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date “Jan. 25, 189?” last digit damaged.

p10: “ballet” (for ballot) is faint, check scan; second “1750” in the Vinton speech is probably a wrong

date.
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p14: “Sunday, February 6”, February 6, 1890 was a Thursday. “an entire country” possibly “county”;

“Mowatt” for Mowat. One line under the Concord Co-operative Printing Co. card printed upside
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II end date “December [30?], 1887”, the last 1887 issue would be Dec. 31.

p16: a pasted-on dealer’s label (mirror offset “…Devonshire st”) lies across the Single Tax Library list in

c2, hiding authors and page counts of entries 10–26 (marked [illegible], 20 marks).
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NO. 164—VOL. VII, NO. 8.

NEW YORK, WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 19, 1890.

PRICE FIVE CENTS

p. 1, col. 1

HENRY GEORGE, EDITOR AND PROPRIETOR.

Published Every Wednesday at

NO. 12 UNION SQUARE NEW YORK CITY.

Entered at the post office in New York as second class matter.

TERMS:

ONE YEAR . . . . . . . . . . $2 50

SIX MONTHS . . . . . . . . . 1 25

Advertising thirty cents per agate line.

All letters and communications should be addressed and all checks and drafts be made payable to “The Standard.”

When ordering change of address send old as well as new address.

The correct filling of orders is evidence of receipt of remittance.

“The Standard” is an exponent of the principles and a weekly record of important facts affecting social problems

and national politics. It especially advocates the following great reforms:

THE SINGLE TAX. This means the abolition of all taxes on labor or the products of labor, that is to say, the abolition of all taxes

save one tax levied on the value of land irrespective of improvements.

FREE TRADE. Not “tariff reform,” but real free trade; that is, as perfect freedom of trade with all the world as now exists

between the states of our union.

BALLOT REFORM. No humbug envelope system; but the real Australian system, the first requisite of which is the exclusive use

at elections of official ballots furnished by the state and prepared and cast by the voter in compulsory secrecy.

Sample copies sent free on application.

THE STANDARD

THE STANDARD.
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Induction is the name by which electricians describe the quality that enables a primary current in one coil of wire

to induce a powerful current in another coil, not only not in contact with the first, but carefully insulated from it.

There seems to be a similar power of induction in ideas, and this power has of late been potential in spreading our

doctrines among people far removed from the direct influence of the single tax movement. An illustration of this

tendency is found in an article by William A. Phillips, entitled “The New English Invasion,” in Belford’s Magazine

for February. Mr. Phillips sees in the purchase of American business enterprises by English syndicates, and

especially in the purchase of American land by English individuals and corporations, a danger more serious than

that which menaced us when the British armies under Howe and Clinton invaded Massachusetts. He describes the

new movement as “a fresh invasion of aliens who seek to derive revenues in the shape of rents from the United

States.” In response to the argument that the introduction of foreign capital will hasten the development of

American progress, and that its profits are the legitimate; fruitssic of capital invested, Mr. Phillips says,3:

Many nations have wisely forbidden aliens from owning and controlling a foot of their soil. The ownership

of land is of two kinds: that of the man who owns and lives in his house or who holds and cultivates his

fields, and that of the absentee or landlord owner. Land tenure indissolubly connected with its occupancy

and use is one thing, and land tenure existing merely as a source of dignity and power in addition to the

revenue, is quite another. Where the absentee landlord is permitted to buy land, as the transaction is called,

he merely pays a certain sum of money for the privilege of exacting perpetual revenue from those who are

to use it. He also acquires with it an interest in the growth, population and labor of the country, which

constantly add, as they are developed, to the nominal price of what he calls his property, and to the annual

revenues to be derived from it.

Mr. Phillips tells the familiar story of the wrongs inflicted on Ireland by alien landlordism, and he cites the case of

“Lord” Scully, who derives $100,000 a year from his Illinois estates, and is beginning to draw a handsome revenue

from the great tracts of land he has since acquired in Kansas; for the use of which tenant farmers are beginning to

compete, now that emigrants can no longer obtain free land. Mr. Phillips dwells upon the fact that Mr. Scully lives

in London, but he has evidently a dim consciousness that this is a matter of slight consequence to those who pay

him for the privilege of working, for he himself remarks: “It may be said it is a matter of no moment whether the

man who exacts the revenue or rent from the cultivator lives in New York or in London,” but, he continues, “as it is

the purpose of this article to deal with alien landlords, it is not necessary to enter into the discussion of absentee

landlordism among natives.”

Of course this is true, so far as the immediate purpose of Mr. Phillips’s article is concerned, but the remark just

quoted shows that he vaguely sees that it will be necessary to go further when we come to consider the graver

problem that lies beyond, and ask why it is that industrious farmers in Kansas must pay any man, either in

London or New York, for the privilege of raising crops in that sparsely 
p. 1, col. 3
settled state. Mr. Phillips apparently considers the existing system of land tenure permanent, and he probably has

no interest in or sympathy with the single tax movement. Nevertheless, he clearly sees the difference between

landlordism and permanantsic occupancy for actual use, and such phrases as “when the absentee landlord is

permitted to buy land, as the transaction is called,” show that his doubts go to the very foundation of the existing

system. He points out clearly the fundamental wrong of landlordism when he declares that the landlord as such—

EDITORIAL.

Sic in the original; probably “legitimate fruits”.
Sic in the original; probably “invested. Mr. Phillips says”.
Sic in the original; probably “permanent”.
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that is, the mere owner as distinguished from the user of land—“merely pays a certain sum of money for the

privilege of exacting perpetual revenue from those who use it,” and “also acquires with it an interest in the growth,

population and labor of the country, which constantly add, as they are developed, to the nominal price of what he

thus calls his property, and to the annual revenues to be derived from it.” The italics are our own, but the phrase is

suggestive, and if Mr. Phillips were engaged in the child’s game of “Hot Buttered Blue-beans,” we should say he

was getting very “warm” indeed in his search for the cause of the evils he is attacking.

His description of “Lord” Scully’s operations in Kansas shows the very genesis of landlordism. Mr. Scully some

time ago invested some of the profits from his Illinois estates in large tracts of land in Kansas, for which he paid

three or four dollars an acre. “So long as immigrants could get public land as a homestead,” says Mr. Phillips, “they

were not likely to accept Mr. Scully’s leases. Now, however, the case is different, and these lands are being occupied

and cultivated by a tenant-farming community,” and are estimated to be worth from $15 to $50 an acre. All

improvements, such as they are, are made at the expense of the tenant. In consideration of this the tenant pays the

first year only the taxes on the land. Next year he pays usually two dollars an acre, and the rent increases annually

until the end of the lease, when, without compensation to the tenants for improvements, the property is

surrendered to the landlord. The leases run from five to seven years, and sometimes for a longer term, and during

the last year of their continuance Mr. Scully usually receives a rent equal to the original purchase price. What

service has he rendered to entitle him to this reward? He purchased the land and held it for a time when there was

no demand for it. That, however, was necessary in order that the area of free land should be restricted and the

tenant farmers be forced to hire his land. This certainly was not a public service. From that time on, the tenants

did everything and Mr. Scully did nothing but rob them under the forms and with the sanction of law. It is

robbery, as plain and undisguised as would be a demand on these farmers by a band of Apache Indians for an

equal tribute under penalty of massacre, and the study of the subject naturally raises some strange doubts and

questionings in the mind of a writer like Mr. Phillips.

From another western state, bordering on Kansas, comes a protest, warmed by righteous wrath and pointed with

invective, which we reprint elsewhere. It is an editorial article from the St. Joseph 
p. 1, col. 4
Gazette, and it not only describes the tactics of the land grabber in that prosperous Missouri city, but it goes

further and hints at the remedy, which is to be found in a radical revision of the existing taxing system, by which

industry and thrift are fined, and operations like those of Mr. Scully are encouraged and promoted. The Gazette

gives no evidence that it has ever considered or even heard of the single tax movement, but its description of the

existing situation differs in no particular from that which might have been penned by the most enthusiastic of

single taxers.

More notable still is the language of Judge Collins of Chicago, who last week overruled the objections of the

multi-millionaire, Mrs. Hettie Green, and others to the sale of a tract of land in that city to the Grant locomotive

works. “The judge,” says a newspaper dispatch, “characterized the objectors as dogs in the manger.” When the

current phrases of the single tax men begin to drop from the lips of judges on the bench the progress of

propaganda by induction is most gratifying.

Let us, however, in the pleasure with which we view the results obtained by this process, not forget that the

maintenance of the primary current is essential to the continuance of the induced current. The direct effort in
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behalf of the single tax should be pressed forward with renewed vigor because of the many proofs we are

constantly receiving of the rapid spread of our ideas in quarters where their presence was not looked for.

The work is going steadily on, but there ought to be a new impulse to carry it forward more rapidly. The

opportunities offered by recent events ought not to be neglected.

One work of great importance deserves, and ought to receive, a more vigorous and liberal support than has been

given it. That is the work of the single tax enrolment committee. No one not familiar with the facts can appreciate

the full importance of this work. The committee was formed at a time when the organized single tax movement

was languishing and apparently falling to pieces. The petition was devised, not so much with a view to its effect on

congress, as because of the opportunity it would offer for finding our friends and bringing them together. In this it

has had a wonderful success and the result has been that hundreds of single tax clubs have sprung into existence

and thousands of tracts have been circulated. The growing body of “workers” now numbering over two thousand,

is well worth all the effort the committee has put forth, and those who really use the petition have found its

presentation a most effective introduction to successful propaganda work.

Nearly the whole expense of this essentially national work has been borne by a few people in and around New

York city. This was felt not to be fair to our local workers here, and the committee made an appeal last year for

contributions from the country at large. The response has fallen a thousand dollars short of the necessary

expenses of continuing the work in hand through the present year. This ought not to be. The members of the

committee have given both time and money to the work, and they are still willing to continue to do so until they

shall be relieved by the formation of continued on p. 2 →

[continued on page 2]
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p. 2, col. 1
[continued from page 1]

← continued from p. 1 a representative committee, as the result of a general conference of those ready to help carry

forward the work on the lines pursued for the past two years.

The committee is about sending out an appeal to workers to obtain pledges of small monthly payments to a

sufficient extent to enable it not only to continue, but to enlarge its work. It has thus far been able to meet all

reasonable demands made upon it for literature, but unless its funds are replenished it cannot continue to do so. It

has never dared attempt fully to utilize its machinery for this work because of its lack of means. If it had double

what it has asked for every cent would be fully utilized in the efficient management of additional work by

Mr. George St. John Leavens, the secretary of the committee.

Let our friends celebrate their many recent causes for rejoicing by promptly assuring the committee of an assured

monthly income, and let them think not how little will do, but how much they can afford. There is no danger that

the committee will receive more than it can judiciously spend, as it has just been compelled, because of lack of

means, to put aside a work urged on it by friends the importance of which was clearly recognized by every

member of the committee.

Alfred Dolge’s solution of the labor problem, set forth elsewhere, is really a form of profit sharing, though he

prefers to call it by another name. Those who read of Mr. Dolge’s scheme and note the tone in which he unfolds it

to his employes will be amused at his denunciation of socialism. His paternal tone is exactly that of the most

distinguished and despotic state socialist now living, William II., emperor of Germany. Mr. Dolge protests that

what he proposes to give to his employes is not profits, but earnings, and then coolly says: “It shall. however, be

entirely within the discretion of said house to decide how much of the net earnings of the business shall be set

aside for this distribution account,” which means that Mr. Dolge reserves the right to withhold a portion of what

he believes to be the just earnings of his employes. This sufficiently exposes the worthlessness of his solution. Any

general scheme for the amelioration of the workingman’s condition, that depends upon the benevolence of

employers, can have no general success. Were the single tax in operation Mr. Dolge and other employers would

have no choice about paying employes their full earnings.

Mr. Franklin Woodruff, whose election as chairman of the Brooklyn republican convention was the cause of “Al”

Daggett’s revelation of republican methods in that city, has just failed in his business as an importer of salt, dried

fish, etc. The failure makes public the fact that Mr. Woodruff ’s name is on a bond for $50,000 for the proper

performance of Daggett’s contract to supply postal cards to the government. There is some talk of declaring this

contract forfeited, in which case Mr. Woodruff would lose part or the whole of the amount for which he stands

bound. The worst thing about this is the revelation it makes of the relations that have existed between Woodruff

and Daggett, despite the fact that Woodruff now insists that Daggett is such a notorious liar and corruptionist that

his statements are utterly unworthy of belief. The happy family of high tariffites in Brooklyn seems to be

decidedly mixed in its composition.
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A bill is pending before the legislature which has for its professed object the annexation of Flatbush to Brooklyn.

The eleventh section of this bill is decidedly interesting. It provides that for purposes 
p. 2, col. 2
of taxation the real estate of Flatbush “shall be assessed at the value of the land for agricultural purposes” until it

is divided into building lots, or is sold or used as building lots. This bill should be entitled “an act to discourage

building in, and to exclude population from, Flatbush.” Here is land worth thousands of dollars an acre, which it is

proposed practically to exempt from taxation so long as its owners will keep it out of use; but the moment the

owner undertakes to make it habitable the assessor is to be let loose upon him, and meantime house owners are to

bear the brunt of taxation. What do Flatbush house owners think of the plan of making them pay for the music to

which the monopolizers dance?

The adherents of Hill rallied on Monday night and compelled the reconsideration of the resolutions of the Young

men’s democratic club in favor of ballot reform, and passed another set of resolutions sustaining Governor Hill’s

position. The friends of ballot reform in the club declare that the meeting was packed, and they gave notice of

another motion to reconsider. The incident, however, shows that the Young men’s democratic club has in it

elements that care more for machine politics than they do for the will of the people or the maintenance of

principle. We ought to have some real democratic societies in this town into which the enemies of democratic

principles could not find their way.

The report of the Parnell commission is practically a vindication of Mr. Parnell from the charges against his

personal character, accompanied by a denunciation of the semi-revolutionary tactics, to which the leaders of the

Irish movement have unquestionably given countenance and support. The opinion of such conduct expressed by a

tory commission naturally finds favor with tories, while the failure of a commission so constituted to find any

evidence to justify the specific charges of the Times is accepted by the liberals as a vindication of their allies. In

short, a proceeding that was intended to brand the Irish members of parliament as criminals has resulted in a

simple denunciation of their political tactics by their partisan opponents. On the whole, the proceeding will

doubtless assist the liberals in the coming campaign.

The Journal of the Knights of Labor in its last issue says that “the original idea of Henry George was ‘land

nationalization’ and nothing else,” while the single tax is a mere afterthought. If the editor of the Journal has ever

read “Progress and Poverty,” he has utterly failed to comprehend its primary purpose. Mr. George did devote a

large portion of the book to the demonstration of the fact that the land belongs to the community; but he

declared, with equal emphasis and distinctness, that the proper way to assert that claim is, not to undertake to

have the community hold land in common, but to allow continuance of individual possession, the community

taking to itself, through the process of a tax on land values, the rental value of the land. The presentation of this

“remedy” was the very purpose of the book, and the plan then laid down has never been deviated from by

Mr. George or any of his intelligent co-workers.

A dispatch to the Monday evening papers states that one hundred and fifty voters met in Wells’s memorial hall

yesterday and organized a state central committee of “the single tax party” to take practical action on the

question, and that E. M. White of Charlestown was elected chairman, and L. H. Turner secretary. The dispatch at

first glance seems to in 
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dicate that our Boston friends have resolved to engage in the third party folly, but there is evidently no

justification for such a statement. The gathering referred to is doubtless that already mentioned in THE

STANDARD for the formation of a state organization to press the consideration of the single tax on the

legislature, and to take other practical measures for forcing its consideration by the people of Massachusetts.

Instead of a step backward, as a third party movement would be, it is really a step forward by men who appreciate

the wonderful results achieved by the policy that has brought single tax men into close fellowship with all who are

striving to accomplish political reforms that tend toward the overthrow of the existing system of taxation.

A number of the workingmen interviewed by the San Francisco Examiner declared that, while accepting the

single tax doctrine, they had little if any personal drawing toward Henry George because of his hostile attitude

toward labor organizations. When and where did the San Francisco workingmen learn that Mr. George is hostile

to labor organizations? So far is this from being the case that the very reverse is true. So long as men are

compelled to compete one with another for the opportunity to earn a living, combinations of workmen are

necessary and inevitable. Mr. George has never denied this, nor expressed hostility toward such organizations.

He has, however, never hesitated, upon proper occasion, to point out the futility of depending on mere trade

organizations to bring about a final and complete solution of the labor problem. He has shown that the pressure

from the great body of unskilled laborers, outside, must constantly tend to weaken even the unions of the skilled

trades in their efforts to maintain wages through combination. He has insisted that, while fighting their own battle

in their old way, as best they can, that it is the duty of the more intelligent workmen to consider the true cause of

their oppression and to seek a remedy that shall solve the labor problem by enabling men, through access to

natural opportunities, to employ themselves, so that they shall no longer be compelled to take such wages as are

offered to them, or else lose the opportunity to earn a living at all.

The whole tendency of thought among the great body of intelligent workers is toward the acceptance of the idea

that something beyond mere trade organization is necessary; but many of the so-called “labor leaders,” who are

accustomed to the old methods, bitterly resent any proposal to adopt a policy requiring study and hard thinking;

one that might, perhaps, deprive them of the honors and emoluments of leadership. Such men resent Mr. George’s

candid criticism of trades unionism as a final solution of the labor problem, and, speaking by authority through

organized agencies, they have been able to temporarily mislead many trades unionists into a total

misunderstanding of Mr. George’s attitude. Time and education will undo their work and remove

misapprehension.

We agree with Mr. Shriver that the Tammany leaders are making a serious blunder in arraying that organization

against ballot reform, since it is never wise policy for politicians to fight the inevitable. It is, however, almost

impossible to conceive of Tammany taking any other attitude. Its leaders are practically a co-operative body,

organized to govern New York city for the sake of the profits to be made from the contract. Warned by experience,

they understand 
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GEORGE AND TRADES UNIONS.

TAMMANY AND BALLOT REFORM.
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that they must give our people fairly good government or be driven from basinesssic. The fact that in many

respects the Tammany machine is the best—or at least, the most responsible—of the three seeking the contract for

governing this city has caused Tammany to receive the support of thousands who feel that they are compelled to a

mere choice of evils. One of the chief ends sought by ballot reform is the overthrow of the power by which voters

are compelled to this choice of evils. Tammany fears the possible effect of such a change and hence has been

unable to resist the temptation to oppose it at whatever cost.

Tammany doubtless does command a larger voluntary following than either of the rival machines, but its leaders

know that that following was seriously weakened by the great popular uprising in the George campaign of 1886.

So long as the people are compelled to a choice among the machines in a contest involving no ideas or principles,

but turning on opinions as to the personal fitness of candidates and the probabilities of honest administration,

Tammany’s chances are at least as good as any. Give us, however, the power to make effective nominations by

petition; give the people unbought access to the polls and freedom from intimidation, and there may come

another such wholesale desertion from Tammany as menaced the existence of that organization in 1886, until the

silly republicans and pretentious county democrats rushed to its aid under the pretense of saving society.

None of the machines really want ballot reform, and none of them are really doing anything to promote it. The

movement in its favor is a popular uprising independent of ordinary political management. The republican

machine is, however, bound over to keep the peace by the attitude assumed by the republicans in the legislature,

and the county democracy, bankrupt in votes and reputation, catches at any new movement, having reputation

and votes, as a cloak to cover its own naked deformity. Tammany thinks it is strong enough to defy growing public

sentiment, but in the long run, Tammany will find that it has overrated its stengthsic.

Mr. James A. Herne has evidently stirred up a lively controversy in dramatic circles concerning the single tax.

Mr. Herne is an actor whose range of vision extends beyond the back row of seats in a theater, and whose brain

compels him to think of causes as well as effects. Having studied the single tax, and seen that it proposes to restore

natural conditions that will eventually enable an industrious people, inhabiting a fertile country, to lift themselves

bodily out of involuntary poverty, it has occurred to Mr. Herne that this condition of affairs would enable a vastly

greater number of people to gratify the ordinary human desire for amusement, and tend in that way to bring

prosperity to the theatre.

In response to Mr. Herne’s recent address Henry Peterson contributes to the Dramatic Mirror a string of silly

objections to the single tax, every one of which has been made again and again, completely answered and

abandoned, not merely by those making it, but even by the political economists who at first attacked Mr. George’s

theories most vigorously. Mr. Peterson should, in the language of the green room, be regarded simply as a

producer of chestnuts.

The most amusing feature, however, of this sudden introduction of grave thought into the dramatic profession is

the leading editorial of the Mirror, which attempts to sustain Mr. Peterson and demolish the single tax theory in

nearly two columns of leaded type. Mr. Herne continued on p. 3 →

[continued on page 3]

ACTORS AND THE SINGLE TAX.

Sic in the original; probably “business”.
Sic in the original; probably “strength”.
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← continued from p. 2 is himself abundantly able to deal with the hopeless ignorance and feeble reasoning of the

Mirror writer, and THE STANDARD has not space for the primary lessons required for the enlightenment of our

handsome and always attractive contemporary. If the Mirror’s editors, however, are really disposed to give some

little attention to political economy, we shall be happy to furnish them with a series of tracts that treat of the A B

C of the science for beginners.

They are not to be condemned for their ignorance, but the spirit that animates the article entitled “The False

Beacon,” in which the writer, mounted on stilts of his own conceit, looks down contemptuously on the mere

workingmen, is the most glaring evidence that has been given of the degeneracy of theatrical criticism. In the days

when great actors presented the thoughts of great dramatists, they looked to the workingmen in the pit as the

most capable critics. It is only since pink tights played to the “baldheads” in the front row obtained a leading place

in the drama that dramatic critics conceived a contempt for the common people. The Mirror may not be able to

understand the single tax, but it is so good a paper in its own line that it is a pity that it should give place to the

ideas of a snob.

Dr. De Beck of Cincinnati in an article printed elsewhere proposes the holding of a conference of single tax men

at Niagara Falls in August. He makes this suggestion to the enrolment committee, following a similar suggestion

by Mr. George. Before printing Dr. De Beck’s article it was referred to the enrolment committee, which, after

hesitating somewhat because of its lack of funds, consented to take the one step which must necessarily precede

any discussion of the time and place for a conference; that is, the ascertainment of the extent of the desire for

such a gathering. In order then that there may be as little delay and expense as possible clubs are requested

without further notice to communicate their views on the subject to Mr. G. St. J. Leavens, secretary of the

committee, at No. 36 Clinton place, each stating what, if any, prospect there would be that a delegation from it will

be present. A conference slimly attended would do vastly more harm than good.

Dr. De Beck’s arguments in favor of Niagara are strong; yet we are still of the opinion that the best place for such a

gathering is New York. What is aimed at is a demonstration, rather than consultation. The only practical question

that could come before such a body would be as to the best means for utilizing the coming congressional canvass

for free trade propaganda. The chief objects sought beyond that would be mutual encouragement and the advance

of the cause through the demonstration of our growing strength. The general attendance will be as important for

these ends as the attendance of delegates, and a larger general attendance can be had in New York than elsewhere.

Furthermore, Mr. George will return home in August. There is certain to be some kind of demonstration of

welcome, and that will assist in attracting delegates to the convention and in making the whole gathering a greater

success. We, of course, shall be glad to print suggestions as to other places, but we shall unquestionably start the

discussion with a strong bias in favor of New York, not from any consideration of petty local pride, but because it

THE PROPOSAL FOR A CONFERENCE.

Vol. VII, No. 8 (Whole No. 164), February 19, 1890 Page 3 of 16

14



seems clear to us that here the greatest success is possible. In fact, we believe that if a conference is determined on

long enough in advance, and its date of meeting fixed so as to coincide with the date of Mr. George’s

p. 3, col. 2
arrival, that we can have such a popular gathering as has rarely been seen in New York, and which will have a

wonderful effect in infusing higher courage and more radical principles into the congressional campaign then

about to open.

