for a
new and better standard of rating. The true essential
of valuation was the natural resources which the people
held. They would say to the man who held land : " You
hold these natural resources of the country, so we propose
to rate you on the basis of their market value, whether
you use them or not." On the other hand, they would
say of houses and other improvements which were the
result of industry that they should go rate free. They
would give to every man in the fullest degree the result
of his own industry.
By doing this they would cause an
expansion such as they had not yet seen. Finally, they
put this forward as the fundamental remedy for unemployment.
Mr. Harold Cox, M.P., the only speaker present who
spoke in opposition to the proposed taxation, asked why
those who had invested their money in land were to be
seized by the throat while others who had invested their
money otherwise Were to go scot free ? He considered
that the landlord would be able to transfer to the tenant
the burden which those who believed in taxing land values
were trying to put upon him.
Mr. Aneurin Williams, of the Land Nationalisation
Society, agreed that any great and violent change of
taxation would result in hardship to many innocent
people, and that they must begin with a tax of small amount,
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THE CASE FOR NEWPORT, MON.
In a leading article on the Newport Conference, held
January 27, 1909, the local " Weekly Argus " said :—
" This is no new cry in Monmouthshire. For years
there have been those who consistently and courageously
advocated a reform of the land system, including the
imposition of a substantial tax, or rate, upon ground values ;
local authorities (including the Newport Town Council)
have passed resolutions in favour of the reform; Monmouthshire, in common with the municipalities generally,
supported the Glasgow Corporation Bill; but now we are
coming to closer quarters with the question. The House
of Landlords mutilated the Land Valuation Bill, and
showed that they were determined not to allow their
position to be assailed ; now the question must be attacked
through the Budget. Newport is the creation of the last
century, and the land on which it stands has become
enormously increased in value. That value has been
created by the people of Newport, but the ground landlords
pocket the increment. Ground rents have been increased
10, 20, and 50-fold. That value is not due to the landlords,
but to the people of Newport as a whole, and it should go
back to the people. Newport drove a great road into
the wilderness on the eastern side of the river at a cost of,
say, £20,000 (the exact figures are not available), and
the result, combined with the needs of the public, was to
give to the mere agricultural land of private landholders
the value of building land. The Corporation have erected
a transporter bridge, and made new roads, and the owner
of agricultural land in the district asks an immensely
increased price for it. There is a cry for small holdings
and allotments—they cannot be obtained. If land is
required for public purposes the public must pay heavily.
The proposal is to tax all land upon its value—not upon
its rental, but upon what it is fairly worth—and to tax
it whether the owner allows it to be used or holds it unused."
FAIRHOPE COLONY.—Handsome Gift by Mr. Fels.
The fourteenth annual anniversary of the Single Tax
Colony was celebrated at a banquet held, on New Year's night
at the Fairhope Hotel. " The Fairhope Courier," January
8th, 1909, reports that the one unpleasant feature of the
occasion was the inability for lack of room to comfortably
accommodate the residents and friends attending. The
" Courier " devotes three pages to a report of the proceedings :
" Mr. Joseph Fels, who had just arrived in Great Britain,
told of the rapid growth of sentiment in favour of land
value taxation in England and the promise of the first
actual step in that direction, in the pledge of the Liberal
Party, now in power, to tax land values. He did not tell
of his part in the movement in England and elsewhere, but
he showed his deep conviction that to restore the land to
the people was the most important work in which men and
women could engage, and there were present those who
knew that wherever throughout the world devoted souls
were giving themselves to this cause, there was Joseph Fels,
with the heart of sympathy, the word of encouragement,
the generous hand of financial help if necessary."
At the conclusion of his address Mr. Dan Kiefer came
forward and said that Mr. Fels had refused him the privilege
of making the announcement, but he thought he was
entirely too modest, and could not himself resist the
temptation to announce that Mr. Fels had given to the
Fairhope School of Organic Education $5,000 for building
and equipment and $1,000 a year for five years for
maintenance.
The announcement was received with enthusiastic
applause, and on the motion of Mr. Gaston a vote of thanks
was tendered with unanimity and great enthusiasm to
Mr. Fels for his generosity,
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RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE TRANSVAAL
INDIGENCY COMMISSION REPORT, 1908.

The price of land to-day in the Transvaal is, generally
speaking, higher than a farmer is warranted in paying in
view of the risks which attach to farming in its present
stage of development. This high cost not only prevents'
the younger generation from getting land on terms which
will admit of their farming it at a profit; it also discourages
the immigration of enterprising settlers with capital who
are urgently required to show what success can be achieved
by up-to-date methods. New settlers and capital have
never been attracted to the Transvaal as they have to New
Zealand, Australia, and Canada, partly because of the great
difficulties which have confronted the farmer in the past,
but still more because land has not been obtainable on the
same easy terms. Moreover, when capital has been brought
into the country, it has been spent in paying high prices
for land instead of being used to effect improvements
upon it. This absorption of capital in land instead of
in buildings, stock, or improvements has been one of the
chief hindrances to the development of the farming resources
of the colony.
A more, even distribution of population on the
land must be brought about. We have been unable to
obtain any trustworthy figures as to the amount of ground
in the settled parts of the Transvaal which is not being put
to beneficial use. But there is a large amount of privately
owned land which is at present unoccupied or not farmed
in any proper sense of the word, even on the high veld.
This is partly because the country is not yet fully restocked.
But it is also due to the fact that the owners are able to go on
holding land unused because it costs them next to nothing
to keep. The existing taxation on land is extremely low.
Freehold farms not exceeding 3,750 morgen in extent
pay 10s. per annum. On surveyed farms on quitrent the
tax is Is. 6d. per annum per 100 morgen.* Unsurveyed
farms pay 30s. a year. The proceeds of these taxes in
1906-7 only amounted to £15,000, which represents over
the whole colony an average of not more than half a farthing
per morgen. The State puts no pressure on the landowner to
farm more of his land than is sufficient to provide himself
and his family with a living. In order to bring about a
better distribution of population on the land some stimulus
should be applied to the landowner to make use of his
property. If this were done a demand would arise for
tenants, farm managers, and agricultural labourers to farm
land which is now lying idle.
Closer settlement, therefore, can only be brought
about by arousing a more enterprising spirit among the
farming class ; by steadying the price of land at a level
which represents its value for farming purposes; by
making its owners turn it to account; and by putting
pressure on the rural community to do manual labour.
We have two recommendations to make for the encouragement of closer settlement in the Transvaal. In the first
place that a general stimulus should be applied to the
whole country population by means of a tax on the
unimproved value of land. In the second that legislation should be passed securing to the tenant the right to
compensation for unexhausted improvements.
Before explaining our proposals for land taxation in
detail we will support our recommendations by showing
what its effects will be. We will examine first the effect of
land taxation on the lazy, improvident, and more or less
indigent landowner. In "the typical case a considerable
number of families are living on the farm. They may be
co-owners or they may be descendants and relatives who
will share in the farm when its registered owner dies. They
* The tax is doubled if the owner is non-resident in the Transvaal.
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all live from hand to mouth, and if they remain as they
are they must sooner or later become poor whites. The
effect of taxation on such people would be to awaken
them to the necessity of making more than a bare living
out ot their land. The knowledge that they would be
compelled to pay a tax upon their land would force them
to adopt more productive methods of farming.
The bywoner would be affected by land taxation in
much the same way. The persistence of the bywoner
system is due to the fact that the farmer has no use for
much of his land. It costs him nothing, and he has no
objection to his friends or relations squatting upon it.
He therefore puts very little pressure on the bywoner to
work, who tends to become habitually idle. " So soon,
however, as the farmer finds that he has to make some
contribution towards the general revenues in respect of
his land, he will himself put an end to the objectionable
features of the bywoner system. He will force the bywoner to pay him rent for the land which he occupies, or
he will use him as a farm hand; the bywoner who is
unwilling to work will be turned away in order to make
room for others who are more energetic.
We recommend that the existing taxation should be
abolished, and that a graduated tax on the unimproved
value of all land (excluding municipal areas) should be
imposed instead. In a new country it is important not
to tax farming development, and we therefore think that
no taxation should be levied on improvements. The
best way of arriving at the unimproved value of land
appears to be to deduct the estimated productive value
(not the price) of permanent improvements such as buildings, fencing, or dams from the estimated price which the
farm would fetch as a going concern in the open market.
Mineral values should not be taken into account.
It is of the utmost importance to the success of a system
of land taxation such as we propose that an uniform
valuation should be obtained throughout the whole country.
A public valuation of itself would have the desirable effect
of bringing land values throughout the country into accord
with a general standard of value for productive use. In
most civilised countries there is a public system of land
valuation m force for rating, taxation, and general public
purposes. There are three different systems in England,
Scotland, and Ireland respectively, but all are based on
annual rent or annual value in conformity with the
prevalent custom by which land is let on yearly terms to
rent-paymg tenants. These systems would not be suitable
for this Colony. The method in existence in many British
Colonies, notably New South Wales and New Zealand,
where the circumstances of land holding closely resemble
those of the Transvaal, probably supplies the best working
model. This system, in brief, is that all holdings of land
are valued by means of a Government Valuing Department, and the valuation is revised as changes in holding or
fluctuations in price occur. The valuations made by the
official expert appraisers are subject to review by a local
valuation court, whose decision as between owner and
valuer is final. The system once established works easily
and successfully.

Harry Llewelyn Davies writes :—" At the Dumfries
Conference and public meeting we had a great time. It
was really a fine day's work for the cause. Every speech
told. We were favoured at the Conference with the
proverbial landlord whose land had no value. It was
amusing when Fels started in making rising bids for ' waste '
land, which the Major-General said was of no value, and
which he was just keeping to look a t ! There will be a
lengthy report of the proceedings in the ' Dumfries
Standard' of Wednesday, 24th February. All our friends
did well, and I am more than satisfied."
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IN

PARLIAMENT.

Points from the Discussion on Unemployment.
The Labour Party was responsible for the following
amendment to the King's Speech, which was moved by
Mr. Barnes, member for Glasgow (Blackfriars) on
February 17th: " And, further, we desire humbly to
express our regret that, in view of the serious distress arising
from the lack of work, the proposals for legislation which
your Majesty's advisers have thought fit to recommend are
altogether inadequate for dealing effectively either with
the root causes or the evils arising out of unemployment."
Mr. Barnes said he rose with a feeling of greater responsibility than had ever before possessed him when addressing
the House. It was face to face with a problem that was
increasing in urgency and as compared with which those
matters which he heard read from the King's Speech were
absolutely insignificant. The President of the Local
Government Board told them that he would introduce
a Bill in respect of housing and town planning, but if they
dealt with this problem of unemployment as they should,
the people of the country would house themselves without
bothering the President of the Local Government Board
or anybody else. The same might be said in regard to the
school children. With this matter settled as it would be,
they believed, by the Bill they had produced, or something
like it, the children of the nation would be fed over the
table-legs of their own parents—after all, the best place
from which to feed them. He felt so strongly about it
that he would not sit tamely by to listen while matters of
comparative insignificance were taking up the time of the
House. He would rather be outside. Last year, when his
hon. friend the member for Leicester proposed a similar
amendment, he told the House there was at that time 6'1
of unemployed, and that that number had increased from
25 to 30 per cent, in comparison with the year before. Since
that time the figures had been up to 9-5', and to-day they
had 8-7 of the skilled mechanics of the country in respect
of whom reports were made to the Board of Trade unable
to find work.
The primary cause of unemployment was the private
ownership of land. Land was the primary source of
employment, and the people were debarred from its use
except on the impossible terms laid down by the landlords.
He thought the time had come for the application of
fundamental remedies. He believed there were sections
of the House who were at loggerheads as to whether they
should tax the landlords or buy them out. He would tax
them through land values, because he believed that would
make it easier to buy the land. He did not remember any
time during the last 20 years when Liberal politicians had
not expressed themselves in favour of the Taxation of Land
Values, and he hoped that something would now be done to
give effect to that principle. (Hear, hear.) He wanted
the Government not only to tap these sources of wealth,
but to do so before they got into the hands of private
monopolists.
Mr. O'GRADY (Leeds, E.) in seconding said that through
lack of a positive policy of social reform, the centre of which
would be the desire to deal with the unemployed problem,
the workmen were driven in despair either to adopt Protection or Socialism. Protection, however, would get a short
shrift from the working men, and then they would turn to
Socialism. Free Trade of itself was doing no good in
attempting to solve the unemployed problem. If the
Government recognised the temper of the country in this
matter, they would have made the question of unemployment the main point in the Speech from the Throne, and
set themselves at once to redeem the promise made by the
Prime Minister last October to deal with the permanent
causes of unemployment.
Mr. BRACE (Glamorganshire, S.) said the time had more

Values.

189

than come when the Government should take some action
by which the nation would make themselves responsible
for helping men who could not help themselves. He did not
appreciate the difficulty which, it was said, the Chancellor
of the Exchequer would have in finding the money.
The hon. member for the Mansfield Division wrote a letter
to " The Times " some time ago in which he said :—
" The colliery with which I am connected in England
raised 846,642 tons of coal last year. The landlord received
£17,453 in royalties. He paid in respect of these royalties
income-tax of one shilling in the pound—£872 13s.—whilst my company paid in local taxation £5,613 14s. 5d."
If he were asked to suggest how the money should be got,
he would say, " Treat mining royalties as taxable assets
and compel those who receive these enormous incomes to
carry a much fairer share of the burden of Imperial citizenship, which they are so fond of talking about, than they
do at present." (Cheers.)
Mr. ELLIS DAVIES (Carnarvonshire, Eifion) said the
President of the Local Government Board had referred
to the question of afforestation, but, unless the Government were prepared to deal first with the Taxation of Land
Values and to make rateable value the basis of purchase,
they would find it as impossible to acquire land for afforestation as County Councils had for the purposes of small
holdings. If afforestation could not be proceeded with
he thought the Government might very well make grants
to County Councils for the improvement of the main roads
of the country.
Mr. CHURCHILL (Dundee) said he quite agreed with the
hon. gentleman who moved the amendment when he said
that the problem of the land is another problem highly
cognate to and closely connected with the manufacture of
unemployables.
THE LORD ADVOCATE ADDRESSES THE WOMEN
LIBERALS A SECOND TIME.
Addressing a meeting of the Women's National Liberal
Association in the Conference Room of the National
Liberal Club, on February 22nd, Mr. Ure, the newlyappointed Lord Advocate, said that the Taxation of Land
Values no more meant confiscation of land values than a
poll tax meant decapitation of the people. Land and
buildings were two elements in many respects antagonistic.
Land was permanent, whereas buildings required constant
repair and renewal. It was the presence of a community
that created, maintained, and increased the value of land.
The present standard of rating was anything but
uniform.
In many cases it worked unjustly, and was a
severe burden on industry. The soil of the country
belonged to the people, and his proposal was to relieve
the buildings and improvements, and to offer every
encouragement to the people to make good use of their
land by reducing their taxes. They must never forget
that the value of land did not come from the expenditure
of the individual owner of the land, or from anything he
could do.
The indirect effect of a tax on land values would be to
bring more land into the market, and thus to cheapen
building land. That would enable cheaper and better
houses to be erected, and would go a long way towards
solving the problem of the housing of the working classes.
It would also hav6 an immediately beneficial effect on
the present depressed state of the building trade and its
many allied trades, and would help to solve the unemployment question. (By that he did not mean the question
of the unemployables.) The best aid that could be given
to the building trade was to make building land cheaper.
They need not tell him there were so many empty
houses unless they could deny that for every empty
house there were ten families living in overcrowded and
insanitary conditions.

190

Land

LAND

VALUES.

F i f t e e n t h Year.
Published

of

E s t a b l i s h e d J u n e , 1894.

by the United
Land Values.

Values.

Committee for the Taxation of
JOHN PAUL, Editoi.

Commons

" amended"
oblige

"OUR
POLICY."
" "We would simply take for the oommunity what belongs to
the oommunity—the value t h a t attaches to land by the growth
of the community; leave sacred to the individual all that
belongs to the individual."—Henry George.

the

by
by

a
the

huge

majority,

House

Government

to

of

and

Lords

drop

it.

so

The

was
as

to

" amend-

ments," which in the opinion of the Government were
fatal,

EDITORIAL OFFICES,
Broad Sanctuary Chambers, 20 Tothill St., Westminster,
(Telephone, 5774 Westminster.)

March, 1909.

were

optional

to

make

the

adoption

of

the

Act

b y any county or burgh, and to substitute

annual for capital value, and to provide that, in the
case of land withheld from use, such land should

be

valued according to its true use value, only if it were
proved to be required for use

b y the public and to

be unreasonably withheld from such use.
Chancellor,

on

behalf

of

the

The Lord

Government,

declared

these " a m e n d m e n t s " to be " fatal blots," and the
only conclusion to be drawn from the

LAND VALUES AND T H E B U D G E T :
GROUNDS OF CONFIDENCE.

to carry through, in spite of the House of Lords, a
universal

PARLIAMENT

has met,

and the

Government's

Government's

action in dropping the Bill was that t h e y were pledged

pro-

and

uniform

from improvements,

valuation

according

of
to

all
its

land
true

apart
capital

gramme for the Session has been set out in the King's

value, whether or not at the m o m e n t it

Speech.

of

to be put to its full use, and to establish t h a t valuation

direct or

as a n e w basis or standard for raising public revenue.

In

that

Speech

there

the T a x a t i o n of Land Values,

was

no

mention

indeed no

explicit reference of a n y kind to the Land Question.
No

amendment

friends

in

the

to the Address was m o v e d b y
House

of

Commons,

our

remonstrating

against the passing over of the m o s t pressing question
of the day.

A n d yet, paradoxical as it m a y appear,

land reformers are full of confidence, and read

the

omens as meaning

the

that

the year

memorable year of our m o v e m e n t .
of

the

•the

Government—the

National

Liberal

1909 will be

The official caucus

Executive

Committee

Federation — includes

in

of
the

resolution it will s u b m i t t o the General Committee of
the Federation meeting o n the 26tli February, a statem e n t t h a t it " trusts t h a t the

financial

proposals of

the Government will make adequate provision for the
Taxation . . .

of Land

Values."

On the same occasion, the Lord Chancellor, in supporting the Scottish Bill,

drew

his

instances

from

England, and, in reply to Lord Rosebery's criticisms,
declared : " The principle is the same, over-crowding
is the same, the increase of rent is the same, all are
the same,

mutatis

mutandis.

I think they do make

a good case for England, and we wish to bring in a
Bill for E n g l a n d . "

The only conclusion to be drawn

was that the Government were pledged to e x t e n d the
same s y s t e m to England as had been proposed in the
Bill for Scotland.
Meanwhile, although a Valuation Bill for E n g l a n d had
been promised in the King's Speech, no such Bill was
introduced.

The reason for the failure even to table the

English Bill remains a m y s t e r y to the public. Mr. Asquith

I t m a y be well to remind our readers of the ground
of t h a t trust.

happened

The present Government were returned

to power in 1906, pledged to carry through the Taxation of Land Values as a measure

for placing

public

burdens o n the right shoulders, and for striking the
shackles off industry and enterprise.

o n 12th May, 1908, in the House of Commons, g a v e
an assurance, on the responsibility of the Government,
t h a t an English Valuation Bill would be introduced
at an early date, and o n t h a t assurance, an a m e n d m e n t
which had

been m o v e d to the H o u s i n g

Planning Bill was withdrawn.

The Select Committee of the H o u s e of

Commons

i n reply t o questions in

and

Town

On October 14th, 1908,

the

House

of

Commons,

appointed in 1906, under the Chairmanship of Mr. Ure,

lie stated that the Government, after full consideration,

n o w Lord Advocate,

Values

h a d come to the conclusion that it would be better to

promoted b y the Glasgow T o w n Council, recom-

postpone the introduction of the Bill till next Session.

Bill

mended

a universal

to report o n the Land
and

uniform

valuation

of

the

Further questions were p u t

down

with

a

view

to

land, apart from improvements, to serve as a n e w basis

discover the Government's intentions.

for rating,

were withdrawn in consequence of a hint, on the faith

contribution

a new standard b y which each
should

be

fixed.

On

this

citizen's

Report

the

Those questions

of which the questioners relied, t h a t the Government
Government based their L a n d Values (Scotland) Bill, : was preparing to deal with the question in a different and
which in 1908 passed its Third R e a d i n g in the House | more effective way. It was known that the Chancellor of
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the Exchequer would require fresh revenue, and it was
rumoured that a way could be found by the Budget
to secure a national valuation, which would be more
satisfactory than anything which could be done by
local

authorities

under

Valuation

Bills, and which

would also have the advantage of being passed over
the heads of the House of Lords.

Liberal organisa-

House of Commons on 25th February, which is printed
on the front cover of this issue.
So much for the grounds of confidence based on
the words and acts of the Government. There remains
the further ground of confidence which is based on the
growing and solidifying of the national demand that
this fundamental question shall at last be dealt with.

The agitation as to unemployment grows daily,
and the intolerable discontent of those who are suffering
and those who see others suffering. More eyes are
such a tax has been carried on with increasing vigour
opening every day to the fact that no solution is possible
up to the present day.
unless the whole field of employment is enlarged and
i n these circumstances, it was clear that no Valuation
greater scope allowed for development. The only
Bill was likely to be forthcoming this Session, nor
way to secure this is to free the sources of wealth prowas it desired. What was desired was some indication
duction, or, in other words, to unlock the land. The
that the Government had determined on a national
power of the few to close the avenues of employment,
valuation and a Budget Tax on Land Values.
Custom
and where they allow employment, to levy such a toll
prevents any definite statement in the King's Speech,
upon it as to deprive those who do the work of their
or in Minister's speeches, as to the contents of the commg
fair return—that power must be undermined and
Budget. But the speeches of the Prime Minister
destroyed. The Labour Party is loudly voicing this
and of the Chancellor of the Exchequer in December
demand. Mr. George Barnes, M.P., in moving the
have pointed to finance measures and the freeing of
Labour Party's amendment to the Address on Unemthe land as the main business of this Session, and
ployment, made it clear that Labour Exchanges or
|
classification of the unemployed were futile unless
following those speeches, the absence of any mention
further opportunities for work were made available,
of Valuation or Land Reform in the King's Speech,
and he declared for the Taxation of Land Values as
coupled with the special and unusual paragraph as to
the
practical means to this end.
the importance of the financial business of the year,
tions and newspapers commenced the discussion of a

Budget Tax on Land Values, and the agitation for

have been interpreted by everyone as a pledge on the
part of the Government that by this year's Budget
they will give effect to the policy to which they are
pledged..
The Government, then, stand pledged to achieve by
this year's Budget at least a valuation of all land in
Great Britain, apart from improvements, according to
its trug capital value, irrespective of use or non-use at
the m o m e n t ; and if persistent rumour turns out to
be well founded, the Chancellor of the Exchequer will
.make a substantial beginning with the Taxation of
Land Values

by levying this year at least such a

tax as shall compel a fair contribution to the public
revenue from those who, under the existing system,
by keeping their land

out

of

use,

have

escaped

paying according to the true use value of their land,
and have so thrown an unfair burden on their more
industrious neighbours.