All depends, however, on the disposition of the clubs to send delegates. Let that be settled, and then take up the

discussion as to time and place. Let a canvass first be made as to how many will attend if the conference is held in

New York, how many if it is held in Chicago, how many if it is held in Niagara, and so on. Let us find out first of all

whether we really want a conference badly enough to pay for making it a success. The mere traveling expenses of

delegates will amount to a goodly sum, and this must be considered. If we can have a great gathering a conference

will be a good thing. Otherwise it will be a bad thing.

Senator Chandler’s bill to regulate immigration into the United States provides that no alien shall be admitted

who is an idiot, insane, a pauper, or liable to become a public charge, or who has been convicted of felony or

misdemeanor involving moral turpitude, or “who is a polygamist, anarchist or socialist, or who is afflicted with any

loathsome or contagious disease.” Persons proposing to migrate are required to make oath before a United States

consul that they are not prohibited by any of these sections from migrating to the United States.

The mere presentation of such a bill to congress is a disgraceful confession of the change in American ideas and

conditions that has come about since this government was formed. Here is a country in which a thousand millions

of people, if they had access to natural opportunities, could support themselves in comfort and almost in luxury,

and yet we are proposing to throw obstacles in the way of immigration, despite the fact that we are all ourselves

the descendants of immigrants who came here before monopoly had seized the bounties of nature. So long as

governments are bound to take care of paupers and the insane, a reasonable precaution against an influx of such

dependent people can be justified on grounds of prudence; but such a law exists already, and the purpose and

intent of further legislation is to throw new difficulties in the way of the migration of any kind of poor people to

our country.

The section in relation to anarchists and socialists is as absolutely un-American as would be a ukase to that effect

by the czar of all the Russias. What has the government of the United States to do with the opinions of men who

come here? Whence does it derive authority to set up such a censorship? There is probably in the whole United

States no paper more thoroughly hated by anarchists and socialists than THE STANDARD, and there is certainly

none which opposes their programme and policy more logically and consistently. But we say unhesitatingly that

neither anarchy nor socialism could be any worse than the abominable tyranny that would result from granting to

the federal government the right to inquire into the opinions of men. There has never yet, in our history, been a

time when the good sense of the mass of the American people could not be depended on to prevent them from

adopting foolish ideas and dangerous expedients, and such legislation as this is an evidence of the cowardice and

lack of faith in democratic institutions among the men who have been thrust into places of power by plutocracy to

serve its interests and betray the people.

Of all men living William E. Chandler is the last who would be warranted in attacking anarchists. He is

conspicuous
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among those who have ever been ready to sacrifice order, law and justice to the accomplishment of mere party

ends. His whole record is one of selfish greed and reckless disregard for orderly procedure, and we may safely

conclude that it is this love of arbitrary power, rather than any regard for law or apprehensions of undue strain on

democratic institutions, that has prompted him to introduce this most disgraceful and un-American bill.

The Chicago Daily News recently noted the significance of the declaration by the New York Times that the single

tax on land values is the ideal tax, and expressed its own entire agreement with the position of its New York

contemporary. Since that utterance the News has been the recipient of numerous letters from single tax men in

Illinois and other states commending its course and urging it to remain steadfast in its advocacy of a just system

of taxation.

In a recent leading editorial it assured these correspondents that they need have no fear that it will fail to insist on

a radical reform in the present system of taxation. It denies that the recent presidential election proves that the

people are satisfied with the present system of indirect taxation, and puts the responsibility for Mr. Cleveland’s

defeat where it belongs. The News says: “No people can be led in a great reform by men who have not the courage

of their convictions,” and that while it is true that Mr. Cleveland led his party back to the advocacy of true

democratic doctrines, “it happened that the party machinery was in the hands of those who had little sympathy

with the movement, which was to curtail their personal profits from a system supported by their political

opponents.”

The News touches an ugly fact in this last declaration. The men who claim to be democrats and profess that fear of

their constituencies leads them to pose as defenders of some measure of “protection,” are almost uniformly guilty

of false pretence. No effort to turn a democratic constituency into a body of free traders has ever failed, and the

men who insist that the attempt shall not be made invariably have personal and pecuniary interests of their own

in the continuance of the tariff robbery. This was true of Barnum, and is to-day true of Gorman, Smith Weed and

every other so-called democrat of that type.

Commenting on this, the News further says that events of the last year “have shown a new alignment of parties to

be one of the things not to be delayed. Ballot reform, taxation reform and civil service reform are not dead issues,

and those who stand in the way of the people’s desires in this matter may learn their mistakes only in their

political graves.” The new alignment has already begun. The aggregation of voters now known as the democratic

party is not composed of the same men to-day that it was composed of even one year ago, and the same is true of

the republican party. The process is not yet complete, and prejudice and the force of habit yet hold many in

nominal allegiance to organizations to which they do not properly belong. But the work cannot be stopped, and

eventually all of the friends of the paternal government and protection will be found on one side, and the

Jeffersonian democrats, who believe in the individual rights and the individual abilities of men, will be found on

the other side,

Though the differences between these two parties will go down to the fundamental principles of government and

the whole social structure, the immediate dividing line will be on the question of

p. 3, col. 4
taxation, and it is a matter for congratulation that a paper of the circulation and ability of the Chicago Daily News

has unequivocally taken so advanced a position on the right side of that question.

A TAX REFORM PAPER.
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Tne admirable work already accomplished by the economic conferences in Chicago gives promise of a most

wholesome public interest in that city in social questions. There was a time when the attitude of the great mass of

prosperous people in Chicago seemed to be one of implacable hostility to all men who showed any sign of

discontent with existing conditions, and this attitude provoked a corresponding sentiment of hatred among those

who keenly felt the wrongs under which the producer has so long been crushed. In such an atmosphere,

surcharged with hate, the violent outbreak that led up to the execution of the anarchists was not to be wondered

at. The attitude of indifference and haughty pride, assumed by the ignorant and self-satisfied rich, is as dangerous

an element in American affairs as the revolutionary tendency and ignorance of our institutions that leads a

considerable class of foreigners in our midst to look to bloodshed, rather than to peaceful means, for the

settlement of grievances and differences.

A remarkable change has certainly taken place in Chicago, and it seems to have dated from the organization of

these economic conferences, nearly two years ago. There have been held under the auspices of the Economic

society large meetings really representative of all classes, and particularly the wage workers; and they have been

addressed by men widely differing in their ideas and methods, but united by a common purpose of seeking to

discover the wrongs in existing social conditions with a view to remedying them.

The speaker at the very first of these meetings was Mr. George A. Schilling, who discussed the social problem from

the standpoint of a philosophic anarchist. The next speaker was Mr. Lyman J. Gage, a banker, who, before

practically the same audience that had listened to Mr. Schilling, defended the national banking system, and was

treated throughout his address with the utmost courtesy and given occasional applause. Socialism was defended

by Mr. T. J. Morgan at one meeting and opposed by Mr. Franklin J. MacVeagh at another. The views of the Knights

of Labor and the trades-unionists were ably presented, and an audience of workmen listened respectfully to a

radical presentation of the employers’ side of the labor question by Mr. Franklin Head. Mr. John Z. White and

others ably presented the single tax as the remedy for existing ills.

All this was during 1888 and 1889. The winter season for 1889 and 1890 began with an address by Lyman J.

Gage, president of the Economic club, and the second lecture was delivered by Father Huntington, his subject

being the Christian church and its attitude toward social reform. Edward Osgood Brown, another single tax man,

discussed at the next meeting “The Abolition of Privilege.” Free trade, protection and manual training were topics

discussed by other speakers, and Mr. Robert Lindblom, a notable speculator of the Chicago board of trade,

discussed the influence of speculation on prices in a speech, extracts from which were printed in the last issue of

THE STANDARD. Speeches have since been made by General M. M, Trumbullsic and Mr. Darrow.

The great advantage of these conferences has been that they have brought together men of widely different views

who have listened respectfully one to continued on p. 4 →

[continued on page 4]
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← continued from p. 3 another, and the result has unquestionably been to soften the asperities and lessen the

bitterness that so often characterize differences of opinion on social and economic topics. The bankers, lawyers

and business men who have eageralysic embraced the opportunity to discuss such questions freely and fully with

workingmen have set an example that should be followed generally, and they have been true peacemakers in

Chicago, promoting good understanding, rational discussion and sanity of thought and action.

There are a great many people in New York who will read without any surprise Rev. Harold Rylett’s remarks on

William O’Brien’s hostility to Michael Davitt’s work in establishing a workingmen’s federation in Ireland.

Mr. O’Brien came to this country in the fall of 1887 to beg money for the support of the home rule movement in

Ireland. At that time the united labor party, with a single tax platform, was a factor in our politics. It offered

Mr. O’Brien a reception, basing its desire to honor him on the fact that the workingmen of New York were fellow

sufferers with the Irish people from the world-wide curse of landlordism. Mr. O’Brien refused to be present at the

reception unless the allusions to the people’s ownership of land were stricken from the address of welcome. The

committee refused, and a mass meeting of workingmen was held, without Mr. O’Brien, at which there was much

plain talk about the greed and selfishness that characterized appeals for American money to sustain an Irish

movement, whose leaders shut their eyes to the great wrong that the Irish people are suffering in common with

the poor of all lands.

Mr. O’Brien, after turning his back on the working people of New York, flung himself unreservedly into the hands

of those politicians who work the Irish cause for all that it is worth, and he went back to Ireland with plenty of

cash, after having struck a powerful and telling blow at the sympathy and good will with which the working

people of this city had so long regarded their fellow victims of landlordism across the sea. For the sake of one fat

purse he diminished for all time the golden stream that America has poured into the coffers of the home rulers.

Mr. O’Brien is again compelled to face in Ireland the dilemma that he faced in New York. Again he shows that he is

the politician ready to sacrifice principle to success, and that he is not to be trusted as a faithful defender of the

Irish masses. Michael Davitt has before now allowed himself to be silenced by such men as Mr. O’Brien. We hope he

will do so no more, but go ahead unflinchingly on the lines he has just laid down. The Irish question is the land

question, and the land question is the great question of the common people throughout the world.

The Philadelphia Evening Telegraph, a republican paper, protests against the proposals to reimpose the duty on

quinine as an effort to re-enact a “repealed blood tax.” The story of the quinine tax, as told by the Telegraph, is

O’BRIEN VS. DAVITT.

BLOOD TAXES.
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instructive. Quinine was placed on the free list in 1879. The price of the drug just before the repeal of the tax was

$3.50 per ounce; now it is 49 cents per ounce. In the days of taxed quinine there were only four or five important

quinine factories in the United States, and the finished product was imported only in very small quantities.

Occasionally, when domestic quinine went up to $6.50 per ounce, the foreign article came in; but the importation

was followed by an instant reduction in the price of the domestic product sometimes to $2 per ounce.

p. 4, col. 2
When the movement to repeal the duty developed strength in 1879 the five domestic manufacturers of quinine

whimpered that without the aid of the tariff they must retire from business. One Jones was especially earnest in

his protest against the proposed repeal of the tax. Not one of them did retire, however, and the quinine makers are

paying now as high wages as they paid before 1879. They are still prosperous, and at least one of the proprietors is

several times a millionaire.

This is not enough, however, and these pampered gentlemen still lust after the flesh pots of protection. At a recent

meeting of the drug exchange a resolution was passed favoring the reimposition of the quinine duty. On this

occasion one Jones, whether or not identical with him of 1879 does not appear, declared that there was as good

reason for the tax on quinine as for any other tariff tax, and that for his part if he were not allowed his part of the

plunder he would turn free trader. Of course Jones did not put it in this brutal way, but this was what he meant, and

Jones is right. As the quinine tax was an indefensible robbery of the people, so is the wool tax, the iron tax and the

rest.

The Republican Evening Telegraph warns the quinine manufacturers that they can no more expect to get their

blood tax reimposed than they can hope to obtain cinchona bark from the moon. It shows, too, that had the grippe

come when quinine was still taxed, the little pills that were so necessary to the cure of that disease would have cost

at least fifty cents a dozen instead of twelve and a half cents a dozen, the price at which they were often sold

during the epidemic. When will the Evening Telegraph learn that the wool tariff, for example, is also a “blood tax,”

so levied as to place sanitary clothing beyond the reach of millions, and that a dozen other tariff taxes not only

retard our growth in material prosperity, but assail the health and shorten the lives of our countrymen?

Having said my word through a recent issue of THE STANDARD in defense of Tammany, its latest performances

on the ballot reform issue impels me to at least a partial recantation. That the “new Tammany” has given us the

best city government that we have enjoyed for a long time, I think few fair minded men will dispute—unless they

are writers for anti-Tammany newspapers; and that this is the outcome of keen political sagacity, which recognizes

the importance of holding the public confidence so laboriously recovered after the rascality of Tweed and the

blundering of Kelly, is equally beyond question. But here is a great popular movement in favor of a pure ballot,

which emanated from the classes on which Tammany especially relies for support, and was advocated both within

and without the labor party by many who never went the full length of the single tax programme; which to the

meanest intellect is destined to succeed and can only be staved off even for a comparatively brief period; and yet

for the sake of backing up an intriguing politician, who is jealous of Tammany’s strength and never misses an

opportunity to give it a back-handed blow, this great organization, legitimately representing over 100,000 voters,

deliberately chooses to play tail to Hill’s kite and block temporarily the reform that it cannot ultimately prevent.

Nor has it the excuse of fighting for self-preservation. The great mass of Tammany’s followers do not have to be

bought or bullied into voting its ticket. Its enemies or treacherous allies have profited most by recent carnivals of

bribery. Hewitt in 1886, and Fellows in 1887, were supported by Tammany, it is true, but Tammany certainly

gained little from their success. The corruption 
p. 4, col. 3

TAMMANY’S FOLLY.

Vol. VII, No. 8 (Whole No. 164), February 19, 1890 Page 4 of 16

19



in 1888 all went to help the republican presidential ticket, while Tammany’s overwhelming victories in that and

the succeeding year were won in as fair a fight as it is possible to have under existing electoral methods. Ballot

reform will hold such an organization to strict accountability, but that should surely have no terrors for

Tammany’s present leaders, holding power, as they do, solely because at the moment they command popular

confidence, a confidence that they are certain to forfeit when they fly in the face of a popular demand such as

confronts them on this ballot question. That the reform is not wanted by the local republican machine is

abundantly evident to any one who has had to do with the petition in its behalf. Individual republicans, like

Mr. Teall at central headquarters, or Mr. Work, in the Seventh assembly district, have borne their share loyally; but

it is the single tax men and the genuine Cleveland democrats who have done most of the work. No one is deceived

by the advocacy of the rotten remains of the county democracy, or imagines that it means anything more than a

desire on the part of the pirates who run this machine to tickle their few respectable backers and borrow

something of Grover Cleveland’s popularity. The unaccountable thing is that Tammany’s shrewd leaders do not

act upon this knowledge, as open to them as to any one else,

Politics in New York city must inevitably be somewhat of a business. Its details are too burdensome for men to

devote themselves to its pursuit except for substantial reward; and nothing would be more unfortunate—if it were

possible—than for our municipal government to fall into the hands of the never-ending grumblers who boast that

they are not professionals, and prove it most effectively by neglecting such little practical work as they

occasionally have a chance to do. The real thing to be desired is that the machine in power should be as honest as

can be got; that it should represent a majority of the voters and therefore be responsible; that it should possess

such political sagacity as will keep it on correct lines; that, in short, it should be such a business concern as the

people can safely trust to attend to their political business. The county democracy never answered these

requirements, and now that it is dead it had much better remain dead; but Tammany for a while gave us good

promise, not only in its public administration, but perhaps even more by purifying its own ranks by excision of

some of its useless members. That it should now go backward so wofully, and even against its own interests,

cannot but be a disappointment to many who had become ready to support it as the only local representative of

that national party which is making toward free trade, but who must now withhold their allegiance for a worthier

object.

E. J. SHRIVER.

An official blue book has at last been published that throws a light on the real misery of humanity. It is the blue

book issued by the English government relative to labor questions. Its value lies in nothing that the government

has to say, but in the humble account book of an English cabinetmaker. It is the record of a toiler’s forty years of

hard work and the awful wall of fate that he tried to pass but that lay always across his path.

In reading this little book, with the gains and expenses of each year accurately noted, one can see the record of a

life, can be present almost at the joys, the sorrows and trials of the whole family. The naturalistic school could

produce nothing more vivid, real and true.

The book begins the accounting in 1850. The young cabinetmaker earns in the year £38, 16s., [8d.?], about 15s. a

week. That he is simply a bachelor boarder is shown by the note in the book, “board and lodging.” His board nearly

ate up all his earnings.

His condition improves a trifle. In 1853 he makes £51 in forty-two weeks, for 
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there were several weeks when the factory was closed. The situation weighs upon him. “Four hands for two

mouths,” he may have thought in 1854, for about this time he marries. The book doesn’t say so exactly, but the

words “board and lodging” give place to “rent and cost of housekeeping.” The gains of this year amounted to £64.

Next year a baby is born. Ah, father, now look out! Your expenses are going to appall even your stout heart.

Yes, here they are on the next page. We turn over and find: “Doctors and nurses, £6.” The birth brings trouble, and

at the end of the year for the first time in his short career he finds himself in debt. If it were only for the last time.

Seventeen pounds he owes, of which £1 issic to the baker, £3 to the pawnbroker and £5 on a loan.

The child sickens and dies in 1856. The laconic record in the expense book tells the sad story: “Doctor’s fees, £2;

interment of our dear Rosesic, £4, 10s.

And the laborer owes £36. Two years after the birth of the first infant a second was born, and in 1858 the wife was

again in good enough health to work, which she no doubt did, for the little book in the receipts mentions the

“wages of Fanny.” This is the first time her name so figures, but it will appear many times again.

The household is continually in debt, but for £10 only.

In 1860, after ten years of work, the debts are reduced to £7, and the salary of the father of the family brings in

£78. He pathetically enumerates the rewards of the ten years which rise to the splendid total of £660 sterling!

In 1864 the household counts five persons, the father, the mother and three children. The father here has paid his

debts, and has actually bought a Geneva watch. More singular still, he makes several excursions to the country

with his little family. But so far he has found no chance to make the least saving.

His expenses increasing steadily, he is forced to do what so many English workingmen do. He takes a larger house

and sublets a part. The expense book tells us all that in stating that his total income that year was £137—£85 from

the salary and £52 from the rent of rooms. But the expenses continue to be heavy. His rent is £45 instead of his old

£11, and besides he has a dozen pounds of taxes to pay.

The children go to school. The mother, no longer bothered by the cares of maternity, occupies herself more with

the needs of the “roomers,” or tenants, and makes more money. The book receipts show this. Here they are for

1866: From rent of rooms, £55; salary, £85; earnings of the mother, £8.

That goes a little better, but the more the house makes the more it expends, and nowhere in the book does one see

any record of the least investment, for the future, save the assessments paid into the benefit societies.

In 1870, the end of the second decade, our cabinetmaker again falls to counting. What a dreary record it all is!

How did he ever have the courage to put it down in black and white? Since 1861 he has received in wages £852,

which gives him an average of £1, 12s., 9½d. a week of fifty-three hours of work. This same year, 1870, the eldest

daughter, Kate, begins to work. The father gives up his big house rent, and weary of the battle, removes to cheaper

quarters. He loses by this considerable revenue, it is true, but his sons have grown and they now go out to work

too, and their earnings are added to those of father, mother and sister.

In 1871 the father, mother, Kate and the two brothers, Tom and Fred, make £110. But the old, old story is only to

be repeated. If on one side the burdens decrease, they increase on the other. The father has an aged mother whom

Sic in the original; probably “[items total £9, not £17; possibly a figure misprinted or items omitted, not certain]”.
Sic in the original; probably “closing” after “10s.””.
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he has to assist, and there is an unfortunate Uncle Jim to whom a little something must be given. All this results in

the debts reappearing in 1872, and the record closes with “£5 in debt.”

The next year, it is true, there is a surplus of that amount, but that does not continued on p. 5 →
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← continued from p. 4 last long, and in 1874 the deficit has become £32. The oldest daughter probably married

about this time, for her earnings disappear from the expense book. But the father and three sons now, Tom, Fred

and Henry, make £172 altogether, to which are added £44 which have mysteriously appeared from some renting

out. In spite of these receipts the year closes with a deficit of £29, and the family has difficulty in paying the rent,

which in fact is paid only in part.

Beginning with 1876 the sons no longer give the father all their salaries, but take board with him and pay in

proportion to their earnings. There is now ever and always a deficit. The grandmother becomes a complete charge

on the cabinet-maker and the grandfather receives some money.

In 1880, after having worked thirty years and earned £2,422, our cabinet-maker has £25 of debts, and has not

succeeded in laying by the least reserve fund. And the years run away without improving the situation. In 1884

the family grows again, for Kate has returned with her two children as a boarder, and Tom’s wife also comes in.

This makes eight persons in the family. The two grandmothers are dead, and their funeral expenses figure

mournfully in the little budget of 1882. But though the children earn more, the wages of the father gradually

decrease, until in 1886 they are not more than £56. At the end of thirty-seven years this workman, honest and

laborious, after having brought up his family, finds himself in a situation worse than at the beginning, for he has

more burdens and earns proportionally less. He pays his rent in installments, and has always something behind

which is never paid.

Can any one read that story and not see that there is a base wrong hidden somewhere? Yes; there are plenty who

cannot see the truth it bears so plainly in its laconic record. In all the press opinions on this wonderful book,

nothing more clearly shows the blindness of intelligent men to facts than the expression of a distinguished French

editor.

“With his household resources,” he wrote,” it is likelysic that a French housekeeper would have made a number of

economics,12. One of the causes of the misery and difficulties in which English workmen struggle, is the

incompetence of the English woman as a housekeeper. These budgets which trace forty years of an English

workman’s life do not modify this opinion.” W. E. HICKS.

Several weeks ago the Washington club issued a circular soliciting an expression of opinion as to the advisability

of holding a representative national (or even international) conference of active advocates of the new political

economy. To this Mr. George replied favorably, and suggested the late summer or early fall of this year as the most

appropriate time. No one place has as yet been prominently mentioned.

A NATIONAL CONFERENCE.

Sic in the original; probably ““he wrote,”it is likely””.
Sic in the original; probably “economies”.

Vol. VII, No. 8 (Whole No. 164), February 19, 1890 Page 5 of 16

23



I wish now to make a suggestion to the enrolment committee as regards time and place, which seems to me

peculiarly good, and yet so little likely to occur to any one else that I hasten to unload.

The time should be somewhere about the 15th, 20th or 25th of August, and the place Niagara Falls.

About this time of year remarkably cheap excursions run from all the middle and western states to the Falls. This

is the time when even the poorest of us feel like taking a vacation; and if the combination of a conference, a cheap

summer trip and that glorious and most magnificent wonder of nature which every American desires to see before

he dies, cannot bring together a great throng, why nothing can.

The round trip excursion ticket from Cincinnati has always been $5, and from other points something like

corresponding rates.

If you hold a conference in New York, Cincinnati would probably strain a point and send at least one delegate. I

know of twenty who would go from here to 
p. 5, col. 2
Niagara. I feel sure that with Louisville and Covington, and a few picked up from further south, we could start

from here a special car, loaded and decorated. There is one crowd of us who would take a tent with us and camp

out for a few days.

Held at any other point Cleveland might send two or three of her pretty well-to-do members; but held at Niagara,

only six hours’ ride and $2 or $3 round trip, and I know she would send forty or fifty—probably her own car load.

So through Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, Missouri, Iowa, Wisconsin and Minnesota. Lots of our friends from these

points could manage to make a cheap summer excursion to Niagara. How many could we expect from Toledo and

Detroit to come to New York? But the run across to Niagara from these points via the Canadian line would be a

mere nothing, and we could expect a crowd.

Any friends from the extreme west or south could come here as well as to New York, in most cases considerably

cheaper.

How many delegates from Toronto, that stronghold of the single tax, could we expect to come to New York, or

Washington, or any American city. Lucky if we got any; we probably wouldn’t. But with Niagara just across the

lake, and the round trip one dollar or so, and if we didn’t have fifty or sixty I would be surprised; and if we had a

hundred or more I wouldn’t be surprised. The ride up the St. Lawrence is one of the most picturesque in America,

and we could safely rely on some friends from Montreal and other lower points in Canada.

Western Pennsylvania and western New York would of course turn out, with the conference right at their doors.

An excursion starting from Boston, passing through Massachusetts, picking up Troy and Albany and running

across central New York, would probably bring more friends than even New York city would obtain from New

England and New York state.

New York city herself would probably not have more than a hundred active men around a conference hall as local

committees, etc. With a $3 or $4 round trip, she and Brooklyn could unquestionably send a special car load to

Niagara.

Philadelphia, Baltimore and Washington would not be so conveniently situated as regards Niagara, but a car

started by the Washington club, and picking up the Baltimore, Wilmington, Philadelphia, Harrisburg and other

Pennsylvania men along the route, would certainly pull into Buffalo loaded down.
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Buffalo herself would probably turn out as many men for a two days’ run down to Niagara as New York would turn

out to a conference in a stuffy hall in sweltering August or September.

Niagara would be an added attraction to entice some of our European friends. If they came via the Allan line, the

St. Lawrence river and the lake, they could enjoy one of the grandest water trips in the world, and return home via

New New citysic and any Atlantic line. This round trip could be made cheaply.

Mr. George will no doubt be returning home via Europe just prior to this time, and might pick up a party of our

transatlantic friends.

The Buffalo club is active and most splendidly organized; they are near enough to Niagara to act as local managers,

etc., in the preliminary work of arranging for the conference.

I hope the enrolment committee will give this time and place most careful consideration. I am firmly convinced

that five times, yes, ten times, the attendance can be anticipated at Niagara at this time of year, as compared to any

other place!

DAVID DEBECK, M. D.

Cincinnati, Ohio.

A letter from M. Charles M. Garnier of Paris conveys the painfully sad news of the death of M. Albert Toubeau,

who died at his home in Paris, February 3.

M. Toubeau was in excellent health on the 2d, but on the day after was taken suddenly sick and passed away. M.

Toubeau was the head of the single tax movement that had 
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sprung up in France after the visit of Henry George. He was about fifty years of age, a former member of the Paris

municipal council and the author of “L’Impot Metrique.” At the Paris land congress last June he acted as secretary,

and was indefatigable in making Mr. George personally known to the thinkers of Paris. He was one of nature’s

noblemen. The Brooklyn single tax club has adopted resolutions of regret.

THE FLOODGATES OF EXPENDITURE LIFTED—MR M’MILLIN’Ssic TERSE EXPLANATION OF THE

NEW METHODS OF PASSING BILLS IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES—THE WAYS AND

MEANS COMMITTEE AND THE TARIFF BILL—SIGNS OF THE RADICAL TENDENCY OF

DEMOCRATS IN CONGRESS—“FREE TRADE” HEARD FREQUENTLY IN PRIVATE CONVERSATION—

THE PASSAGE OF THE CENSUS BILL—THE DEMOCRATIC CLUBS AND CONGRESSIONAL

ELECTIONS—GOVERNOR BLACK ON BALLOT REFORM AND A CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION

IN PENNSYLVANIA.

WASHINGTON, D. C., Feb. 17.—“The flood gates are lifted and you mark my prediction—the treasury will be

gutted before the ides of November,” said Benton McMillin, member of the house of representatives from

DEATH OF M. ALBERT TOUBEAU.

OUR WASHINGTON LETTER.

Sic in the original; probably “New York city”.
Sic in the original; probably “MR. M’MILLIN’S”.
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Tennessee, yesterday, in speaking to me of the methods of legislation under the new house rules. It will be

remembered that Mr. Carlisle said, in his statement published in THE STANDARD last week, that under the

proposed rules there would be no way to prevent the majority of the house from taking up for consideration any

measure it chooses, at any time it chooses, without reference to the order on the calendar; that the majority could

do this by simply having a committee which reported a bill move to have it taken up for consideration by going

into a committee of the whole. Mr. McMillin now gives a further explanation of the great changes in the methods

of procedure and points out their effects. Mr. McMillin says:

“The barriers which have been kept up by the congresses heretofore by wise rules to prevent hasty and

inconsiderate legislation have been broken down. Excessive appropriations will inevitably follow. The changes

which have brought about this result are briefly these: Heretofore bills had to be introduced into the open house,

and any member might require their reading when introduced. The house itself had control of their reference, and

could determine what committees they should go to. Now, under the new rules they simply have to be handed to

the clerk, cannot be read, and no notice of their introduction is given to the country until the next day, when some

antiquarian, with nothing to do and a vast amount of courage, may delve through the record and pick out the jobs.

The speaker refers bills without consulting the house, and his reference can be changed only by unanimous

consent. The house itself knows nothing of the bills, and has no power over them until they are reported back by

the committees to which they had been referred. Then, even if a bill appropriates a hundred millions, being

considered in the committee of the whole, it may be passed by fifty-one members—for a majority of a quorum is

required, and a quorum now is only one hundred instead of one hundred and sixty-five, as formerly.

Extraordinary powers are given these members by allowing them to limit debate without going back into the

house. Then, when the bill comes to the house, it there is no quorumsic voting on it, the speaker, by the presence of

a few members and a vigorous use of pencil and paper, can count a quorum and announce the bill passed, for you

know the new rules authorize the speaker to count a bill passed whether a ma jority voted for it or not. The effect

of all this is not only to railroad a bill through, not only to let a minority of the house pass it, but to pass it with

only one reading in the house of representatives. The wind has been sown: the whirlwind will be reaped. Ancient

rules and rulings have amounted to nothing; the opinions of all statesmen who ever talked on the subject have

amounted to nothing in this wild and reckless clamor for an increase of the power of the speaker, and for a

decrease of the power of the individual member, when the ultimate object was to get into the treasury.”

It may be worth while in passing to observe one point raised in the conflict in the house, and about which there

seems to be a great deal of misunderstanding; that is, what the minority has been trying to effect. This is brought

out in Mr. McMillin’s speech toward the close of the debate on the rules. The passage reads as follows:

“Sir—This is not simply a question of rules, but an effort to sustain the constitution itself, that constitution from

which we cannot depart without ruin. Gentlemen on the other 
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side of this chamber have said this is an effort to enable the minority to rule and to prevent the majority from

ruling. I deny it. It is an effort to prevent the majority from ruling with a mere minority. It is an effort to prevent

the majority elected and sent here to do business from sending part of their numbers fishing, part hunting and

part off to attend to their own affairs and then doing work with a minority. It is an effort to prevent the speaker,

with the use of pen, a pencil and paper, from counting a quorum, which they have not in their seats to do business,

and to prevent them from proceeding with a less number than the constitution requires. This is the effort that was

made by the speaker last week without rules, and is attempted to be embodied in the rules now.”

The ways and means committee is hard at work on the new tariff bill. I am informed by one of the members that

the democrats are interfering little with the plans of majority, preferring to reserve their fire until the bill is

Sic in the original; probably “if there is no quorum”.
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reported to the house. The majority has taken the senate bill of two years ago as the basis of its operations. Some

few things will be marked quite low on the schedules, and to these reductions it is expected the republicans will

point as an evidence of their good faith toward “tariff reform,” which Joseph Medill, speaking for the republicans

of the northwest, asserted in an interview here this week to be one of the missions of that party. I am assured,

however, that these reductions will be more than counterbalanced by increased duties on other things, so that,

taken as a whole, the bill will embody a higher tariff than we now have. All sorts of rumors float from the

committee room relative to the strife of greedy interests—making it impossible to say with anything like precision

what the details of the bill will be, or when the bill will be ready for presentation.

When the bill does come into the house a spirited debate may be expected. It will call forth much more radical

utterances in respect to the taxation question than when, two years ago, the democrats, with but a scant majority,

were compelled to defend, in an apologetic way, the provisions of the Mills bill. Mr. Mills himself shows his

freedom from restraint by recent utterances. Among other things he says: “Wealth, therefore, and wages are

increased by the removal of all impediments between producers and consumers; and the converse of the

proposition is equally true, that wealth and wages are decreased by every impediment interposed between the

producer and the consumer.” Mr. Mills furthermore quotes a very strong passage from a decision of the supreme

court of the United States, to the effect that “to lay with one hand the power of the government on the property of

the citizen, and with the other to bestow it upon favored individuals to aid private enterprises and build up

private fortunes, is none the less a robbery because it is done under the form of law and is called taxation.” Plainly

the tariff discussion is broadening out to a consideration of the fundamental principles of taxation, and men who

are free traders in heart—and I have met many of them at the capitol—are no longer afraid, in private conversation

at least, to say so. “Tariff reform” is less and less heard, while “free trade in raw materials” is pressing to the front.

And even this phrase is beginning to lose its restricted meaning with the tendency to concede that pretty much

everything is a “raw material.” There are evidences that the activity of our single tax men all over the country is

having its effect. “I do not know much about the single tax,” says a congressman from the northwest, “but certain

it is that I am not disposed to fall out with those people who are working to rid the country of indirect taxation. I

am a firm believer in the theory of free trade, and I recognize nothing valid in the arguments in opposition to it,

except that duties on imports are so easily collected as to render tariff taxes desirable. I am unalterably opposed to

a ‘protective’ system of tariff taxation.” The keynote was struck by another congressman, who said: “The

democratic party must come to advocate free trade; not because it is expedient, but because it is right!”

Mr. Cleveland’s example of boldly speaking out has done much to give democrats in congress the courage of their

convictions. Speaker Reed’s breaking away from precedent and seizing all-powerful means of effecting legislation

has also made a deep impression. It has awakened some of these democratic congressmen, as nothing else could,

to a keen sense of that “menace of plutocracy” which before had come to them only as vague and distant

murmurings. It has drawn the lines sharper between the party of privilege and the party which, as Roger continued

on p. 6 →
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← continued from p. 5 Q. Mills says, is naturally the enemy of privilege. “The arbitrary rulings of the speaker and

the subsequent fight over the proposal to deprive the minority of many of its accustomed rights and to cut short

debate, embodied in the new rules of the house, will shake up some of the statesmen on our side,” said an

experienced and cool-headed member of the minority to me the other day. “It will make them drop interests,

which it cannot be denied have hitherto to some extent influenced them, or it will drive them over with those

interests into the other camp. The struggle will no doubt be a sharp one, but they’ll come through all right, and be

all the more ready because of their tussle to join with us in the great fight that is coming on.”

From evidence like this it is clear that what is left of the old-time Randall Gorman-Dana influence is fast wasting

away. As for Governor Hill, he never had any real influence that I can discover, and all hope of getting

encouragement for his presidential aspirations from the more prominent congressmen has been crushed by the

revelation that his bad record on ballot reform has raised him up bitter foes among such loyal and prominent

democrats as are found in the ballot reform league and the New York reform club.

I met a gentleman this week who came to be a free trader through a singular experience. Some few years ago he

was engaged with some Boston capitalists in opening coal lands in Nova Scotia with the view to bringing cheap

coal to New England. Just when everything was ready the United States put a duty on imported coal and the

project had to be given up. This gentleman, however, found consolation in the reflection that a tariff was a good

thing any way, because it raised the workingman’s wages, and that coal workers in the United States must be all

the more prosperous for that duty which had worked him and his company harm. Not long after that he was made

superintendent of a large rail mill at Brady Bend, Pa., employing a thousand men, and drawing its supply of coal

and iron ore from its own mines, which were attached. Things ran along very smoothly until the superintendent

heard that the men were going to strike for higher wages. He quietly called to him an old German, who was a sort

of overseer in the place, and asked him if he thought workmen could be brought over from Germany to work in

the mills The overseer said he thought they could, and he went over there and soon came back with a number of

workmen who were quietly set to work. When the time for striking came the superintendent announced that any

man who wished to leave could go to the office and receive his pay, and that his place would be filled by a

workman from Germany. Three or four of the hottest spirits went out, but the others, seeing that if they left they

would not be able to get back again, gave up the effort and returned to work. The superintendent then saw a great

light on the labor question. He saw that the tariff had nothing to do with increasing wages; that it simply put the

price of products up, and that it did not prevent foreign workmen from being brought over to compete with if not

to displace American workmen. He confessed to himself that this thing called “protection” was a great sham and a

humbug.

The first business transacted under the new house rules was the passage of the senate bill providing that the

eleventh census should show the number of people who own homes and farms, and the extent of home and farm

mortgages. The debate was short, and the bill was passed by the overwhelming vote of 183 in favor to 25 opposed.

During the discussion Mr. Cannon of Illinois said that he did not believe that this legislation was wise.
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Mr. Tillman of South Carolina said that the gentleman from Illinois might have half a dozen farmers in his district

who were opposed to the bill, but that there were half a dozen thousand farmers elsewhere demanding it.

The executive committee of the National association of democratic clubs met here at the Ebbitt house during the

week, in conjunction with a sub committee of the democratic congressional committee, to arrange preliminary

matters for a strong tariff fight in next fall’s congressional elections. Robert Grier Monroe of New York, chairman

of the committee, says that the prospect for the election of an anti-protective democratic congress is very

encouraging.

Ex-Lieutenant-Governor Chauncey F. Black came down from Pennsylvania to attend this meeting, being a

member of the committee. I called his attention to Governor Beaver’s interview relative to ballot reform in

Pennsylvania, in THE STANDARD of February 5, in which the governor had taken the ground that the Australian

ballot could not be given to the people of that state without

p. 6, col. 2
a change of the constitution. Governor Black said:

“I think the governor is right. The numbering of ballots required by our constitution is wholly incompatible with

the Australian or any other system of secret voting. Some expedients have been suggested to get around the

provision, but none of them seem to me to be worth a straw. One of them is that the election officers may be

directed by law to turn the margin of the ballot over and seal it so as to conceal the number; that is to say, that we

can comply with the constitution by putting the numbers on the ballots and then defeat it by obliterating them.

But ballot reform has become so strong in Pennsylvania that newspapers and politicians will not incur the

hazzardsic of square opposition. If defeated at all it must be defeated by stratagems and delays. This the machine

republicans, who do not want this reform or any other, understand perfectly, and they will assume to favor the

Australian ballot, while resorting to every conceivable device to defeat it. The Scranton Truth, an influential

independent newspaper, has taken the ground that a constitutional convention is the straight road and the only

one to ballot reform, and the proposition has already attracted a great deal of attention. Such a convention would

afford an opportunity to correct many other evils besides those of corrupt elections, and the practical

disfranchisement of thousands of workingmen by intimidation. The republican boss machine will naturally

oppose a convention, because it would destroy the power of the machine on all sides, break up their methods of

carrying elections, and besides this, furnish the people an opportunity to revise the articles on railroads, canals

and telegraphs, so as to make them effectual, and also to equalize taxation. The greater grievances of the

workingmen, which have been contemptuously regarded by Mr. Quay’s legislature, would no doubt also find a

proper remedy in such a convention, and it is therefore that labor, organized and unorganized, and the farmers, in

the grange and out, will unite with the ballot reformers in favor of the proposition. In that case it would form the

main issue in the approaching election, and would not only be carried, but would carry the party whose platform

and candidates were so pronounced upon it as to command the confidence of the people.”

HENRY GEORGE, JR.

Sic in the original; probably “hazard”.
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MR. O’BRIEN’S OPPOSITION TO THE ANTI LAND LORD MOVEMENT NOT IN ACCORD WITH MR.

PARNELL—MICHAEL DAVITT’S CAMPAIGN—THE ULSTER FARMERS—THE LAND PURCHASE

HUMBUG.

MANCHESTER, January 31.—As I anticipated would be the case, Mr. Davitt’s action in establishing the Irish

democratic labor federation has subjected him to criticism of the usual sort from men whose incapacity to see that

there is a social problem is almost proverbial. Mr. William O’Brien seized the first opportunity to denounce the

new association. Proceeding the other day to a meet-ber, vizsic.: that not to the parliamentary party, who always

cursed such action, was the education of the English democracy due, but to Michael Davitt and his friends.

Michael Davitt and Henry George, above all other men, revealed to the English masses the real character of the

Irish struggle—for only they were listened to. No member of the Irish parliamentary party was listened to by an

English audience until long after Henry George and Michael Davitt had traversed England, telling the tale of Irish

woe and compelling at length English members of parliament to give heed to the growth of sympathy among

English working men to ward the cruelly oppressed toilers of Ireland.

And this new move of Mr. Davitt’s is on right lines. He places the laborers of the country and the artisans of the

towns of Ireland in line with the toilers of England against the common enemy of both, viz., landlordism, and for

this Mr. O’Brien screams out about “weakening and dividing.” Why does he not give us instead some good reason

for his pettish crysic. Is the land question of Ireland essentially different from the land question of England?

Certainly not. Yet the liberal party of England has by formal resolution declared that no settlement of the land

question can be satisfactory which does not provide for a just and equitable taxation of land values and ground

rents. Mr. Davitt simply accepts this, and asks that the same principle should be made applicable to Ireland.

Mr. O’Brien, who lives in an atmosphere of feverish excitement, knows absolutely nothing of economics, and

accordingly cannot see how a union of forces in England and Ireland to overthrow landlordism can be other than

weakening and dividing,
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Happily Mr. Parnell does not share Mr. O’Brien’s view, or want of view. Last year, when I was in London with the

nail and chainmakers, I had a long chat with Mr. Parnell in the smoke room of the house of commons, and I then

told him that he must not suppose that because he did not hear much of me in connection with the Irish

movement I was in any way less earnest and sympathetic. I told him that I had come to the conclusion that the

Irish question would never be settled on its own merits, but only by the pressure of English social questions and

that accordingly I was engaged in an endeavor to ripen English social questions, with a view to showing the

workingmen in England how desirable it was that the Irish question should be settled and got out of the way in

order that English questions might be dealt with. Mr. Parnell quite approved of the policy, and expressed his

approval warmly. Indeed, he went so far as to say that, with regard to the chain and nail makers of the black

country, he had heard they were in a most deplorable condition, and that he hoped I would not allow the Irish

question to stand in the way of any effort on their behalf, and “moreover,” said Mr. Parnell, “you may confidently

rely that we shall remember the help we got from the workingmen of England, and shall be ready to help them in

every way we can in return.”

The unification of the labor movement, therefore, instead of being regarded as an embarrassment as it is by

Mr. O’Brien, is regarded by Mr. Parnell with favor. The fact is that these fawning sycophants, who can never open

their lips without indulging in extravagant laudation of Mr. Parnell, really know next to nothing of the Irish

leader’s mind. They are quite unable to appreciate anything in the nature of a high policy, and accordingly

OUR ENGLISH LETTER.

Sic in the original; probably “a line or more dropped between”meet-” and “ber” (e.g. “meeting … remember”)”.
Sic in the original; probably “pettish cry?”.
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Mr. Parnell proceeds upon his way without as a rule consulting them at all. And thus it is that as a matter of fact it

is among these fawning sycophants that the speculations take place as to who is to succeed Mr. Parnell in view of

his possible retirement.

An election is pending in the Partick division of Glasgow. The liberal candidate is Sir Charles Tennant. I do not

know that that gentleman is in any way remarkable for his views on the land question, but his candidature has

been acquiesced in by the labor party because the official liberals have agreed to support labor candidates for

several Scottish constituencies at the general election provided that the constituencies themselves accept the

candidates. It is quite certain that the labor candidates will be single tax men anyway.

We have had another letter from the duke of Argyll. The duke is a very interesting man. He is a man of some

cleverness, but he is also a very little man with a very big opinion of himself, and feels himself at liberty to lecture

everybody all round. This time he lectures the world at large and the London council in particular upon the

principle of “betterment.” The council have in contemplation certain improvements in the great London artery—

the Strand—and it is proposed that the cost of these improvements shall in part, at least, be borne by those whose

property will be enhanced in value by them. This apparently simple and just proposal rouses the duke’s indignant

ire, and forthwith he indites a letter to the Times. In the opinion of the duke the principle is bad in every way—bad

in the abstract and bad in its applications. The principle asserts, says the duke, “that all enhancements of value

which can be directly traced to the operations of society may be justly taken from the producer of commodities so

affected, and may be appropriated by the community.” Now, his grace adds, “if this be the new ‘principle,’ it rests

entirely on the fallacy which assumes that the value in exchange of any commodity ever is, or ever can be, caused

by the producer of it. * * * It is always ‘the market’ which determines value; and ‘the market’ is society. If society

has a right to take whatever is due to its own appreciation of commodities, it may quite as justly take the whole of

that appreciation as any part of it.” Then the duke maintains that there is no distinction between land values and

other values. “This law (that the market determines value) rules all values,” says his grace, and is most conspicuous

in the changes of value affecting manual labor. “Wages rise and fall according to movements of society which the

workman does nothing to cause and cannot even understand. The genius, the enter prise and the resources of

other men—the wants, desires and aspirations of a world-wide market—these are the agencies that determine the

value of labor just as they determine the value of all other things. The idea that communities may seize on all

enhancements of values which are not the di-
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rect result of individual merit is essentially chaotic. It would dissolve society. It would arrest all enterprise. It

would at once deprive of all life and elasticity that most powerful of all the springs of industry—the speculative

instinct.”

Is not that a fine phrase, “the speculative instinct;” and is it not nobly described as “the most powerful of all the

springs of industry.”

Sir Thomas Farrer replies to the duke, beginning by giving his grace a savage dig by simply reminding him that the

chairman of the London county council once spoke of him as “that portentous political pedagogue.” Sir Thomas

does not waste time in discussing with the Duke his thoriessic of value, but comes promptly to the case before him:

It is not a case where one individual desires what another possesses, and is ready therefore to give him a

high price for it. It is a case where society interferes to supply a common want or to make a general

improvement, and where, in order to do so, it has to levy a compulsory tax. Upon whom ought such a tax to

be levied? Surely upon those whom the improvement benefits; and, so far as our rough methods allow, it

ought to be borne by them in proportion to the benefit they receive from the improvement. Is not this the

Sic in the original; probably “theories”.
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essence of local as distinguished from imperial taxation? Is it not the leading feature of all drainage and

sewerage schemes—in short, of all local improvement schemes? This is really the whole meaning of the

principle of betterment.

The answer is short, sharp, and to the point, and happily another writer in the Times, in a special article dealing

historically with the mode of compensation of owners, etc., comes to the conclusion that “no one can doubt that

the time has come for a change.”

The Ulster farmers are crying out for a compulsory scheme of land purchase—that is, that the landlords should be

compelled to sell—and that the state should aid in such a way as to enable the farmers to get the land by annual

payments less than the present rents extending over a number of years. It is rather a cool demand, and the editor

of the Manchester Guardian seems half disposed to think so. Commenting upon the demand, he says: “We do not

say that the scheme is free from objection. In particular we see no reason why, if the state is to find the money or a

great part of it for buying out the landlords, it should not retain at least a portion of their rights. All mineral rights

in particular should undoubtedly belong to it, and we see no reason why it should not retain in perpetuity a charge

which would virtually be a land tax amounting to say one-fourth of the present rents. If the tenants became

owners subject to such a rent as that they would do very well, and the Irish state would be provided with three or

four millions of much-needed rèvenue.” It is not a long step the editor of the Manchester Guardian is called upon

to take to make him an advocate of the retention by the state of all the landlord’s rights. That it is necessary to

watch this business of land purchase very closely may be gathered from what has already taken place under the

Ashbourne act. Among those who have benefited most ing tosic which he had not been invited, he first loaded

Mr. Parnell with fulsome adulation, and then the honorable member went on to affirm that Mr. Parnell and his

party were quite as anxious as anybody else that every man who labored in the land should get the fullest day’s

wages that he could obtain for a fair day’s work, thus insinuating that there was “somebody else and his party”

who took a different view. And the insinuation takes complete shape later on, when, after referring to the land, he

declared that he “would earnestly impress upon his fellow countrymen that what they had got to do first of all was

to win the battle of home rule against coercion. (Cheers.) It would take all the undivided strength and energies and

patriotism of the people of Ireland to do that. They were winning, but it was not by folding their arms and talking

of programmes for the future.”