A levy of such a kind, by

establishing

of

uniformity

burden,

will

give

relief

where most needed, and tend to break down the existing
checks

and hindrances to

production.

employment

and

wealth

It will leave open the question as to the

further taxation for national or local purposes of land
values as they exist at present, and as they will grow
in

future

years.

As we go to press, we read the

statement of the Chancellor of the Exchequer in the

It is now no longer denied that, as has been
stated so often in these columns, municipal housing
and the providing of small holdings by statute
i are blocked by land monopoly, and. must remain
so blocked until the Taxation of Land Values
solves the obstruction. The Government have promised
a great scheme of afforestation. The Lord Advocate
has stated that such a scheme will be damned from
the start if the existing evils of high prices based on
monopoly are not dealt with by a tax on land values.
A Royal Commission is soon to report on the
canalisation of the country, and the nationalisation
of railways is urged, in many quarters. As Mr. Outhwaite pointed out in his speech at the National Conference
in Caxton Hall, the State cannot embark on such
enterprises and make them a success, and at the same
time lower rates and fares, and increase wages, unless
by the Taxation of Land Values the State enjoys
the benefit of the increase in land values which is
! caused by such enterprises. The problem of London
I traffic is under consideration at the Board of Trade,
; and in his official Report (Cd. 4379) Sir Herbert Jekyll
has indicated the crux of the question to be that one
of the effects of a reduction of fares " is to raise the
value of land, and in such cases the traveller may payas much in increased rent as he gains by the lowering
of his fare, the whole benefit gom? to the landowner."
C. LL, D .

Land
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MOVEMENT.
DUNDEE.
There was a very large attendance at the Kinnaird
Hall, on the 28th January, t o hear Mr. Ure. Mr. George
Ritchie presided, and on, the platform were:—Lord
Provost Urquhart, Bailie Martin, Bailie Johnston, Lord
Dean of Guild Smibert, Councillors Forwell and Walsh,
ex-Lord Provost Barrie, ex-Bailie Nairn, Mr. J. N. Smith,
Professor Steggall, Mr. Joseph Philip, Councillor Coutts
(Wormit), ex-Provost Ramsay (Carnoustie), Mr. Wm.
Smith, Messrs. G. B. Waddell and James Busby (Glasgow),
Provost Robertson (Wormit), and many other representative citizens. The " Dundee Advertiser " reported the
proceedings in four columns.
" Mr. Ure," writes a
correspondent, " was in his best form, and has made
a profound impression. No such speech, it is admitted,
has ever been delivered in Dundee. It was far in advance
of the ordinary Liberal leader."
In the course of his speech Mr. Ure gave numerous
illustrations of high prices paid for land for public purposes,
and approving generally of the Report of the Royal
Commission on Afforestation, he declared with emphasis
" that if the proposals of the Commission could only be
carried out b y paying such exorbitant prices for land,
then he would tell them with great deliberation, and
with * a full apprehension of the language he used, that
the afforestation scheme was damned from its birth."
(Loud applause.)
On the motion of Professor Steggall, seconded by
Councillor Coutts, a strongly worded resolution in the
usual terms was unanimously adopted.
SHREWSBURY.
The meeting at Shrewsbury, held in the Music Hall,
1st February, addressed by Mr. Josiah C. Wedgwood, M.P.,
and Mr. Colin Clarke was highly successful.
The
"Shrewsbury and Border Counties Advertiser" said Mr.
Wedgwood had an enthusiastic reception. Councillor
J. Froggatt presided, and was supported by Mr. Colin
Clarke of Shrewsbury, who has done so much in the county
to advocate the Taxation of Land Values. The platform
was a strong one, and in the hall, which was filled from end
to end, were a large number of Conservatives. The meeting
was entirely organised by Mr. Colin Clarke.
In introducing Mr. Clarke, the Chairman said the meeting
was entirely due to the energy and the enthusiasm which
Mr. Clarke had thrown into the work—(applause)—and
he was glad to think that the people of Shrewsbury had
attended in such large numbers to give him all the encouragement they could. (Applause.)
In the course of an eloquent speech, Mr. Wedgwood said :
H e did not believe that in all England there was a town,
in proportion to its population, which could produce such a
meeting as that on the land question—(applause)—
they were the successors of the Anti-Corn Law League in
overthrowing monopolies. We had still monopolies that
hampered trade and penalised industry. What they wanted
was to unshackle and untax industry—(applause)—and to do
that they proposed to overthrow the last monopoly—
the great monopoly of the land—(applause)—by the
Taxation of Land Values.
They wanted the Inland Revenue Department to value
land throughout the country on its capital market value
after deducting from it the value of the improvements on
it. On that new basis of land values they wished to have a
general t a x raised and paid b y the owners of land. They
further desired that new and complete valuation lists of
all the land to be used as the basis for the reorganisation
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of our local rates, so that we might gradually transfer
the rates from the existing basis of land and houses as
actually in use to the basis of land values alone, whether
the land was used or not. (Applause.) They did not
want that new tax to be an extra impost, but a substitution
for existing taxes—(hear, hear)—in particular they were
anxious that the revenue raised from that Taxation of Land
Values should be used to relieve local rates. (Applause.)
Out of such a fund we should be able to pay for the upkeep
of our highways, already so heavy a burden in agricultural
districts.
Mr. Colin Clarke has addressed 15 smaller meetings in
the town and district.

THE CAMPAIGN IN THE MIDLANDS.
Meetings have been held at the following places :—
Jan. 25.—Dudleyport.
„ 26.—Wednesbury (King's Hill).
„ 27.—Moxley.
„ 28.—Darleston Green.
„ 29.—Ocker Hill.
„ ' 30.—Princes' End.
„ 31.—Labour Church, Wolverhampton.
Feb. 1.—Birmingham West, Ellen Street.
„
2.—
„
South, Mary Street.
,,
3.—
,,
Central, Ladywood.
„
4.—East Worcester, Sparkhill.
,,
5.—Birmingham East, Loxton Street.
„ 15 to 20.—Dumfriesshire, Francis Neilson.
„ 22.—Mapplewell, Barnsley Division.
„ 23.—Royston
„
„
„ 24.—Wombwell
„ 25.—Barnsley
„
„
„ 25.—Demonstration at Wednesbury, E. G. Hemmerde.
,, 26.—Cudworth, Barnsley Division.
., 27.—Darfield,
„ 22 to 27.—Mr. Skirrow in Birmingham.
All the above meetings were highly successful.
Meetings arranged :—•
March 1—6.—Land Values campaign in Mid-Worcestershire.
Francis Neilson.
„
5.—Demonstration at Stourbridge. E. G. Hemmerde, M.P.,
and Francis Neilson.
„
8—13.—Fred. Skirrow in Birmingham.
„ 11.—Demonstration at West Bromwich. E. G. Hemmerde,
M.P.
„ 12.—E. G. Hemmerde, M.P., at Huddersfield.
„ 15—20.—Francis Neilson in Gloucester.
„ 22—27.—Francis Neilson, Birmingham and District.
„ 29.—Francis Neilson, Cradley, North Worcestershire.
„ 30.—
„
Selly Oak
„ 31.—
„
Langley
„
.
April 1.—
„
Demonstration, Halesowen. E. G.
Hemmerde, M.P.
„
2.—
„
Short Heath, East Wolverhampton.
„
3.—
„
Wednesfield
„
„
5.—
„
Demonstration, Worcester City.
E.
G. Hemmerde, M.P.
„
6.—Conference Birmingham. (Afternoon.)
„
6.—Demonstration, Town Hall, Birmingham. Speakers :
Alexander Ure, M.P., Lord Advocate, E. G. Hemmerde, M.P.
LAND VALUES LEAGUE FORMED AT BIRMINGHAM.
A meeting to form a Midlands Land Values League was
held in Temperance Hall, Birmingham, on Wednesday
evening, 17th February. After some interesting discussion
the following resolution was adopted :—
" That a Midlands Land Values League be formed in
Birmingham on non-party lines, and that the subscription be Is. and upwards per annum."
The following office-bearers were appointed :—President,
Mr. Joseph Dawson, J.P., C.C.; Hon. Treasurer, Mr.
Edwin Price, B.A. ; Hon. Secretary, Mr. Norman E. Brooks;
General Secretary, Mr. Chapman Wright. A representative
Committee was elected with power to add to their number.
This is a most promising step taken under the direction
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and support of the United Committee, about which we hope
to report at greater length.
The Lord Advocate (Mr. Alex. Ure, K.C., M.P.) and
Mr. E. 6 . Hemmerde, M.P., will address a great public
meeting at Birmingham on the evening of 6th April, to
be preceded by a Conference the same day.
For this new organisation the Committee and all concerned are fortunate in securing the services of Mr. Chapman
Wright as Secretary. Mr. Wright has been for a number
of years the Birmingham agent of the Financial Reform
Association. H e has by long years' service proved himself
a capable organiser. B y his persuasive manner, his zeal, hfs
efforts at meetings, andtby his pen, he has won the confidence
and respect of quite a host of local supporters. H e is just
the man for this new and important p o s t ; and we feel
certain that under his direction our supporters in the
Midlands will speedily and successfully grapple with the
opportunities for educational work that are in front of
them. The United Committee will render them every
possible assistance.
MANCHESTER.
Under the auspices of the Manchester Liberal Federation
School of Politics, Dr. Percy McDougall delivered a lecture
on the Taxation of Land Values on February 25th, and
is engaged to deliver a second on March 4th. In addition
to these and other lectures, Dr. MoDougall has been
propagating the principle in frequent letters to the newspapers.
DUMFRIESSHIRE.
The Newbie land reformers had last month quite a
brilliant campaign. A conference and public meeting was
held at Dumfries on Saturday, February 20th, at which Mr. E.
G. Hemmerde, M.P., was the principal. The other speakers
included Mr. H. LI. Davies, presiding, Alderman Raffan,
ex-Bailie Burt, Mr. Joseph Fels, Mr. Norman M'Lennan,
Mr. Francis Neilson, and Mr. James Busby. Besides these
important special events Mr. Francis Neilson had a week's
campaign of meetings throughout Dumfriesshire.
The
" Annandale Observer," February 19th, 1909, is almost
wholly devoted to politics ; the Land Question, Free Trade
versus Tariff Reform, appear to be the only kind of politics
that will suit the neighbourhood. In the correspondence
columns " A Fiscal Reformer " thinks the Ricardian law
of rent might work (hypothetically) in another place,
but that it is useless in a community where they work
under a different rent system ! He also laments the fact
that the iniquitous policy of the Committee for the Taxation
of Land Values should find local support among Tariff
Reformers, though he admits that many in that camp
" believe that unbuilt-on areas escape their fair share of
taxation." In another letter appearing in the next column,
b y Harry LI. Davies, Cobden's speeches are quoted showing
that he was for real Free Trade—the abolition of all taxes
on food, the revenue to be raised by a t a x on land values.

LLANDUDNO TOWN COUNCIL.
NOT A PARTY QUESTION.—At a meeting of the Llandudno Town Council, on February 18th, Mr. Robert
Roberts moved :—" That this Council urge the Government
to deal with the Taxation of Land Values in the present
session of Parliament." Mr. Roberts explained that the
question was a non-party one, and that the movement
for this reform was a non-political one.
Mr. F . J . Sarson (a Conservative Councillor) seconded
the motion.
Mr. E . E. Bone entered his strong protest against the
introduction of politics into the Council chamber. Once
politics were introduced into municipal elections at Llan-
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dudno the chances of men of his views getting a seat there
were practically nil. Whatever he might think of this
question, he would vote neither way.
' The speaker then tore up his agenda paper and left the
room.
Mr. M'Master and others spoke in favour of the resolution,
but Mr. T. Smith said he, too, would not vote. The motion
was put to the meeting and carried, nearly all the Councillors present voting in favour and none against.

WHAT THE ENGLISH LEAGUE IS DOING.
The following meetings have been addressed during
February :—
Feb. 1.—Shrewsbury, Music Hall: J. C. Wedgwood, M.P.
„
2.—Newcastle-on-Tyne, Heaton : J. 0. Wedgwood, M.P.
—Peckham Liberal Association : F. Verinder.
—Gravesend Liberal Association : F. Skirrow.
„
3.—Bishops Stortford Liberal Club : F. Verinder.
—Newcastle-on-Tyne, Economic Society: J. C. Wedgwood, M.P.
—Queen's Park Parliament, Manchester: E. Bates.
4.—Acton I.L.P. : F. Verinder.
—Newcastle-on-Tyne : J. C. Wedgwood, M.P.
—Roth.erh.ithe Liberal Association: F. Skirrow.
—Crawshawbooth League o£ Young Liberals: Dr. P.
McDougall.
,
5.—St. Mark's Ward Liberal Association, Manchester:
F. S. Oppenheim, M.A. (for " '95 Club.")
—County Forum, Manchester : Dr. P. McDougall.
6.—Kinver (Staffs) Wesley Guild : J. N. Wyle.
„
7.—Harrogate I.L.P. : Wm. Thomson.
,,
8.—Middleton (Lanes) I.L.P. : John Bagot.
—Higher Brougliton Debating Society, Manchester:
Dr. P. McDougall.
—South Islington League of Young Liberals: H. G.
Chancellor.
—St. Cedd's Debating Society, Canning Town: A. H.
Weller.
9.—St. Anne's-on-the-Sea (Lanes), Women's Meeting:
ft
John Bagot.
—Dorking: J. C. Wedgwood, M.P.
—Rotherhithe Liberal Association : F. Verinder.
-—Loughton Debating Society : W. S. G. Coad.
—Bolton Co-operative Debating Society : Dr. P. McDougall.
„
10.—Brownfield Mills, Manchester: F. S. Oppenheim, M.A.
(dinner hour talk).
„
11.*—Rotherhithe Liberal Association : John Orr, M.A.
—Trinity Mission, Marylebone : S. W. Paseall.
„
12.—Reform Club, Kearslev : A. Hollas.
—Hackney Progressive Federation : F. Verinder.
—Eastbourne : H. White.
„
13.—Buckland Wesleyan Young People's Guild: J. H.
McGuigan.
„
14.—Sunday Circle, Municipal Hall, Keighley : J. C. Wedgwood, M.P. (3 p.m.).
—Municipal Hall, Keighley, Public Meeting: J. C.
Wedgwood, M.P. (8 p.m.).
—Free Christian Church, Walthamstow: F. Verinder.
„
15.—Harringay Liberal Association : F. Verinder.
—Huddersfield Junior Liberal Association : J. C. Wedgwood, M.P.
—Biggleswade Parliament: W. R. Lester, M.A.
„
16.—Bingley, Co-operative Hall: J. C. Wedgwood, M.P.
„
17.—Nelson, League of Young Liberals: J. C. Wedgwood,
M.P.
—Greenacres Congregational, Manchester: A. H. Weller.
—Wembley Women's Liberal Association: F. Verinder.
—Connaught Club, Marble Arch: E. Hatzfeld.
„
18.—South Beds League of Young Liberals, Luton : W. R.
Lester, M.A.
—Penistone Liberal Association : J. C. Wedgwood, M.P.
—Taunton, open air : F. Skirrow (12.30).
„
„
F. Skirrow and F. Verinder (8 p.m.).
19. North West Ham Women's Liberal Association: A.
ff
Wilme Collier.
Dodsworth Liberal Association : J. C. Wedgwood, M.P.
—Taunton, Whatley's Shed : F. Skirrow and F. Verinder.
„
20.—Taunton, Albemarle School: J. C. Wedgwood, M.P.
—Taunton, St. Andrew's Hall: J. C. Wedgwood, M.P.
—Taunton, East Reach (Open-air): J. C. Wedgwood, M.P.,
and F. Skirrow.
—Taunton, British School: F. Skirrow.
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Feb. 21.—Taunton, I.L.P. : F. Skirrow.
22.—Prestwich liberal Club : Br. P. McDougall.
—Taunton Baptist School: F. Skirrow and Alderman
P. Wilson Raffan, C.C., J.P.
—Taunton : F. Skirrow (two Open-air Meetings).
23.—South Berks Liberal Association, Newbury Liberal Club :
F. Verinder.
—Highland Ward Liberal Association, Portsmouth : J. H.
McGuigan.
„
25.—Manchester Liberal Federation School of Politics :
Dr. P. McDougall (First Lecture).
„
26,.—National Liberal Club, Economic Circle Dinner : J. C.
Wedgwood, M.P.
—Patriotic Club, Monthly Dinner at Holborn Restuaranfr:
F. Verinder opened discussion on Taxation of Land
Values.
—Leamington (Women's Meeting): Mrs. Wedgwood.
—South Manchester Liberal Association : A. H. Weller.
—Stoneclough (for Famsworth L.Y.L.): John Seddon.
—Poplar Liberal Association : F. Verincler.
—Stotfold, Beds : W. R. Lester, M.A.
28.—Highgate Unitarian Chape! : J. C. Wedgwood, M.P.
—Garston, Social Union, Co-operative Hall: John Bagot.
Members of the League are requested to help in arranging
other lectures. Secretaries of political, economic, co-operative, labour, and debating societies should be put into
communication with Fredk. Verinder, General Secretarv
of the League, 376, Strand, London, W.C., from whom all
particulars about lectures may be obtained.
Arrangements are being made for a series of meetings
in the Birmingham district, early in March, to be addressed
by Mr. F. Skirrow.
At a meeting of the Executive Committee of the Portsmouth Liberal Association, February 16, 1909, Mr. J. H.
McGuigan proposed, and Mr. Shadick seconded : " That
this Association urges the Government to impose a substantial tax on land values in this year's Budget, both as
a means of raising revenue and of dealing with the problem
of unemployment." The resolution was supported by
Messrs. Sharp, Morgan, and Trodd. and carried unanimously.
Similar resolutions have been carried at many of the
meetings recorded above.
A Trade Unionist member of the Manchester Branch
writes enthusiastically about the good work the Branch is
doing. He specially mentions the good results that have
followed upon the issue of a circular letter to about 300
trade union branches in the district.
Mr. T. W. Toovey, C.C., has passed a Bill for the Taxation
of Land Values through the Watford local Parliament
by a majority of 12. The same " Parliament " had passed,
b y a majority of 10, a resolution in favour of " Tariff
Reform." Mr. Toovey is writing in favour of Land
Values Taxation in the " North-West Herts Liberal
Monthly."
The fact that similar Bills are being discussed almost
every week in one or more of the Local Parliaments is
one of many proofs that the Taxation of Land Values has
now become so generally recognised as a matter of urgent
practical politics, that the detailed provisions for giving
legislative effect to the reform are of general interest.
The Taunton meetings mentioned in the above list were
held during the recent short and sharp election contest.
Mr. Frank Smith, L.C.C., formerly Secretary to the Electoral
Committee for the Taxation of Land Values, stood as
Labour candidate against a Protectionist candidate. He
made our question a strong feature in his speeches, and a
large quantity of the League's literature was widelv and
carefully distributed.
A series of articles on " Taxing Land Values," bv
Mr. Josiah C. Wedgwood, M.P., President of the League,
commenced in the "Morning Leader," on February25th.
The February number of a bright little magazine called
" The Open R o a d " contains an article by the Hon. Secretary
of the Manchester Branch of the League under the title
of " Tax and Untax,"
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MARCH LECTURES AND MEETINGS.
Mar.
1.—Walthamstow Liberal and Radical Association, Wood
Street Ward, "Joseph Barrett" Schools: F. Verinder,
8.15.
»
2.—Congregational Literary Society, Purley : S. Woodroffe
PascalJ, "Unemployment," 8.15.
„
3.—West Norwood Progressive Association, Eagle Coffee
Tavern, Gipsy Road : F. Verinder, " The Government's
Land Policy."
—London Sthool of Economics : Jos. C. Wedgwood, M.P.
4.—Manchester Liberal Federation School of Politics,
Reform Club : Dr. P. McDougall, " Taxation of Land
•
Values." (Second Lecture.)
—Hoddesdon (Herts), League of Young Liberals : W. S. G.
Coad.
>»
5.—Liberal Association, Swalwell, Co. Durham: Jas.
Veitch, " Real Free Trade v. Tariffs."
7.—Field Road P.S.A., Forest Gate : F. Verinder.
—Wandsworth I.L.P., Socialist centre, 237, Garrett Lane :
John Orr, M.A., " The Government's Land Policy."
—Yardley District Labour Church, Birmingham : Rev.
A. C. Auchmuty, M.A., " Land, Labour, and Unemployment."
„
8.—Metropolitan Debating Society, Borough Polytechnic
Institute, 103, Borough Road, S.E. : J. W. Graham
Peace.
„
9.—Leeds Women's Liberal Association : C. H. Smithson.
—Water League of Young Liberals : Dr. P. McDougall.
10.—Horbury Literary Society, Notting Hill: F. Verinder,
" The Bible and the Land Question."
„
11.—Richmond Liberal Association: Jos. C. Wedgwood,
M.P.
—Central District Fabian Group, 3, Clement's Inn, W.C. :
L. H. Berens, " The First Great Step in Social Reform,"
8.15.
12.—Huddersfield Town Hall: E. G. Hemmerde, K.C.,
M.P.
„
14.—Keighley Sunday Circle, Municipal Hall: E. G.
Hemmerdc, K.C., M.P., 3 p.m.
—Keighley Municipal Hall, Public Meeting: E. G.
Hemmerde, K.C., M.P., 8 p.m.
„
15.—St. Philip's Mission, Balaam Street, Plaistow: F.
Verinder.
—Eltham Liberal Association : John Orr, M.A.
—Whitstable Liberal Association : W. R. Lester, M.A.,
" Taxation of Land Values."
„
16.—Wandsworth and Putney Women's Liberal Association,
Primitive Methodist Lecture Hall, High Street: F.
Verinder, " Taxation of Land Values," 8.30.
„
17.—Hendon Liberal Association: F. Verinder, " Land
Values in Picture and Story." (Lantern Lecture.)
„
18.—Romford Liberal and Radical Association : F. Verinder.
" Taxation of Land Values."
—Radcliffe League of Young Liberals : A. H. Weller,
" The Alternative to Socialism."
,,
22.—Croydon Union Society, Wellesley Road : S. Woodroffe
Pascall, " Tariff Reform," 8.
„
23.—Dulwich Debating Society : F.. Verinder, " Taxation
of Land Values," 8.30.
„
24.—Queen's Park Radical and Progressive Association :
Jos. C. Wedgwood, M.P.
—Northampton Liberal Circle : F. Verinder.
„
28.—Bexhill Brotherhood : F. Verinder, " My Neighbour's
Landmark."
—South Salford I.L.P., Hyndman Hall: Dr. P. McDougall,
" Restoration of Land Values by Taxation."
„
29.—Bexhill Liberal Association : F. Verinder.
AN ENGLISHMAN'S HOME.—A correspondent writes :—
" A piece, under the above name, is being acted at one
of the London theatres, and has been well boomed by
the daily Press. Its aim is to inculcate the necessity for
all to learn to defend their hearths and homes against
foreign enemies. A more important, more urgent, and
more necessary lesson would be to teach the average
Britisher how to defend himself against the enemy -Within
his own gates, against those whose legalised blackmail
prevents the majority of them from having anything to
defend, and constantly robs them of the possibility of
possessing hearth and home worthy of the name. The
Taxation of Land Values is the first step in this direction.
But that is another story, and one that does not appeal
so strongly to the average respectables* who are flocking
t o see the new patriotic play."
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MINISTERIAL AND LEGAL CHANGES.
The Right Hon. Thomas Shaw, who has been Lord
Advocate since 1905, has been appointed Lord of Appeal
in Ordinary, in succession to Lord Robertson, who died
recently. Besides being a law lord or Judge in the
Appeal Court of the Lords, Mr. Shaw will enjoy all the
privileges of members of the Upper House in debates and
voting, and in this respect the Liberal party has been
greatly strengthened by his promotion. By his courage
and ability, he is well qualified to state the case for radical
and far-reaching measures of land reform, even in the
assembly which is composed of landlords almost to a
man. In the critical and strenuous times that await
us, we could not wish for a stronger man in this position.
Mr. Alexander Ure, who is so well known to our readers
for the splendid part he has played in our movement
during the past two years, is now Lord Advocate.
Scotland has been fortunate in her law officers. If the
Scottish people are interested in and devoted to any
great political question at the moment, it is that of land
tenure and taxation, and during the term of his office
as Solicitor-General Mr. Ure went about the country
from end to end, encouraging them and assisting them
to solve this fundamental problem. He has done more
than he could have been expected to do ; he has worked
for love, and not for prizes. He could have won these
without this kind of work, which has drawn attacks on
him from a thousand quarters. But the people of Scotland
appreciate him, and value his services, perhaps, more
than those of any other man. They have grown with
him in their knowledge of how much the Taxation of
Land Values means for their individual and national
welfare, and some day, when the fight for liberty thickens,
the work of the Lord Advocate will be one of the greatest
forces in deciding the issue.
Mr. Arthur Dewar is the new Solicitor-General.
Mr. Dewar was always a good Radical. As a member
of the Select Committee on the Land Values (Scotland)
Bill, he rendered good service to the movement. He
elicited valuable information, and gave valuable information in his examination of witnesses. Since then he has
faithfully supported the Taxation of Land Values in the
House of Commons and in the country. As a result of
his appointment to a paid office, Mr. Dewar requires to
seek re-election, but we have no doubt that his constituents
fully approve of his work during the last three years,
and that they will return him by an overwhelming
majority.
LOCAL COUNCILS AND THE BUDGET.
At the Clydebank Town Council meeting held
February 8th, the resolution submitted from the Glasgow
Town Council to petition the Government to include a
tax on land values in this year's Budget was carried by
12 votes to 2. The local paper reported fully the discussion,
which was most educational. Provost Taylor, who presided,
said :—
" That for 12 years the Town Council of Clydebank had
supported the principle of the Taxation of Land Values.
The composition of the Council had changed very much in
those 12 years, but when the question came up the Council
always adopted the principle. He thought everyone would
admit that at the present time land did not bear its fair
share of the taxation of the country, especially of local
taxation. Councillor Macdonald was quite right that the
great landowners in their district had reaped enormous
benefit.
From where they had not sown they were
gathering, and they decidedly ought to pay their share.
If there were any means whereby they could be made to pay
their share of local taxation, then he thought it should be
adopted. They put the valuation on the land themselves
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when they sold it, and if that was the valuation on which
they were willing to sell it, then they ought to be quite,
willing to pay rates on that valuation. The House of Lords
was entirely composed of the great landowners of the
country, and, according to what they had done in other
Bills, it was quite certain if the Government passed a Bill
of that kind in the House of Commons, and sent it up to
the House of Lords, that Bill would be rejected. The only
way in which that could be got past the House of Lords was
by introducing the principle in the Budget, over which the
House of Lords had no control."
Airdrie (Lanarkshire) Town Council.
From a report in the " Airdrie Advertiser," February 6th,
1909:—
The PROVOST : Now for the vexed question of the
Taxation of Land Values.
The letter from Glasgow Corporation asking the Council
to petition the Government to include the principle in
the forthcoming Budget was again read.
Councillor BELL : I do not know why you should refer
to this as a " vexed question." (Laughter.) Of course,
it might depend on what side of the fence one happens
to be on. He did not think it necessary that there should
be any long speech on the subject. The position taken up
by Mr. Ure and by the Glasgow Corporation was exactly
the same as the Council had already approved of. Of
course, it was quite open for that Council to say they were
not bound by what other Councils had done, but they
were asked by Glasgow Corporation now to get this put
into the Budget, and make this social problem a practical
reform, and he had the greatest pleasure in moving that
they accede to that request.
Councillor RAMSAY.: Does Mr. Ure say it was to be
embraced in the Budget ? Did he give you any guarantee
that it would ?
Councillor BELL : He could not give you a guarantee.
He wanted to get the support of the country to do so.
After a lengthy discussion it was unanimously agreed
to pass the resolution calling for a tax on land values in
the coming Budget.
Campsie (Stirlingshire) Parish Council.
The Clerk of the Campsie Parish Council, write :—
At a meeting of the Parish Council of Campsie, held
here on the 9th inst., the question of the Taxation of
Land Values was considered, and the following resolution
passed unanimously :—" Looking to the fact that the Parish Council have
already approved of the principle of the Taxation
of Land Values, and looking to what has occurred in
Parliament in connection with the matter, that the
Parish Council of Campsie resolve to petition the
Government to include in, or in connection with the
next Budget, the provisions necessary to give effect
to the principle of the Taxation of Land Values."
Cleethorpes District Council.
At the monthly meeting of the Cleethorpes Urban District
Council, held February 17th, 1909, Councillor Pinchbeck
moved that the Council approve the principle of Taxation
of Land Values, and petition the Government to include
the necessary provisions in their next Budget.
The Clerk pointed out that Cleethorpes passed a similar
resolution four years ago.
Councillor Houghton seconded the proposal; it would
be a great benefit, if the principle v/ere adopted, so far as
the building trade was concerned. He pointed to a garden
on Kingsway assessed at £10, and for which, since the
improvements on the front, £3,000 had been refused.
Such, he thought, ought to be assessed at capital value,
and so benefit the rates.
The resolution was adopted.
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WILL THE SMALL HOLDINGS ACT BE A F A I L U R E ?
BY HUBERT