We are to hold our opinions, but at the same time we are to hold our tongues. I wonder whether when the land

league was started Mr. O’Brien held the same course and warned the land leaguers to do nothing that could

possibly have the effect of weakening or dividing the forces that were then at work in the direction of home rule.

It is quite certain that the honorable gentleman was not a member of the land league until long after its

establishment. He joined it like some other of the parliamentary party, when it had made itself such a power that

it was an open question as to whether or not the law of the league was the law of the land. Mr. O’Brien was a

welcome addition to our ranks. I remember well when the message was continued on p. 7 →

[continued on page 7]

Sic in the original; probably “transposed matter. The sentence on the Ashbourne act breaks off after”most”, and the text that follows (“ing to which he had
not been invited … the battle of home rule …”) belongs to the account of Mr. O’Brien’s meeting, which in c2 breaks off at “to a meet-””.
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[continued from page 6]

← continued from p. 6 it was due to the genius and foresight and determination of Michael Davitt that the revolt

against the landlord garrison was of such a formidable character as to render effective parliamentary exploitation

at all possible. And another thing he should remem- by the act are thesic marquis of Bath, who has obtained

£290,000; the duke of Abercorn, £267,000; the duke of Leinster, £244,000; the Salters’ company, £230,000; the

marquis of Waterford, £124,000; the Fishmongers’ company, £117,000; the Skinners’ company, £10[3?],000; Sir

T. Barrett Leonard, £106,000; A. S. Hussey, £53,000; G. Lane Fox, £67,000; Sir V. Brook, £83,000; W. Bagwell

Purifoy, £14.000,22; Lord Kilmain, £48,000; the trustees of E. B. Hartop, £45,000; Baron Castletown, £49,000;

Henry M’Neil, £37,000; Standish H. Harrison, £34,000; the Hon. C. Godolphin Trench, £36,000; the earl of

Normanton, £34,000, and Thos. Osborne, £3[1?],000. All of these gentlemen are supporters of the present

government, and some of them are responsible for the passing of the act.

Mr. Morley, whose radicalism on land questions is not very pronounced, has declared at Liverpool that any

scheme of land purchase must have regard to the claims of others than those who are owners and occupiers. My

own interpretation of all this discussion is that “land purchase,” that is to say, the buying out of the Irish

landlords, will practically destroy the present government. I am still of opinion that we shall have an election in

the autumn.

Mr. Davitt began his brief English campaign against buying out Irish landlords last Tuesday evening in St. James’

hall, London. He met with a magnificent reception. It will be seen how the campaign is regarded by friends and

foes if I quote a few remarks from Reynolds’s newspaper, which may be said to represent the views of the masses

on this matter; and then a few words from the Times, which represents the views of the classes. Referring to the

figures I have already quoted as having been paid to the Irish landlords, Reynolds says:

All this money was drawn from the pockets of the British workingmen, and it is now the intention of the

government to draw as much more with the same selfish object. It is, as we have said, a double-robbery they

have in contemplation—that of the tenants of Ireland and the workingmen of Great Britain. Will the

democracy permit this tremendous fraud to be perpetrated? It is not likely.

The Times, on the other hand, remarks, that Mr. Davitt is against land purchase because “he is avowedly and

emphatically hostile to private property in land altogether,” and declares that “the success of the land purchase

policy is its unpardonable offence in the eyes of not only the apostles of land nationalization, but of

Mr. Gladstone, Mr. Parnell and their respective followings.” It is probably true that the tenants who have

purchased have been punctual in their payments, and so forth. But for the landlords and tories to boast of this is

our case. We contend, and have contended all along, that peasant proprietorysic is a tory landlord buttress. That it

should succeed is necessarily an offence in the eyes of those who labor for the overthrow of landlordism.

HAROLD RYLETT.

Sic in the original; probably “he should remem[ber …] … [the beneficiaries] by the act are”.
Sic in the original; probably “£14,000”.
Sic in the original; probably “proprietary”.
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Warren, Ill.—(1) By what rule or test may we discover true site value in farmed lands? (2) How much site

value have the abandoned farms in New England on which no man can live and pay taxes? (3) How much

site value have farms which sell for less than it would cost to duplicate the improvements? (4) Is there site

value in a western farm where all the earnings of the family go to the payment of interest upon the

mortgage save enough to keep them alive? (5) Is there site value in an unmortgaged farm from which with

average industry not enough income could be got to pay average wages?

CHAS. BOONE.

(1) By the same rule or test that we discover the site value of any other kind of land. What would the land sell for

unimproved?

If the effect of holding for speculation were eliminated they would probably have none.

Whatever they would sell for if the improvements were destroyed.

Probably not. But land value is not measured by what the user can afford to pay for the land; it is measured

by the excess it will yield to his labor over what valueless land would yield to the same labor.

If it is really farming land, no. But if it has a useful mine under its surface, or is well located for building

purposes, it might have.

In any given case, whether of city land, mining land, or farming land, you can estimate the value by imagining the

destruction of all improvements and then considering what, in that condition, the land would sell for. Whatever it

would, would be the basis of taxation

p. 7, col. 2
in the beginning of the single tax. But since the single tax would force a great deal of land into the market, there

would be a decline in land values. Hence, it may be fairly assumed that after two or three years of single tax, the

average working farmer would be taxed less than in the beginning, and it is certain that in the beginning he would

be taxed less than he is taxed now.

* * *

Even the much despised Chinaman can see the justice of the single tax when something happens to draw his

attention to it. Last week one of them took a bundle of family washing home. When he told the lady of the house

what the washing cost she expressed her surprise in these words, “Why, John, that’s too much!” “No, no too much,”

answered the Chinaman. “But I tell you it is,” said the lady; “if your customers all pay you such prices as that, you

must be getting rich.” “No, no get lich; me welly poo’, me wo’k allee time, no money; lanlol catchee all. I fus ope’

wash house I pay fo’ty lolla; lanlol come in, he say, ‘Ah, John, you heap washee?’ I say, ‘Yeshee.’ Lanlol he say, ‘You

make money, you pay mo’ lent.’ I say, ‘I no likee pay mo’ lent.’ Lanlol he say, ‘Well, you no pay mo’ lent you moof.’ I

say, ‘I no likee moof.’ Lanlol he say, ‘All light; you pay me sefenty-fi’ lolla.’ Him no good, but me mus’ pay, tuna ma!”

The lady could not resist saying to the Chinaman at this point—not dreaming that he had ever heard of George

—“John, from the way you talk, you ought to be a Henry George man;” but to her astonishment the Chinaman

answered, “Henly Geo’ge, him welly goot man. Chinaman heap sabbe him.”

* * *

NOTES AND QUERIES.

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 
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Here is a straw, taken from a letter sent from Louisville, Ky.: “Five car loads of No. 2 mixed corn was sold last week

for 32 cents, which, after freight and charges were paid, netted the farmer in Nebraska but 6 cents a bushel. In

Indiana and Illinois farmers are burning corn as fuel. I may be mistaken in my prediction, but I believe these

prices indicate hard times. If the farmer cannot realize more than 6 cents a bushel for corn, it stands to reason that

he will not have much money to spend.”

* * *

A British syndicate is now reported to be seeking to control the principal starch factories of the United States.

* * *

The National cordage company of New York is trying to purchase the Canadian cordage works of Montreal, and a

dispatch conjectures that the design of the New York concern is to control the cordage output of both countries.

* * *

> Mount Vernon, Mo.—Suppose a widow should be left with a farm and no money. If she were taxed to the full

rental value she would land in the poor house. Suppose another widow has sufficient money to live well. Now, both

the money and the land have been acquired by the labor of the husband, and one widow has as much right to the

result of her husband’s labor as the other, and to deprive her of it would be grossly unjust. > > J. N. SHELTON.

We agree that it would be unjust, and therefore we oppose the system under which it is done, and advocate the

single tax.

Under present systems of taxation the widow with the money is practically exempt except so far as she buys

things for her own consumption. But the other widow must pay taxes not only on what she consumes, but also on

the value of her improvements and of her land.

Under the single tax neither of these widows would be taxed except on the value of the valuable land they owned.

The widow with the farm would have no tax to pay unless the land of her farm was valuable. No matter how

valuable her farm might be, she would be untaxed if the land was not valuable. Now, notoriously the land value of

farms is a small proportion of the whole value, and if taxes were confined to land values farmers would pay much

lower taxes than now.

There is as clear a moral difference between the right to land and the right to money as there is between tue right

to a slavesic and the right to a plow. But it is not necessary to consider that difference with reference to your

question, since the farmer’s widow would pay lower taxes under the single tax than she is now required to pay,25..

* * *

The Boston Globe the other day printed an article on “the charity soup question,” and in the course of it showed

that it took a thousand dollars in money to distribute four hundred dollars’ worth of soup. Evidently the

distributors of the charitable soup do not intend to be left in the “soup.”

* * *

In THE STANDARD of January 29 appeared an item credited to the Chicago Herald, over which we put the

heading “All in the Mire.” It seems that the Chicago Herald took it,

Sic in the original; probably “the”.
Sic in the original; probably “pay.”.
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without credit, from the New York Remedy of November 30, 1889—from an article written to that paper by Daniel

Cavanagh, secretary of the West side single tax club. THE STANDARD makes it a point, always, to give proper

credit, but in this case it was misled.

* * *

The Real Estate Record and Guide has obtained the views of various persons on the eight hour question. John J.

Roberts, a builder, insists that the eight hour day must reduce the aggregate amount of work done by men now

employed. He thinks forty per cent of outside workers are idle in winter. He realizes that the builders in struggles

with workingmen fight the battles of the “owners.” Other builders took much the same vein, but most of them

seemed content to face the eight hour day if a year’s notice of its institution were given. Half a dozen mechanics at

Clarendon hall talked with the paper’s reporter. They were all for shorter hours. Some wished time for reading,

others for sleep, others for general recreation. One man testified that he had worked steadily for five years and was

just able to support his family in moderate comfort. When he fell ill, once, however, all his savings went. The

secretary of a labor organization thought that work on the new court house should not be given to outside

contractors, because New York workingmen could not compete with those of places where wages are lower and

hours longer. One capitalist declared eight hours a day long enough for any man to work. He would expect to pay

more for building with an eight hour day, but he thought the loss would in the end fall on the rent payer.

* * *

> Harrisburg, Pa.—In the Popular Science Monthly for May, 1888, David A. Wells says that the value of land over a

large area of the earth’s surface has declined. What is the explanation of this fact, if it be a fact, and if a fact does it

accord with the doctrine of Henry George that while all sorts of products steady fall insic value the value of land

steadily rises? > > EDWIN W. JACKSON.

It does not accord with the doctrine to which you refer, and it is not a fact.

Mr. Wells’s reference is to real estate, not to land as distinguished from improvements, and it is mainly to

agricultural real estate. Some of the data upon which he bases his conclusion are instances of the abandonment of

particular land because the peculiar product of such land has been superseded in the market by something else;

and curiously enough his conclusion is founded in part upon the poverty of land cultivators.

It is doubtless true that some land, irrespective of improvements, has fallen in value. This may be the case with

eastern farming land, in consequence of the transfer of agriculture to the west, and the failure as yet of any

profitable industry to take its place. It was the case with Oil City, when its population fell off. It would be the case

with coal mines if a cheap or superior substitute for coal were discovered. But let it be observed that though land

values may fall in some places they rise in others. If New England farming land has fallen in value, western

farming land has risen. If Oil City lots are cheaper, the lots of other cities are dearer. Taking the civilized world as

a whole, and no one has yet asserted, nor will any one pretend to assert that the aggregate of land values,

agricultural, mining and city, is not greater than at any previous period.

It must not be forgotten either, that when a farm is said to be worth less now than formerly, the depreciation may

be in the improvement value and not in the land value. Nor should you be misled, as Mr. Wells has been, by the

notion that the value of particular land may be ascertained by deducting the cost or even the value of its

improvements from the selling price of the real estate. It is often said that New England farms will not sell for the

value of the improvements; but if this be so it does not prove that the land has no value. It only proves that the

Sic in the original; probably “steadily”.
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value of the improvements is out of proportion to the value of the land. It would be possible to construct a

building on the most valuable lot in New York city which would be so nearly useless in that location as to make the

land worth nothing if the cost of the building were deducted from the selling price of the whole. The Equitable

building, if it stood in a mining village of Pennsylvania, would not sell for enough, land included, to pay the cost of

the structure; yet it cannot be inferred that land in mining villages has no value.

* * *

The people of New Brunswick, N. J., lately had a demonstration of how taxing improvements works. Claus

Sprecklessic, the great sugar refiner, after having put up a refinery in Philadelphia costing in the neighborhood of

$4,000,000, decided to build another, and he intended to erect it at New Brunswick, but the high rate of taxation

proved an obstacle.
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So Bound Brook gets the refinery, in the building of which over a million dollars will be spent in various forms of

labor, and in which, after it is built, 500 workmen will be employed.

* * *

The New York Herald has been interviewing the printers of New York city on the eight hour question. It finds they

are in favor of it; in fact, nearly all the trade has been working on the eight hour plan for over two years. This will

be a surprise to those “representative” workingmen who have been talking eight hours while their constituency

has been working from ten to fourteen.

* * *

The Evening News of last Saturday says that a number of capitalists have concluded to enter the printing business

at Sing Sing by fitting up an office in the state prison, and then doing all of the work of a general printing office—

composition, electrotyping and presswork. Their contract is made, running three years, and it is supposed that at

the beginning there will be about ninety convicts available for this purpose. The state will charge five cents a

thousand for corrected matter, and sixty cents a day for stonemen and pressmen. The company will have a large

establishment and will need enough work to keep going. Therefore New York, Philadelphia, Albany and Boston

will be ransacked for orders. From the price above stated, as given to the state, this company will be able to cover

cost at about thirty-five cents a thousand ems, and make plates at two-thirds of a cent per square inch. There can

be, a representative of the house said, “no strikes, no chapels, no drunks.” The wheel goes round and round.

* * *

Louis [Lesaulnier?] of Red Bud, Ill., writes that he has adopted a new plan of getting his customers and friends to

thinking. He tells them that Henry George has found a way, the adoption of which will render all taxation, of

whatever kind, unnecessary; and, to make it more effective, he offers a reward of $100 to any one who can show

him a better and, at present, more practicable way. Here is a chance for some opponent of the single tax idea to

make a “century.”

* * *

> Minneapolis, Minn.—Who is the author of the excellent platform under the heading “Single Tax News” in THE

STANDARD? Is that platform published in tract form? I should like to distribute a thousand or so if I could get

them in cheap form. Please answer in THE STANDARD, and oblige, truly yours, > > W. A. CARPENTER.

Sic in the original; probably “Claus Spreckels”.
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Henry George is the author of the platform inquired about. We will issue it in tract form if we receive orders for

5,000 copies at $1.50 a thousand—that is, 4,000 in addition to the 1,000 ordered by Mr. Carpenter.

* * *

Staten island is not a very fruitful field as yet for the single tax workers, but there are signs that the seed is

germinating, and with persevering effort a crop of single taxers will finally be raised which will vie with any. At a

late meeting on the island, the audience, as is usual on Staten island, sat cold and unresponsive while the practical

part of the great problem was set out by one and the beauty of the moral side portrayed by the other of the two

earnest exhorters who have lately made the island a point of attack. Finally the time came for questioning, and

both speakers hoped, “as a favor to them,” in the usual persuasive single tax way, to get some one in the audience

to knock a chip off. In vain; not a man budged. A well known judge, a republican and protectionist, sat in that

audience while the speakers reviled protection, proclaimed free trade and in every fashion trailed their coats on

the ground to get just one Staten islander to tread thereon. Oh, they had gone down thirsting for gore, and simply

yearned for a fight! In vain. The moments passed in silence and the chairman thought of adjournment, when

suddenly arose a young man in the midst of the audience. The speakers glanced at each other. “He means

business,” said one. “My friends,” said the man, “you all know me here, where I have worked hard for twenty years.

I want to say that I know the single tax is just and right. It all came to me lately when the assessor raised the

assessment on my house which I had had newly painted. Now I have worked hard and saved some little money,

and as long as I left it in bank it drew me four per cent, and I had no care or anxiety about it. The bank took it and

cared for it and paid me four per cent, while I did nothing. But now that I employ a painter and use my money in

making my home better, I am fined because of it. But this is not all. I find that I own a lot and a quarter in this

village and for that pay much more in taxes than certain neighbors proportionally, who own acres and whose land

is benefittedsic by the village improvements, but who pay little or nothing, as their land is assessed so low.”

Sic in the original; probably “benefited”.

Vol. VII, No. 8 (Whole No. 164), February 19, 1890 Page 7 of 16

38



Page 8 of 16

p. 8, col. 1

FAREWELL—FEB. 8, 1890.

Farewell! farewell! the good ship speeds Upon her shining, billowy way. Farewell! farewell! the land recedes, Where

fond and loyal hearts must stay. Oh! richly freighted, forth she goes, With treasure from the golden shore! And

every wind that o’er her blows, Like eager herald flies before.

Where Honolulu’s tropic isle Earth’s ghastliest anguish hides from view, That message—like an angel’s smile—

Would whisper of God’s purpose true. And where the sister islands lift Volcanic summits to the sky, With tidings

of the heavenly gift Still doth the tireless herald fly.

Then, onward—o’er the trackless foam Of ocean’s mightiest domain; Australia beckons ’till he come, Outstretching

hands of welcome fain. Oh, herald wind! blow fresh and free, Round headland bold and peopled slope, And say:

He sails the southern sea— Apostle of a world-wide hope!

Oh, herald wind! since shone the light On captive Judah’s hills of old, And strains celestial, thro’ the night, Earth’s

coming joy and peace foretold; Thou hast not borne such message glad, As on this wondrous day is thine;

Deliverance to the prisoner sad, And light to those who grope and pine!

Oh, purpose of the ages vast! That, blinded, we were slow to see. Oh, bitter thrall that ends at last! Oh, glorious era

yet to be! Emerging from the shadow dim, Our dazzled eyes behold the ray; Our souls would own our debt to him—

God’s prophet! who hath shown the way.

FRANCES M. MILNE.

San Luis Obispo.

SPLENDID MEETING IN SAN FRANCISCO AND OAKLAND—THE BANQUET—ADDRESSING THE

MINISTERS—GREETINGS FROM OLD FRIENDS—SAILING AWAY UNDER THE AMERICAN FLAG

FOLLOWED BY CHEERS.

In the last issue of THE STANDARD we printed a dispatch from Judge Maguire, giving a brief account of the

ovation to Henry George in San Francisco. The San Francisco papers have since come to hand, and they are filled

with accounts of his reception and the meetings he addressed. All of them devote much space to him, but the

republican papers display an amusing petty malevolence. The Evening Bulletin, for instance, in a sketch of his life,

simply remarks of the momentussic campaign of 1886, that Mr. George “was an unsuccessful candidate for the

mayoralty of New York.” The story of Mr. George’s progress, as told by the California papers, is as follows:

GEORGE IN CALIFORNIA.

A GREAT WEEK.

Sic in the original; probably “momentous”.
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At several stations along the line between Los Angeles and San Francisco there were gatherings of enthusiastic

single tax men who received Mr. George with cheers, and pressed forward to shake hands with him. At Martinez

the San Francisco single tax delegation, consisting of Judge Maguire, Joseph Leggett, W. P. Plunkett, Charles C.

Terrill, Walter Gallagher, Dr. E. R. Taylor and James H. Barry, met the incoming train and pressed forward to shake

hands with Mr. and Mrs. George. Several newspaper reporters accompanied the delegation, and they were eager to

interview the author of “Progress and Poverty.” The correspondent of the Examiner said: “A gentleman fifty years

of age and no taller than the first Napoleon, looked out of the window of the west bound Pullman yesterday

afternoon at Lathrop. * * * It was Henry George, California’s political economist, who has caught the world’s ear

and interested its intellect.” The correspondent rode with Mr. George from Lathrop to Martinez. In the course of

the ride, Mr. George, looking out the window, said:

This is God’s country sure enough. And yet California is foolish enough to shout for a protective tariff. Why,

all her interests are with free trade. The tariff puts the republics to the south of you further away

commercially than they are from England. You ought to have an immense commerce with Mexico, Central

and South America and Australasia, but you choose to warn their goods away from you with a shotgun.

California should be a great manufacturing state, but you think it good for you to pay a duty of seventy-five

cents a ton on the coal you get from British Columbia. You are dis-
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> tinguished victims of the superstition that it is well to make dear the things you need most.

Mr. George arrived in San Francisco on Tuesday, February 4, and drove straight to the Lick House, where he and

Mrs. George were greeted by many old friends and new admirers. On that evening Mr. George addressed a

meeting at Metropolitan hall. The Morning Call, a hostile paper, says, in its report of the meeting, “Henry George,

the single tax advocate, has good reason to be proud of his reception in this city on the occasion of his first

address on the principles that he advocates. Metropolitan hall did not have sufficient chairs to accomodate all who

wanted to hear the orator. Long before 8 o’clock people were turned away.” Shortly before 8 o’clock, Mr. George

accompanied by his former partner, William H. Hinton, and Hon. James G. Maguire, Joseph Leggett and Walter

Gallagher, came upon the platform. The appearance of the party was greeted by storms of applause. Before the

lecture, James H. Barry gave an admirable recitation of an original poem of welcome, written for the occasion by

Mrs. Frances Milne, who had come up from San Luis Obispo, a distance of 150 miles, accompanied by her mother,

a woman over eighty years of age, who is equally an enthusiast in behalf of the new movement. The poem, which

is printed in the San Francisco Star, was as follows:

OWN HIM THINE.

She waits beside the Golden Gate, Her Prophet’s coming from afar: Why hast thou welcome, loth and late, Who

watched the rising of his star? Thine eyes were held: ’twas not for thee, Dazzled by fevered dreams of gold; But—

passed that wild delirium—see The heavenly vision yet unfold!

Oh, beautiful upon thy hills, Their feet who publish tidings glad! Methinks, from slope to slope there thrills The

primal joy that Eden had. And once again earth hears tnesic word Our heritage and charge proclaim; To dress and

keep thy garden, Lord, In conscious manhood, free from shame.

O sapphire skies, whose boundless arch Bids still aspire the spirit’s view! Beneath thy splendor yet shall march

The ransomed people seers knew. O vine-clad hill and rushing stream! O valley laughing to the sun! Thou wilt

fulfill the poet’s dream, In that new era—just begun.

Sic in the original; probably ““the” (n may be a damaged h)”.
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No more shall Greed’s despoiling hand The luster of thy beauty mar; No more a sordid tyrant stand, Earth’s

bounty from her sons to bar; But generous Nature wealth bestow, And toil in interchange be blest; For peace shall

like a river flow, When Man hath brotherhood confessed.

A welcome! For our Prophet comes! Denied, rejected by us long; Let voices from ten thousand homes Uplift the

glad thanksgiving song! He comes! to bid new manhood speak; To helpless childhood, joy restore; To dry the tear

on woman’s cheek, And tell the hopeless—hope once more.

Oh, city by the Golden Gate! The time appointed comes to thee; And unborn ages on thee wait, To join the march

of destiny. Wilt thou not hear—on this, thy day— The herald of a truth divine? Oh, haste! repent thee of delay! Thy

Prophet cometh—own him thine!

Judge Maguire next called the meeting to order, telling how he became converted to the doctrine of the single tax,

saying that after this he saw things in a new light. Hope came from the suggestion, and he became a soldier in the

ranks of the single tax movement. He said: “These same thoughts have now girdled the world, and Henry George

wields an influence greater than any man of his age. It is not necessary to introduce him to a San Francisco

audience; he is the first economist of the Nineteenth century.” The report of the Examiner says: “For fully five

minutes after stepping to the front of the stage Mr. George looked upon a scene of wild applause.”

[The San Francisco Star prints Mr. George’s speech in full, and we shall reprint it in THE STANDARD next week.

—ED.]

Mr. George was constantly interrupted by applause. As the first lecture was a paid one, and many persons who had

tried to obtain twenty-five-cent seats in the galleries had been turned away because of overcrowding, Mr. George

announced that he would deliver a free lecture in the same place on the following Friday evening. After the lecture

was over Mr. C. A. Wetmore
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gave a supper to Mr. George and a number his old friendssic.

On Wednesday evening, February 5, a banquet under the auspices of the single tax society, was given to

Mr. George at the Delmonico. One hundred and fifteen guests sat down at the table and Judge Maguire presided.

The speeches were witty and clever, that of ex Judge Robt. Farrell being notably so. His reminiscences of old times

with Mr. George in San Francisco were received with shouts of laughter by everybody, including the guest of the

evening.

When Mr. George was finally introduced he was received with the wildest cheering and applause, and the papers

say he was visibly affected by the heartiness of the greeting from old friends.

On Thursday afternoon Mr. George was given a reception at the Lyceum hall of the Y. M. C. A. There were present

a large number of clergymen and others from San Frasciscosic and Oakland.

Mr. George spoke for nearly two hours of the single taxsic, and in the course of his speech said:

At the bottom of the subject of taxation lies a religious question and sentiment. If the universe be God’s

work, its laws are His laws, and when we find the laws made by man working terrible hardships we know

that we have gone astray, and we must get back to His will.

Sic in the original; probably ““a number of his old friends” (word dropped)”.
Sic in the original; probably “Francisco”.
Sic in the original; probably ““two hours on the single tax” (possibly intended as printed)”.
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We all know that in our communities there is much undeserved poverty; hard, biting, degrading poverty.

There is more than physical suffering. Look, too, at the great amount of vice and crime running through it,

born of want and the fear of want.

We hold that the conditions of to-day are not the conditions God intends; that He is no niggard, and that

there is enough for all—except the sluggard.

On Friday evening Metropolitan temple was crowded by a great audience. The Examiner, in its report of the

meeting, said:

There was not a vacant seat in Metropolitan temple last night when Henry George appeared on the

platform. Hundreds unable to find seats stood in the aisles and along the walls.

Woolen-shirted workingmen sat side by side with elegantly dressed women—the audience was thoroughly

republican and cosmopolitan, and all the different elements that went to make up the crowd were equally

enthusiastic, and the frequent applause shook the building.

The Examiner of Sunday morning, February 9, printed a picture of Mr. George, and devoted fourteen columns to

an interview with him, and to interviews with well-known workingmen on the subject of the single tax.

Mr. George’s talk was largely devoted to criticising the stupid folly that makes California support the protective

policy, but he also answered numerous questions put by the reporter concerning the single tax. The interviews

with workers were curious.

Some of those interviewed declared that they had really never given any attention to the single tax doctrine until

Mr. George’s arrival in San Francisco a few days before. A majority declared themselves believers in the single tax,

and a very considerable number of others said that, while not entirely familiar with it, or convinced that it would

accomplish all that Mr. George expects, they were favorably impressed with the idea. Two or three of the officers

of the labor unions, while expressing approval of the single tax doctrine, declared that organized labor was

disposed to hold itself aloof from Mr. George personally, because they did not regard him as in sympathy with

their methods. W. A. Bushnell, president of the Council of federated trades, said he saw nothing to quarrel with in

the single tax idea, and that he did not attach much importance to the statement that Mr. George had expressed

himself in disapproval of trades unions. Mr. Bushnell said that he understood that Mr. George regarded the

unions as kindergartens, and “the crudest form of protective organization.” He added: “Perhaps he isn’t far wrong

in this, but dyed-in-the-wool trades union men like myself are very much inclined to the belief that it will be just

such ‘primitive organizations’ as ours which may finally make his theory something more than a theory.”

The only men interviewed who declared themselves unequivocally against Mr. George were a blacksmith, who

boasted that he had become an employer; a woodcarver, who makes his principal income by writing for the

papers; and a cigarmaker, who, like the other two, was a violent protectionist. The blacksmith seemed disposed to

boast that he had not read Mr. George’s works, though he unhesitatingly expressed his opposition to the

principles advocated in them.

Editorially, the newspapers, as a rule, treated Mr. George with courtesy. The Chronicle, however, showed that it

was absolutely unfamiliar with his ideas, and actu-
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ally misrepresented them editorially in the same paper in which it printed a very fair report of his lecture.

The Evening Post published a fac simile of Mr. George’s autograph, and underneath it the legend, “Founder of the

Evening Post, author of ‘Progress and Poverty’ and the noted political economist and reformer.” It says:
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Henry George unquestionably stands at the head of all living political economists, and by his admirers is

accounted the greatest thinker on economical problems since the day of Adam Smith.

The Examiner reported all of Mr. George’s addresses quite fully, and editorially spoke of him as follows:

San Francisco and Henry George meet again after a separation of ten years. Both have grown considerably

more important in the interval. San Francisco has become a great city and Mr. George has become a great

man. The fame of both is abroad in the world.

When Mr. George left us he was a prophet to a few, a crank to many, and simply a vivid, interesting writer to

more. Since then he has developed into a skillful man of affairs, a practical politician in the best sense, a

leader with a vast following of devoted disciples. He counts his adherents in every quarter of the globe.

Michael Davitt in Ireland, Thomas G. Shearman in New York, T. V. Powderly in Pennsylvania, Sir George

Grey in New Zealand, Sir Henry Parkes in New South Wales, all march with him or after him. He has a right

to say, as he said at the farewell banquet in New York the other night, that he is a citizen of the world. One

year he is helping the liberals in England, the next he is working with the ballot reformers in America, and

the next he is campaigning with the free traders in Australia.

Mr. George is best known through his single tax theory, but he has shown the clear sanity that distinguishes

the practical worker from the crank in the way in which he has identified himself with other reforms and so

won the friendship and the cordial attention of men who would have been repelled by the single tax alone.

Purely as a single taxer it is hardly likely that he could have secured the warm commendation of George

William Curtis, President Low of Columbia college, the president of Brown university, and other eminent

men who sent him their best wishes for a prosperous journey. But Mr. George has been the first, the most

persistent and the most powerful advocate of the introduction of the Australian ballot into the United

States, and in this fight he has had at his back the mugwump respectability that might have been horrified

at his economic views.

Even those who differ from Mr. George can read his articles without losing their tempers, because he never

loses his. He never dances a war dance on an opponent. And the tone of his arguments is so high that

nobody feels degraded, as in the case of some popular agitators, by handling them.

Whatever else Mr. George may have been, he has always been honest, fearless and courteous. That is why

such men as Bishop Huntington. Heber Newtonsic, Lyman Abbot,35, Roger Q. Mills, J. G. Carlisle and the two

Breckinridges joined in wishing him good luck. It is why San Francisco has always been glad to claim him as

one of her sons. It is why Georgeism, born of the same conditions, has never degenerated into Kearneyism.

Mr. George, in becoming an agitator, has never ceased to be a gentleman. San Franciscans recognize and

appreciate that merit.

W. J. Sellers, writing from San Francisco under date of February 10, is jubilant over the success of Mr. George’s

visit. He says that even the weather, which had previously been inclement, was enlisted in behalf of the single tax.

The meetings at Metropolitan temple were enthusiastic and crowded, and the banquet, which was also attended

by many of Mr. George’s old friends who were not single tax men, was a splendid success. The meeting on

February 7 was very largely attended by workingmen, who cheered and applauded Mr George’s denunciation of

the humbug of protection. The meeting at Oakland on Thursday evening, February 6, was a large one, but many of

the audience in that protection city evidently were not in sympathy with the speaker at the start; they listened,

Sic in the original; probably ““Huntington, Heber Newton” (period for comma)”.
Sic in the original; probably “Lyman Abbott”.
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however, with the closest attention, and frequently applauded with enthusiasm. The tract, “Only a Dream,” by

Abner Thomas, was made the text of Mr. George’s opening remarks. Mr. Sellers says: “When Mr. George sailed for

Australia on Saturday afternoon, the 8th inst., a large delegation of his friends went to the steamer to see him off,

cheering him heartily as the vessel left the dock. By the way, Mr. George has the good fortune to cross the Pacific

on that great rarity in these days, an American steamer.”

Mr. E. Hodkins of Oakland writes that the meeting in that city on Thursday evening, the 6th, completely filled

Hamilton hall, one of the largest halls in the city. “The single tax club issued special invitations to the clergy to be

present and many of them attended. There were also present many lawyers, business men and doctors who

listened attentively. The Oakland and San Francisco papers printed full reports of the meeting.”
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GENERAL WALKER ON NATIONALISM.

General Francis A. Walker, statistician, talks of “Mr. Bellamy and the new nationalist party,” in the February

Atlantic Monthly, from the old time individualist’s point of view. General Walker ascribes the widespread interest

in Mr. Bellamy’s book and the growth of Henry George’s ideas, to the optimism born of the world’s remarkable

material progress. General Walker thinks that things had been going well with mankind when Mr. George had the

audacity to propose a remedy for poverty and that sanguine human nature at once grasped at the hope held out.

He thinks that like conditions made possible the welcome given to Mr. Bellamy’s dream.

In General Walker’s view the sanguine people who welcome nationalism had a right to complain that Mr. Bellamy

was not born earlier—his remedy seems so simple. General Walker believes that the great majority of country

people would come to live in town did they not know that they would starve, and he conjectures that nothing

would keep them out of Mr. Bellamy’s delightful cities save the reduction of agricultural working hours to about

one and a half per day. But the world is scarcely fed with the long agricultural working hours of the present time,

and of course a reduction of hours would be fatal.

Mr. Bellamy’s apportionment of pay, not according to product, but according to exertion, the weak man making

great exertion to produce what the strong man produces with slight effort, General Walker thinks, would tend to

discourage individual energy.

According to General Walker’s notion, Mr. Bellamy’s 5,000,000 of unemployed voters having no occupation but

politics, would become the most pestiferous of political intriguers. He suggests that a ruling class equally removed

from popular clamor and prejudice might be found in the penitentiaries.

General Walker vigorously dissnetssic from the idea that under nationalism greed and other forms of selfishness

would disappear. “From the origin of mankind to the present time the main spur to exertion has been want.”

Mr. Bellamy’s bocksic, like “Mr. George’s great work,” shows, in General Walker’s opinion, the perverting effect of a

single false notion. In Mr. Bellamy’s case it is the love of militarism, but General Walker assures us that while men

may surrender liberty to discipline in stress of war, they will not make this surrender in the midst of permanent

peace. There have been races that lived without care, but they were not civilized. “Except for care and struggle and

pains, men would never have risen above the intellectual and physical stature of Polynesian savages.” * * *

“But it was no Bellamy who said that in the sweat of their brows should men eat bread; that with agony should

they be born into the world; and that in labor always, in disappointment and defeat often, with anxious thought,

and with foreboding that ceases only at the grave, should they live their lives through, dying weary of the struggle,

yet rejoicing in the hope of a better future and more generous terms for those who are to come after.”

THE SOCIAL PROBLEM.

Sic in the original; probably “dissents”.
Sic in the original; probably “book”.
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General Walker insists that Mr. Bellamy’s plan involves the grossest violation of common honesty in the proposed

distribution of products. The tribes among whom such a system exists are embruted savages, and they too, by the

way, govern themselves through superannuated elders.

The nationalist party is not to be taken seriously, in General Walker’s opinion, because it represents only a few

persons, and those not drawn from the masses. He finds its declaration of principles chiefly theoretic, and

ridicules its utterance on the subject of trusts. He boldly takes issue with the adjective “brutal,” as applied to

competition, and says that we are suffering not from too much but from too little of that healthful excitement.

“When I sell my service or my product at the highest attainable price, what does this mean but that I have found

the very person, of all the world, who has the greatest need of it, who can make the most out of it, to whom it will

bring the largest satisfaction of wants and desires?”

With a heavy British pleasantry, designed to be popular, Augustus Jessop talks in the February Nineteenth

Century of “The Land and Its Owners in Past Times.” He shows how, from the time of the Conqueror, English

land has been held subject to the sovereign’s over-lordship; how in early days no man could absolutely sell land;

how the mesne tenant held of the tenant-in-chief, and
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the sub-tenant of the mesne tenant; how each lessor and lessee had reciprocal rights and duties, and how the

rights and duties of a tenant-in-chief, a mesne tenant or a sub tenant at his death went to his heir or heirs failing

body to him of whom the tenant held Mr. Jessop shows, too, how the sub-tenants always resisted the absorption

of any holding into the holding of the lord of the manor, how all had rights in woodland and common pasture, and

in short, how English society recognized that only the state could acquire absolute title in lands.

Mr. Jessop shows, too, how this idea still survives in certain rights of the crown and the people; how a man may

not treat land altogether as if it were his coat or his hat; how he must not build above ground in utter disregard of

his neighbor’s rights, or delve below ground without regard to the mineral rights of former holders, or of the state.

Mr. Jessop protests that land nationalization, as now advocated, has not attractionssic for him, but adds that, as a

matter of fact, the land of England was and is nationalized, and that at a time when there was no king to assert the

over lordship of the crown, the existing government, as representing the people of England, exercised such over-

lordship and asserted its right to dispossess occupants of the soil. On the whole, Mr. Jessop’s evidence is valuable

to the single tax as that of an honest enemy.

Alfred Dolge, felt shoe manufacturer of Dolgeville, Herkimer county, N. Y., sends to THE STANDARD, through

the editor of the Dolgeville Herald, a report of a speech made by Mr. Dolge at the recent twenty-first reunion of

his employes. The editor assures THE STANDARD that Mr. Dolge was once a workman himself and that he has

after years of study developed a plan for just distribution of earnings, commonly called profit sharing, which he

believes to be a solution of the labor problem.

By Mr. Dolge’s plan, what he calls “earnings” are distributed under three classes—pensions, life insurance and

endowment. The share of the factory’s net earnings to be set aside yearly for these purposes is to be calculated

upon the results of the records as kept by the proprietor, to be known for the purposes of distribution as “the

LAND TENURE IN ENGLAND.

MR. DOLGE’S PLAN.

Sic in the original; probably “has no attractions”.
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manufacturing record of the work done by the employes and the general producing capacity of the business

caused by the exertion of the employes.” But Mr. Dolge thoughtfully adds that it shall be entirely within the

proprietor’s discretion to decide how much of the net earnings of the business shall be set aside for this

distribution account.

All this is not entirely clear, but it apparently means that Mr. Dolge will determine from some sort of record based

on observation just what share of net earnings each workman is entitled to, and then shall, if he chooses, put it

down to his credit. Against this distribution account are to be set the amounts paid under the insurance law and

the amount necessary to maintain the pension fund. Should the net earnings in any year be insufficient to cover

these items, nothing will be set down to the credit of the distribution account, and the deficit will be set against

the distribution account of the next year.

Under the pension system every male employe over twenty-one years of age and under fifty years, after ten years’

continuous service, is entitled to a pension in case of partial or total inability to work, caused by accident, sickness

or old age, at the rate of fifty per cent of the wages earned after 10 years’ service, 60 per cent of the wages earned

after 13 years’ service, 70 per cent of the wages earned after 16 years’ service, 80 per cent of the wages earned

after 19 years’ service, 90 per cent of the wages earned after 22 years’ service, 100 per cent of the wages earned

after 25 years’ service.

Disability caused by accident while on duty or sickness then contracted will entitle an employe to fifty per cent of

his wages at any time previous to ten years’ service. But no pension shall exceed $1,000 per year.

Five years’ service beyond twenty-one years of age entitles the employe to a $1,000 life insurance policy; ten years

to another and fifteen years to a third. Proportionate policies are allowed to employes entering at various ages,

and those entering after forty-one years of age and all those rejected by the insurance company shall have $35 a

year deposited to their credit until principal and interest reach $1,000.

Each male employe over twenty-one years of age and five years employed shall be entitled to a yearly credit

according to his record, and provided it shows that he has earned more than has been paid him in wages, at the

age of sixty, shall receive the whole sum with interest at six per cent upon each
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year’s balance. The employe may borrow from this endowment upon giving proper security.

Mr. Dolge expresses the belief that his plan is the only one likely to ameliorate the workingman’s condition,

because it alone is “not projected from any idea of benevolence, but is based upon self-interest.” He insists that it

is not profit sharing, because workingmen make not profits but earnings. He says, too, it is very different from

both socialism and communism. He believes that working people will never be satisfied with a system of paternal

government, and turns aside to declare that co-operation is impracticable. Mr. Dolge affirms his expectation that

his employes will be dissatisfied with their records at the end of the year, but bluntly says that no fault finding will

turn him from his course. His address closes with figures as to pensions and insurance premiums thus far paid by

the house.

CRITICISING EDITORIALS IN THE JOURNAL OF THE KNIGHTS OF LABOR.

To the Editor of The Standard—SIR: The last meeting of our club was devoted almost wholly to the discussion of

some editorials which appeared in a recent issue of the Journal of the Knights of Labor, concerning the single tax,

competition, etc. The articles in question were evidently from the pen of Mr. A. W. Wright, editor of the Journal;

LETTERS TO THE EDITOR.
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accordingly he was handled without gloves for his manifest antipathy to the single tax and the individualism

involved in it, and his desire rather to teach state socialism, notwithstanding that the members of the Knights of

Labor, and the public generally, had been led to believe that the order did adopt the single tax and all that it

involves. In the opinion of the club the fourth section of the Knights of Labor declaration of principles, as last

amended, is good enough single taxism for the present—a great advance on the order’s former land policy—and, if

taught to the members of the organization, it would be productive of great good; but that it cannot be of very

much value as a principle if the editor of the Journal repeatedly and systematically informs the uninitiated that it

is not the single tax doctrine, and makes no attempt to explain what it is. Merely stating that it means “more than

the single tax” is not a sufficient explanation to satisfy our club.

J. A. CRAIG.

Paterson, N. J.

To the Editor of The Standard—SIR: Last Monday, February 3, a special train left this city for Scranton, containing

the mayor, the members of the common council and a number of invited guests, among whom was the writer. The

object of the excursion was the inspection of Scranton’s system of electric railways, the new rapid transit company

here having applied for permission to use electricity as a motor. Our party numbered ninety-four, and all kinds of

politicians were represented, except prohibitionists. Single tax object lessons met the sight all the way to Scranton,

the farm houses without paint, barns tumbling down and fences flat, showing the effects of indirect taxation and

that swindle called a protective tariff. The contrast between these farms and the homes of the mechanic in the

small villages was almost as marked as that between the last and the residences of the well-to-do, who do business

in the cities. We arrived in Scranton after dark, and after a hearty supper at the Wyoming, I spent the evening in

visiting the great steel rail mills and interviewing the citizens on the railway question. The city has now about

[104,000?] inhabitants, the central portion consisting of a few squares of well built stores and some buildings that

any city might be proud of. The city hall is a beautiful building, built of granite blocks, a material quite extensively

used. A number of buildings attracted my attention by their elegant design. This is the bright side of the picture—

the other side is, oh, how black. I have never seen such a picture of abject poverty as that on which I gazed the next

morning; when daylight came.

I had started in the first car before daybreak, and stood on one of the highest points in the town when it became

light. Before me lay a deep valley surrounded by high hills, higher than the Orange mountains, with the

Lackawanna river winding through it, and filled with shanties, some better, some worse, but mostly worse. The

gloomy picture was made to look still blacker by the contrast with the center of the town and the comparatively

few residences of wealthy people scattered along the sides of the hills. In returning to town I told a gentleman in

the car that the poverty astonished [me. The?]
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answer was that I saw nothing to what I would see further out among the miners at the mouths of the mines.

“These men can barely live when on full time. Now they only exist, as they are having from seven to fifteen days’

work a month.” I then asked him, could these men, if they had free access to the land around here, make two

dollars a day, working for themselves. The answer was prompt. “Yes, more, and do it easy.” The poverty was

explained as I knew it would be. I was glad to get away; the misery I saw even in that limited time was oppressive,

still I was glad that I had seen Scranton. It made me think better of Newark, strengthened my faith in the single

tax (if that was possible) and made me feel more determined than ever to work as well as I can for the abolishing

of the poverty I saw.

POVERTY IN THE COAL REGION.
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THEODORE J. WERNER.

Newark, N. J., Feb. 8.

To the Editor of The Standard—SIR: January, 1890, will be, I fancy, a sort of mile stone in the single tax

movement. The clear, manly letter from Francis Lynde Stetson, read at the dinner to Mr. George, is of infinite

credit to the future statesman who wrote it, and cannot fail to prove a powerful stimulant to influential democrats

everywhere. Democrats have only to open their eyes to see the port for which our stanch old Jeffersonian ship is

headed.

C. F. PERRY.

Quincy, Ill.

To the Editor of the Standard—SIR: The strictures against the inquisitorial searching of trunks, in a recent

editorial article in THE STANDARD, reminds me of an amusing incident that occurred at Ogdensburg, N. Y., on

the Canadian frontier some years ago. It was the custom of the women of all conditions to buy their drygoods in

the town of Prescott, Canada, just opposite, and smuggle them over the river. The government finally deemed it

necessary to have women searchers to examine the clothing of females suspected of carrying the goods in hoop-

skirts or bustles. At one time a very handsome and demure young lady had been noticed making daily trips to and

fro, and it was finally decided to invite her into the ladies’ room and have the female official search her. The male

custom house officials winked at one another, as they closed the door, as if to say, “Guess we have made a haul this

time.” He was right. Shortly after screams were heard issuing from the private room, and the female searcher ran

out in hysterics. The demure young lady was a young man.

JOHN R. ROCHE,

Boston, Mass., February 8, 1890

To the Editor of The Standard—SIR: I have received a copy of THE STANDARD for January 8, and find its pages

permeated with the sentiment of genuine Christianity. I like it; and to that extent its labors I believe will be

successful and its work permanent. There is no question as to the frozen and self-satisfied state of the clergy in

general. The world need not look to this for the origin of any natural or spiritual reform. The theory of THE

STANDARD I question. Its ultimate purpose is the noblest.

GEORE HENRY DOLEsic.

Grand Rapids, Mich., Jan. 25, 1890.

COMPLIMENTING A “FUTURE STATESMAN.

A CUSTOMS SEARCHER IN HYSTERICS.

HE LIKES THE STANDARD.

Sic in the original; probably “GEORGE HENRY DOLE.”.
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The Glenarm reading club, under whose auspices Henry George delivered his lectures in Denver, is now in its

sixth year, and has a membership of 750, nearly all of whom are already more or less conversant with the single

tax doctrine. Its president is Rev. Myron W. Reed, pastor of the First Congregational church, and J. D. Dillenback,

publisher of the Colorado School Journal, is its vice-president. Mr. Dillenback wrote the following verses, and had

them published in the Denver papers on the day of Mr. George’s first lecture in that city:

TO HENRY GEORGE.

We welcome you to-night,

O prophet of the right,

With all our hearts;

For in your voice we hear,

The ringing note and clear

That truth imparts.

To you, who, bold and strong,

Smite hard the hoary wrong

Of wealth unearned,

As to no other man

In all the wide earth’s span,

Men’s hopes are turned.

J. D. DILLENBACK.

Dubuque, Iowa, Industrial West.

The protective tariff has but two objects—produce cheap labor and dear products except farm products.

A DENVER GREETING.

IN A NUTSHELL.
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A DISGUSTED REPUBLICAN.