BEAUMONT.

(Late Secretary of the Central Small Holdings Society.)
In the " Commonwealth," February, 1909.
If any one had put this question to me nine months
ago, I should have answered with a cheerful and optimistic
" N o . " Now, overshadowed by the clouds of pessimism,
and knowing too well what has been done in the past nine
months, I would prefer not to prophesy or dogmatise. I
fear, however, that unless something is done speedily to
tighten up the administration the possibility of comparative
failure will loom large.
I may be asked to give reasons for these dark forebodings.
The whole answer to such a demand would be, that the
present administration in a large measure is in direct
opposition to the spirit and letter intended.
Contrary to the anticipation of certain people there has
been evinced a widespread desire for Small Holdings. The
intensity of the desire for land has been demonstrated to
a remarkable extent by the amazing and overwhelming
number of applications. That the magnitude of the demand
has created difficulties in administration one will readily
admit. Recognising this, one can at the same time reasonably gauge the measure of the success of the Act, and the
possibilities of the men who have applied being satisfied,
by the amount and character of the work already done by
the County Councils.
According to official returns 23,097 persons have applied
for 353,678 acres. The approximate number of approved
applicants is 12,575, and the estimated acreage required
for these is 174,412. These figures demonstrate that over
55 per cent, of the original applicants have been approved.
This average in itself is somewhat disappointing, and
creates the fear that in some counties there has been
unnecessary and ruthless weeding out of applicants. This
suspicion gains ground, when on analysis one finds that in
certain counties over 90 per cent, of the applicants have
been accepted, and in other counties under 33J per cent,
have been accepted. This strange difference resolves itself
into this, that either the men in the counties with the lower
percentage were not of average stability, and ability, or
that in these counties harsh and exacting demands have
been made. From personal knowledge I am inclined to
accept the latter reason.
The results that have been achieved are not one whit
more encouraging. The same official report shows that
14,982 acres have already been arranged to be acquired,
and that 591 applicants and four co-operative societies
have been provided for. These figures and statements do
not clearly show the true facts. It is correct that these
acres have been " arranged " to be acquired, and that the
number of men mentioned will be provided for. One must,
however, note the word " arranged." The land has been
arranged for, but all is not yet acquired, in fact the larger
portion of it will not be available until Michaelmas, 1909.
A recognition of this somewhat damps any enthusiasm
that might arise on reading the figures. . . .
When touring England dliring the early part of last year
I found everywhere a keen interest in the Act, and a
general desire for knowledge of its provisions. Men walked
miles along dark, dirty, and dreary country lanes to hear
the " good news." They left the meetings with a new hope
burning bright in their hearts. Our country districts
were stirred. A potent factor was at work. This was nine
months ago. I again toured the country the end of last
year and found that optimism had given way to pessimism,
hope to despair, joy to regret, and satisfaction to dissatisfaction.
W h y this change ? one may ask. Why have these men
lost hope ? One does not have to go far to find the cause.

The figures which I have quoted indicate some of the
reasons, but there are more potent reasons which are not
patent save to the keenly observant.
Says Carlyle, " The constitution drawn up by Abbe
Sieyes might have been a good constitution, but it would
not march." . . .
" H o p e deferred maketh the heart sick," says the old
adage. These men are sick, sick of political promises,
sick of political magic, sick of political transformation
scenes, sick of pharisaical platitudes, sick of plentitudinous
promises, sick of political clap-trap, sick of party politics,
They are even more sick because once more their trust has
been misplaced, and their hopes, which were revived by
this Act, have again gone down. Life for them is dreary
and desolate. All that they experience is an existence
which necessitates them working from early morn to late
at night, toiling upon, and tilling, the earth, for which they
are rewarded with a weekly wage that is only sufficient to
keep body and soul just alive. When the clouds of sickness
or old age come over them, the workhouse or the parish
affords them shelter and relief.
PAINFUL PROGRESS.
The following is the tale of woe published by the Allotments and Small Holdings Association in their " Fortnightly
Notes," dated 17th February :—
Monmouthshire.
The Chairman of the Small Holdings Committee of the Monmouthshire County Council has informed his Council that as the price
asked for land was prohibitive there would be no alternative but
to put into operation the compulsory powers of purchase.
Hertfordshire.
We regret to see that the Hertfordshire County Council has
thought fit to acquire land on such terms that it has thought necessary
to limit the right of compensation of tenants taking such land for
market gardening and fruit growing. The Board of Agriculture
has distinctly laid down that market gardening and fruit growing
are " cultivation " of a holding in the terms of the Act, and in our
opinion no restriction should be placed in the way of a tenant
cultivating a small holding in the best way he can, with all the
security for his capital given him by the Small Holdings and Allotments Act. We would remind Hertfordshire applicants that if
any tenant feels aggrieved by any prohibition of a right to compensation, he may appeal to the Board of Agriculture, who may
confirm, vary, or annul the prohibition, and the decision of the
Board shall be final.
Lancashire.
At Pilling, in North Lancashire, about 150 acres are required
by suitable applicants. A considerable quantity of land has been
offered, but with one exception, the applicants refuse to take any
of it. The County Council refuse to apply for a compulsory order
to purchase, as, in the opinion of the Committee dealing with this
question, it would be impossible to let land so acquired at a rent
which applicants would be willing to pay. In this case, to which
we have given particular attention, we are of opinion that the Small
Holdings Commissioners should take immediate steps to satisfy
themselves that the position taken up by the applicants is reasonable,
and, thereupon, to show to the County Council in what way their
compulsory powers can best be exercised.
The New Special Commissioners.
We are to have very shortly Special Commissioners, whose duty
will be to help those County Councils who " find insuperable difficulties
in administering the Act at every stage ; who are slow movers,
and want a great deal of helping along." We shall be glad to receive
all possible information from applicants in our 14 Counties whose
applications are not yet satisfied, to enable us to know, without the
slightest doubt, which counties in our sphere of influence mostly
require the services of a Special Commissioner.
The services of a tax on land values would be more to
the point. The only Commissioner wanted is the Inland
Revenue or the Local Assessor authorised to value the
land.
Any Single Taxer, either in the United States or Canada,
willing to devote an hour's time each week to Single Tax
Propaganda Work, can learn something worth knowing
by addressing, Charles D. Ryan, 1520, Mifflin Street,
Philadelphia, Pa.
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PUBLIC DEMONSTRATION AT

Land
CARDIFF.

Loss of Local Industries.
The evening demonstration, following on the Conference
as reported in the Supplement of this issue, in the Park
Hall was largely attended. Prior to the opening of the
meeting, selections were played on the organ by Mr. Fred
S. Jones, and the proceedings began with the audience
singing " God Save the People."
Sir ALFRED THOMAS, M.P., who presided, was w a r m l y

applauded on rising to deliver a brief address. He could
give many instances, but contented himself with one.
He sat for many years in Parliament beside Sir Charles
Mark Palmer, the great shipbuilder. The latter once
told him that he nearly came to Cardiff to start shipbuilding. He selected 50 acres of ground admirably
suited to the purpose, and made inquiries of the owner's
agent as to the price. He was asked as much annually
as the land was worth freehold. (Shame.) Had he
obtained that land on reasonable terms, Sir Charles would
have brought 6,000 men to Cardiff, which would have
meant an increase of 30,000 to the population. If Taxation
of Land Values had been in operation then, added Sir
Alfred, Sir Charles would have got a very different reception, and Cardifi, instead of Jarrow, would have become
one of the greatest shipbuilding centres in the country.
The rateable value of Cardifi at present was £1,094,000,
and the ratepayers of the City paid in rates £400,000
a year. The landlords received over £300,000 from ground
rents, but not a penny out of that £300,000 went to the
relief of the rates. (Shame.)
. Mr. ELLIS DAVIE'S, M.P. (Carnarvon), moved the resolution calling upon the Government to fix a fair, just, and
equitable tax upon the unearned increment arising from
land values and endorsing the resolutions to that effect
passed at the Cory Hall Convention.
The burden
had been deliberately put upon a certain section of the
community by another section, who legislated for the
first section at a time when the latter had no share in
the Government of the country. (Applause.) They were
told that the remedy they advocated was confiscation.
It was not wise for the landlords of this country to talk
of confiscation. (Applause.) Between 1800 and 1850
six million acres of common land was enclosed by the
landowners, and not a pennypiece was paid for it. (Shame.)
i Mr. W. BRACE, M.P., who was enthusiastically received,
seconded in a forcible speech. He commented upon the
difficulty of carrying out social reform owing to lack of
money, and showed how this money could be secured by
putting a tax upon land values and royalties. He proposed
raising the question on the King's Speech. Thousands
were idle in the coalfield to-day who would be able to work
if they accepted a reduction in wages. When times of
depression came, why should the miner have to accept
lower wages and the royalty owner escape without suffering
any reduction in his royalty rents ?
Alderman P. W. RAFFAN, in supporting, emphasised that
time and patience were exhausted, and action must
come on this matter. (Applause.)
The issue before the country in the dilemma created by
the need of more sources of taxation was either to carrv
out Richard Cobden's programme to the full and tax land
values, or go back altogether upon Cobden and again tax
the bread of the people. (Cries of " Never.") " That is
your choice," declared the Alderman vehemently.
The Rev. Principal Edwards, D.D., also supported in
a short speech.
A fine meeting, reports the " South Wales Daily News,"
in which splendid enthusiasm had been exhibited, ended
by the 'resolution being carried unanimously and with
a vote of thanks to the chairman, proposed by Mr. McHugh,
and seconded by Mr. H. G. C. Allgood.
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LESSONS FROM THE REPORT
OF

COLONISATION

THE

COMMISSIONERS
AUSTRALIA, 1836.

FOR SOUTH

How to create a supply of free and cheap casual labour.
" The tenure of land is the fundamental fact which
must ultimately determine the condition of industrial,
social and political life."—Henry George.
We have long held that there are but two classes in the
community who sufficiently appreciate the overwhelming
social, political and economic importance of the Land
Question, viz., land reformers and the politically highly
placed representatives of the ruling land-holding classes.
Striking confirmation of this view is to be found in many
Parliamentary papers, more especially in those issued
some time ago, when they were read almost exclusively by
the privileged classes, when the working classes were not
so conscious of their economic disabilities as they are at
present, and when, consequently, it was not so necessary
for politicians to conceal any such knowledge as it is at the
present time. The following extracts from a White Paper,
No. 491, received by the Secretary of State for the Colonies
on the 24th of June, 1836, and ordered by the House of
commons to be printed on July 28th, 1836, may serve as
an example, and may be studied by our readers with exceeding profit.
First Annual Report of the Colonisation Commissioners
for South Australia.
In the opening passages of their Report the Commissioners
give utterance to their view that :—
" I t is essential to the prosperity of a new Colony,
in which there are neither slaves nor convicts, that there
should be a constant supply of free labourers willing to
be employed for wages. . . . Now, in order to secure that
constant supply of free labour for hire, which is- essential
to the prosperity of a Colony in which compulsory labour
cannot be obtained, two things are necessary : it is necessary
that the requisite number of labourers should be conveyed
to the Colony, and it is necessary, when so conveyed, they
should continue as hired labourers until the arrival of other
emigrants to take their place in the labour market."
Nor had the Commissioners any doubt as to the best
manner in which both these necessary conditions could be
secured. The land of the new Colony was to be sold- to
members of " the superior classes," " nothing whether
above or below the surface of the land being reserved to
the Crown " ; and the fund thus obtained was to be used
for conveying to the Colony a sufficient supply of emigrants
of the labouring class. Thus, the Commissioners point out,
" the buyer of land may have his. purchase money returned
to him in the most valuable shape," that is, as the cynic
might say, in the shape of human cattle, and " without
either slaves or convicts, capitalists of every description
will obtain, without cost, as many labourers as they wish
to employ." Fearing, however, that "too many rather
than too few labourers should reach the Colony during
its infancy," the Commissioners resolved that " except
under peculiar circumstances, no labouring emigrants of
either sex should be conveyed thither by the Commission,
unless he or she shall have been hired for at least one year
by some emigrant of property."
Thus the first supply of " free labour for hire " was to
be secured ; and to ensure that those so conveyed " should
continue as hired labourers until the arrival of others to
take their place," it was determined that "the proper
price of public land in the new Colony " should be " the
price necessary to prevent the labourers so conveyed from
acquiring property in land before they have worked for
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wages for a sufficient period." For, as the Commissioners
express it, " the want of labourers for hire, wherever it
has occurred, appears to have arisen from the facility with
which labouring emigrants could obtain land of their
own." Hence the Commissioners continue :—
" To accomplish this latter object [viz., to prevent the
labourers from acquiring property in land] it is not improbable that it may soon be found desirable to raise the
price of public land above £1 an acre. For should land
continue available at this price, and should wages be such
as to enable industrious mechanics to realise a moderate
sum in a few months, there would be considerable danger
that they might be able to purchase small freeholds, and
cease to work for wages, in order to become cultivators on
their own account. . . . To avert this evil (sic) it would
be desirable to fix the price of land sufficiently high to
prevent the labourers conveyed to the Colony by the
Emigration Fund from becoming proprietors and cultivators
on their own account until after they have worked for hire
for a considerable time."
Though it was manifestly not intended for their reading,
the Commissioners thought it advisable to attempt to
reconcile " the emigrants of the labouring class," to the
position they were to occupy, by the following extraordinary
argument:—
" By working for a few years for hire before he purchases
a farm, the labourer will be in a situation decidedly preferable to that which he could arrive at by purchasing a farm
and ceasing to work for hire before other labour for hire
could be brought into the market to supply his place.
In the latter case, without co-operation (?) and remote
from markets, he would be the solitary, and therefore halfsavage, occupant of a portion of almost valueless wilderness.
In the former case he would be a proprietor, in the European
sense of the term, cultivating his own estate, with the aid
of hired labour—a capitalist realising high profits, and a
social resident in a peopled land."
In other words, the labourer was asked to be content to
work for others for hire, " for a sufficient period," by
having the hope held out to him that eventually he might
himself be enriched by having others to work for him, to
cultivate his estate, and to enable him to realise high profits.
However, this part of the Report ends with the expression
of the Commissioners' hope that " on these grounds your
Lordship will approve of our having authorised the Colonial
Commissioner to advance the price of public land, should
the labourers conveyed to the Colony by the Emigration
Fund begin to cultivate small farms on their own account
before the arrival of other labourers to work for hire in
their stead."
The Commissioners were of the opinion that " as the
labourers will be carried out at the common cost of the
landowners [that is, out of the funds raised by the sale of
the public lands] by means of the Emigration Fund, and
as they will be sufficiently numerous, it is not necessary
that they should be indentured to any one." But those
sent were to be " bona fide labourers going out to work for
wages in the Colony," not those aspiring to settle themselves
as independent cultivators on their own account. And
they say :—
" With the view that the Emigration Fund should be
expended in such a manner as to produce in the Colony the
greatest permanent amount of available labour, although
we have as far as possible confined the expenditure to
young adult persons of the two sexes, we have not refused
to contribute something toward the expense of conveying
children (except the very young) making 'the amount of
assistance increase as they advance toward adult age. In
adopting the scale of assistance we have been careful to
keep in view this principle : that allowing even compound
interest on the amount of assistance afforded, and taking
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into account also the ordinary chances of mortality, any
number of children on arrival at adult age shall have cost
the Emigration Fund less than if the period of their removal
had been delayed until such time."
In other words, the careful Commissioners had adopted
the principle that would be adopted by the ordinary estate
owner when providing himself with the necessary sheep and
cattle, refusing to purchase the very young and tender ones,
and paying for the older ones a price which, " taking into
account the ordinary chance of mortality," and " allowing
even compound interest on the purchase price," should
not cost him on arrival at adult age more than if he had
lonfined his purchases to young adult cattle of the two
sexes.
Then follows an additional and very noteworthy reason
for the Commissioners having adopted such a principle :
they continue :—
" We have been induced to consider such an arrangement
judicious, partly from the consideration that the parents
of a numerous family were less likely than others to give
way to any temptations which may offer to remove from
the Colony. Considering the scarcity of free labour in
the neighbouring Colonies, the possibility of such temptations being offered is too obvious to escape attention, and
we are desirous that they should be counteracted by
strengthening every motive likely to attach the emigrant
to his adopted country. All restrictive measures we have
rejected as useless and mischievous. We wish to attach
the emigrant to the Colony by making him a member of
a virtuous and enlightened society, by placing him under
the benign influence of free institutions [which could
not do him much good so long as the use of the land were
kept just out of his reach], by securing him a just reward
for his labour [that is, of course, after the prior claims of
the " persons of the superior class," the land-owners, had
been satisfied], and by holding out to his view a fair prospect
of advancement in life."
Please mark the phraseology, not by securing to him, as
they could so easily have done by making and keeping the
use of the land available to his labours, but " by holding
out to his view a fair prospect of advancement in life."
Comment, surely, is needless.
Despite all their precautions, the Commissioners did not
feel that the interests of " the persons of the superior
class," whom they represented, were sufficiently safeguarded
against sooner or later losing the use of the stock of free (?)
labour willing to work for hire which was so necessary to
the continuance of their superior position in the new
Colony. They point out to the Secretary of State for the
Colonies that even :
" Were the price of land in any district raised sufficiently
high to take out the proper supply of labour, while in some
adjacent district land should continue to be sold at a lower
price, or to be granted gratuitously [terrible thought!],
those who obtained their land for a lower price, or for nothing
would be in a condition to offer higher wages to the emigrant
labourers than those who had expended a portion of their
capital in contributing to the Emigration Fund, by paying
the higher price for the land. The emigrant labourers
would be attracted by the higher price of labour and the
lower price of land, and thus the capitalists who had contributed to the Emigration Fund would be deprived of the
supply of labour for which they had paid."
L. H. B .
Any Single Taxer, either in the United States or Canada,
willing to devote an hour's time each week to Single Tax
Propaganda Work, can learn something worth knowing
by addressing, Charles D. Ryan, 1520, Mifflin Street,
Philadelphia, Pa.

March, 1909.

Land

SCOTTISH NOTES.
The Ratepayers Federation of Glasgow last month
publicly threatened the Town Council with the full weight,
legal and otherwise, of their heavy hand, should the Council
dare to send a couple of delegates to the National Conference
on Land Values held at Caxton Hall, Westminster,
February 8th.
What the Town Council may not do ! Commenting on
the above, a " Ward Secretary " writes in the " Glasgow
Herald " :—
" Let us observe what the Town Council may and may
not do by the grace of the Ratepayers' Federation (Limited).
The Town Council may, without offending the Federation,
pay to the Duke of Montrose the sum of £19,000, which
they have offered, or the sum of £26,500, which he has
demanded, for land at Loch Arklet to provide an extended
supply of water for the city, for which land he is meantime
taxed on the equivalent of a capital valuation of £750.
The Town Council may not spend £10—so the Federation
says—in taking part in a conference one direct object of
which is to place the Council in the position of making such
a purchase on the basis of the valuation. Is it necessary to
do more than state the issue ? "
Mr. John Cameron, of Coatbridge, has just finished quite
a brilliant series of letters in the " Coatbridge Leader."
Mr. Cameron has devoted long years of such work to the
movement for the Taxation of Land Values.
Along with
Mr. William Bell, of Airdrie, another local stalwart in the
fight, he gave able assistance in the organisation of the
meetings recently addressed in the district by the SolicitorGeneral, now Lord Advocate, ex-Bailie Burt, W. R. Lester,
Wm. Reid, and James Busby. For this special and
successful work Messrs. Cameron and Bell are entitled to
a cordial vote of thanks from the Scottish League and
'the U.C.
Mr. George Stenhouse opened a discussion on the land
question at the Maryhill Current Topics Club, February 6th,
1909.
Mr. Stenhouse addressed the Literary Society of the
Broomhill U.F. Church on " T h e Moral Aspect of the
Land Question." A correspondent writes : " The discussion showed that the young men in the Church realise
that the land question lies at the root of the social problem."
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However, the book contains many useful references and
quotations, the value of which, we regret to say, is materially
lessened by the absence of an index. Our author's reflections on the causes to which the poverty, dependence, and
helplessness of the labouring classes, more especially of
the rural labouring classes, are at times instructive and
suggestive. " Long before the peasant left the land," she
says, " the land had left him. He did not drift off—he was
first wrenched off, then weeded off. Wrenched off in the
great clearing of the sixteenth century, when the great
landowners became great sheep-masters, and when the
abbey lands changed hands. Weeded off more slowly,
but quite as surely, by the gradual process of enclosure,
during the seventeenth, eighteenth, and nineteenth centuries."
In a striking passage our author also attempts to account
for the very evident English dislike, almost amounting to
a hatred, of the poor as a class, as follows :—
" There cannot be a doubt that the dislike of the poor, the
eagerness to blame them for their poverty, which strikes
foreigners as so strange in English people, had its birth in the
great wrongs done them with respect to the land. Foreigners
reproach us with making poverty a crime. We do so because
poverty has been increased and perpetuated by a long series ol
land crimes ; we are in possession of the lands of the poor, and
we instinctively vilify thosl whom we have injured."
It is certainly a pity that the writer of these true and
biting words should not have taken the trouble to study
•the land question as an abstract economic problem before
entering on her self-imposed task. It might have enabled
her to make her book of far more permanent value to
students of the land question.

The Corn Laws : A Popular History.*
This is a companion volume to the above, and calls for
much the same criticism. It lacks grip and insight, and,
again, the absence of an index robs it of half its value for
purposes of reference. To devote 20 out of 166 pages
to a consideration of the exploded fallacies ol the Rev. Mr.
Malthus seems to us quite unnecessary and out of place
in any history ol the Corn Laws, popular or otherwise.
In fact, we do not think by any stretch of the imagination
the term " popular " can "justly be applied to this book.
The opening chapters on the early Corn Laws, the object
of which was to keep corn within the country, seem to us
the most interesting. Our author, however, has a healthy
hatred of the later Corn Laws, whose sole object was, of
course, " t o benefit the great agricultural interests of the
nation," or, in other words, to increase rent. As she well
says:—

" Land is perpetual Man."—From an ancient Irish Tract.
The best instructed, most competent, and boldest
thinker might well welcome the task of showing the relation between the history of landlordism and the rise and
growth of poverty in England, of directing the attention
of our people to the direct and constantly acting cause of
poverty and unemployment, and showing how it could
be removed and its effects permanently banished from our
midst. But this book is too evidently the work of one
w h o either lacks the necessary grip and insight, or is too
timorous to grapple with the problem indicated by its
title. After showing that landlordism, as established in
England, is one long record of the legalised confiscation
of the rights and property of the masses of the English
people, its author is content to conclude with some vague
talk about " allowing the great estates to break up by the
natural operation of natural causes," whatever this may
mean.

The burden of landlordism, of rent, and of Corn Laws
necessarily fall most crushingly and ruinously upon the
labouring masses of our people. As our author well expresses
it, " an enormous, an incalculable change has come over
national sentiment since 1848." But, as she does well
to warn her readers, " we have still a long way to go before
we understand the true meaning of our favourite word
' society,' and perhaps the less we plume ourselves upon our
progress, the less likely, we shall be to turn back."

* " Landholding- in England." By Mary A. M. Marks. Publishers,
A. 0. Fifield, London. Price, Is. net.

* " The Corn Laws : A Popular History." By Mary A. M,
Marks. Publishers, A. Fifield, London. Price Is. net.

" The story of the Corn Laws is bound up with that of the
Land Laws. As landholding degenerated into land-withholding,
the Corn Laws degenerated from a genuine attempt to prevent
famine into a complicated engine for keeping up the value of
land, this value being expressed, not- by the number of persons
fed from the land, but by the number of pounds sterling paid
to the landowner in the shape of rent. The question of rent
is the clue to every Corn Law since the accession of James I."
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THE LAND AND THE PUBLIC.
By A Land Reformer.
" There is a natural and divine law anterior and
superior to all human and civil law, by which every
people has a right to live of the fruits of the soil on which
they are born and in which they are buried."—Cardmal
Manning.
In view of many arguments both for and against the
Taxation of Land Values it may be well to remind our
unconverted readers that there are some folk who, in their
Wisdom or ignorance, have not yet come to regard Nature's
great gift to man, the land, solely as a means of providing
unearned incomes, whether large or small, for an elegant,
leisured " superior class," or as a mere gambling counter
for financiers and speculators, or as a means of securing
interest, compound interest, and a profit, whether moderate
or excessive, for a few far-seeing or merely lucky investors.
Quite the contrary. They have come to regard it as
the eternal and inalienable home, storehouse and workshop
of the whole human family, whether rich or poor, on which
all must live, from which all the material necessities for
life, well-being and industry can alone be drawn forth,
and to the use of which, by " natural and divine law
anterior and superior to all human and civil law," all
necessarily have equal and inalienable claim, as all have
equal claim to life. Hence it is that when considering
the present helpless, dependent and impoverished condition
of the great masses of our industrial population, whether
employed or unemployed, they realise that this can only
be attributed to the fact that they are denied access on
equal and equitable terms and conditions to the great
natural storehouse b y means of which alone their material
wants can be satisfied ; that, in defiance of natural and
divine law, our own man-made laws, for which each one
of us is directly responsible, have made Nature's bounteous
gift to all men the private property, the hereditary heirloom,
of a particular caste or class. And hence it is also that
when studying what is known as the social problem, the
unemployed problem, the housing problem, the sweating
problem, or any other special phase of the eternal poverty
problem, due to the present unequal and iniquitous distribution of wealth, they realise that this cannot possibly effectively be solved without some drastic and far-reaching
change in the present man-made laws determining both
land tenure and taxation.
Hence it is that though those who have bought land at
anything like £100 per acre may read with glee that,
according to eminent authorities, " £ 1 , 6 0 0 per acre is the
fair market value of land " suitable for road widening *
near an important village, Land Reformers cannot share
in such rejoicings, for they know what it means. It means
poverty and unemployment for a large proportion of the
inhabitants of that village and the surrounding districts.
For though suffering all the pangs of unemployment for
the lack of land upon which reproductively to employ their
labour-force, not even a strip of it will be available to their
industry unless they can pay, or will promise to pay,
every year an amount equivalent to interest on this sum.
And if by some miracle it is known that they are able to
do so, they will soon find that " the fair market value "
has increased so as just to keep the use of the land beyond
their reach. Such is the necessary effect of the present
power of land-monopoly, of land-withholding.
* See Article by Sir Robert Edgcumbe in the "Daily News" of
December 28th, 1908. For our piesent purpose it is unnecessary to
dwell upon the fact that the chief financial result of such widening
of the roads will be to increase the value of the rest of the landholder's acres.
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WHAT WE ARE FIGHTING FOR?
Albeit for lack of bread we die,
Die in a hundred nameless ways—
'Tis not for bread alone we cry,
In these our later days.
It is not right that man should spend
His strength of frame, his length of years,
In toiling for that daily end—
Mere bread oft wet with tears..
That is not wholly good or gain
Which seals the mind and sears the heart,
The life-long labour to maintain
Man's perishable part.
His is the need and his the right
Of leisure, free from harsh control,
That he may seek for mental light
And cultivate his soul.
Leisure to foster into bloom
Affections struggling to expand ;
So shall his thought, with ampler room,
Improve his skill of hand.
And he should look with reverent eyes
Sometimes on Nature's open page ;
Not solely are the wondrous skies
For schoolman and for sage.
Earth's flower-hues blush, heaven's star-lights b u m
Not only for the happy f e w ;
To them the toiling man should turn
For lofty pleasure, too.
But if ye take his blood for bread,
And drive him in one dreary round,
Since he and his must needs be fed
Ye crush him to the ground.
His mind can grow no soaring wing,
f
His heart can feel no generous glow;
,
Ye make of him that wretched thing—
A slave, and yet a foe.
" Household Words," 1852.

i
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Bridget's Ultimatum.
Mistress—" Well, Bridget ! How are you this morning?"
Bridget—" Able to sit up and give notice, mum, if you don't give me
Fels-Naptha to work with."
Anty Drudge (aside)—"Bridget is a good, sensible girl, with a mind ol
her own."
c o m e s o u t with v e r y little
D o you do your family
rubbing and a t h o r o u g h
washingthe Fels-Naptha
rinsing.
way?
W h e n you use FelsO h ! — Y o u don't think
Naptha,
follow
the
c l o t h e s can b e c l e a n e d
directions.
Here they
w i t h o u t boiling, u n l e s s
are : S o a p t h e w h i t e
injurious c h e m i c a l s are
clothes withFels-Naptha,
used!
Well,
you're
roll and soak in cold, or
wrong, all wrong.
lukewarm
water about
F e l s - N a p t h a s o a p is
thirty m i n u t e s . T h e n rub
a b s o l u t e l y free from t h e
o u t s l i g h t l y a n d rinse
c h e m i c a l s y o u dread. It
thoroughly—your c l o t h e s
c a n n o t injure fabrics or
are r e a d y for t h e line.
colours. It l o o s e n s e v e r y
s p e c k of dirt and the dirt

Why not let Fels-Naptha do it ?

Fels-Naptha
will do it.

Isn't it worth trying ?
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Budget was duly placed before the N.A.C. of the I.L.P.
at its last meeting, and it was left for us to get someone
to attend if possible for us on the occasion. I am,
however, sorry that we have found it impossible to do
so. . . . I can assure you, however, that we are heartily
HELD AT LONDON 8th FEBRUARY.
in sympathy with any movement having for its object a
A National Conference convened by the United Committee
real democratic Budget this year. Personally, I wish
for the Taxation of Land Values was held at Caxton Hall,
your Conference much success, and wish I could attend."
London, on Monday, February 8th, 1909, at three o'clock.
From Ex-Bailie Peter Burt, J.P., Glasgow :—
There was a large attendance, 455 delegates being ap" I regret exceedingly that circumstances will
pointed from Liberal Associations, Women's Liberal Assoprevent me being present in London on Monday to take
ciations, Trades Councils, Trades Unions, Labour Party
part in the National Conference as representing the
Branches, Co-operative Societies, and local rating bodies.
Glasgow Liberal Council. In my opinion it is either
Mr. Josiah C. Wedgwood, M.P., presided, and among
Taxation of Land Values or Tariff Reform. I am certain
those present were Mr. E. G. Hemmerde, M.P., Mr. B. S.
Scotland will never support another Liberal Government
Straus, M.P., Mr. A. H. Scott, M.P., Sir Henry Cotton,
if this one leaves us where we are."
M.P., Mr. W. P. Byles, M.P.,andMrs. Byles, Mr. John Wilson,
From Mr. Duncan McTavish, Highland Land Reform
M.P., Mr. J. Johnson, M.P., Mr. Alex. Wilkie, M.P., Sir
Association :—
Edmund Verney, Sir George Gibb and Miss Gibb, Rev. S. D.
Headlam, L.C.C., Mr. Frank Smith, L.C.C., Mr. Jas. Jeffery,
" I do trust and pray that it may be a meeting fully
J.P. (representing Metropolitan Radical Federation, 40,000
impressed with the greatness of its mission and of its
members), Mr. D. M. Mason, Mr. Francis Neilson, Mr. R.
opportunity, and that its expression may be of such a
Outhwaite, Mr. A. J. Mundella, Mr. G. Lansbury, Dr.
might and character that the principle of the Taxation
Beaton, Mr. Fred.Verinder, Mr. L. H. Berens and Mrs.Berens,
of Land Values will be found in the forthcoming Budget.
Aid. P. W. Raff an (Monmouthshire), Mr. Harry Llewelyn
The Highlands are solid with you."
Davies (Dumfriesshire), Mr. Alfred Inskip and Mr. W. R.
From Mr. Joseph Fels :—
Lester (Bedfordshire), Mr. Colin Clarke (Shrewsbury), Mr.
" I hope to arrive at Plymouth the morning of
David McLardy and Mrs. McLardy, Mr. James Busby, Mr.
February 8th and proceed direct to London and in time
Alex. McKendrick and Mr. Gilbert Stewart (Glasgbw), Mr.
to attend at least a part of the Conference. You present
Umpherston (Edinburgh), Mr. Walter Coates, Mr. A. W. Metmy regrets to our friends there, and mention the delay
calfe (Belfast), Mr. George Orr, Mr.'John Orr, Mr. F. Skirrow
on my part in getting across, so that if they put me
(Keighley), Mr. C. H. Smithson, Mr. Sykes and Mr.
011 the programme at all it will be towards the last."
Henderson (Halifax), Mr. Douglas Graham, Mr. C. E.
Brown (Wolverhampton), Mr. C. H. Chomley, Mr. ,T. H.
The Secretary further reported that a considerable
McGuigan (Portsmouth), Mr. C. J. Cawo'od and Mr. C. W.
number of Local Rating Authorities, while not sending
Sorensen (York), Mr. Joseph Edwards, Mr. Edward delegates for various reasons, had passed resolutions
McHugh (Liverpool), Mr. Chas. J. Fells and Miss Fells similar to the one to be moved at the Conference, and
(Ramsgate), Mr. Lewis (Margate), Mr. Wm. Munn, Mr.
had forwarded copies to the Prime Minister and the
Beddoe Rees, Mr. Crompton Llewelyn Davies, and Mr. John
Chancellor of the Exchequer. These include the Glasgow
Paul, Secretaries. Mr. Joseph Fels arrived from the United City Council, A b ^ l e e n City Council, Halifax Town Council,
States about half-an-hour too late to be present and take
Huddersfield Town Council, Salford Borough Council,
part in the proceedings.
Longton (Staffs.) Town Council, Newport (Mon.) Town
Council, Bolton Town Council, Kettering Town Council,
The following members of Parliament were unable to
Bury Town Council, Swansea Town Council, Rotherham
be present owing to other engagements : Sir George Macrae,
Borough Council, Bethnal Green Borough Council; Urban
Mr. Ramsay Macdonald, Mr. J. Dundas White, Mr. Philip
District Councils of Selby (York), Watchet, Edmonton,
Morreil, Mr. George N. Barnes, Sir Chas. Shaw, Mr.
Farnworth, Kingswood, Thornhill, Nantwich, Radcliffe,
Henry J. Wilson, Mr. Arthur Dewar,. Mr. F. Maddison,
Worsley, Prestwich, WTarminster, West Houghton, HarringMr. James Rowlands, Mr. F. C. Taylor, Mr. Keir Hardie,
ton, Itchen, Egremont, Crompton, Gower, Llantarnam,
Mr. J. H. Whitley, Mr. T. F. Richards.
Pontypool, Dalton-in-Furness, Beckenham, Mountain Ash ;
Mr. John Paul, Secretary, read letters as follows :—
Parish Councils : Glasgow, Dundee, Paisley, Ayr, Galashiels,
From Mr. Arthur Dewar, M.P. :—
Campsie; Boards of Guardians: Lincoln, Hastings,
" I wish I could, for I recognise the importance of
Blackburn, Wirral, Newcastle Emlyn.
Glasgow City
keeping the question to the front at this juncture."
Council, and Pontypool and Dalton-in-Furness Urban
District Councils not only petitioned the Government,
From Geo. N. Barnes, M.P., Independent Labour Party :—
" Your invitation to the National Conference on but sent round their petition to a number of similar
authorities, and asked them to petition on the same lines.
the Taxation of Land Values in connection with the
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A

iv.

Land

Values 'Supplement.