JOHN GIBB, AN OLD TIME REPUBLICAN, CANNOT STAND PROTECTIONISM.

Until a day or so ago John Gibb, the eminent merchant, was a member of the legislative committee of the Kings

county republican committee. Mr. Gibb is the head of the great wholesale dry goods house of Mills & Gibb in New

York, and of the big retail house which goes by the name of “Frederick Loeser & Co.” in Brooklyn. He is one of the

most active of the republican business men of Brooklyn, and is to be credited with a very large share in the recent

reforms of Mayor Chapin’s administration. The Tribune is never tired of praising Mr. Gibb and his patriotic stand

for reform and the republican party. Now Mr. Gibb has resigned from the committee, and the Brooklyn Citizen,

interview ing him to find out what the matter is, discovers that it is the tariff. New York business men will

remember Mr. Gibb’s enthusiasm for Harrison last year, and how his wholesale house was closed on the day of the

republican parade in order that none of his employes need have any excuse for staying away. He is a typical, old-

fashioned republican business man, and here he is retiring from work for his party on account of the tariff. “The

republican party,” he says, “is wrong on the great question of the day—tariff reform. I agree with Grover Cleveland

that we must have free raw materials. * * * It is a barbarous and iniquitous tariff and a blot on civilization. Just as

the American people demanded of Lincoln the emancipation proclamation, they will shortly go to the polls and

demand tariff reform. * * * An ad valorem tariff does not protect and a specific tariff discriminates against the

masses. What is the use of charging 40 per cent ad valorem when you can only collect 30 per cent? What protec

tion have honest merchants against those who evade the law? When an importer goes to Europe and buys goods,

the foreign manufacturer asks him, ‘How shall I invoice this for the custom house?’ ‘At valuation,’ the honest

merchant replies. Consternation and astonishment of the manufacturer! He is so used to undervaluation. As a

matter of fact the sentiment of the whole of Europe is against our protective tariff, and foreign manufacturers

willingly enter into collusion with our importers to evade the duty. * * *

“How does a specific tariff work? Mrs. Astor, who buys the very finstsic qualities of pure silk, will pay less duty than

the poor woman whose silk is mixed with chemicals. The finer grades of woolens weigh less than the coarser. The

specific tariff per pound will discriminate against the servant girl. They talk of putting a specific tariff on gloves.

Some gloves cost $4.50 a dozen, and some $24. Here we have another instance of discrimination against the

masses. I am sorry that some people have gone in for free trade. We are not ripe for that yet. The free trade cry has

retarded tariff reform. But there is an educational process going on which will give us the needed remedy in a few

years.”

All which is pretty good for an old-line, stiff-neck, straight-backed republican like John Gibb, eh? Some of those

sentences sound like bullets. Let’s keep some of them to use in the first volley in ’92. “The specific tariff per pound

will discriminate against the servant girl.” “An ad valorem tariff does not protect, and a specific tariff discriminates

against the masses.” “The protective tariff had been in force since 1790, and like other antiquated things, is sadly

in need of revision.”

THE FREE TRADE FIGHT.

Sic in the original; probably “finest”.
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And now let me tell you a secret. I know where John Gibb got his idea about the gloves. It was from his kid glove

manager, Larom, one of the shrewestsic kid glove men in the country. Not long ago, in their pleasant tariff juggling,

the republicans proposed to counterbalance some reduction or other with a rise in the kid glove duty; and

promptly Larom, and Peyser of H. M. Peyser & Co., and Paul of the Foster hook gloves, and other well-known kid

glove men, arose in arms, and warned the republicans to keep off. “Kid gloves are made but little in this country,”

said Larom and his friends, in effect, in their letter on the subject. “You may build up an American industry; but it

will be at the expense of the poor. At present kid gloves are so cheap that a poor girl can afford to wear very decent

looking gloves for almost nothing. Our experience tells us that the factory girls of the cities and towns almost

invariably wear kid gloves; it is one of the few pleasures which they extract from their hard life. If the price of

gloves goes up, they will be the only sufferers, for the rich can easily afford what little difference it will make to

them. This is not
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protection to the poor; the American kid glove industry doesn’t need any protection, and we protest.”

The effect of this was to make congress go a little easy, but the kid gloves of the factory girls are not yet safe; for

the republicans have got to make up in some quarter for whatever they cut down, and the factory girls have no

“delegations” to send to congress to argue for their interests in committee rooms. But you can depend on it that if

they do raise the duty on gloves, the entire kid glove trade, democrats and republicans alike, will stand shoulder to

shoulder for resistance. Even the domestic manufacturers, who confine themselves mainly to buckskin gloves, etc.,

don’t want a tariff on on kid gloves.

All which teaches us that the wicked stand in slippery places; and that (with Emerson’s compliments to John Gibb)

only fools and dead men never change their opinions.

CHARLES W. THOMPSON.

Brooklyn, Feb. 16.

PRESIDENT WHEELER AND LINDLEY VINTON OF THE REFORM CLUB DEBATE WITH MAHLON

CHANCE.

The Reform club’s tariff reform campaign in Livingston county, New York, last week took the form of joint

discussions. Everett P. Wheeler, president of the club, and Mahlon Chance, secretary of the American protective

tariff league, took part in a discussion at Geneseo on the night of the 10th inst. Mr. Wheeler brought the question

home to his hearers by declaring his belief that they would not submit to a county tax of forty-seven cents on the

dollar, though they unconsciously submitted to just such a tariff tax on many necessary articles. A high tariff

makes goods dear and wages low; free raw materials make goods cheap and wages high. Mr. Wheeler figured up

the beneficial results that would accrue to Livingstone countysic from the freeing of raw materials. Mr. Wheeler set

forth briefly the economic heresy of protection, and assailed the historic accuracy of the common assertion that

protection has furthered the prosperity of this country.

Mr. Chance replied with an assault upon free traders and a denunciation of the southern confederacy. The British

manufacturer also came in for a share of Mr. Chance’s vituperations. Mr. Chance’s argument was of the sort

familiar to those who have wrestled with the protectionists.

UP IN LIVINGSTON.

Sic in the original; probably “shrewdest”.
Sic in the original; probably “Livingston county”.
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Mr. Wheeler’s moderation of tone carried the audience with him, and his spirited reply to Mr. Chance’s

identification of free traders of to-day with the confederates of twenty-five years ago, brought from Mr. Chance

an explanation that sounded much like an apology. Mr. Wheeler and Mr. Chance met again the next night at

Dansville.

Lindley Vinton of the Reform club met Mr. Chance in debate at Mt. Morris and Avon on Wednesday and

Thursday nights last. Mr. Chance repeated his speech of the other two nights. At Mt. Morris Mr. Vinton treated

the iron question in admirable fashion. Mr. Vinton is a manufacturer him self, with a practical knowledge of the

business extending from bench to counting house. He said among other things:

In 1750 we were exporting iron to England. As in 1750 America passed England because her fuel gave out

and America had an abundance, so again from the same cause the scepter is again about to pass. In 1880

coke was $3.50 per ton in Durham; to-day it is $6. In the United States it is $1.75. England has so largely

exhausted her coal fit for making furnace coke that it costs her $6 a ton to make coke, and it takes 1 1-6 tons

of coke to make a ton of pig iron. England’s territory is small and no new coal can be discovered. Last year

she imported 4,000,000 tons of iron ore. Our stores of iron and coal are inexhaustible. With free trade

should England attempt to supply ten per cent of our demand it would raise the price of bar iron twenty per

cent, far beyond our present prices. The prices to-day are:

Pittsburg. Birmingham.

Refined iron . . . . $1 95 $1 95

Soft steel . . . . . 2 34 2 50

Tool steel . . . . . 6½ 6¾

New York. Glasgow.

Best pig . . . . . . 20 00 21 00

The only use that can be made of the iron tariff will be to increase the prices and the profits of the protected

manufacturer should there be a considerable increase in the demand.

An amusing incident of the Mount Morris meeting occurred when Mr. Chance asserted that protection had

enabled coal miners to earn from $2 00 to $4.84 per day. The audience, which had heard the sad truth about coal

miners’ wages from W. B. Estell, organizer of the Reform club canvass in several counties, rose en masse at

Mr. Chance’s assertion and greeted him with groans and laughter. An appeal by Mr. Vinton for fair play to his

opponent alone sufficed to silence the demonstration.

At Avon Mr. Vinton took up and answered seriatim the chief points in Mr. Chance’s address.

Mr. Chance in his opening made the following points:

First—That from 1816 to 1824, from 1832 to 1842, and from 1846 to 1861, we had free trade in the United

States; that iron was the basis on which we established the prosperity of
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> the country and that these periods of free trade had kept the manufacture of iron down so that in 1846 we only

manufactured 700,000 tons. To-day we manufacture 7,000,000. > > To this Mr. Vinton replied that the lowest

duty on iron up to 1848 was $10 a ton; that it had never since 1816 been lower at any period than to-day—$6 a

ton; that on Mr. Chance’s statement the developementsic of the iron industry had been the greatest on the lowest

tariff he had ever known on iron. > > Second—Ireland was ruined by free trade. Reply: Ireland was ruined by

England forbidding the export of Irish product, and, therefore, she was injured by protection. > > Third—The

prosperity from 1846 to 1860 was admitted, but was accounted for on various grounds, partly by the thouand,44

millions of gold from California. Reply: The amount of gold and silver produced in the United States from 1870

to 1880, covering the panic period, was greater than from 1850 to 1860. > > Fourth—Times were so hard in 1858

under free trade that hundreds of people in New York sought the public soup houses. In reply: Times were so hard

under protection from 1873 to 1879 that the soup houses of the city could not feed the starving, and for the first

time in this country that tramps went > from farm house to farm house and millions of working men were in want.

> > Fifth—The government was so impoverished in 1860 that 12 per cent was paid for money. Reply: The debt of

the United States was only about one hundred million, but every one recognized that we were on the eve of a

rebellion. The government debt to-day is one thousand millions, but we borrow money at 2½ per cent because

every one believes in the stability of our government. > > Sixth—The balance of trade has been for years against

England in free trade; that indicates that she has been growing poorer. Reply: When a country has a balance of

trade againt,45 her under normal conditions, it indicates that she is importing more merchandise than she exports,

and if this continues for any length of time it must be that she has foreign investments, or has shipping on the

seas, and this balance of trade represents goods shipped to the country to pay interest on her foreign investments,

or in return for her shipping. The countries which export more than they import, and have a permanent balance of

trade in their favor are Turkey, Spain and Egypt; the countries which have a balance of trade against them are

England, France and Germany. > > Seventh—The anthracite coal miners in Allegany districts are paid from $2 to

$4 80 per day. Reply: This is simply an assertion, but if true, I reply anthracite coal is on the free list. The

bituminous coal miners are not paid over $1 per day, and in the Braidwood district and the Brazil district in

Indiana, we have seen for many months miners starving to death because they refused to accept a reduction in

their wages which would not permit them to live. The mine owners say the men shall yield or starve. > > Eighth—

Trusts are not an aid to protection and they are not helped by protection. Reply: The trusts listed on the stock

exchange are the Standard oil trust, the Cotton seed oil trust, the sugar trust, the lead trust (including white lead),

and the cattle feeders and distillers (or whisky) trust. The produce manufactured by every one of these trusts is

protected by a heavy tariff duty. > > Ninth—The Reform club of New York, which sent the speaker here to defend

free trade is made up of dudes and importers. Reply: Less than two per cent of the members of the Reform club

are importers and there are more manufacturers than importers in the club. > > Tenth—Who demand free raw

material? Reply: Mr. Ames, the republican governor of Massachusetts, a large manufacturer, states > that the

manufacturers of Massachusetts are doomed unless they get free raw material; in this he is joined by hundreds of

manufacturers of iron and woolens throughout the United States.

The campaign of the Reform club in this state is developing with great rapidity. It will soon be going on in half a

dozen counties. The Cleveland democracy of Erie county, an organization of some years standing, has become

interested, and on February 22 meetings to organize or reorganize branches of this society and place them in line

with the tariff reform movement will be held in every village of the county.

Sic in the original; probably “development”.
Sic in the original; probably “thousand”.
Sic in the original; probably “against”.
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A meeting of tariff reformers, irrespective of party, was held in Philadelphia last week to further the election of

William M. Ayers, nominated for congress in the late W. D. Kelley’s district. William M. Singerly of the Record

presided, and there were addresses by Mr. Singerly, John B. Thayer, Mr. Ayers and Dwight M. Lowry. Mr. Lowry

said he came of a republican household where the name of Lincoln was as dear as that of Washington. “We were

republicans because we thought republicanism meant freedom and not indiscriminate taxation. So when the time

came for me to cast my first balletsic in 1884 I voted for Grover Cleveland and never regretted it. I voted for him in

1888, and if I am alive in 1892, and the democratic convention will do the will of the Lord, I will vote for him

again. Philadelphia is a manufacturing city, and it is manifestly necessary to the manufacturers that they get raw

material.”

Captain John Codman of this city told the merchant marine committee of the house of representatives that the

essential thing for revival of our shipping is freedom to purchase ships abroad. He laid down these necessary

conditions: First, the free admission of all ships of over 3,000 tons wherever built to American registry; second,

the admission of materials for ship building of all classes, duty
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free; third, the same subsidy for ships of American construction as that paid by Great Britain to her lines from

Liverpool to New York, and from Southampton to Rio Janeiro, Buenos Ayres and the west coast of South America,

for any line that will make the voyages in the same time, and a pro rata subsidy for fast ships engaged in shorter

voyages where mail services are required; fourth, the same contracts that arosic made by the British admiralty with

the owners of any steamships who will build them in such a way that they shall meet the requirements of the navy.

Captain Codman explained that he was opposed to all subsidies, especially such as Mr. Thurber is urging, but if

congress is bent on subsidies such a subsidy as was here indicated.

A protectionist at the recent meeting at Indianapolis of the Western association of canned goods packers, declared

that he was in favor of free tinned plates for the same reason that he was in favor of a duty on some other things,

presumably because he be lieved it for the best interest of his own business. He expressed the opinion that it was

sheet iron manufacturers who were urging that the duty of tin plate be increased. They were doing so because tin

plate was now being used where sheet iron had formerly answered the purpose. He said it was not true that there

was an infant tin industry in America which needed protection. So far as he was informed there was not a tin plate

factory in the United States, and the entire amount used had, therefore, to be imported from England. The

association adopted resolutions against the proposed increase of duty. Free traders need not fear protectionists of

this sort, for their attitude is a double argument against the whole selfish system.

Iron manufacturers of Massachusetts petition congress to place iron ore, coal and coke on the free list and

reimpose upon pig iron, scrap iron and scrap steel the duty that prevailed immediately before the war, to wit,

twenty-four per cent ad valorem. Many dealers in wool and manufacturers of woolens in Massachusetts petition

congress to place raw wool on the free list.

It came out in a recent lawsuit that the net earnings for 1889 of the highly protected Pittsburg plate glass

company were thirty-five per cent on a capital of $2,750,000. The official report announced that the plate glass

GOOD THINGS OUT OF NAZARETH.

CAPTAIN CODMAN ON FREE SHIPS.

Sic in the original; probably “ballot”.
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industry was in an exceedingly flourishing condition, the mills at Creighton, Tarentum and Ford City being

pushed to their utmost capacity, and the orders already received indicated that the company’s business for 1890

would greatly exceed even last year’s gigantic total. The par value of the stock is $100. Its market value is $200,

and even on that figure the dividend is unusually large. This lusty infant is protected by a duty of considerably

over 100 per cent.

State Treasurer Fitzgerald says, in speaking of his recent western trip: “I was surprised at the steady growth of

Mr. Cleveland’s popularity in the west and northwest. He is gaining strength all the while.”

T. E. Lane writes to the Flushing Journal in answer to a protectionist who has been discussing the labor problem.

Mr. Lane preaches free trade and the single tax, and closes with this apt quotation from Abraham Lincoln:

“Whereas, God Almighty has given every man one mouth to be fed, and one pair of hands adapted to furnish food

for that mouth; if anything can be proved to be the will of heaven, it is proved by this fact, that that mouth is to be

fed by those hands without being interfered with by any other man, who has also his mouth to feed and his hands

to labor with. I hold, if the Almighty had ever made a set of men that should do all the eating and none of the

work, he would have made them with mouths only and no hands; and if he had ever made another class, that he

had intended should do all the work and none of the eating, he would have made them without mouths and with

all hands.”

A correspondent in Philadelphia writes that he met, a few days ago, a Welsh miner who had been working for five

years in the Pennsylvania anthracite region. The miner was on his way back to Wales, and looked for ward with

eagerness to his return home. He said he had enough of protected Pennsylvania, where men were paid only from

seventy-five cents to a dollar a day, and found it hard enough to get work even at that figure. Besides, while mines

here were shutting down for an indefinite period, in his country things were brightening up. The miner said that

the Welsh miners in this country would return home in droves, but they had been so well protected that they had

not the money to pay their way back.

Mr. Undermeyer of Dakota asks for a duty on tin ore to protect the Harvey Peak tin mining company of Dakota,

and Senator Moody of South Dakota supports the demand with figures intended to show that the tin ore of

Dakota is superior to that of Cornwall. It was these tin deposits of Dakota that Congressman Amos Cummings

recently described at length in the Sun. English capital is largely engaged in developing the Dakotan continued on

p. 11 →
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← continued from p. 10 tin. Of course whatever protection may be afforded these mines will enrich these foreigners

who control valuable natural opportunitiesic, and, of course, the protection of tin would be made an excuse to

press the demand for protection to American tinned plates.

Sixty gentlemen from various parts of Connecticut have just formed a state democratic club whose business it will

be to free the democracy of that state from thralldom to the ideas of the late Mr. Barnum, and place it in line with

tariff reform. The members of the new club are for Cleveland, and one of them said to an Evening Post

correspondent, “Connecticut democrats like Hill about as much as they do Satan.”

W. E. Bickssic in North American Review.

The position of the French government in regard to taxation is like Paddy’s toward heads; when you see any

property, tax it. The burden that falls on the agriculturist is enough to discourage cultivation. The more he works

and produces, the more extensively is he the victemsic of the tax collector. With a direct tax on houses, windows,

doors, etc., and on all beverages, sugar, tobacco, etc., he is simply going round and round in the same circle of

making and paying. This idea struck a French peasant recently, when, worn out by the repeated visits of tax

collectors, he cried: “My God! it seems that I was created for only two things—to make all I can and to pay to the

government all I can.” So cities grow and the country is deserted. Absenteeism prevails here as much as and more

than in England. The emigration from the country toward the cities and the industrial centers grow from year to

year; the great estates are causing the void in the country. Lands are rented no longer except with the greatest

trouble; field workers and capital alike shun land, while the industrial workmen wage between themselves a

desperate rivalry which lowers salaries to a figure even below what is strictly necessary to repair the laborer’s

strength and rear his family.

New York World.

When the new Union trust company building, in Broadway, just below Wall street, is completed in April, it will

represent a total expenditure of $2 200,000sic. It is built on four lots, extending through to New street. The

southernmost lots were purchased from the Parrish estate for $775,000. The same property was offered to Jay

Gould a few years ago for $410 000,52, and the Parrish people, who finally purchased it for $450,000, made

BURDENS OF THE FRENCH TAXPAYER.

HOW LAND VALUES GROW.

Sic in the original; probably “opportunities,”.
Sic in the original; probably ““W. E. Hicks”? (first letter reads as B; may be a damaged H)”.
Sic in the original; probably “victim”.
Sic in the original; probably “$2,200,000”.
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$325,000 when the property was resold. The northernmost lots were purchased from the United States express

company for $450,000, and Mr. Platt told a friend of his not long ago that the property had cost the company

$125,000. It will be seen that the land on which the new building is placed has cost $1,225,000. The building

itself will cost another million. When it is completed the Union trust company will move from its poky little office

in the Arcade building, at Rector street and Broadway, and will occupy the choice of offices in the new structure. It

is understood that all the offices on the Broadway side of the building have already been leased. The total rentals

in the building are figured at $220,000, or ten per cent gross on the investment. That is to say, $2,200,000

represents the principal and interest invested up to the time of opening the building and establishing it as a

source of revenue.

Milford, Del , Newssic and Advertiser.

No renter or farmer who tills his own soil, can afford to have stamped upon every piece of machinery he uses

forty-seven per cent tariff.

Boston Globe.

You can drive movable property out of the state by taxing it, but you can’t drive land out You can drivesic capital

into hiding by taxing it, but land is not built that way.

Martha’s Vineyard Herald.

When a manufacturer paints the windows of his mill so the girl operatives can’t see out and flirt, the question

arises; for which has he the most regard, the morals of the girls or the increase of his profits?

Alfred J. Hough in Jamestown, N. Y., Journal.

Men don’t believe in a devil now, as their fathers used to do;

They’ve forced the door of the broadest creed to let his majesty through.

There isn’t a print of his cloven foot or a fiery dart from his bow

To be found in earth or air to-day, for the world has voted it so.

But who is mixing the fatal draught that palsies heart and brain,

And loads the bier of each passing year with ten hundred thousand slain?

A LOT OF THEM DO AFFORD IT.

IS NOT BUILT THAT WAY.

WHICH ?

IT WOULD SEEM AS IF THE LAND SPECULATOR HAS TAKEN THE

DEVIL’S PLACE.

Sic in the original; probably “$410,000”.
Sic in the original; probably “Milford, Del., News”.
Sic in the original; probably “out. You can drive”.
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Who blights the bloom of the land to-day with the fiery breath of hell?

If the devil isn’t and never was, will somebody rise and tell?

Who dogs the steps of the toiling saint, and digs the pits for his feet?

Who sows the tares on the field of time, wherever God sows his wheat?

The devil is voted not to be, and of course the thing is true;

But who is doing the kind of work that the devil alone should do?

p. 11, col. 2

THE ESSENTIAL FEATURES OF BALLOT REFORM.

First—All ballots shall be official and shall be printed and distributed at public expense.

Second—The names of all candidates for the same office shall be printed on the same ballot.

Third—All ballots shall be delivered to the voter within the polling place on election day by sworn public officials.

Fourth—Only official ballots so delivered shall be voted. The voter shall be guaranteed absolute privacy in preparing his ballot,

and the secrecy of the ballot made compulsory.

Fifth—Voters shall have the right to nominate candidates by properly certified petitions.

HOW THE ENROLMENT GOES ON—UNSUCCESSFUL EFFORTS OF THE DEMOCRATS TO AMEND

THE SAXTON BILL.

The general committee of the New York ballot reform league met at the reform club on Friday night last and

resolved to continue the work of enrolment until the Saxton bill has got well along in its progress through the

house. This may give three weeks more for circulating the petition. Signatures are still rapidly coming in. On

Tuesday morning the enrolment had reached 37,302, an increase of more than 10,000 in a week. This is 2,000

more than the number of signatures appended to the petition asking Mr. George to run for mayor, and that, up to

this time, was the most numerously signed petition ever prepared in this city.

HE POINTS OUT THE VALUE OF THE OFFICALsic BALLOT, AND SAYS A WORD ABOUT THE TARIFF.

The Baltimore Sun publishes an interview with Mr. Cleveland, in the course of which he spoke strongly for ballot

reform, tariff reform and civil service reform. He said among other things: “I have never debated in my mind

whether the removal of trickery from the voter would injure or benefit the democratic party. Ballot reform is right,

and that is why I think it should be adopted.” He said that Governor Abbett of New Jersey and Governor Campbell

of Ohio were two of the most astute politicians in the country, and no one could be more pronounced in favor of

the principle, than each of them. The new system was the cause of democratic defeat in Boston. As to the

BALLOT REFORM.

THE STRUGGLE IN NEW YORK.

MR. CLEVELAND HEARD FROM.