The following communications, among others, have been
received :—
From the Leith United Trades and Labour Council:—
" Our Council is not in a position to send delegates
to attend the Conference, but have passed a resolution
conforming with the principles adopted by your circular,
and trust that the Conference will have the effect upon
this important question to the benefit of the communities."
From the Rugby United Trades and Labour Council:—
" I am instructed to say that our Council is in full
sympathy wTith your object, but is not in a position to
send any delegates to the Conference. I hope that
your object will be attained."
From the Stockport and District Trades and Labour
Council:—
" I am directed by my Council to express their
regret at their inability to send a representative to your
Conference, b u t at the same time to wish the Conference
every possible success."
From the Association of Beamers, Twisters and Drawers,
Heywood :—
" Our Council passed your resolution unanimously,
and I have forwarded same to the Prime Minister,
Chancellor of the Exchequer, and our Member."
From the National League of Young Liberals, Leicester
Branch :—
" At a meeting of the above League held on the 13th
January, the following resolution was proposed, seconded,
and unanimously carried :—
" ' That this meeting urges upon His Majesty's
Government the importance of introducing a measure
for the Taxation of Land Values, and trusts that steps
may be taken in the' forthcoming Budget to effect a
satisfactory beginning of this long-delayed reform.' "
From the Cardiff Liberal Women's Liberal Association :—
" The Executive Committee desire to say that they
heartily appiove of the object of the Conference on
February 8th, but that they do not feel able to send a
delegate to it.
" They supported a meeting in Cardiff on the Taxation of Land Values in December, and intend to support
another in Cardiff in February, and they sent a resolution
to the Government about it quite recently."
From the West Bromwich and District Trades Council:—
" At the last "meeting of the above Council the
resolution re ' Taxation of Land Values' was duly
passed, and forwarded to the Prime Minister, the
Chancellor of the Exchequer, and our borough Member."
From the Worcester Liberal Council:—
" Resolutions adopted unanimously at a representative meeting of the Executive Committee of this
Council:—
" ' That this Council expresses the hope that the
Government will take the earliest opportunity of introducing a sound measure of Land Reform by Taxing Land
Values in accordance with pledges already given, both
as a means of raising revenue and of dealing with the
problem of unemployment, by promoting a more profitable use of the land. And that copies of this resolution
be sent to the Prime Minister, the Chancellor of the
Exchequer, and the Liberal Members for the areas
within the limit of this Council.' "
From the Scottish Liberal Association:—
" At a meeting of the Executive held in. Edinburgh
your resolution was unanimously passed, and Mr. Wood
was instructed to send a copy to the Prime Minister and
the Chancellor of the Exchequer."

From the Ripon Division Liberal Association:—
" A strong resolution was passed at our annual
meeting, held on December 17th, urging the Government
to include a proposal for the Taxation of Land Values
in the next Budget. Whilst we shall not be represented
at your Conference on February 8th, you may rest
assured that you have the best wishes and support of
the Liberals of this Division."
From the Scunthorpe Branch of the I.L.P.:—
" Regret their inability to send any delegates to the
Conference in February. Nevertheless they passed a
resolution in sympathy with the objects of the Conference,
which was as follows :—
" ' That this, the Scunthorpe Branch of the Independent Labour Party, express their regret at being
unable to send delegates to the Conference to be held on
February 8th, 1909, which has for its object of demanding
that the Taxation of Land Values shall be included in
next year's Budget, and that they also send an expression
of approval of the aims of the Conference with a hope
that such aims shall be accomplished."
From the Byker and Heaton Branch of I.L.P. :—
" That we, the members of the Byker and Heaton
I.L.P., send our warmest support to this Conference,
regretting that we are unable to send any delegates."
From the Mansion House Council on the Dwellings of the
Poor :—
" I am directed to say that the Taxation of Land
Values lies wholly outside the scope and objects of this
Council."
The CHAIRMAN : This is a very critical time in the
history of our movement. No doubt this is partly due to
the exigencies of the Budget; but it is also partly due to
the laborious and unflinching work of the people I see
around me—people who in good times and in bad times,
and against overwhelming odds, have always upheld the
flag that was raised by Henry George in San Francisco
30 years ago. And it would be wrong, too, to pass over
the part that the Labour Party in this country have taken
in this great movement. They have forced this question
to the front recently, and as I listened at Portsmouth to
the speeches at the Conference only a fortnight ago, I
thought that while other Labour Parties, particularly the
Australian Labour Party, have gone down the wrong road,
our people will follow the right road—Free Trade and true
Democracy.
I am going to read to you a few words
spoken by Mr. Ramsay Maedonald on that occasion. He
said :—" The Labour Party stood for relieving as much as
possible the financial burdens on industry." He went on
to say:—" The incomes that were derived, because those
who owned them happened to own something which was
absolutely essential to be used if production was going
to go on in this country at all, the landlord who did not
help them to make things, the landlord who stood by and
said, ' My friend, if you want to make things you must
pay me to be allowed to do it,' that was the man who was
going to pay, that was the nature of monopoly profit.
The Labour Party said that the landlord was not entitled
to his income. Monopolies were of two kinds : there was
the natural monopqly of the land and the political and
economic monopoly—such, for instance, as the liquor
traffic based upon the licensing system." And that was
followed up by a speech from Mr. George Barnes, which
I wish to echo. He urged all members of the Labour
Party to avoid in future attacking single taxers in public.
And I should like to say to you who are single taxers that
the best time to quarrel with Socialists is in private, and
not before the common enemy. We can leave sneers at
Socialism to such people as the Duke of Richmond, the
Duke of Marlborough, and their Anti-Socialist Unions.
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Now, the particular reform that we want to urge upon
His Majesty's Government is that in next year's Budget
We should have a tax of a penny in the pound put upon
land values, land values as ascertained by the Inland
Revenue Department. Now we know it can be done.
We may not get the full revenue in this year, but we can
get the valuation done and some revenue in and we are
not particular how the revenue so derived is used. We are
perfectly willing that the revenue derived from this new
tax upon property—the tax upon land values—should be
used to relieve other existing taxes. We are quite prepared
to see Schedule A of the Income Tax vanish. We are
quite prepared to see that other very serious burden upon
property and upon industry, the existing rates—we are
quite prepared to see the existing rating system relieved
of the charge for the upkeep of highways, relieved of the
charge for keeping those old paupers who at present are
not, but ought to be, pensioners. We are perfectly
prepared to see this new tax upon property used to relieve
those already existing taxes upon property.
And just see what that will mean. The owner of
property, whether it be town property or country property,
which has been improved above the average, which is
fully developed, fully used—that man, under the change
of system, will find himself better off than he is at present.
He will find that the remission of his rates, or of his income
tax under Schedule A, more than outweighs the new tax
upon land values. The man whose property is only
developed up to the average will find himself paying the
same amount after the change as before. But he will be
in a position of being able to improve his property without
being penalised by the existing heavy rates and the existing
income tax. It is only the owner of land whose land is
withheld from use, whose land is not properly used, who
will find himself under the changed system of taxation
paying more than he is doing at present; and to that man
we say, " Improve your property, call upon labour at
present unemployed to help develop your property. Put
up useful buildings ; produce more foodstuffs from your
land. Dig fresh mines ; sink fresh shafts, and make fresh
quarries. Improve your property and you too will find
yourself in the same position as the other good landlords.
You too will find yourself after the change better off than
you were before."
We are only applying that well-known principle, the
dead rent principle, which is also used by the owners of
mineral land to induce mineral lessees to develop their
mines quickly. It is a well known principle, and it does
effect the object of bringing minerals rapidly into use.
We have, therefore, two objects. We say that there is
at present a vast supply of land which is not fully used, which
is withheld from labour, which is wanted, which is essential,
both for people to live upon, for people to work upon, and
for people to work with. There is an artificial shortage in
the supply of this land, and by applying this dead rent
principle of Taxation of Land Values you do away with and
break down this artificial shortage. You prevent the
owners of land, of raw materials, from any longer creating
unemployment.
And there is the further, the second main object in our
movement, and that is this : this tax of a penny in the
pound on the capital value of land is a tax of two shillings
in the pound on the annual value, there or thereabouts.
In other words, it is a 10 per cent, tax upon land value.
It nationalises one-tenth of the land value of the country,
and that without hurting any owners who use their land
properly. It nationalises one-tenth of the land value,
and thereby it secures for the community 10 per cent,
of the value of that monopoly, which has the power of
sucking up and appropriating to itself all increase in wealth
production, all increase in population, all the advantage
of invention. You nationalise one-tenth of this monopoly,

and so you transfer to public pockets the power, in part
at least, to exploit all those who work.
Those, then, are the two main objects of our policy ; but
I should like to say before sitting down to those who
represent local authorities that we are getting by this tax
upon land values passed through the Budget a Valuation
Bill, and it is the only way in which we can get a Valuation
through the House of Lords. Once we have that
valuation you have then the basis upon which all local
rating can be transferred, and you have also the basis
upon which purchase for municipal purposes can be
based, so that you can get land at reasonable prices, and
so that you can for the first time get back into the coffers
of your municipalities that land value which all your good
government does so much to enhance.
There" are to-day two resolutions to be put to this
Conference. The first resolution is printed upon the
paper. The second resolution is one put in by the Rural
Land Clubs, and which will be moved later on. I shall
endeavour to closure the discussion on the first resolution
as soon as possible after five o'clock, so that we may have
a fair discussion upon the second resolution also.
I now call upon Mr. Hemmerde, M.P.
Mr. E. G. HEMMERDE, M.P.,—Mr." Chairman, Ladies
and Gentlemen : I rise to move this resolution :—
"That this Conference urges the Government to
make a substantial beginning with the Taxation of
Land Values in the Budget of this year."
And I do it for two reasons : firstly, for the sake of the
Government, and secondly for the sake of the movement,
because I have always been under the impression that the
Government made a profound mistake when they did
not deal with this question a great deal earlier in their career.
We have had a Housing Bill passed through the House of
Commons, or nearly through, much valuable time given
to it, a Housing Bill that would be perfectly useless without
some reform of the Land Question in this country. We
have had a Small Holdings Bill passed into an Act in the
House of Commons, and I remember while it was under
debate in the House of Commons venturing to point out
to the Front Bench that it would be perfectly useless unless
it was coupled with a re-valuation of the land of the
country. And I think I am right in saying that the present
Prime Minister, in answering on that night, accepted that
view of the situation, and said that they hoped to put it
right quite shortly by the introduction of a Valuation Bill.
That Bill has not been introduced ; but we are now looking
forward to a time in which the Government, instead of
going out before it has attempted to pass the most important
measure in its programme, the opening of the land of
England so that it may become, as the late Prime Minister
said, " a treasure house for the nation rather than a pleasure
ground for the rich." We are here in the hope that they
will not go out before they have done something, provided
they have the power to do it.
And they have the power to do i t ! No one can doubt
that if the Government is in earnest they can in this year's
Budget proceed as substantially upon the path of the
Taxation of Land Values as they could if they brought in
a separate Valuation Bill; and there are many of us in
the House of Commons who will want to know the reason
why, if this reform is not brought forward, why it is not
brought forward. Every Member of the Government
almost is pledged to this reform. New revenue will be
wanted, either for new objects or to replace old revenue
which the Government is absolutely pledged to do away
with. And as we want new revenue we want to look about
to see where we can best find it, and I take a speech of a
well-known Member of the Government, the Secretary for
Foreign Affairs, who busied himself, in a speech he made a
A 2
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few years ago, in finding out what would be the fairest new
source of revenue. He said :—
" If you go to the resources of the wealthier classes you
go to the income tax ; but you cannot go on increasing
that for ever. You cannot tax removable property beyond
a certain amount, because if you do it is apt to leave the
country. But there is another source of property, best
known to us under the name of land values. Is it a fair
source of taxation ? I say it is not only a fair source, but
I think it is one which, by reason of its very nature, recommends itself as being the fairest source."
Well, now, knowing what the present Prime Minister
has said again and again in public, knowing the speeches
of the present Chancellor of the Exchequer, knowing the
speeches of the present President of the Board of Trade,
and of His Majesty's Foreign Minister, we need have little
doubt that our cause will be strongly supported whenever
there are Cabinet Meetings. We at any rate have got
strong support within the Cabinet, and we must have
strong support there, because not only have these people
again and again recognised that this is a fair source of
taxation, a tax upon what is practically the stored energies
of the people of this country, but they have recognised,
what we must all recognise, that it is about the only tax
that brings with it advantages other than the collection of
revenue.
Only by a system such as this can you stop the exodus
of the people from the country to the towns. Sometimes
some of His Majesty's Ministers rather startle me with the
self-complacence that they exhibit upon the subject of
the Small Holdings Bill; 300,000 acres at least have been
applied for, and they tell us, not without considerable
pride—the pride that only comes from successful achievement—that about 30,000 acres, or rather less, have already
been granted.
The CHAIRMAN : At what price ?
Mr. HEMMERDE : " At what price ? " says the Chairman.
Well, now, it is perfectly obvious that if 300,000 acres have
been applied for, this Government ought to see that those
applicants get the acres that they do apply for ; and how
can we get it ? How can we in this country break up a
system of big estates so that the small man has some
inducement to stop in the country ? We are not leaping
in the dark ; we have already been shown how to do it.
We are sometimes told to look to the Colonies for example.
Well, I wish to look to the Colonies for example, and read
the speech of the Minister for Lands only the other day
in New Zealand when the land tax was increased. " Voluntary sub-division," says he, " is going on everywhere."
If we could get a tax in this country upon the capital value
of land we should have voluntary sub-division going on ;
and then we should find that not only would there he
applicants for 300,000 acres, but there would be landlords
only too willing to let them have it.
How can you, deal with this question when the Chairmai)
of the Small Holdings Committee on the County Council
is as often as not the biggest landlord in the district, who
absolutely opposes the very idea of land reform ? We
know perfectly well that the land of England is in too few
hands. Mr. Chamberlain told us so 24 years ago ; but
he never did very much to alter it. " The land of England," said he in 1885, " is in too few hands, and that is the
true and permanent cause of the depression and unemployment that we all deplore." He went on to say : " The
remedy is equally simple. It is not to return to a Protectionist Tariff, but is to be found in the radical reform
of the land laws of the country. You can stop the people
leaving the country and drifting into the towns, but only
by giving them a career in the country."
Look at that answer to the invitation to be present here
to-day, sent by the Mansion House Housing Council, and

compare it with a letter of Sir Edmund Verney that appears
in the paper to-day :—
" At a meeting this morning of the Buckingham
District Council a case was mentioned of a girl'of sixteen
occupying a bedroom with half a dozen others of both
sexes. There are disgraceful slums in Buckingham;
overcrowding is quite common, but the authorities hesitate
to turn the inhabitants into the street. There are
people ready to build at once, but no land can be had,
because the rich owners refuse to sell, and there is no
power of compulsion. Taxation of Land Values appears
to be the only hope."
There is a letter from a man, himself a landlord, who
realises that the only way to get land for building is by
a root and branch reform of your rating and taxation
system.
Mr. John Burns told us in the House of Commons on
the last debate upon unemployment that the building trade
is suffering from a transfer of capital; but he did not tell
us why the capital was transferred, and I endeavoured in
my humble way to fill the gap, and to tell him why. The
reason why capital goes out of the building trade is that
people cannot get the land on which to build. It is not
only the case in Buckinghamshire, it is the case up and
down the country. I know case after case in my own
constituency where men with good wages, able to buy land
at a fair price and build their own houses, have got to live
under conditions not fit for beasts, simply because the
landlords decline to part with their land under famine
prices ; and then when we bring forward these instances
they say, " Oh, those are exceptional cases." I say that,
even if they were, a system which permits not only disgraceful but immoral conditions in exceptional cases, as
a system stands condemned by all decent men.
The Small Holdings Question and the Housing Question
are at the root of all our rural depression to-day. The
land of this country, as has been said again and again,
could be made to feed the people of this country, but not
under the present conditions. And how will you ever get
a Small Holding system in this country, and how will you
ever get decent housing conditions until the land monopoly
is broken up \ They tell you it does not pay to build
houses in rural districts. It does not pay when you have
screwed wages down to 12s. a week ; but the very fact
that the land monopoly is there is the fact that enables
you to screw down the agricultural labourer's wages so low
that he cannot pay a decent amount for a decent cottage ;
and so we find at the outset of our attempts at rural reform
that we are confronted with the price of land, and whenever
we attempt to deal with the question we are always put
off ; we are told that we are merely trying to find Small
Holdings for men who do not want Small Holdings, trying
to build cottages where there is no demand for cottages ;
and I say we not only want this reform to re-people our
rural districts, but we want it for the sake of our towns
as well; and not for the reasons that are always urged
because of the housing question in our towns, but you
never can solve the question of employment in our great
towns until you take away the constant upward pressure
from the country districts.
You not only want to increase the productivity of the
country districts, but by doing so you want to increase
the production in your towns and in your factories. They
tell you that during the last cotton strike it was not really
a bad thing for Lancashire to have a stoppage of the mills,
because there had been over-production. Over-production !
Go through, not only Lancashire, but the rest of the
country, and ask whether the condition of the children
in our "great towns look as if there had been over-production. Over-production of cotton goods! There is no
over-production in this country until all are clothed, and
all are fed, and all are decently housed. What they mean
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is that we have not enabled a large class of the community
to produce enough to exchange for the productions of others,
and what we want to do is to increase production all round ;
and if you increase the productivity of your country districts
in that way you give an impetus to the whole of the manufactures all up and down the country.
I think it was Mr. Carnegie once told us that if you could
increase the purchasing power of every family in this
country by £1 a year that that was the way you were really
going to make your country prosperous. If you can
increase the purchasing power of wide districts of the
country—and you can under wise laws—you will hear a
great deal less about unemployment. You remember
those words of Mr. Chamberlain I quoted just now upon
the subject of unemployment. We are now told that the
way to cure unemployment is to adopt the very method
that he then said would not cure it.
But I want you to follow the bearings of our question
upon over-production, and the bearings of the other
question of Tariff Reform. We want to swell the sum
total of production, and if we can do that we shall swell
the sum total of happiness all through the world. And
if this Government will only realise that in this question
lies the key to unlock the land, and to add to the freedom
of importation the freedom to produce, if they will realise
that they will realise something that will enable them even
now to retrieve any blunders that they may have suffered
for during the last few years.
I believe this question to be a greater question than
any question that has ever agitated this country. In town
and country alike we are in the same condition—production
stinted and starved, people badly housed in conditions
under which no really prosperous and fruitful life can
possibly be lived, and we are now urging upon the Government to deal with this question, and to deal with it at once.
What answer is brought to our demand for a tax ?
Sometimes the Municipal Authorities say, " Oh, we always
thought land values would be used for rates." Well,
let them be, but you cannot use them for rates until you
can get a Bill through, and when you have once got your
valuation done by the Treasury you can apply it by a short
Bill to rating also.
Then they say : " Think of the widows and orphans that
have put everything they did not put into brewery shares
into land values." And they say : " The Friendly Societies
will be ruined." One writer to the " Times " the other
day said 14,606,000 members of Friendly Societies existed
in this country. I think he must have been including
their dependents, because otherwise that would be more
than the population of the country ; but he was no doubt
using his figures as an illustration rather than as a fact.
I think the members of the Friendly Societies do amount
with their dependents to about 14£ millions. The accumulated funds are just under £53,000,000, and the report of
the Registrar of Friendly Societies gives the amount
invested in land, buildings, and mortgages as under
£30,000,000. At the very highest—and it is a ridiculously
high figure—£15,000,000 of that might be land value which
would be taxed. You have there £15,000,000, we will say,
representing land value. A tax of a penny in the pound,
which would produce, say, about £21,000,000 in this country,
would only tax the Friendly Societies to the tune of £62,500.
And then this argument about the Friendly Societies is
brought forward by men who would proceed to raise
£21,000,000 by tariffs. But now 14,000,000 of the people
would pay one-third of the revenue ; that is to say, onethird of £21,000,000 would cost those 14,000,000 not
£62,500, but £7,000,000, and that assuming that the whole
of a protective tax went to the Treasury. But does it ?
What about the Home and Colonial manufacturers, and
the middle man ? Why, of course, the expense of collecting
a tax like that, it is common knowledge, is as great as the

tax—-I mean the indirect expense of collecting the tax
with the rise of the home-made article—and you would find
that in a protective revenue of £21,000,000 the people
would be paying probably the best part of £50,000,000
to £60,000,000 to raise it, and so you will bring upon
the members of the Friendly Societies .a tax of from
£7,000,000 to £20,000,000, rather than a tax of £62,500.
And that, mind you, is put forward seriously—it is a serious
argument, an Imperial argument. A thing that cannot
be defended in any other way is called " Imperial."
Well, then, they turn from that which anyone can explode
who looks into figures and they take the case of the small
freeholder, and they say he is going to be ruined. He is
not going to be ruined at all. He again will be taxed lighter.
Take the man who buys a house and land at £600, with a
land value of £240, and a house value of £360, and who has
a family of five persons—a fairly typical case. His contribution to a tax of £21,000,000 will be £1 a year. In tariffs
it will be nearer £7 10s. In every way it is not the widow
and the orphan who is going to suffer. They are merely
put forward as a rampart behind which to fight, and I do
urge upon everybody not to be led away by any suggestion
of hard cases. You cannot possibly put on any tax without
somebody being hit, unless you are going to tax the foreigner.
Of course, when you do that, then you will have no taxes ;
but meanwhile you are living in a sane country, and under
ordinary conditions you cannot put on any tax without
hitting anybody. It can be shown to demonstration that
a tax on land values will remain where it is imposed, upon
the land value. It can be shown to demonstration that
the land value is national wealth created by the needs and
by the labours of the people. It can, therefore, be shown
to demonstration, as Sir Edward Grey said, that it is the
fairest tax ; and I do urge upon you not only to pass the
resolution, but to do all you can in the course of the next
two or three months, up and down the country, in every
way, to show that you are in earnest, and that no Government can rely upon the support of the real Democrats in
this country unless they will bring in a really democratic
Budget, and bring back the people of this country into
their own estates.
Mr. ALDERMAN RAFF AN (Monmouthshire) : Mr. Chairman,

Ladies and Gentlemen,—I consider it a great honour to
be asked to second this resolution, because I hope that this
is to be an historical Convention called on the eve of an
historical Budget. We are not met here this afternoon,
I hope, for any mere purpose of propaganda or of agitation ;
we are met here with a definite purpose in view, that is to
ask the Government to carry out the pledges which they
gave to the people at the last General Election, and see
that land values are called upon for some contribution
towards public purposes.
We are not here to attack the Government; we are not
here to hold them blameworthy. They have endeavoured
to carry out their pledge. They have passed through the
House of Commons a Land Valuation Bill for Scotland,
they have sent that to the House of Lords. The House
of Lords have ignominiously thrown it out. They, in the
Second Session, re-introduced the Bill, sent it up again.
It was mangled and mauled and disfigured to such an extent
that its own parents did not know it when it came back
again, and the Government very rightly said that they
would have nothing to do with it. And therefore, though
I am one of those who naturally would have liked this reform
to have taken the shape of giving the power to local
authorities to rate land values, must recognise that the
path of progress is barred in that direction. It is no use
asking the Government to go on wasting time introducing
measures, taking up the valuable time of the House of
Commons and sending them up to the House of Lords only
to be thrown out again. On those lines progress is not
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possible. The democracy of this country do not want the
time of their representatives wasted in that way.
But because this is so the opinions of the people of this
country need not necessarily be thwarted. For centuries
it has been the recognised constitutional practice of this
country that the Budget was the sole concern of the
people's representatives in the House of Commons. It
has been solemnly declared. It is as much a part of our
constitutional usage as are the rights which were won by
our forefathers in Magna Charta; therefore we appeal
to Mr. Lloyd George to deal with this question through
the Budget, send it up to the House of Lords, and let the
House of Lords throw it out if they dare.
And I venture to say, Mr. Chairman, Ladies and Gentlemen, that that method of procedure has this advantage :
whether the House of Lords pass it or whether they throw
it out, they are equally acting the part which is bound to
redound to the welfare of the progressive cause in the
United Kingdom. Let them pass it. Very well, then, we
have got our t a x ; we have got our foundation laid, and
upon that foundation we shall ultimately build a structure
which will briiig back to the people more and more of the
national wealth which is embodied in land values.
Let them throw it out. What then ? Is there any issue
upon which the Government might better appeal to the
people with the certainty that there would be a practically
unanimous response ? On other questions people may
be divided, but while it is made perfectly clear that this
Chamber is not acting in any way as a deliberative Chamber,
when it is made perfectly clear that they are endeavouring
merely to protect their own pockets, then I think you will
be able to get behind the Government, in their appeal to
the people, every regiment in the Progressive Army, and
you will be able to have such a response before the next
House of Commons; the power of the House of Lords will
be broken and they will be compelled to pass into law the
measures which the people desire.
Now, Sir, we have been agitating for this reform for a
very long time. Mr. Hemmerde said that he believed
that this was a greater reform even than the reform which
Richard Cobden advocated. I agree it is a greater reform
than the reform with which Cobden's name is usually
associated ; but it is well to remember that Cobden advocated not merely that the taxation should be taken off food,
but that side by side with that the land of the country
should be re-valued, and that taxation should be placed
upon land values. Sixty-seven years ago Richard Cobden
said that in that day the land of the country should be
re-valued, and that it should bring at least £20,000,000
into the National Exchequer. And if the land had then
been re-valued, if it brought in £20,000,000 then, I venture
to say that on the same valuation it would be bringing in
at least £40,000,000 to-day. We are not asking the
Chancellor of the Exchequer to impose that large sum ; but
if the tax of Id. in the £1 on capital value, which has been
advocated by the Chairman and Mr. Hemmerde were
imposed, that would at least realise the £20,000,000 for which
Richard Cobden asked, and if that amount could be
realised then all the difficulties which are confronting the
Chancellor of the Exchequer would pass away.
Reference has been made to the Small Holdings Act.
I have been spending days and weeks in interviewing
applicants for Small Holdings, seeing long processions of
them, men whose only desire is to get a bit of land to till
so that they may earn, with the sweat of their brow, a
livelihood for themselves and their wives and families ;
suitable applicants, men who know the country, men who
have been brought up in the country, the long procession
comes before you, and the committee, largely a Conservative
committee, passes them. Suitable applicants, so it is
passed—suitable, suitable, suitable, suitable; a long
procession goes, and you catalogue them, and after vou
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have catalogued them we have tried to get land. Why,
Mr. Chairman, wherever we have tried to get a bit of
pasture land we are told that is arable, and the price is
jumped up accordingly. When we want a bit of arable
land we are told that is land fit for market gardens, and the
price goes up accordingly. When we want a bit for market
gardening, why that is building land, and up goes the price.
Mr. Chairman, I say very well, let us rate the land as arable
land, and as market-gardening land, and as building land,
and down will come the price and the people will be able
to get back on to the land again. With this reform you
will be able to do something to put the thousands of men
who want acres on to the thousands of acres that want men.
You will render it less possible for men to hold out of
cultivation as deer forests and as pleasure grounds the
millions of acres which are being held out of cultivation at
the present time. You will force land into use in the
outskirts of all your large towns. The result will be here
what it has been in every one of the Australian Colonies
where this tax has been put into operation, to help to
solve the Housing Question, to cause house building to go
on in all our large cities, to immensely accelerate production,
and to help to relieve the unemployed.
I had the honour of presiding at a National Convention
held in Cardiff last week (under the auspices of the United
Committee), representing the whole of Wales, for the
purpose of dealing with this matter. We passed strong
resolutions there. We decided to send a deputation to
the Chancellor of the Exchequer to ask him to put this
Land Value Tax into the Budget. The chairman of the
Welsh Parliamentary Party, Sir Alfred Thomas, was
present, and presided at our evening meeting, and agreed
to introduce that deputation. We know that every one
of the 33 Members for Wales, without exception, is absolutely pledged to his constituents for this reform. We
hope that they will accompany us and put the case before
the Chancellor of the Exchequer.
We go to him, I hope, and we say to him : Now is your
chance to do something for your poor people in Carnarvonshire, aye, and something for the poor victims of landlordism
everywhere; something for the landless men of England,
something for the poor crofters of Scotland, who are dispossessed to make room for the deer forests; something for
the slum dwellers in the town, whose rents are raised to such
a frightful extent by the exactions of the landlords ; something for the poor unemployed man, who is denied the right
to live and the right to work because natural opportunities
are shut up against him. We ask him to do something for
these poor people, and I believe that the appeal we make
will not be in vain.
Mr. B. S. STRAUS, M.P. : I should like to offer my hearty
congratulations to you and to the meeting on getting such
a gathering here to-day with such a splendid feeling of
real resolution to do something in this matter. I agree
entirely with everything that has been said already from
the platform.
There is no tax that the Government could possibly
levy, not even the Income Tax, Sir, that can do so much
good as a tax upon the capital value of land. It will be
an incentive in the great rural districts of our country
for people to remain there because they will be able to
acquire land at a fair and a reasonable price, because the
man who owns land, when he finds he is taxed for it, will
not desire to keep it unoccupied and unremunerative. And,
after all, so long as land exists unremunerative, it must not
only be unremunerative to the owner, but it must also be
unremunerative to the nation, and a tax that will tend
to make that remuneration come, not only to the owner but
to the nation too, must do the nation an immense amount
of good.
Now this Government, with all its faults—and it has some,
I will admit—has one thing I believe that few Governments
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in the past have had, and that is courage ; and I ask them
now to show their courage in this present Budget. They
should not be afraid of a little man who says, " I have
acquired a house from a building society, why should I be
taxed because I have acquired a house ? " If he wants
a big Army, a big Navy, and an Old Age Pension, he must
pay for it, and if he objects to pay for it he is a most
undesirable citizen. Personally, I am not in favour of this
exorbitant expenditure upon the Army and the Navy. I
think it is useless and unnecessary expenditure, and I say
that because it is unproductive expenditure. But at the
same time I gather that some think it necessary. Let those
who think it necessary pay for it, and the best to pay for
it are the people who own the land. It is the people who
own the land who will require our big fleet to be maintained.
Let them pay for it. It is the people who own the land
who will require our big Army to be maintained. Let them
pay for it.
Somebody has suggested that it should be a substantial
tax. I do not object to its being a very small tax ; I want
the beginning of this great reform ; I want to see this
country say really at last it is going to tax the only form
of property that has never yet been properly taxed, and
that is land. And let us not forget that in no other civilised
country in the world, not even uncivilised country, is there
such a thing as no duty and no tax on land as there is in
this country. And why is it ? Because the landlords have
made the land laws. "Let us take a lesson out of their
book and get something of our own back, not for ourselves,
but for the nation. And there is no tax that would mean
more real good, sound, honest lessons to the nation than a
tax upon land. •
Mr. Chairman, I have heard, and only recently heard,
that if we put a tax upon land we shall make a greater
feeling of uncertainty ig, this country than exists at the
present moment. I care not for those threats. I believe
we have a great opportunity. I know this is a great
principle. Some of us have fought for it since we were
very small indeed. I do not want to deal any further with
this question ; I only want to congratulate you, the speakers
and the meeting, on a splendid gathering. I want you to
send to the Government this message, that not only the
rural districts but the great centres of population, which I
have the honour to represent as a Member for London, are
not only anxious but hungry for this reform. There is no
reform that will do a greater amount of good ; there is
no reform more essential than the Taxation of Land
Values ; and I hope and trust it will he done in the near
future. And if it is not done, I warn—I do not threaten,
I only warn—this Government that on the horizon of the
future is written their peril, and I can assure them of this,
that those who have supported them through thick and
thin, those who love the great tenets of Liberalism, will
forget some of their promises if they do not receive an
adequate and a proper assurance from those who are in
power that they will do something for a reform that is not
only urgent, but is just and necessary.
Mr. R. L. OUTHWAITE : Mr. Chairman, Ladies and Gentlemen,—The first speaker said he would be content with a
very small, with a moderate tax if he could not get a large
one ; but I think we want plainly to put before the Government that we want this tax, measured, not by the needs
of the Treasury, but by the needs of the people who are
in the grip of the land monopoly throughout this country,
and who can only be freed from that grip by means of the
Taxation of Land Values. Sir, I think it is very necessary,
too, that as we are asking them for a substantial tax,
that we should put this forward as a great constructive
measure of reform, and explain it to them in the light
in which we look at it.
Now, Sir, I think that we must fully recognise that by
taxing land values we associate all the people in the
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ownership of all the land of the country, and it is only
then that we can go along Progressive lines of reform. For
instance, I hold that it is only possible then for the State
to extend its functions and take over services which are
to-day of their nature monopolies, because based more or
less upon monopoly ownership of certain land. For
instance, take that very question of the nationalisation of
the railways which is pressing forward at the present time
and has been in the past. Now, I think you cannot nationalise your railways, you certainly cannot nationalise your
railways and lower rates and fares and raise wages at the
same time, which we want to do, until, in the first place,
you tax land values. Once you have taxed land values
then all becomes easy; the interest on the cost of the
purchase, and I hope we will only largely purchase the
real capital of the railways and not the land monopoly
of the railways. You will then, once you have taxed land
values, be able to meet the interest payment on capital
by way of what these railways have created, and which
does not appear in balance sheets, that is the land values
of the country. It is then railway nationalisation becomes
easy.
So to take that other question of the canalisation of
this country, which many are urging. Once you tax land
values you are able to build great canals in this country.
You might do what Germany has done, and spend
£50,000,000 in canalisation here. You might make your
inland towns seaports, some of them, and you could have
your canals free to those who use them because the construction of those canals would enormously increase
land values, increase the amount which you would get
from any specific tax, and without leaving things as they
are now, leaving the land owner to get the great benefit
from these great State enterprises. What you cannot
do now for financial reasons you would then easily and
economically be able to effect.
Take, too, another question, such as the construction of
great national roads suitable for motor traffic throughout
the country—another urgent need. These are practical
needs of the country to-day to facilitate enterprise and
industry. That, too, becomes easy once you adopt the
system.of the Taxation of Land Values. And I may say in
the Colonies we have seen that the nationalisation of the
railways is not wholly effective unless it goes with the
Taxation of Land Values, and a Minister is able to use that
fund for the reduction of freights and fares, and for the
maintenance of a reasonable rate of wage to the employees
of the railways.
It is a matter of concern to the Government for this
reason, if they know anything about the electorate, and I
feel they do not know enough because they do not go
amongst the common people, they will know that this
country is determined to have a reform in its economic
system. Because we have got a purely negative policy
on the Liberal side at present, we find large sections of the
community are drifting off into the Tariff Reform movement.
It is holding out some hope at any rate of change. We do
not know, people are saying, whether Tariff Reform is good
or bad ; you say it is bad, but we are going to try it,
because the Liberal Party, the Free Trade Party, offer us
no hope whatever. Now, Sir, Tariff Reform is a revolutionary movement in this country. It would revolutionise
entirely our economic system, and I think that we have a
right to ask the Liberal Government not to be less revolutionary than is the Conservative Party, and so I say I
think we are justified in asking them for a substantial
measure of Land Value Taxation.
Councillor JEFFREY (Representing the Metropolitan
Radical Federation) : I am not to take up two minutes of
your time because you have had such excellent speeches
from Mr. Hemmerde and the seconder of the resolution,
that it is quite unnecessary for me to enlarge upon that.
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But as Chairman of the Metropolitan Radical Federation,
representing nearly 50,000 members of London Radical
Clubs, they have sent me here to tell this meeting, and in
telling this meeting, to tell the Government, that unless
some measure of this sort is passed they may reckon upon
the large majority of their seats in London, and not only
in London, but throughout the country, being lost to the
Liberal Party at the next election. As one who for over
20 years has been a Guardian of the Poor, has visited
our workhouses, and has visited our asylums, with my
friend Mr. Straus, we see plainly what has brought so
many there. It is poverty and privation and want. The
other day I visited one of the largest prisons that we have,
and on making enquiries of many of these prisoners I
found that it was poverty and privation that had brought
so many of them there. Then something must be done.
We have many measures that are called for, but we say the
only remedy for this state of things is Taxation of Land
Values. Therefore, I come here to-day on behalf of the
Federation of Working Men, who are earnest men, and who
are preaching this doctrine throughout the length and
breadth of London, to say unless something is done in this
direction depend upon it the Liberal Party will not return
to power. I have very great pleasure in supporting the
resolution.
Mr. FRANCIS NEILSON : Mr. C h a i r m a n , — B e l i e v e

me,

I

come up here to try to put an end to this. I have left
my education work in the Midlands to come up here and
hear a great many of the arguments that I am using every
night in the year. I quite expected to come up to this
Conference to hear something from the other side, but I
must take it really that there is no sinner in the audience,
that we are all saints.
Last week I was in Birmingham—all the week in Birmingham, just think of that—and I held six very successful
meetings on this subject. We are going to start a league
in the Midlands called the Midland Land Values League,
and we are going on to work down there as hard as we
possibly can.
Mr. WILKIE, M.P. : Mr. Chairman, Ladies and Gentlemen,
—After the remarks of the last speaker I shall certainly
not take up much of your time, but the Chairman has
called upon me, and as I notice in your Secretary's correspondence that the Town Council of the town which I
represent is likewise strongly in favour of this reform, as
now the senior Member in a few short years of that town,
I should like in a word to support the proposal before you.
It is most disheartening, as some of us have sat day
by day in the Scotch Grand Committee on these Bills,
where we were told that we were leading you on to the
Sunny South, and then, after all our work, after considerable
achievements have taken place, to find that it was -all
wasted at the other end of the building. Therefore we
hail with pleasure this resolution. If we cannot touch it
on one spoke we hope that the Chancellor of the Exchequer
will touch it on another spoke. It appears to us that we
have too long in this country lain mider the dead hand,
and we want that removed, and we want the land to be
placed at the disposal of the people at present existing on
it, for the benefit of all, and not for the benefit of the few.
The CHAIRMAN : I think we had better put the question
to the vote.
On a show of hands the Chairman declared the resolution
carried nam. con.
The CHAIRMAN : Now this next resolution, that is to be
moved by Mr. Montague Fordham, was sent into the
Committee the other day. ^The Committee considered
that it was such an important resolution, that even at the
risk of delaying the Conference for another half hour or
so, it was worth while bringing it forward and passing it
and sending it in to the Chancellor of the Exchequer. It
deals with agricultural land, and I think it shows that the
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agriculturalists of this country, that the people interested
in rural districts, are convinced that the Taxation of Land
Values is the best for rural districts as well as for towns.
Mr. MONTAGUE FORDHAM : Mr. C h a i r m a n ,

Ladies

and

Gentlemen,—I have been asked by the Land Club Union,
representing 17 Land Clubs in four counties, having 600
members, none of whom have been able to obtain under
the Small Holdings Act an acre of land, I have been asked
by this Council to bring forward the resolution which is
now to be submitted to you. The resolution as adopted
was in the following terms :—
" That this Conference, having regard to the enhancement of land values at present taking place in rural
districts and the consequent difficulty of obtaining land,
insists that the Government shall include rural land in
any scheme of Land Values Taxation, and thus facilitate
the administration of the Small Holdings Act and the
provision of cottages for rural housing."
The resolution is on what may be called ordinary land
taxation lines, but it specially emphasises the importance
of the fact that at the present time the land in the country
districts is being increased in value. That, I think, is
admitted by all land agents throughout the country. That
is the direct result of the Small Holdings Act.
But I will emphasise it by one or two concrete cases.
Some of you may have remembered the story of David
Nichols, a Kentish labourer, who was evicted from his
cottage under circumstances which 1 do not intend now to
describe ; but I will tell you a little bit of the history of
the case that the Government has forgotten to publish.
When David Nichols found that it was impossible to obtain
land in his own hamlet, he transferred his application to
the next parish, where he applied for part of what is called the
Crothan Hill Dairy Farm. Now, there was no conceivable
difficulty in the way of obtaining ©rothan Hill Dairy Farm
for small holdings. The tenant was prepared to go out,
the land was suitable, and easily obtainable, available
under the Act.
It was rated at 10s. an acre, but when
David Nichols' application was sent in for this land the
reply of the County Council was that the amount which
they proposed to charge for small holdings was £2 7s. 6d.
an acre. That was six times what the farmer paid. We
fought the matter six months in Parliament, and with the
Board of Agriculture, and at the end of that time they
reduced their price from £2 7s. 6d. to £1 5s., which was
a little more than three times what the farmer paid, and
now they are blocking the negotiations and putting
pressure upon the man, because they have refused to pay
even that enhanced rate.
I will take another case in the County of Surrey, in the
parish of Limpsfield, where I myself live. A year ago the
owner of the land—and he owns all the land and is interested
in small holdings—said he was prepared to provide land
for small holdings at £1 an acre. That price was perhaps
three or four times the price which he could get from a
farmer, because land is very cheap there. Anyhow, it
was three or four times the price at which the land was
rated, for that particular land is rated at five shillings an
acre. Well, Sir, subsequently that landlord was co-opted
on to the County Council Committee, and now we hear a
different story. On Saturday, after a year's negotiation,
that Committee is offering to the men of our Land Club
this same land which last year was offered at £1 an acre
for £2 5s. an acre. Now that shows pretty clearly that
they are enhancing in our district the value of land.
I will go into another village, the village on the hill
near by. There is land which has practically no value as
agricultural land at the present time. It has been applied
for for small holdings. The valuer of the County Council
put upon the land a value of 15s. an acre, and when that
County Council Committee went round the Chairman of
the Committee said to the valuer: " You have put this
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price too low. You had better raise it a bit." Over the
whole district the same evil applies. The only result of
the Small Holdings Act is that the price of the land is being
raised, and the men are being refused the small holdings ;
and I say emphatically, that in the district in which our
Land Clubs are the landlords have laid it down as a rule
that there is to be no land, no cottages, and no revival of
country life, unless they are to have the benefit of it.
And now we hear it rumoured, as our Chairman has told
us just now, that there is going to be a second desertion,
and that the rural districts are to be left out of the land
taxation scheme. I trust that that is a mistake ; but
whether it is a mistake or not, I ask this meeting to
emphasise the importance of the question from the rural
point of view, and to pass this resolution.
Mr.

FRANCIS SWANZY : I

second

the

resolution.

In

the manifesto that was issued by the Committee on the
Taxation of Land Values, the question of the effect of this
Small Holdings Act was referred to ; that is to say, the
effect of this Act without Taxation of Land Values was
referred to. This manifesto said that, standing by itself
the measure would be a dear land Act, and that is undoubtedly what has taken place.
I represent one of the Land Clubs in Kent, and I know
from our experience that there has been an enhancement
of values. I might give you an instance—a small village
close to where I live. Land which is now rented at 10s.
an acre was offered by the County Council to the applicants
for small holdings for no less a sum than 35s. an acre, and
at the present time in my particular parish we want land,
and we are offered a farm at £2 an acre. Well, our people
say, it is not worth more than at the most 30s., and I am
quite sure the farmer at the present time is not paying
as much. If we had this measure of taxation of ground
values there would be provided under the Valuation Act
a fair and impartial standard by which to settle the amount
which the small holder should be asked to pay. I might
quote again from this manifesto, which' states the case
far better than I can state it. It is self-evident to you all,
and I should only be wasting your time if I dealt at greater
length on the subject. I have the greatest possible pleasure
in seconding the resolution.
Sir

EDMUND

VERNEY : Mr.

Chairman,

Ladies

and

Gentlemen,—I had no intention of speaking in coming
here to-day, only I heard with dismay Mr. Fordham's
speech, and it is suggested that the agricultural districts
are to be left out. I do not think that anyone making that
proposal can have any conception of the disappointment
and the sorrow, and I will say the anger, with which it has
been received. I have served on two different Small
Holdings Committees, and I have met these men face to
face. I have looked into their eyes, and they have spoken
to me in the bitterest terms of the disappointment they
have experienced up to now.
I wish to support what Mr. Outhwaite has said of the
feelings in the villages, which are becoming very bitter
indeed. I do not think that any landowner has spoken
on this subject to-night; I think I am the first to do so.
I wish to tell you that the feelings of the landowners in
England are bitterly hostile to this movement. I wish to tell
you that you will be opposed actively, which is bad enough,
and passively, which is far worse. I wish to tell you that unless
you urge upon the Government to fulfil their promises that
the consequences to the Liberal Party will be most serious.
Why, we have heard to-night arguments in favour of
this measure as if we had never heard of it before. Why,
it was what Sir Henry Campbell-Bannerman promised us
years ago. He promised it to us in so many years; I
believed him. I have promised it in election, that it
should be carried out, and now it comes as if it were
something new. We do not look upon it in the country
as something new, and we will not be cheated out of it
by the omission of the agricultural districts.

One word more. The landlords of the country have
got to face this ; they have got to submit to it, and when
it is in force they will declare that it is the fairest tax that
ever was put upon a country. It will help to bring back
the people to the country, where we want them, where the
landlords themselves want them, where they will be glad
and happy to look on smiling villages again as in years
gone by. They are ignorantly opposing what is for their
own good, but it is no use to attempt to persuade them ;
it is perfectly hopeless.
I wish I could feel that there is the same determination
in the Government on this subject that there was in the
days of the late Prime Minister. I hope so ; I am waiting
to see it. In all political questions persuade your opponents
if you can, and compel them if you cannot.
Mr.