Sic in the original; probably “OFFICIAL”.
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argument that the uneducated voter would be embarrassed, and in many instances deprived of his privilege,

Mr. Cleveland could not see that there was anything in it. Nothing could be easier than the adoption of some sign

or device, apparent to the most ignorant, indicating the political complexion of the candidates to be voted for. He

thought the best plan would be to have lists of all candidates printed on one ticket, the signs to be adopted

starting at the top of each list, and indicating to which party the candidates belonged. The voter could then by one

mark indicate his intention to vote for all the candidates of his party.

The vital principle of ballot reform he regarded as lodged in the official ballot. To permit an unofficial ballot would

leave the door as wide open as ever to bribery and corruption. An official ballot only would sweep away to a very

great extent, if not entirely, all excuse for campaign funds, for if the state paid all the expenses of the elections

there would be little plea to levy assessments upon candidates and contributions from interested outsiders.

On the subject of tariff reform Mr. Cleveland was as enthusiastic as in 1888. He would not discuss 1892, but he

talked of the tariff and the farmers. He thought the best way to reach the farmers and convince them of their own

true interests was the establishment of tariff reform clubs among them and to disseminate literature applicable to

their circumstances. It had been too much the custom in the party to send into the rural districts tariff documents

consisting of facts and arguments of interest only for city people. The proper way to have them understand and

appreciate the question was to give them veritable object lessons, facts and figures which came home to them.

This, he believed, was already being done.

The new county committee of the county democracy at its recent first meeting declared for the five cardinal

principles of the Saxton bill. There was a small minority in favor of striking out this declaration of principles.

Governor Larrabee of Iowa urges in his message to the legislature the adoption of the Australian system and the

enfranchisement of women for the purposes of municipal elections.

The New York senate discussed the Saxton bill on Thursday last. Mr. Chase moved to amend by permitting

unofficial ballots in case of the registration of a candidate. Mr. Saxton opposed this amendment, and it was

defeated by a party vote, the republicans voting in the negative. Mr. Chase moved further to amend by providing

that illiterate voters should not be limited to election officers in seeking assistance in marking their 
p. 11, col. 3
ballots. Mr. Saxton said that in Montana this provision had worked improperly, and that it would lead to

intimidation and bribery. The amendment was lost—yeas 7, nays 13, again a party vote.

Mr. Chase then offered as an amendment to the bill his general registry bill. Mr. Saxton said that a democratic

legislature in 1870 had repealed the general registry law. In 1872 Governor Hill, when a member of the assembly,

had opposed registry on the ground that it was unnecessary.

Mr. Cantor said corruption had increased since 1872. The republicans again rejected the amendment.

Mr. Linson then moved to substitute his bill for the Saxton bill. He would not assert the absolute

unconstitutionality of the latter, but the governor had assumed such an attitude toward the measure, and the olive

branch should be held out by the reformers. At the end of Mr. Linson’s speech the bill was laid over. It came up the

next day, but in the absence of several senators, was, on Mr. Saxton’s motion, further laid over until Thursday of

this week.

COUNTY DEMOCRATS IN LINE.
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The democrats of the West Virginia lower house passed the Australian ballot bill in spite of republican

filibustering, but in the senate the republicans on the bill’s second reading referred it to a committee, and this it is

believed will make it impossible to pass the bill this session.

A bill containing the essential features of the Australian system has been reported to the Virginia house of

delegates by the committee on elections, but it is not likely to pass. The report was made chiefly for the purpose of

obtaining an “order to print.”

The Young men’s democratic club of Wilmington, Del., which includes most of the influential young democrats of

the city, listened recently to an address by Thomas R. Graham of Philadelphia, in favor of the Australian system.

Mr. Graham drew the ballot reform bill defeated by the republicans of the last session of the Delaware legislature.

There is a gaining sentiment in favor of the reform among Delaware democrats.

Just how the fashionable woman who appears night after night, clad in a tulle dress, kid gloves and slippers and a

pearl necklace, manages to escapes pneumoniasic, must ever remain a problem to vex and bother the doctor and

philosopher. These lovely creatures are certainly endowed with great endurance, whatever may be said of their

sense. Perhaps, as Carlyle said: “Vanity is warmer than down, and pride rivals the robe of ermine.” But to get at

facts, the question was put to a pretty little creature, who never read a line of the sage. “I don’t feel cold at all,” she

said, “in evening dress. Just before dressing, I bathe my neck, arms and shoulders in glycerine and rose water, and

after drying with a coarse towel, I have my maid rub me down with alcohol. I don’t need this at all, but I do it to

please papa. I think, however, it is a good idea, for my flesh never gets goosey, and this is my second season, and I

haven’t had a cold yet. Then I always wear a very warm wrap in the carriage, and when I get home I take a warm

bath and go to bed.”—[New York Journal.

The Cincinati Commercial Gazettesic tells a story of misery and wretchedness, of despair and desolation, which

the pessimist notes as a proof of his theories of the folly of existence. A few years ago William Grant married

Annie Bluhm, and in due course two rosy children came to fill their house with sunshine. About a year ago Grant,

who was a house painter, lost his position. He tried, in vain, to find work, and in order to ward off, for a time at

least, impending poverty, he moved into two small rooms on the top floor of one of the great tenements that

disfigures the face of Cincinnati. Then he was promised work if he could get to Philadelphia; and by selling a few

articles he managed to get money enough to start him on his journey. That was eight months ago. Since he left, his

wife, who never was strong, grew weaker and weaker, and food and money have grown scarce with each week. The

work that had been promised him in Philadelphia soon gave out, and his letters home, filled with despair, struck

despair to the hearts he left behind. Finally pressure from home determined him to leave Philadelphia, and he

wrote to his wife that he would be with her by the Saturday of February 1. There was joy in the squalid little home

over the early return of the husband and father, who had been absent from them the better part of a year, and his

round-eyed children spread the glad intelligence all through the tenement. Saturday night came, but not the

father. Finally, sick at heart, the poor mother put the children to bed, and the three sobbed themselves to sleep.

Suddenly Mrs. Grant awoke screaming. The other occupants of the same floor rushed into her apartments, where

she told them she had seen her husband killed by a railroad train. All day Sunday she roamed from floor to floor of

the tenement, weeping and wringing her hands, and saying, “He’s dead; I know he’s dead.” And she would not be

comforted. The premonition of disaster was not false. On Sunday evening she received a brief telegram, dated

Johnstown, Pa., saying:

SOCIETY NOTES.

Sic in the original; probably “to escape pneumonia”.
Sic in the original; probably “Cincinnati”.
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Your husband, William Grant, has been killed. What shall we do with the body?

p. 11, col. 4
Then, indeed, did the pall of despair settle upon that house of mourning, and sorrow reigned supreme. In the

evening the daughter, nerved by necessity to acts beyond her strength, went down to the Grand central station, to

find out what to do. The little girl lay asleep in the bed. Her golden hair lay all about her sweet little face. Her long,

dark lashes were yet wet with tears. Just before she slept she had said: “I want to go to sleep with papa, in the

coffin.” The young widow, whose married life of six years is ended, returned without having done anything. Those

to whom she talked must have thought her mad. She could not speak coherently. The roses have fled from her

cheeks, and were wan and hollowed. Her eyes were dim with much weeping, her form bent and wasted from much

suffering. Through the prominence given this story by the Commercial Gazette, some good people called and gave

the bereaved family enough to pay a large arrear in the rent and to ward off any danger of immediate want. Only

one caller found fault, and that was a representative of charity. He decided that, because the apartments were

clean and free from filth and vermin, and tenanted by people who were not utter strangers to soap, therefore

Mrs. Grant and her children were not without means. Late in the afternoon Mr. Evans of the Johnson company

called. He had just received a telegram from headquarters stating that William Grant had been killed on the short

line of railroad, owned by the Johnson company and operated between Johnstown and Mixham; that his body

had been shipped to Cincinnati by the Adams express, and that he was authorized to pay all funeral expenses. The

relief from that expense was very grateful to the widow, who thankfully accepted the offer. Mrs. Grant seems to be

completely stunned by sorrow and sickness. Her eyes are dull, and her expression is that of a person dazed by a

heavy blow. She answers rather incoherently, and her mind wanders. The present is so full of misery that she has

not yet realized the future that is before her and her orphan children.

Cream strawberries are the newest and sweetest things in the candy market. The luscious red berry is first dipped

in cold water and then plunged into a cream bath of rose, lemon, vanilla, orange or pistache flavor, the stem and

little green leaf remaining. When dry the fruit bon bon is put into a little cap or bonnet of fluted paper and offered

for sale at the modest rate of $2 per pound. Another innovation of sweetness is the chocolate candle, a beautiful

brown stick, three inches long, with a tuft of hard silk to represent the wick. Set in a papier mache candlestick of

white, pink or blue the confection is at once a table ornament, a favor and a delicious morsel of dessert. Heralding

the Easter novelties there are chickens, eggs, pipes and ten-pins of sweet chocolate that sell at a dime each, and

dainty little garden-baskets of willow and grass filled with chocolate pastilles, frilled with lace paper and the cover

tied down with a ribbon or whisp of straw. Judging from the display of sweetmeats and the various designs that

are coming into the Broadway, Madison and Fifth avenue shops, chocolate is the choice of fashion.—[Exchange.

Judge C. F. Perry of Quincy, Ill., says: Louis F. Post deserves the hearty thanks of every man in the movement for

his clear and complete answer to Mr. Horace White’s article in the Popular Science Monthly. It is admirable.

C. A. Potwin, one of the well known single tax men of Ohio, has removed from Zanesville, and will make Aurora,

Mo., his future home.

William F. Morrill writes to the Cambridge, Mass., Tribune that he was very much interested in an address on tax

reform recently delivered in Cambridge by Hon. L. M. Hannum. Mr. Morrill tells the editor that the advantages

Mr. Hanuum seeks for Cambridge can be secured by the adoption of the single tax.

J. T. Altemus has been active in presenting petitions from labor organizations and ballot reformers to the New

Jersey legislature. Mr. Altemus has worked intelligently and vigorously for ballot reform in New Jersey

PERSONAL.
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J. Herbert Foster, late editor of the New Haven Light, has taken a position on the Southington Phœnix.

E. O. Roscoe of Brooklyn is using up his spare moments in trying to straighten out H. K. Thurber’s tangled ideas

on the tariff. The Brooklyn Eagle of February 10 has an able letter from Mr. Roscoe on the subject. He also wrote

an exhaustive reply to ex Secretarysic Hugh McCulloch’s recent article in the New York Times, showing that there

is no logical stopping place for tariff reformers short of the single tax, an acknowledgement of its receipt by

Mr. McCulloch being received February 6

Previous to its dissolution the West side single tax association presented to W. J. Browne a handsomely framed

picture of Henry George in recognition of his services toward the club and the single tax.

Sic in the original; probably “ex-Secretary”.
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SINGLE TAX PLATFORM.

The single tax contemplates the abolition of all taxes upon labor or the products of labor—that is to say, the

abolition of all taxes save one tax levied on the value of land, irrespective of improvements.

Since in all our states we now levy some tax on the value of land, the single tax can be instituted by the simple and

easy way of abolishing, one after another, all other taxes now levied, and commensurately increasing the tax on

land values, until we draw upon that one source for all expenses of government; the revenue being divided

between local governments, state governments and the general government, as the revenue from direct taxes is

now divided between tnesic local and state governments, or a direct assessment being made by the general

government upon the states and paid by them from revenues collected in this manner.

The single tax is not a tax on land, and therefore would not fall on the use of land and become a tax on labor.

It is a tax, not on land, bntsic on the value of land. Thus it would not fall on all land, but only on valuable land, and

on that not in proportion to the use made of it, but in proportion to its value—the premium which the user of land

must pay to the owner, either in purchase money or in rent, for permission to use valuable land. It would thus be a

tax, not on the use or improvement of land, but on the ownership of land, taking what would otherwise go to the

owner as owner, and not as user.

In assessments under the single tax all values created by individual use or improvement would be excluded, and

the only value taken into consideration would be the value attaching to the bare land by reason of neighborhood,

etc. Thus the farmer would have no more taxes to pay than the speculator who held a similar piece of land idle,

and the man who on a city lot erected a valuable building would be taxed no more than the man who held a similar

lot vacant.

The single tax, in short, would call upon men to contribute to the public revenues not in proportion to what they

produce or accumulate, but in proportion to the value of the natural opportunities they hold. It would compel

them to pay just as much for holding land idle as for putting it to its fullest use.

The single tax, therefore, would—

Take the weight of taxation off of the agricultural districts when landsic has little or no value irrespective of

improvements, and put it on towns and cities where bare land rises to a value of millions of dollars per acre.

SINGLE TAX NEWS.

1. 

Sic in the original; probably “the”.
Sic in the original; probably “but”.
Sic in the original; probably “where land”.
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Dispense with a multiplicity of taxes and a horde of taxgatherers, simplify government and greatly reduce

its cost.

Do away with the fraud, corruption and gross inequality inseparable from our present methods of taxation,

which allow the rich to escape while they grind the poor. Land cannot be bid or carried off, and its value can

be ascertained with greater ease and certainty than any other.

Give us with all the world as perfect freedom of trade as now exists between the states of our Union, thus

enabling our people to share through free exchanges in all the advantages which nature has given to other

countries, or which the peculiar skill of other peoples has enabled them to attain. It would destroy the

trusts, monopolies, and corruptions which are the outgrowtnssic of the tariff. It would do away with the

fines and penalties now levied on any one who improves a farm, erects a house, builds a machine, or in any

way adds to the general stock of wealth. It would leave every one free to apply labor or expend capital in

production or exchange without fine or restriction, and would leave to each the full product of his exertion.

It would, on the other hand, by taking for public uses that value which attaches to land by reason of the

growth and improvement of the community, make the holding of land unprofitable to the mere owner and

profitable only to the user. It would thus make it impossible for speculators and monopolists to hold natural

opportunities unused or only half used, and would throw open to labor the illimitable field of employment

which the earth offers to man. It would thus solve the labor problem, do away with involuntary poverty,

raise wages in all occupations to the full earnings of labor, make overproduction impossible until all human

wants are satisfied, render labor saving inventions a blessing to all, and cause such an enormous production

and such an equitable distribution of wealth as would give to all comfort, leisure and participation in the

advantages of an advancing civilization.

The ethical principles on which the single tax is based are:

Each man is entitled to all that his labor produces. Therefore no tax should be levied on the products of

labor.

All men are equally entitled to what God has created and to what is gained by the general growth and

improvement of the community of which they are a part. Therefore, no one should be permitted to hold

natural opportunities without a fair return to all for any special privilege thus accorded to him, and that

value which the growth and improvement of the community attaches to land should be taken for the use of

the community.

p. 12, col. 2

SOME FACTS AND FIGURES ABOUT RENT AND THE CONDITION OF THE EAST SIDE POOR.

In that dreary square mile of New York lying southeast of Fourteenth street and First avenue, where, it has been

estimated, 260,000 people dwell, every great tenement house is an object lesson in the necessity for the single tax.

Here are the homes of the decent poor of almost every degree. The district as a whole is not criminal or even

notoriously vicious. Person and property are as safe in Avenue A as in Broadway, and virtuous women may walk

the streets of the former thoroughfare after nightfall with a much greater certainty of escaping insult than in any

fashionable street. The tenement house dwellers of the east side vary in condition all the way from absolute

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

1. 

2. 

LIFE IN THE TENEMENTS.

Sic in the original; probably “outgrowths”.
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penury to comparative prosperity; but whether a family be living from hand to mouth upon chance earnings eked

out with charity, or upon a steady moderate income that leaves some margin for saving, all the members feel the

pinch of land monopoly. A young man interested in one of the many charitable schemes that vainly struggle to

save these people from the worst results of poverty, missed a lad for some nights from the reading room where he

and two score others were accustomed to gather, and inquired his whereabouts. No one answered, and the

question “Where does he live?” was asked. The answer came from a friend of the missing lad, “I don’t know where

he lives; but I know where he stands,” and then followed the explanation that the east side youth usually prefers

the comparative comfort of a street corner to the stuffy horrors of his tenement house home. His friends do not

know in which human pigeon-hole he lives; but they are pretty sure to know the corner where he stands.

This fact throws an instructive light upon life in the east side tenements. Scarce any thrift or ingenuity can make

attractive these dwellings of the poor. If one or two families are cleanly and comparatively prosperous they may be

divided only by a hall, a stairway or a thin partition from the filth and misery of the abjectly poor. A considerable

per centage of the dwellers in this region live almost habitually in part upon charity. With thousands it is a matter

of course that in sickness they send for a charity physician. With other thousands direct charity in the form of

food or clothing is a matter of periodical necessity. Some are hereditary paupers, while others accept charity only

when in desperate need. Sickness, death or loss of work speedily brings a family to want. Of course the poverty of

many is intensified by drunkenness, improvidence and bad management of various sorts.

Here are a few facts about tenement house families of the poorer, but probably not of the poorest, and certainly

not of the criminal class. They are merely sample cases, taken at random.

In Allen street, near one of the elevated railway stations, stands a row of tenement houses five stories high. The

elevated railway runs within a few feet of the front windows. On the third floor of this tenement dwells a young

man with his wife and two children. When he can he works as carver in a restaurant. For some cause, which the

wife did not name, he has been six months idle. The wife, by working night and day at her little home, can earn

about $5 per week making artificial flowers. She took up a red rose of cloth and said that she received forty cents

for making 144 such flowers. The children were both sick with measles, and one of them had been an invalid most

of its life. She was glad there were no more of them, though if food were forthcoming she would be well content to

have a large family about her. In better days she had lived in Harlem. Afterward she had paid $11 a month for

three comfortable rooms in a downtown tenement; but this was too much and the family had removed to Allen

street. Some landlords were hard and some were easy. The hardest of all were the agents; they were pittilesssic.

Evictions were common. It was usual for evicted families to give the agent as much trouble as possible, and when

the few days of legal delay had expired, sullenly to await the actual process of baing,64 set upon the sidewalk,

because this cost the landlord $7. Once in her own experience when she was unable to pay the rent, the landlady

came in person and offered to give her two weeks’ rent free if she would move without resistance at the end of

that time. She gladly accepted the terms, but by good fortune was able to pay her rent when the time came round.

For the two rooms then occupied by the family the rent was $8 a month. For each set of apartments above her the

rent was a dollar less; for each below a dollar more. There were four families on a floor. The whole rent of the

tenement

p. 12, col. 3
figured up thus: First floor, $40 per month; second, $36; third, $32; fourth, $28; fifth, $24; total, $160 per month

or $1,920 per year. The larger room measured scarcely 12x12, and the smaller, which was dark, must have been

three or four feet less each way. The building was erected with the utmost economy of space. The only

conveniences were a stationary iron basin and water spigot in each hall, and common outbuildings in the small

Sic in the original; probably “pitiless”.
Sic in the original; probably “being”.
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rear yard. The halls and stairways were narrow, dark and noisome. The mother was not unneat in dress and her

face was honest and cheerful. She even smiled when she said that the day before she had been without a penny.

The bare floor was clean and the walls were hung with cheap prints of the kind known as “process” pictures. The

air was stiflingly hot because of the cooking stove.

A widow, with a family of four pretty children and her mother, lives on the third floor of a rear tenement, or “yard

house,” as it is called by these people. She has three rooms, for which she pays $15 a month, the landlord having

reduced it from $17 at the death of the husband. In the rear tenements the top floors often bring more than the

lower ones. In this instance the rent of the fourth floor was the same as that of the third, while the second and first

were each a little less. The whole house probably yields $120 a month. The whole appearance of the family was

that of persons accustomed to reasonable comforts. The children were neatly dressed and soft spoken. The

mother had the remnants of early beauty. The children were going to school. The eldest girl had recently been

subject to sudden spells of dizziness. The doctor found the cause to be malaria. Many of these tenements are built

over ground saturated by subterranean water courses, as are indeed hundreds of fashionable houses in this city.

The mother explained that the little one cried at sight of the doctor because she had once undergone a surgical

operation for relief of injuries received from a fall. That was in the days when the family employed a “pay doctor.”

In another “yard house” a young painter out of work and with a sick wife, dwelt on the top floor and paid $7 per

month for two small bare rooms. Apparently there were but two families on a floor here. The only light came from

the front of the house, which rose not more than twenty-five feet from the rear of the front tenement. The

neighbors had been feeding the family for a week, although most of them were nearly as poor as the painter

himself.

A cheerful consumptive on the top floor of a rear tenement occupied, in company with her sister and an idle

husband, two rooms, one light and one dark, at a rental of $8 per month. The sister, a coarse, good natured

looking young woman, was making cigars by hand. The room smelled strongly of the green tobacco. A sickly child

of two years, the prophecy of its mother’s disease written in its weazened face, sat on a stool near the stove. A well-

grown lad of ten came in with some meat done up in brown paper, and in his hand a piece of cake, which he gave

to the child. The whole place was eloquent of poverty, and the women and children had the look of those to whom

such conditions are a matter of course.

This story could be repeated with variations until every column of THE STANDARD was filled, and then would

remain to be told the tale of that deeper, viler poverty which burrows amid unspeakable filth in unknown corners

of the city, yet always must yield its tribute to the landlord. The poorest of the poor seem beyond the reach of

every human being save the rent gatherer. The model tenements in various parts of the city have provided

comparatively cheap sanitary quarters for some of the poor; but the neediest never find these havens. The model

tenements are accupiedsic for the most part by prosperous mechanics. The thriftiest of the poor, those who work

when they can, deny themselves most pleasures and avoid excess, may hope to lift themselves out of the worst

state, but unless their thrift is mere greed of gain and has not for one object a more comfortable and human mode

of life, they must pay toll to the landlord. When a poor family begins to get ahead in the world it seeks pleasanter

lodgings than the ordinary east side tenement affords, and of course pleasanter lodgings mean higher rent. Such a

family moves further up town to increase the pressure of population in districts a little less crowded and of course

to help the upward tendency of rents in the new quarters. Meanwhile the deserted downtown apartment is

promptly filled, and rent there goes on as before.

Probably not more than a fifth of the rent in the tenement-house district should be estimated on buildings. The

ordinary tenement house is built in the cheapest fashion. It would not pay to build them better, because

Sic in the original; probably “occupied”.
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the bare land yields so large a rent that the poor can afford to pay only for a standing place upon it, and the

simplest sort of a roof over their heads. The single tax applied in its fullness would set free the vacant area of New

York, cover them with dwellings and gradually relieve the pressure upon the tenement-house district. All other

attempts at alleviation in the end merely enable the landholder to exact higher rents.

SINGLE TAX ENROLMENT COMMITTEE, 36 CLINTON PLACE, NEW YORK, Feb. 18, 1890.

Our friends will see by the enrolment report below that the petition now exceeds 75,000 names. How soon will

they double it? Are there not 3,000 readers of THE STANDARD who will undertake to obtain, between now and

May 1, twenty-five signatures each? Remember that each signer immediately receives some literature bearing on

the single tax, and that from time to time, as our finances permit, we send out documents over the whole list.

Congress may, after all, refuse to appoint the committee of inquiry, but when it is remembered that every

signature means a “talk” on the subject of the single tax, it will be readily seen that the petition is the most

valuable means of propaganda that could be devised.

Subscriptions toward expenses of this committee’s work stand as reported last week, viz., $2,742.70.

Cash contributions for the week ending February 18 are as follows:

Joseph H. Sage, Wellsburg, W. Va. . . $2 00 Mrs. Louise Gartlgruber, Madstein, Austria . . . . . . . . . . 2 00 Jno. W. Ettell,

St. Michael, Austria . . 2 87 W. L. Crosman, Roxbury, Mass. . . . 1 00 G. W. Greene, Louisville, Ky. . . . . 1 04 “Single

Tax,” State of Washington . . 10 00 ——— $18 91

Cash contributions previously acknowledged in THE STANDARD . . 488 03 ——— Total . . . . . . . . . . . $506 94

The enrolment now stands as follows:

Reported last week . . . . . . . 74,605 Received during the week ending Feb. 18 . . . . . . . . . . . 520 ——— Total . . . . . . . . . . .