HARRY

LLEWELYN

DAVIES

(Dumfriesshire) :

Mr. Chairman, Ladies and Gentlemen,—I rise to support
this resolution, and to add my protest to those of the
previous speakers against any suggestion that the rural
districts should be left out of this Bill. I come from an
agricultural county in Scotland, the County of Dumfriesshire, and I want to say that I believe this movement will
be the greatest stimulus to the Small Holdings movement
that we can possibly have.
And I want to say that I think the greatest mistake
the Government ever made was when they put the
small holdings cart before the land values horse.
Sir Henry Campbell Bannerman himself told us that it
needed the land values horse, to draw the machine along
in safety. The work of this Conference appeals to me
on account of the Small Holdings movement, and I believe
it will give it a great stimulus ; but it also appeals to mo
from the point of view of the rate-paying community,
and the county districts as well, of which I am one. We
have at Dumfriesshire a great scheme, a large scheme,
involving the expenditure of ratepayers' money, perhaps
more than £50,000, to water the district. Now I want to
know—and I can foresee, not only in municipal centres,
but in country centres too—a healthy growth, as I believe,
a very healthy growth of municipal development along
this line, along the line of water schemes and other municipal
movements, and I want to know whether we are going to
have the development of our municipalities, the efforts of
our County Councils, stultified by the expenditure of the
ratepayers' money in a way that will only pass the money
through the hands of the landowners of the districts, without
gain to the ratepayers of the country districts, as well
as those who seek small holdings.
And last, but perhaps not least, I regard the work of
this Conference as a message of hope and good cheer to those
members of the community who are unemployed and badly
employed in this country to-day, and I do hope that this
great movement, which is growing now rapidly day after
day throughout the country, will show that the only
real source of employment lies in the land. I hope the
Budget of 1909 will be a great Budget, a democratic
Budget, a Budget which will rise above the humdrum
time-serving Budgets of the past; a Budget which will
hold out a hope for the unemployed up and down the
country, and which will mark [an epoch which will put
the victory into the hands of the people in their long
struggle against monopoly in this country. I have much
pleasure in supporting the resolution.
The CHAIRMAN declared the resolution carried nem. con.
Mr. HEMMERDE : I think we ought not to separate without
giving a hearty vote of thanks to the Chairman, not only
for his presence here to-day, but for the splendid work
he is doing from one end of the country to the other. I
think we can put that without a seconder, and will carry
it by acclamation.
The CHAIRMAN : Thanks very much, Ladies and Gentlemen, till next time.
The meeting then terminated.
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CONFERENCE.

Monday, 1st February.
The Conference at Wrexham (North Wales), convened by
the United Committee for the Taxation of Land Values, was
held in the large room of the Imperial Hotel. It was representative of the counties of Flint and Denbigh and parts
of Cheshire and Shropshire. Invitations had been sent
to members of the Denbighshire and Flintshire County
Councils, the Chester City Council, the Chester Board
of Guardians, and all municipal, urban district, and rural
district councils in Denbighshire and Flintshire; also
to representatives of political associations of all shades
of opinion and trade unions.
Mr. Edward Hughes, ex-Mayor of Wrexham, who was
voted to the chair, said the necessity for fresh sources
of revenue, national and local, was obvious, and the
fairest and best way of providing for increasing needs
was to tax land values. " We cannot," he said, " look
to commerce to make good the shortage of our national
and local supplies. I believe the commercial world is
taxed up to its utmost limit, so that we cannot put any
more burdens on that." (Hear, hear.)
The Coming Budget.
Mr. EDWARD M'HUGH recalled the history of the movement and the fate of the attempts to get the subject
dealt with by Parliament. He indulged the hope, he
said, that the Chancellor of the Exchequer would deal with
the question in his Budget Bill, because the House of
Lords would have no power over it. This matter was
one of simple justice.
The United Committee, he
added, desire nothing but justice.
We ask for an
equitable measure by which the owners of land shall
bear their just share of local and Imperial burdens, and
the man who now profits by the increased value of his
land—due to no effort on 'his part, but solely to the
industry of the community—shall not escape from paying
a fair proportion of local rates. What is the position
now ? If a man builds a house, he is taxed according
to its value. If he enlarges the house, up goes the assessment. But it is not so with the land. If a landowner
chooses to let his land remain idle he pays nothing for
it, and if he lets it for building purposes, he takes all
the profit and contributes nothing to local rates. We
want, Mr. M'Hugh continued, to end that system.
We do not desire to tax improvements that are put on
land, but to tax the land values, which might be taken
as the price which a willing seller and a willing buyer
would give or take.
Mr. Alderman JONES (Wrexham) thought it was clear
that some further enlightenment was needed by some
who had come to the meeting. For his own part, he
agreed with those who said there was no desire to do
injustice to anyone in this matter. It was not fair for
a landlord to have privileges to the disadvantage of the
public. I saw this point, Mr. Jones went on, when
reading the "Manchester Guardian," in a light I had never
seen it before. There is a landlord in the vicinity of
Manchester who owned 600 acres of land, for which he
would get from 30s. to 40s. an acre as agricultural land.
In other words, his income was about a thousand a year.
In course of time the Manchester area extended; the
land was required for streets and buildings, and it was
let by the owner on the leasehold system to various people,
with the result that the landlord's income went up to
£60,000 a year, and all the time there was no mention
of the man's name on the rate-book. He gets £60,000
without doing a pennyworth of labour or spending any
capital. Is that fair for that community ?
I could give you other illustrations from Wales.
In Carnarvon there was a piece of waste land valued
at £3 a yard. Now there are 40 or 50 houses upon it,
and the owner gets from £5 to £8 a yard in ground rents'
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and pays nothing to the rates. Those are the points we
ought to see about.
Mr. M'HUGH: Men are being filched in the name
of the law in the case of these leaseholds. I know a man
who has 25 houses on land near Liverpool. The lease
expires in 25 years, which means that the owner of the
land will acquire one of those houses every year. Is
not that public plunder ?
" But," a man interjected, " the man ought not to
have bought his land that way ? "
Mr. M'HUGH : They have no choice.
Councillor T. SAUVAGE (Mayor of Wrexham) said that
where there was an unearned increment and the owner contributed nothing to local taxation it was manifestly unjust.
A Resolution.
Councillor W. J. WILLIAMS (Wrexham) then moved :—
" That this Conference is of opinion that those persons
who now benefit by public improvements should contribute their fair share to the cost of making them, and
that the community as a whole should reap the benefit
of the values which arise in land, owing to its own presence,
its own expenditure, and its own growth. That the
present system of assessment and local rating, which
exempts valuable idle land from assessment and from
local burdens, is unjust and injurious, discourages production, checks building, acts in restraint of trade and
manufacture, hinders the orderly expansion of towns,
and promotes congestion and over-crowding. That this
Conference, therefore, calls upon the Government to
introduce at as early a date as possible measures to secure
the Taxation of Land Values, and so remove this conspicuous and admitted evil."
Mr. JAMES SELLARS (Chester Board of Guardians)
seconded the motion, and it was carried unanimously.

BANGOR (NORTH WALES) CONFERENCE.
Wednesday, 3rd February.
^ Under the auspices of the United Committee for the
Taxation of Land Values, a Conference was held at Bangor,
Wednesday afternoon, February 3rd. Those present were
representatives of county, urban, and rural district councils
and boards of guardians in Anglesey and Carnarvonshire.
Mr. J. R. Hughes, Chairman of the Carnarvonshire County
Council, occupied the chair.
The Chairman said that in Carnarvonshire people were
on the horns of a dilemma. Pressure was brought on them
to carry out social reforms such as education, the feeding
of school children, &c. Such things cost money, and the
ratepayers complained of the expenditure, and it became
clear that if these reforms were to be effected some other
source of revenue must be found. In reading speeches
by the Chancellor of the Exchequer, he (the Chairman)
found that Mr. Lloyd George had in view a way out of the
difficulty, and that was by the Taxation of Land Values.
They in Wales were alive to the necessity for it to be
included in Mr. Lloyd George's next Budget. (Cheers.)
The Chancellor never made a promise without doing
his best to fulfil it, and he had pledged himself to deal
with this question. (Cheers.)
Mr. Edward M'Hugh then very clearly recited the
history of the movement, and in the course of his address
gave a great deal of information as to the real nature,
objects, and certain effects of the Taxation of Land Values,
and pointed out fallacies of Tariff Reform and Protection.
Mr. W. D. Jones, Chairman of the Anglesey County
Council; Alderman Hugh Thomas, ex-Chairman of the
Anglesey County Council; Mr. Hugh Thomas, jun.,
ex-Mayor of Beaumaris; Mr. E. C. Breeze, Portmadoc;
and Alderman Robert Roberts, of the Carnarvonshire
County Council, and Mr. W. E. Phelps took part in the
subsequent discussion. A resolution similar to the one
carried at Wrexham was adopted.
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CONFERENCE.

HELD AT CARDIFF, 4th

FEBRUARY.

A Welsh National Conference on the Taxation of Land
Values was held at Cory Hall, Cardiff, on Thursday
morning and afternoon, and a public demonstration
in the Park Hall at night. The Conference was convened
by Mr. H. G. C. Allgood on behalf of the United Committee
for the Taxation of Land Values.
Close upon 700 delegates were present from public
bodies, political and trade and labour organisations of
Wales and Monmouthshire.
Mr. ALLGOOD said the circular convening the Conference
had been sent out to 300 local government bodies, trade
organisations, and political associations in Wales, and
in addition to the miners' lodges. Although there had
been sharp divisions of opinion in most of the local bodies,
he had not received an unfavourable reply to the circular.
Many delegates who were unable to be present at the
morning session would be present during the afternoon.
He then read letters regretting inability to be present
from Mr. Sidney Robinson, M.P., Mr. Donald Maclean, M.P.,
and Sir D. Brynmor Jones, K.C., M.P., all of whom
expressed themselves favourable to the taxation of land
values. (Applause.)
" We have friends even in the House of Lords," proceeded Mr. Allgood, and in support of this he read a
communication from Lord St. David's, who wrote :
" I am strongly in favour of the taxation of land values,
and hope it will be introduced as part of the coming Budget."
(Loud applause.)
Mr. Allgood concluded by proposing that Alderman
P. W. Raffan, Monmouthshire County Council, take the
chair, and Mr. Edward McHugh, of the United Committee,
having seconded, the motion was carried, with applause.
Alderman RAFFAN opened the session with an admirable
speech. At the outset he emphasised that they were
met with a definite object in view. He dwelt on Richard
Cobden's advocacy of the taxation of land values 67 years
ago. Cobden's estimate of the result of such a tax then
was 20 million pounds ; Alderman Raffan's estimate of a
similar tax to-day was 50 to 60 millions. They were not,
however, asking Mr. Lloyd George to impose taxation
to that extent. His suggestion was that the Chancellor
of the Exchequer should do what had been done in the
South Wales of Australia, and put a tax of one penny
in the £ on unimproved land values. (Applause.) That,
he estimated, would produce Cobden's 20 million pounds.
But having got that sum for the Imperial Exchequer,
they must go on and secure rating from the same source
for local purposes. (Applause.) The alderman urged
Mr. Lloyd George to take his courage in both hands,
and impose the penny in the £ taxation on land values,
as suggested, and his Budget difficulties would disappear.
(Applause.) There would be no need for the Chancellor
to go on an expedition robbing hen roosts ; all he had
to do was to take some part of the national estate which
rightly belonged to the people. (Applause.)
Mr. EDWARD MCHUGH next described the present
position of the question. They •believed the Chancellor
of the Exchequer would take action in the ensuing Session
of Parliament. They approached this question not as
politicians, however, but as citizens and patriots, who
regarded the land question as the biggest question affecting
the condition of the people. A tax on the value of land,
he reminded his hearers, was not a tax on land, nor a tax
on the product of land, nor upon capital.

The CHAIRMAN, when Mr. McHugh had resumed his
seat, invited the audience to question him on points that
might require elucidation, and a perfect fusillade of queries
was fired at Mr. McHugh. He replied to the fire with
equal readiness. He pointed out that land had no value
in itself. It only became of value when a man appeared
on it. If all the people disappeared from London the
land there would have no value, yet recently a square
inch of land in London was sold for £32 10s.—£32 10s.
for as much land as would cover the tip of an umbrella,
The owner did not give the land that value. People
living in London gave it this value. In Cardiff they had
in the Queen's Hotel a place which used to be let at a
ground rent of £30 a year, but as soon as the lease expired
the ground rent was put up to £600. He did not blame
the landlord for putting up the ground rent if he could
get i t ; his contention was that some of the £600 should
go to the relief of Imperial and local expenditure.
A Just Demand.
The first resolution, moved by the Rev. Principal
Edwards, D.D. (Cardiff), was as follows :—
" That this National Convention of delegates from
the public bodies, political, and trade and labour
organisations of Wales and Monmouthshire is of opinion
that the demand for the taxation of land . values is
fair, just, and equitable, because, 'while the burdens
of rates and taxes have been accumulating upon every
other section of the community, the ground landlords
have not only escaped contributing a fair share from
their unearned increment, but they have constantly
received enhanced rent rolls from the improvements
brought about by the expenditure from Imperial and
local taxation; that the overwhelming influence of
landlordism in one branch of the Legislature has enabled
them as a class to secure undue protection for private
interests which are against the public good; that
this undesirable state of affairs is emphasised by the
fact that while a reliable valuation survey of the land
of the United Kingdom has never at any time been
completed, the House of Lords has recently recorded
its determination to act as an obstacle to all inquiry
by refusing to pass the Scottish Land Valuation Bill;
this Convention, therefore, declares that the time has
arrived when in justice to the majority of the inhabitants
of these islands a tax should be placed upon land values,
and the machinery of the Exchequer used to discover
and record for the public benefit the value of this great
national asset."
..
The Principal contended that they must solve the land
question before they could deal with many other problems,
such, for instance, as the problem presented bv the slums
of the towns.
He went on to Tefer to the difficulty of establishing
industries in Cardiff owing to the exorbitant ground
rents, and exclaimed: " If anything happens to the
coal, God help us in Cardiff." He described the taxation
of land values as a " beautiful hen roost," containing
eggs which it would not be robbery to take, because they
did not really belong to the owner of the hen roost. (Loud
applause.)
Mr. ARNOLD DAVIES (Festiniog) seconded, remarking
that if the ground landlords in his district shared the
burden of local rates equally with the quarry owners
and the workmen, the rates would be about half they
were at present. He regretted the absence of leading
men of Wales from the Convention, and blamed them
for not taking more interest in this important question.
The CHAIRMAN, touching on the latter matter, said
they could have had a platform of leading men as speakers,
but their object had been rather to get at the rank and
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file, hear their views, and secure their co-operation and
enthusiasm. (Applause.)
Mr. DAVID DAVIES (Penarth) supported, in a pithy
speech.
Mr. JAMES WINSTONE (miners' agent), also spoke.
The resolution was carried unanimously.
On resuming after lunch the attendance was larger,
and Mr. Allgood announced a letter of apology from
Mr. Llewelyn Williams, M.P., who expressed himself
favourable to the taxation of land values.
For the Chancellor of the Exchequer.
Mr. W . BRACE. M.P., who was well received, moved
the following resolution :—
" That the Taxation of Land Values would force
into the market—and thus provide a great amount
of employment—much land which is at present lying
idle, being kept so by the holders either for pleasure
or speculative purposes; that concurrent with, and
consequent upon, the tying up of land into large idle
estates, there has grown up in the towns great slum
areas which have given urgency to the housing of the
working classes question, and the forcing of more land
into use would go far to solve that problem ; that in
rural districts more available land would make the
calling of the farmer more remunerative, and would
tend to keep upon the land that large agricultural
class which is fast dwindling through drift to the towns,
and is by competition in urban centres making harder
the lot of the labouring classes ; how much the productive qualities of the land have been running to
waste has recently been shown by the report of the
Commission upon Afforestation ; it, therefore, becomes
the duty of the Government to take every step to force
useful but idle land into use, and the Taxation of Land
Values appears to be one means to that end."
The Member for South Glamorgan referred to the
Taxation of Land Values as a means of coming to close grips
with land reform. It would be no use, he said, introducing a measure of law at this juncture with the special
interests affected strongly entrenched in one of the Legislative Chambers, but they would ask the Chancellor of
the Exchequer to use the Budget. (Applause.) Barry
had grown up after an expenditure of an enormous amount
of capital and labour, yet the people who had most benefited
from the developments of Barry contributed nothing
to the rates. All they paid was the Is. in the £ incometax. In Penarth, there was but one freeholder. At
the end of the 99 years' lease granted them the people
of Penarth, after bearing taxes all along the line and
making payments to the ground landlord, would lose
their property, which would pass b y right of law to the
owner of the ground. (Shame.) The time had come
when this matter must be dealt with. (Applause.) To
those who argued " Y o u cannot break a bargain you
have entered into," he said, No bargain can be fair
unless the contracting parties stood upon an equality
for bargaining purposes. (Applause.)
A Disused Quarry and a Public Park.
Mr. GEORGE THOMAS (Barry) seconded, and the resolution was supported b y Mr. Hamilton (Pontypool),
Mr. Harris (Abertillery), Mr. Beddoe Rees (Cardiff),
Mr. Gill (Abertillery), and Mr. Southall (Newport), with
speeches that indicated earnestness and strong conviction.
Several local instances of the enhanced value of land
through the expenditure of the people were given. Mr.
Harris, for instance, stated that at Abertillery a disused
quarry had become worth £500 an acre for building purposes.
The landlord got the benefit of all this, while the people
paid for the street-making, sanitary improvements, &c.

Mr. Beddoe Rees again mentioned the gift of land for
a park at Cardiff by Lord Bute. The land adjacent was
agricultural, let at £3 or £4 an acre, but after the people
of Cardiff had spent £100,000 on the land given them
by Lord Bute in converting it into a park, the adjoining
land became in demand for building purposes, and its
value rose from £3 or £4 to £80 an acre. Some of that
enhanced value ought, he contended, to go to the relief
of the people who had spent the £100,000.
This resolution was also carried unanimously.
Committee Formed.
Dr. GOMER LEWIS (Swansea), in a humorous speech,
in which he contended it was time they stopped passing
resolutions and carried them out, moved the last resolution as follows :—
" That the continued growth of national and local
expenditure for Imperial safety, social reforms, and
local comfort and improvement, has made an increase
of revenue a necessity ; that, to put the further burden
of new taxation upon the tradespeople, the middle and
working classes would be unfair, those sections of the
community having reached the limit of wise taxation,
their relief from these burdens is very necessary ; that
the ground landlords being in possession of what theoretically belongs to the State, and having in the course
of time failed to carry out obligations which were
originally attached to the land, should now be called
upon by the Government to contribute a full and fair
quota to Imperial and Ircal taxation ; that copies of
this and foregoing resolut: ons, signed by -the chairman
and convener, be sent to the Prime Minister, the Chancellor of the Exchequer, and the Members of Parliament
for Wales and Monmouthshire ; that a representative
committee be formed to keep in touch and act in conjunction with the United Committee for the Taxation
of Land Values (London) to report from time to time
to the public bodies and organisations represented
in this Convention; and that a deputation be sent
to the Chancellor of the Exchequer from this Convention
to represent its views."
Mr. HUGHES (Cymmer Colliery, Porth) seconded, and
the resolution having been supported by Mr. Thomas
Evans (miners' agent, Rhondda) and others, was carried.
A vote of thanks to the chairman, and the appointment
of a local committee and deputation, concluded a most
interesting and successful Convention.

DUMFRIES

CONFERENCE.

Saturday, 20th February.
The following circular convening the Conference was
issued early in February :—
LAND VALUES AND THE BUDGET.
Important Conference to be Held in Dumfries on Saturday,
February 20th, 1909, at 3 p.m.
DJ:AR SIR,

We, the undersigned, being ratepayers in the County and Burghs
of Dumfries, in conjunction with the United Committee for the
Taxation of Land Values (London), respectfully invite you to
attend a Conference on the Taxation and Eating of Land Values, to
be held in the GREYFRIARS' HALL, DUMFRIES, on Saturday, the
20th of February, 1909, at 3 p.m.
THE OBJECT OF THE CONFERENCE.—The object of this Conference,
which will be attended by exponents who have made a special study
of the subject, is to consider the proposal now before the country
to include the valuation and taxation of land, apart from buildings
and improvements, in this year's Budget. It is desired to discuss
this important question from a non-party standpoint, in its relation
both to Imperial and Local Taxation, and to remove, if possible,
some of the misconceptions with which the question is surrounded.
In view of the wide-spread desire for information in connection
with this matter, it is hoped that the Conference will be productive,
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not only of full and fair discussion, but also of further enlightenment
as to the objects and effects of a reform which so intimately concerns
the taxpayers and ratepayers of the County.
OUB PRESENT SYSTEM.—Under our present system of Taxation
and Rating, unused land is exempt from Local Rates and National
Taxation. The owners of unused agricultural, building, and
mineral lands escape altogether the payment of rates and taxes.
By this exemption, labour, enterprise, and industry are crippled with
additional burdens ; special facilities are thus afforded for divorcing
the people from the soil, and keeping separate the primary factors
of wealth production, thus causing bad trade and unemployment.
ID. IN THE £.—It has been estimated that a Budget tax of Id.
in the pound on the capital value of land apart from improvements
will yield a revenue of about £20,000,000 without adding one farthing
to the burdens of farming, shopkeeping, or manufacturing, or in
any degree taxing the energy or enterprise of the working members
of the community. Nay, more, the taxation or rating of land values
will make it possible to actually relieve labour and capital from the
manifold burdens which are at present crippling them. As the
late Prime Minister said :—" The more the burden of rating can be
transferred from, private industry and improvements to this publicly
created wealth, the better it will be for us. . . . Our present
system acts in restraint of trade just as much as a high tariff system,
and to the extent that we can amend it we shall be helping to free trade,
to increase the supply of house accommodation, to promote the ordered
expansion of towns, and to relieve the congestion at the centre."

The following have promised to attend the Conference:—

Taxation of Land Values
numbers amongst its supporters distinguished men of all shades
of political opinion, including the late highly-esteemed Provost
Glover of Dumfries. No movement of modern times has made
such rapid and solid progress. The principle has been repeatedly
accepted by the House of Commons. It has secured a substantial
majority in a Conservative as well as in a Liberal Parliament.
Even the House of Lords have been unable to withhold their endorsement of the principle. Most of our leading municipalities urgently
press for its application.
Why then is it so long delayed ? Misconception as to its objects
on the one hand, and failure to appreciate the importance of its
effects on the other hand, are, we believe, mainly responsible for
the delay. It will be the special object of this Conference to try
and clear up knotty points, and answer the difficulties of bonafi.de doubters.
THE ANNAN DISTRICT WATER SCHEME.—We have been asked
to call the special attention of this Conference to the case of the
Annan District Water Scheme, which affords so excellent an
illustration of the Land Values Question, from the ratepayers'
point of view.
Whatever may have been the aims of the promoters of this scheme
(which we have no desire to call in question), the ultimate effect
of it is beyond doubt. The scheme involves a very large expenditure of ratepayers' money which, in common with all other such
improvements, must ultimately increase the value, and consequently
the rents, of the land thereby affected. It is surely obvious that
such an expenditure of public money, which goes directly to enhance
the value of land, is only tolerable on the condition that the public
should share in that enhanced value which they themselves have
created.
THE N E W STANDARD OP RATING.—The ratepayers' interests may
be safeguarded in such cases as these by adopting the value of land
(apart from improvements) as the standard of rating.
From the point of view of providing this new rating standard,
the present Budget proposal is of great importance to ratepayers,
because it will prepare the way for rating on land values by providing
a uniform national valuation of land, and so relieve local authorities
of the expense they would otherwise have to incur in making the
valuation themselves. I t will also form a precedent for the raising
of local revenue on the same basis.
THE ORIGIN AND GROWTH OF LAND VALUES.—It is an axiom
of political economy that the value attaching to land, as distinct
from the value of buildings and other improvements, arises from
the presence and growth of population, and public expenditure.
In other words, it is the demand of people for the use of land—
the primary raw material from which alone food, clothing, shelter,
and wealth in all its forms can be produced—that originates,
maintains, and increases land values.
The Taxation of Land Values will be the effective means of securing
that all land shall be put to its appropriate and best use. It will
thus solve the most fundamental of sooial problems ; promote public
morality, and a just and fair distribution of wealth and of public
burdens.
We earnestly commend the subject to the favourable consideration
of our fellow-citizens in Dumfriesshire, and hope they will join in
a National demand that the Taxation of Land Values shall be included
in this year's Budget.
Invitations to attend this Conference are being issued to all holding
official positions in the County and Burghs, and to all representative
men in Dumfriesshire.

WM. J . HALLIDAY (Provost of Lochmaben),
MATTHEW M'IVER (Sanquhar Parish
Council),

E. G. Hemmerde, K.C., M.P. (East Denbigh); Joseph
Fels, Esq. (London); Ex-Bailie Peter Burt (Glasgow) ;
Alderman Raffan, J. P. (Vice-Chairman Monmouth
County Council); Charles J. Cawood, Esq. (York) ;
James Busby, Esq. (Glasgow); and Francis Neilson,
Esq. (Shropshire).
(Signed) WILLIAM BARBER, J . P . (Convener of
the Finance Committee of Dumfriesshire County Council, and Chairman
of Dumfriesshire Liberal Association),
JOHN BELL, J . P . (Dornock Parish
Council),
H A R R Y LLEWELYN DAVIES,

J.P.,

W. A. DINWIDDIE, J . P . (Chairman of
Dumfries Burghs Liberal Association),
THOMAS N. EASTON (Provost of Langholm) ,
T. H . FOSTER, J . P . (Bailie of Annan),
SAMUEL GIBSON,
JOSEPH JARDINE,

THE PROGRESS OF THE MOVEMENT.—The

ANDREW

MACKIE,

•

J.P.

(Dumfries

County Council),
WM. R . MATHIESON (Chairman Kirkconnel Parish Council),
W. S. PEEBLES (Annan School Board),
JAMES THOMSON, J . P . ,
DAVID TWEEDIE,

THOMAS WAUGH (Provost of Sanquhar).
For the United Committee for the Taxation of Land
Values,
JOHN PAUL

Communications
G.

(Secretary).

should be addressed to

T. HENDRIE,

ESQ.,

35, Buccleuch Street, Dumfries.
REPORT

OF

THE

PROCEEDINGS

A Conference of ratepayers in the county and burghs of
Dumfries, convened b y the Newbie Liberals, in conjunction
with a number of prominent Liberals throughout the county
and the United Committee for the Taxation of Land Values
(London), was held in Greyfriars' Hall, Dumfries, on
Saturday afternoon, February 20th, when the principal
speakers were Mr. E. G. Hemmerde, K.C., M.P. for East
Denbigh, and ex-Bailie P. Burt, Glasgow, Alderman Raffan,
Mr. Francis Neilson, and Mr. Joseph Fels. There was an
attendance of about a hundred gentlemen, representative
of all parts of Dumfriesshire, and amongst those present
was Major General Graham of Mossknow, who took part
in the discussion.
Mr. Harry Llewelyn Davies, of the United Committee,
was appointed Chairman. Among the others present were
Mr. E. G. Hemmerde, M.P., Mr. Joseph Fels, Alderman
Raffan (Vice-Chairman Monmouth County Council), Mr.
Chas. J. Cawood, Mr. Francis Neilson, Mr. G. T. Hendrie,
Mr. Norman M'Lennan, ex-Bailie Burt, and Mr. James
Busby, Secretary of the Scottish League.
. The Chairman intimated several apologies. Mr. J. W.
Gulland, M.P. for Dumfries Burghs, wrote :—
" I am sorry that other engagements prevent me from
attending the Conference on Saturday. There is a strong
and growing feeling amongst men of all parties that the
Taxation of Land Values would be a fair and successful
method of stimulating industry and decreasing unemploy-
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ment as well as of providing necessary revenue. I hope
that the result of the deliberations of the Conference will
be to show that the public bodies and public men of Dumfriesshire concur in that view. Yours faithfully,
" JOHN W .

A firm in Worcestershire wanted land to develop his
business, but he could not get the land at anv price, because
the landowner was holding back for a rise. As a result
the whole of these works were removed to another district
altogether. This man's piece of land which he would not
sell was then valuable. Now it had become merely waste
land, and the district was largely depopulated owing to
the fact that this manufacturer could not get land to enable
him to extend his factory.

GULLAND.

The CHAIRMAN, having indicated that the Conference
was promoted on non-party lines, proceeded to justify
the inclusion of the late Provost Glover as a supporter of
the Taxation of Land Values in the circular convening
the Conference. This had been disputed in certain quarters,
and he quoted answers which Mr. Glover gave at his first
meeting in Annan in reply to questions which he himself
addressed to him, in which he admitted that he had declared
in favour of the Taxation of Land Values, and especially
in the case of urban districts. (Cheers.)
Illustrations at Milldamhead.
They had a local illustration in the Burgh of Dumfries,
which would put the whole case of land values in a nutshell.
These was a park at Milldamhead advertised for sale at
£1,050. The rental of that property was £15 per annum.
There was other land at Milldamhead rented at £7 per
annum, and the upset price for selling was £350. There
was also a piece of valuable bog ground let at £2 per annum,
and it was offered for sale at the upset price of £460. Their
point was that these pieces of land were not assessed
on the marketable value of the land, but on the ridiculously
low figures which he had mentioned. (Cheers.)
Land Values and the Budget.
Mr. HEMMERDE, who was received with cheers, said
when they began this Parliament they attempted to get
the land of Scotland valued apart from improvements,
and they were told by the House of Lords it could not
be done. They pointed out that it had already been
done in America and in their Colonies, and sent the Bill
back to the Lords, with the result they all knew. A frontal
attack had failed, and they were now trying other methods ;
they proposed, by means of the Budget, to impose a small
tax upon land values. It might be a very small tax,
but it would provide them with the machinery to get a
complete valuation of the land, and having got that
valuation made, they could then direct their local authorities
to use that valuation for local purposes. It was estimated
that a Budget tax of a penny on the £ on the value of all
land would bring into the Treasury £21,000,000 a year.
They must bear in mind that this land tax would not be
a new tax, but a substitutive tax. There were certain
taxes which the Government were pledged to remove—
for instance, the sugar tax, which nobody wanted, and the
tea tax, which was increased owing to the war. There
was the house tax, which was a thoroughly bad tax, because
it limited the number of houses. A tax on land, on the
other hand, would increase the number of houses ; and
in the long run it would bear hardly upon no class of the
community. .The people they would get at would be
those who were putting into their own pockets what had
been described as " the stored energy of the people" ;
the people who were simply holding up land for speculative
purposes. These people were of no use to the country,
and they Were people to whom they did not need to be
particularly tender.
Crippling Industry.
A landowner in Liverpool not many years ago had a .
piece of land which was rented at £19 a year. Liverpool
grew, and the land was built upon ; and now he was
receiving £17,000 a year for that piece of ground. That
man contributed nothing whatever to the rates of Liverpool,
and that was not the worst part of it. The people of
Liverpool contributed more because he contributed less.

;

Small Holdings.
Two Small Holding Bills were brought before Parliament.
One of them had the effect of increasing the price of land,
and it was passed ; and the other was not. Thirty thousand
people in England applied for small holdings ; but immediately the Act came into operation land for small holdings
went up from £1 to £3, £4, and £5 per acre, and how could
small holdings work under such a system as that ? The
result was that rural life was almost standing still. It was
said that the rural districts were being depopulated because
people did not find sufficient excitement in the country.
He did not believe a word of it. This was mainly an
economic question. The housing in the rural districts was
scandalous. In his own constituency, largely an industrial
one, the people made good wages, and were able to build
their own houses if they could get the land. Land was
rented at about £1 -an acre, but if they went to buy a piece
of land they were asked from £800 to £1,100 per acre.
The result was they could not buy the land and could not
build. The result was that these men, earning decent
wages, lived in houses which were a disgrace to the whole
community. Not only were the houses bad, but there were
not enough of them. Young people could not get houses
when they wanted to get married ; and this was a state of
affairs that tended to increase immorality. They were
promised a Housing Bill and a Town Planning Bill •„ but
he did not believe that they would accomplish much good
unless they could get land at decent prices. They should
have only one value for land, and not one value for selling
and another for rating. If an owner declared that his
piece of land was worth £1,000 they wotild. rejoice, because
it would bring in more rates. If it was worth less they would
still rejoice, because they would have less to pay when they
bought it. With increased rates and lower prices for land,
they would be in a better position to develop their industries ;
and he argued that if people had to pay the same, on the
value of slum property in the cities as property put to the
best use the slums would disappear.
They heard
talk of over-production in the towns ; but what really
was at the root of the matter was under-production in the
rural districts. People were driven into the towns because
they could not develop their lives and fortunes in the
country. We ought to do everything we could to encourage
industry in all directions, and increase the productivity of
the country. If they were to do that they would at the
same time increase the productivity of the towns. Mr.
Hemmerde proceeded to deal with arguments that the
Taxation of Land Values would injure the friendly societies
and be detrimental to small holders, and he demonstrated
that the opposite would be the case. The land tax in
New Zealand, he pointed out, had resulted in the subdivision of land and a consequent enormous increase of
the produce of the land. The tax on land values was
absolutely fair, and, like no other tax, it would do k great
amount of indirect good ; and for these two reasons he
urged upon them to call upon the Government to grapple
with this question and carry out this great reform.
DISCUSSION WITH A LANDOWNER.
The Land that has no Value—perhaps!
Major-General GRAHAM, who occupied a front seal,
and had followed the proceedings with close interest,
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said : Gentlemen,—To get the matter through, I am a
proprietor of some waste land, and I would like to know
what to do with it. I don't think it would be right to
tax it.
Mr. HEMMERDE : What sort of waste land ?
General GRAHAM : Land of no value.
Mr. HEMMERDE : If it is of no value, then the tax would
not hit it.
General GRAHAM; : I understood that you proposed that
all land should be taxed ?
Mr. HEMMERDE said he knew of a case of waste land
rated at 4s. and 5s. an acre, and when the town bought
it, they had to pay £1,000 per acre. They would like to
know if this piece of waste land had any rateable value.
General GRAHAM : No. It does not produce anything.
Mr. HEMMERDE : Could it produce anything ?
General GRAHAM : No. I want to know what to do
with it. I understand you proposed that the whole of
land should be taxed ?
Mr. HEMMERDE :

Certainly.

General GRAHAM : And that all land has a value ?
Ex'-Bailie BURT, Glasgow : Would you give it to anybody who wanted it ?
General GRAHAM :

No.

Mr. HEMMERDE : We could get the surveyor of taxes
to have a value put upon it.
General GRAHAM : I would say it was valueless. It
does not produce anything.
Mr. HEMMERDE : It must have some value, or you
would not wish to keep it.
General GRAHAM : I like to look at it.
Ex-Bailie BURT : Suppose somebody else was prepared
to do something to get looking at it, would you let them
have it ?
,
General GRAHAM : N o ; I like to look at it.
Waste Land and Small Holdings.
Mr. DICKIE, of the " Standard," said he knew of a piece
of land which had no value in the hands of the proprietor.
It was moss land, from which peats had been cast, and
was lying waste. A number of industrious men got
possession of it, and they converted this piece of land,
which was lying in rushes, water-logged, and growing whin,
into a very nice group of small holdings, which to-day
produced crops of potatoes, corn, and also pasture. Probably Jhere was more land of the same kind in the county,
which only wanted to be put into the hands of people
who would develop it.
Mr. NEILSON (addressing General Graham) : May I ask
whether you have ever received an offer for any of this
waste land ?
General GRAHAM : N o .

Mr. FELS : Would
General GRAHAM :
I don't want to part
Mr. FELS : Would
General GRAHAM :
Mr. FELS : Would
centre of it ?
General GRAHAM :

you take £1 per acre for it ?
No. It does not produce anything.
with it.
you take £2 per acre ?
I don't want to sell it.
you take £5 an acre for a plot in the
No.

Mr. FELS : Would you take £20 ?
General GRAHAM : I don't want to sell it.
ME. FELS : Then, it has a value ?
General GRAHAM : I understood you wanted to tax all
land, and the value of land is what it will produce.
The CHAIRMAN (interrupting) : It looks as if we are going
to have a deal here. Mr. Fels is on for buying land.
He has bought land already to give work to people who
are unemployed. It is fairly well established that, while
this piece of waste land is not producing anything, it
seems to have some value to General Graham.
Mr. W. BARBER, of Tererran : I am sure everyone here

must be of the same mind with regard to the excellent
speech we have just heard from Mr. Hemmerde. I came
here as a seeker after knowledge, and I confess that Mr.
Hemmerde has put before us a most convincing argument
for the position he is supporting.
Increasing the Gamekeepers.
Mr. NEILSON said he could give an instance of how
a water scheme affected the ratepayers of Wolverhampton.
The Water District Committee laid a pipe through the
estate of Colonel Kenyon-Slaney, and he got an extra
£10,000 out of the ratepayers of Wolverhampton for the
depreciation of the estate. But they actually found that
the land had not depreciated at all, for the farmers had to
pay just as much rent as before. If they had had the
Taxation of Land Values before that water scheme was
laid down, they would have had the land for their pumping
stations, &c., at a much cheaper rate.
In Shropshire expenditure had been largely increased,
and he did not find that the great landowners discharged
many gamekeepers. In fact during the past 20 years they
had engaged more and more gamekeepers. Mr. Neilson
spoke of the great difficulty of securing small holdings in
Shropshire, in consequence of the landlords asking a large
price when they were going to sell, and at the same time
paying a very small rate. What the Conference was,
however, more concerned about was the means by which
it would be possible for people who wanted land to get it
at reasonable prices.
General GRAHAM : They have no difficulty in getting it.
Mr. FELS : I want to buy some of yours.
General GRAHAM : I don't want to sell it.
A Glasgow Illustration.
Ex-Bailie BURT said this was essentially an economic
question. It was said that the rural depopulation was due
to the attractions of city life as compared with the country
life. They knew that hundreds of thousands of people
were leaving this w>untry to go to the backwoods of Canada
and the prairies of America, and to cultivate the unclaimed
land in our Colonies. These people did not appear to be
seeking city life. They appeared to be seeking a reasonable
opportunity of making a decent living. That was what
we wanted in the country. He did not believe that the
country was over-populated at all. They had some waste
lands, such as had been referred to, about Glasgow. The
Houston Moss was nothing but waste land. It was drained,
and it had been turned into a magnificent farm by the
Corporation of Glasgow, and it was now bringing in £3 and
£5 per acre, and the Corporation were making it pav.
Perhaps there was some of that same waste land in Dumfriesshire.
General GRAHAM : I would let it to Glasgow in a moment.
Ex-Bailie BURT : Yes, you would let it to anybody who
would improve it for you and hand it back to you.
" Plunder" by the Duke of Montrose.
They did not want to introduce the names of individuals
into this question, but certain individuals had raised the
question themselves, and they had got to reply. The people
of Glasgow wished to extend their water supply at Loch
Katrine, and had to make use of apiece of waste land there.
He did not suppose any sane man would offer for this land
more than a ^shilling per acre per annum. It supported
some Highland cattle and a number of sheep, but he never
saw anything else on it. But seeing that the land was
required for public purposes it might have been thought
that they would be expected to pay 40 years' purchase,
and add 10 per cent, compensation for compulsory
purchase. That would work out at 42s. per acre, but the
Duke of Montrose actually refused £72 per acre.
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General GRAHAM : Quite right.
Ex-Bailio BURT : Of course he was quite right. I should
have done the same thing—if the people of Glasgow were
so foolish as to pay it to me. •
General GRAHAM : W h y blame him, then ?
Ex-Bailie BURT : I am not blaming him. I am only telling
the story. (Great laughter.)
The Duke of Montrose is
perfectly right, but for the people of Scotland t o allow
him to do this, I say it is monstrous.
At this stage General Graham left the meeting, explaining
that he had to go to catch a train.
Ex-Bailie BURT (continuing) said that on the occasion
of the annual trip t o Loch Katrine, following upon the
Corporation dinner, a discussion took place with the factor •
of the Duke of Montrose as to the rate Glasgow charged
to outside burghs for supplying them with water, and, of
course, outside burghs were charged a higher rate than the
inhabitants of Glasgow. The factor observed that t h e
Corporation were making an excellent profit by selling
the water t o t h e surrounding districts, and thought
he should have a bigger share of t h e plunder.
Within 12 months afterwards it was intimated that the
Duke proposed t o give feus for building purposes on the
shores of Lock Katrine. Of course, t o have villas there,
and ppssibly sewage going into the loch, was something
which t h e Commissioners could not contemplate. The
result was that a n appeal was made, and the Duke of
Montrose had t o be paid £25,000 additional plunder for
giving up the right to feu. It was quite possible that the
Duke never really intended t o have villas there, and
was only anxious to get a little more of the plunder.
£551,760 an Acre.
Take another Glasgow illustration from the very heart
of this great centre of industrial activity. A few years ago
the buildings of Stewart and Macdonald, in Buchanan
Street, jutted a few feet into the footway, and the Corporation asked that firm what they would take t o set new
buildings back a few feet to the regular building line.
Eventually the Corporation paid £8,00(P—at the rate of
£114 per square yard, or over half a million pounds an
acre—to Stewart and Macdonald to go back a few feet to
make the footpath wider.
I t was not fair to allow these men to walk off with all
that plunder. I t was not common sense, and i t only
required t o be stated for one to- see the absurdity of it.
I t was said that if they had a land tax the landlord would
put it on the tenant. H e would be quite willing to run
the risk. Let them try. H e thought they were putting
it on to the tenant as much as they could just now. The
great advantage of this tax was that, in his opinion, it was
a tax that could not be shifted. It was the consumer of
land values who paid. Once people realised the financial
and economic advantages t o be gained by means of the
land tax, h e believed that nothing would resist their
demands.
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An Object-Lesson in Essex.
Mr. FELS described how he had transformed a piece of
waste land in Essex into plots which provided a living
for 200 people—60 men, the balance women and children.
H e stated that four years ago he purchased 630 acres,
for which h e paid £7 10s. per acre. He established 21
small holdings of five acres each. He had there one o f .
the finest French gardens in Great Britain, and h e had
also hot-houses where he grew melons, which brought
5s. each in Covent Garden. When he proposed t o buy
more land, he was told he would have to pay £14 per acre,
and the land within a four mile radius had been raised in
price to that extent. Yet since he bought that land there
was no improvement, except what he had made by bringing
these 200 people there. That was a rise of 40 per cent.,
and he thought that increase in the value belonged really
to him, because he was the only person who had increased
the population there. If he had sat down and looked at
that land, as only Generals could afford t o do, the land
would not have increased in value. But the increased
value belonged not to him, but to the people.
Where the Danger lay.
Mr. THOMAS BINNIE, Edinburgh, referred to Mr. Barber's
point as t o the paying off of gamekeepers. He said it
had always beat him t o understand how anyone who
conscientiously improved property should be antagonistic
to the Taxation of Land Values. The more you put into
the land in the way of improvements, and the more conscientiously you fulfilled your duty to land, the less in proportion t o the revenue you derived would the Taxation
of the Land Value become. Of course, if you allowed
land t o lie waste, the greater would be the proportion
y o u would have t o pay. At the present time land was
not taxed ; i t was in reality only the use that it was put
to that was t a x e d ; and it was there the danger, t h e
trouble, and the abomination of it lay. The taxation was
on the industry that was exercised on the land. The
change they wanted to see was to put the t a x on the land
itself, and free the industry.
Mr. NORMAN M'LENNAN, Newbie, moved the following
resolution : " That this Conference urges the Government
to make a substantial beginning with the Taxation of Land
Values in the Budget for this year."
Dean M'KERROW, Dumfries, seconded, and the resolution was unanimously carried.
The Conference then concluded.
A successful public meeting was held in the evening,
when the resolution adopted at the Conference was unanimously passed.
Mr. Davies presided, and the speakers were, besides the
Chairman, Messrs. Hemmerde, Raffan, Cawood, and Neilson.
A vote of thanks was accorded the speakers, t o which
Mr. Hemmerde replied. A vote of thanks to the Chairman
terminated the proceedings.
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