75,125

G. ST. J. LEAVENS, Sec.

IMPROVED.

No. 104 West Seventy-sixth street, four story stone dwelling. Sold for $27,500; assessed at $16,000, or 58 per cent

of its value.

No. 233 East Eighty-first street, four story stone front tenement. Sold for $19,000; assessed at $10,500, or 55¼

per cent of its value.

No. 80 West Ninetieth street, five story brick flat. Sold for $26,000; assessed at $12,000, or 46 per cent of its

value.

No. 72 West 100th street, five story brick tenement. Sold for $22,000; assessed at $12,000, or 54½ per cent of its

value.

THE PETITION.

RECENT SALES AND ASSESSMENTS.
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No. 243 East 109th street, two story frame dwelling. Sold for $6,000; assessed at $2,800, or 46⅔ per cent of its

value.

No. 118 East 121st street, three story brick dwelling. Sold for $8,750; assessed at $4,700, or 53 per cent of its

value.

No. 350 West 123d street, three story frame dwelling. Sold for $15 500; assessed at $8 000, or 51½[?] per cent of

its value.

No. 155 East 124th street, four story stone flat. Sold for $16,500; assessed at $7,500, or 45½[?] per cent of its

value.

The average assessment on the above eight parcels of land is 51¼ per cent of value.

UNIMPROVED.

North side Ninetieth street, 300 feet east of Second avenue, 100x100 8. Sold for $24,000; assessed at $9,200, or

38sic⅓[?] per cent of its value.

South side Ninety-ninth street, 100 feet east of Tenth avenue, 100x100 8. Sold for $45 000; assessed at $28,000,

or 62¼ per cent of its value.

South side 104th street, 100 feet west of Avenue A, 100x100. Sold for $10,200; assessed at $4 000, or 38⅛[?] per

cent of its value.

South side 105th street, 50 feet west of Manhattan avenue, 50x100 11. Sold for $20,000; assessed at $8,000, or

40 per cent of its value.

North side 124th street, 310 feet east of Sixth avenue, 25x100 11. Sold for $13,000; assessed at $5,000, or 38½

per cent of its value.

South side Fifty-seventh street, 550 feet west of Fifth avenue, 50x100.5. Sold for $100 000; assessed at $45,000,

or 45 per cent of its value.

South side 128th street, 190 feet east of Fifth avenue, 20x99 11. Sold for $8,000; assessed at $3,500, or 43⅞[?]

per cent of its value.

North side 133d street, 100 feet west of Tenth avenue, 125x99.11. Sold for $16,000; assessed at $7,500, or 46⅞
per cent of its value.

The average assessment on the above eight parcels of land is 41½[?] per cent of value.

NEW YORK CITY.

A QUIET WEEK—REV. S. W. THACKERAY WILL SPEAK TO-MORROW EVENING.

To-morrow evening Rev. S. W. Thackeray will address the Manhattan single tax club continued on p. 13 →

THE ROLL OF STATES.

Sic in the original; probably ““39¼” or similar”.
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[continued from page 12]

← continued from p. 12 on “Who are the owners of the land?”

There will be an informal dinner on Saturday evening (Washington’s birthday). A charge of thirty-five cents will be

made to cover expenses. The list closes to-morrow evening.

Some of the members of the club will go to Yonkers to-morrow evening to talk to the Jefferson club.

Progressive whist was the entertainment for last Thursday, twelve players participating. Mr. Steers won the first

prize with seventy per cent; Mr. George Simon won the booby prize with twenty-nine per cent.

Letters are beginning to come in in answer to the letters sent to the clergy asking them to read Mr. George’s

Glasgow speech.

Thomas F. [Foy?], Annexed District —The North New York single tax club took steps toward permanent

organization on Thursday night last, February 13, when the first meeting was held. About fourteen advocates of

the single tax have thus far declared their intention of enroling in this club. Meetings will be held every Tuesday

evening at 2840 Third avenue. Friends of the cause and citizens in general of the Annexed district are invited to

attend. The following are the officers: James R. Small, chairman; Edward Boppanann, financial secretary; John E.

Harder, treasurer, and myself, secretary.

W. E. HICKS BEFORE THE BROOKLYN CLUB—AN OPPORTUNITY GIVEN FOR IMPARTING

INFORMATION.

An opportunity is now presented to the club to do some very effective work. A bill has been introduced into the

legislature to annex the town of Flatbush to the city of Brooklyn as the Twenty-seventh ward.

The eleventh section which the club will oppose provides for the taxation of land nominally used as farm land as

farm land, no matter what its intrinsic value for building may be. As the club will thoroughly discuss the subject,

and decide what action it will take in the matter at its next meeting, February 19, a large attendance is desired.

Mr. G. W. Thompson spoke before the Eastern district club Tuesday, February 18, on “Our Protective Tariff.”

W. E. Hicks, one of the American delegates to the Paris conference, was the speaker Sunday evening, taking as his

theme, “How a single tax man lost his patriotism.” His address, which was devoted mainly to a recital of the many

interesting events and scenes witnessed during his recent trip abroad, abounded with vivid illustration and keen

analysis. His description of Hawarden castle, the residence of W. E. Gladstone, with its 11,000 acres of land, a

large portion of which is to-day in the same uncultivated state as in the days of the Plantagenets, came as a

revelation to most present. While thousands of his fellow men were compelled to work for a mere subsistence

BROOKLYN.
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because they were shut out from access to the land, the Gladstone family were holding thousands of acres from

use in a wild state, in order to afford a rearing ground for rabbits. Mr. Hicks declared that in the short ride from

Liverpool to London, about 200 miles, he saw sufficient land held out of use by large landed proprietors to

support the whole population of Ireland. He showed that the same conditions which exist in England were fast

obtaining in this country, and that an aristocracy was growing up based upon the ownership of land.

The sad news of the death of M. Albert Toubeau, in Paris, was announced, and resolutions expressing the sorrow

of the club were unanimously adopted, the secretary being instructed to forward a copy to the family of the

deceased gentleman.

The entertainment committee have prepared a programme for the club for the evening of February 26.

John C. Fletcher, Brooklyn.—I find that soliciting signatures to the petition gives opportunities for imparting

information as to the single tax possible in no other way. I rejoice that the ministry are taking hold of the work of

spreading the light. In a letter I received from London, England, the writer, speaking in reference to the growth of

the land question and the great impetus given to the movement by Henry George’s visit last year, says:

I fancy we are getting nicely in the wake of Henry George, for the taxing of ground rents and compensation

for improvements is one of the main planks of the liberal platform, and I am of the opinion it will be a

certain fact in the near future. It seems scarcely credible that America has hardly accepted the Prophet; but

we have accepted him and his teachings, and mean to act up to them. One grand feature in connection with

Mr. George is his moral worth—that none can say ought against his character as a man; but he stands to-day

an exemplification of the words of our Leicester poet, when he sings, “Oh, my brothers; what a glory to the

world is one good man.”

THE OTHER SEX MANIFESTING INTEREST IN THE SINGLE TAX.

H. D. Gawn, Rochester.—Our union could not find seating capacity for all who attended our meeting last Sunday

evening, which was the most interesting held since its organization. If the interest keeps up as it has in

p. 13, col. 2
the past few weeks we will have to rent larger quarters. A delegation of ladies from the Women’s political club of

this city, that numbers among its members some of the most influential women of this city, and presided over by

Mrs. Colonel Greenleaf, was present. They stated that their club was about to take an interest in the single tax, and

desired to gain all the information they could on the subject. Mr. William Manning of Boston in a very pleasing

manner explained to them what is meant by the single tax. A. Adams read a paper on “Creeds and Their Effect on

Society.” Mrs. Brettell read extracts from papers bearing on the labor question written by her twenty-five years

ago. They were most interesting, as they apply to the questions of to-day as well as then. Professor Hamlin

Garland and Mr. James A. Herne are expected to speak in this city under the auspices of our union some time

within the next two weeks. Due notice will be given.

NEW YORK STATE.
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Wm. Young, Yonkers.—A good audience gathered in Temperance hall at our last meeting to hear Lindley Vinton

lecture on the “Single tax method of raising the revenue.” The Rev. Dr. James T. Bixby presided, and in introducing

the speaker, said he had come to receive information on the single tax question and to hear it discussed.

Mr. Vinton, who had only about an hour at his disposal, requested the audience to rise and ask questions if his

remarks were not clear to them. This turned the discourse into the free trade channel, and an interesting

discussion ensued. After Mr. Vinton had taken his departnresic Mr. Woodruff, in a clear and simple way, explained

the justice of the single tax, and the benefits that would be derived from its application. We have another meeting

to morrow evening.

A LONELY SINGLE TAX MAN—A TRAMP SIGNS THE PETITION.

W. J. Webber, Sharon.—I am as yet, so far as I know, the only single tax man in this town. The inhabitants are filled

with holy horror at the thought of a land tax, yet I think free trade principles are making some headway. The place

is dead; it has not one prosperous industry. It is, however, in natural features the prettiest village out of Boston,

and might become a residence town for city business men were it not for the policy, strictly adhered to by the

town fathers, of taxing every new comer upon the highest valuation of his property, and $10 on a thousand at

that.

J. N. Kyder, Wakefield.—I sent a petition signed by a tramp to the enrolment committee the other day. He was on

his way from Lawrence, Mass., to Providence, R. I. He seemed to be willing to do any kind of work, but failed. I

gave him an old pair of shoes and asked him to sign.

W. L. Crosman, Roxbury, Boston.—Our single tax club held a public meeting in Forester’s hall last Wednesday

evening. John R. Roche and Rev. Samuel Brazier were the speakers. The meeting was announced by notices in four

of the Boston dailies, by posters and by the distribution of 1,000 of the inclosed cards—a few by mail and others

being left under doors of residences. By means of the cards we have perhaps given 5,000 people an inkling of the

principles we advocate. The number of strange faces at our meetings constantly increase, thereby showing that the

light is spreading.

A PROPOSITION TO BORROW MONEY FOR IMPROVEMENTS BRINGS OUT THE SINGLE TAX.

S. T., South Bethlehem.—Our borough has spent $100,000 in public improvements, borrowing the money; and

now there is a proposition up to borrow $15,000 more, for further improvements. The $100,000 borough debt is

a heavy burden to the property owners, who fear the effect of a further increase. The Rev. John F. Scott, pastor of

the Presbyterian church here, evinces great interest in the matter. He has written a letter to the South Bethlehem

Star, in which he asks the assessors why more money does not come into the borough treasury. He says the

improvements are necessary, but that the money to pay for them should be assessed according to the actual value

of the property. Mr. Scott tells the assessors that certain building lots, which at present are put to no use, are

assessed at a nominal rate, while their owners hold them as high as fifty dollars a foot. A Mr. George Henry also

has a letter in the Star, which goes more into details. He calls the attention of the assessors to certain lots, valued

by their owners at forty and fifty dollars a foot, which are rated by the assessors at about one-twentieth of their

value. If the assessments were fairly made, say these two gentlemen, money in abundance could easily be raised

MASSACHUSETTS.
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Sic in the original; probably “departure”.

Vol. VII, No. 8 (Whole No. 164), February 19, 1890 Page 13 of 16

73



for all public improvements. The discussion of taxation has become very general here since the proposition to

increase our debt by $15,000, and if I properly gauge public opinion, if the present assessors do not change their

methods of assessment, new men will be chosen at the next election.

S. T., Pittsburg.—The Commoner and Glassworker prints in its last number a

p. 13, col. 3
letter on the labor problem issued by the Zanesville, Ohio, typographical union. It will be remembered that at the

last session of the International typographical union in Denver a resolution was adopted that a committee be

appointed to receive correspondence from members of the craft “as to the causes of labor’s degradation,” and the

remedy therefor. The first response was from St. Paul, Minn., and it was printed in the Typographical Journal. The

one from the Zanesville union is the second. The latter, while treating the subject differently, arrives at the same

conclusion: “The single tax will do it.”

P. D. Taugney, Bradford.—Mr. George’s visit here has given the single tax a boom, and we will be heard from before

long.

SEEKING THE LIGHT IN DARK PLACES—THE MOVEMENT IN EVANSVILLE.

G. N. Galloway, Monticello.—There are only a few of us single taxers here, and it is through them we learn of what

is going on in the outside world. Our local paper is edited by our county superintendent of schools, yet it is twenty

years behind the times. However, there are a few of the teachers under him who are up to the times, or our

educational system would be indeed in a bad way. They are beginning to instruct their pupils in regard to

production and distribution of wealth, so that the children may one of these days be able to teach political

economy, notwithstanding the opposition of the superintendent.

S. T., Evansville.—The single tax club of this city is rapidly increasing in numbers and is composed of the best

business and professional men in town. As an example twelve of the leading physicians of the city are members.

A FACT THAT SET MINERS TO THINKING—A CLERGYMAN INTERESTED—NEWS FROM CHICAGO.

William Coulson, Spring Valley.—The fact that one man had it in his power to prevent us from working for thirty

weeks last year, and that that same power enabled him to compel us to return to work at a reduction of ten per

cent, has opened the minds of our people here. I have sent to the enrolment committee for petitions, and I am

satisfied that nearly every miner here will sign them.

C. F. Perry, Quincy.—Rev. Robert V. Atkisson, pastor of the First Presbyterian church, addressed our meeting

February 7, on “Christian socialism,” after which there was an informal discussion, involving the single tax, in

which the reverend gentleman was much interested and asked several questions. Lyman McCarl will, at our next

meeting, address us on “Ballot reform.”

Warren Worth Bailey, Chicago.—The report of our committee on local taxation was submitted last Friday night by

Mr. J. T. Ripley, whose services in this matter have been characterized by intelligence and remarkable care. The

facts brought out were sensational in character, illustrating in a most striking way the debauchery that prevails in

our methods of taxation, and they are certain to arrest public notice and compel attention to our appeals for

INDIANA.

ILLINOIS.

Vol. VII, No. 8 (Whole No. 164), February 19, 1890 Page 13 of 16

74



reform. We have decided to call a conference of the single tax men of Cook county to meet in this city, under the

auspices of the Chicago single tax club, early in June. While it will be a county conference, the friends throughout

the state will be welcomed, the design being to get together, for mutual encouragement, all who have “seen the

cat.” Tom L. Johnson of Cleveland, Wm. Lloyd Garrison of Boston, H. Martin Williams of Missouri, Thomas L.

Binnir of Iowa, Judge Perry of Quincy and other prominent gentlemen will be invited to be present, and we hope

that a boom may be given to the good cause which is daily attracting fresh recruits and developing ardent

advocates.

Robert Cumming, Du Qaoin.—The single tax was presented here yesterday for the first time at a meeting held

under the auspices of the Knights of Labor. The subject, “God’s gifts to all His children and the law of man’s

birthright,” brought four clergymen and many churchgoing people. I spoke for over an hour (my first attempt at

making a regular address), and Revs. A J. Fishback, W. P. Throgmorton and Marion Teegue and Hon. John J.

Higgans followed. S I. Davis, lecturer for the state grange, stoutly opposed the single tax, which he said was

designed to rob the farmers. My reply seemed to have the desired effect, and I left the idea to take care of itself.

The opposition that the single tax always meets with on its first presentation is manifest here.

A MINISTER TALKS SINGLE TAX—FARMERS LISTENING.

C. J. Buell, Minneapolis.—Our meeting of February 12 was a tremendous success. Rev. S. W. Sample, minister of All

Souls’ Universalist church, addressed the league on “The moral aspects of the single tax movement,” and by the

remarkable clearness of his ideas, the wonderful force and eloquence of his 
p. 13, col. 4
delivery, the sincerity, pathos and candor that marked every utterance, he placed himself among the very few

ablest defenders of our principles.

Our next meeting will be opened with an address on “The high price of coal in the northwest,” by John Goodnow,

president of the Minneapolis coal exchange.

W. A. Carpenter, Minneapolis.—Last December I visited Dakota county in this state and addressed two audiences

on the single tax question. So much interest was shown at these meetings that last week I visited the same section

again, being accompanied this time by President C. J. Buell of our single tax league.

The audience that greeted us was composed largely of farmers, and listened with evident interest to the forcible

address of Mr. Buell. The speaker’s earnestness, his logical analysis of the causes of present social disorders and

his evident freedom from prejudice seemed to have great weight with his hearers. After the address an

opportunity for the signing of the congressional petition was given and all the blanks we had with us were quickly

used. After distributing a large quantity of single tax literature, we took our departure, feeling that much good had

been accomplished.

The editor of the Dakota County Tribune, who, in an able editorial, had called the attention of the people to

Mr. Buell’s address, said to me next day, “I tell you this single tax movement is in the air. One can hardly pick up a

paper nowadays without seeing in it something relating to the single tax.” Later in the day I met a prominent

citizen of Farmington who is a reader of THE STANDARD and, perhaps it is needless to add, is a single tax man.

The interest which this gentleman and others of the well-to-do classes are taking in this movement is very

encouraging.
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THE FARMERS BECOMING INTERESTED—“THE EMPTY LARDER” MAKES MEN PONDER.

W. E. Brokaw, Bristol.—Wednesday, the 5th, I drove out to a farm about six miles east of Bristol, and in the evening

went with the farmer and his wife to their schoolhouse to visit the literary society. I had been invited to go the

previous week. The question discussed was,

Resolved, That the farmer is of more impertance than the mechanic.

After several had spoken the chairman called on me. I claimed that there was an industrial interdependence

between the two, but that the question of relative importance must be determined from a political standpoint. I

pointed out how the mechanic had compelled the recognition of his importance, and that whenever the farmer

waked up to a realization of his power and set about the study of economics he could soon prove that he was more

important than the mechanic—at the ballot box. On the 12th I took part in a discussion on the tariff.

A South Dakota editor has written me that he would hereafter give the single tax “a great big chance” in his paper,

and “may join the ranks myself.” This week he published an explanation of the doctrine that I wrote for him.

Another editor has written urging me to send him some free trade articles.

W. L. Johnson, Aberdeen.—I find that men are more willing to think now that their elbows are out and their larders

empty. They are signing the petition willingly to-day where a year ago they would have laughed at the idea.

H. L. Buzzell, St. Johnsbury.—The single tax some how or other seems to flavor everything I write. It even creeps

into my college essays, and whenever social questions are mentioned in my hearing the single tax creeps into my

speech. Of late I have attempted a little missionary work, and it has helped me wonderfully. It showed me where I

was weak and impelled me to devote more time to the study of the single tax. Henry George’s article in the Arena

has straightened me out on the rum question. I cannot look at anything now save through single tax spectacles.

J. A. Craig, Paterson.—Frank Visser is translating some select articles upon the single tax for the further edification

of his people after they shall have digested the single tax platform.

The Rev. S. B. Meeser, at the solicitation of our club, will preach on ballot reform in the course of a week or so.

David McWilliams, Rockford, Wilmington.—I am surprised that ministers of the gospel do not more generally

adopt the single tax doctrine. I think it is as much the duty of ministers to tell a man how to improve his condition

in this life as to tell him of the future.

SOUTH DAKOTA.

VERMONT.

NEW JERSEY.

DELAWARE.
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James B. Vining, Cleveland.—Our club has quite a large number of members, a great many of whom fail to give aid

to club work, and we are thus crippled and kept from doing the good we might if there was heart- continued on

p. 14 →

[continued on page 14]

OHIO.
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[continued from page 13]

← continued from p. 13 ier support. We are taking steps to help along ballot reform. Mr. L. A. Russell, prominent

lawyer and well known single tax man, and Hon. M. A. Foran, ex-member of congress from this district, and who

was prominent in the last congress as being one of the democrats to vote against the Mills bill, will speak on

“Taxation” under the auspices of Central single tax club, at Memorial hall, Superior street, on Friday evening,

February 21. Mr. L. E. Siemon tells me that the prospect for the single tax letter writing corps is very flattering; all

who can should join. His address is 7 Greenwood street.

MISSOURI.

J. W. Steele, St. Louis.—I have heard that several of our prominent ministers are beginning to take an interest in

the subject, one having stated that he believed in our doctrines.

Father Huntington will lecture under the auspices of our league on the 26th. We expect to make it free, and in the

largest hall in the city.

WISCONSIN.

George H. Bates, River Falls.—We have started a club with a membership of fifty, and we believe that before the

year is out we will capture two-thirds of the voters of this city. Our meetings are held every Wednesday evening,

and every body is invited to attend.

IOWA.

W. M. Martin, Solon.—I have done some work here and aroused some interest, but not enough to boast of.

Republicans and democrats are standing face to face in this state with very little thought of true principles. The

subject of the single tax has never been discussed here, and I have succeeded in arousing some interest in the

subject. I feel it to be my duty to do what I can for the cause; for since reading the sermon delivered in Glasgow by

Henry George, “Thy kingdom come,” I can not be a follower of Jesus and not be a firm believer in the restoration

of the land to its normal condition by the single tax.

GEORGIA.

G. Mahan, Savannah.—While there is no single tax organization here, there is not much trouble in explaining the

doctrine. The people, both black and white, are beginning to think for themselves. Everything looks bright.

LOUISIANA.

John S. Watters, New Orleans.—Tne editorsic of the Sunday States has set apart a column of his paper for the

discussion of the single tax, which our single tax club has volunteered to edit. The column appeared for the first

Sic in the original; probably “The editor”.
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time on February 9, and is devoted to an exposition of our aims and objects. The editor of the States is an anti-

protectionist of strong convictions, who is rapidly approaching our line.

TEXAS.

W. J. Morrison, San Antonio.—We are slowly and all the more surely gaining strength here, and have our

headquarters open every day in the week. We have under advisement a petition to the mayor and city council

asking for an increase of assessments on vacant lots and corresponding exemption of improvements; also to have

a seperatesic valuation on land and improvements. None of us are public speakers, but we can do a power of

talking when we get a fellow cornered with the national petition.

COLORADO.

A. B. Clark, Silver Plume.—The hairbrained young fellow who edits our local paper thinks the “George theory is all

rot.” I intend to labor with him and see if he will allow me space to explain the “rot” a little. In getting signatures to

the petition one finds out the different opinions men have on the subject of taxation. I have met with many

rebuffs, but on the whole I feel encouraged to continue my work. I see a prospect of forming a single tax club in

the near future.

WYOMING.

S. T., Cheyenne.—The land boom has struck this town, and property is on the rise. It is being worked for all it is

worth. Wait till the boom rolls by, and then we’ll see what we shall see.

CALIFORNIA.

George M. Craig, Los Angeles.—Mr. George has come and gone. He has done a world of good by calling the

attention and thought of the people to the single tax in a manner they will not forget. I have sent the enrolment

committee 100 petitions, signed by men who have changed their minds on matters since Mr. George’s visit.

E. Hodkins, Oakland.—Since Mr. George’s lecture the single tax is the leading topic of discussion.

CANADA.

LOUIS F. POST SPEAKS AT TORONTO—AN OPEN LETTER TO THE PREMIER OF ONTARIO.

S. T., Toronto, Ont.—Thomas G. Shearman of New York was to have spoken here on the 14th, but owing to his

illness Louis F. Post took his place. There was every assurance of a large meeting, until, simultaneously

p. 14, col. 2
with the opening of the doors, a fire broke out in the University buildings. In a few minutes the sky was reddened

with the flames, and by the time the lecture was over the old University, with its invaluable library and costly

scientific apparatus, was in ashes. Nothing remained but bare and blackened walls. Nevertheless, though all the

city was out to watch the fire, and the theaters were almost empty, three hundred people attended the lecture.

Thanks to the push of Councilman A. E. McDonald, the legislative committee of the city council has

recommended a petition to parliament for the exemption from taxation of houses used for homes to the extent of

FROM OTHER COUNTRIES.

Sic in the original; probably “separate”.
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$600, and also of personal property. The single tax is a familiar subject in Toronto, and has many influential

advocates. One of its active supporters is Captain Cartwright, ex-minister of finance for the Dominion.

J. L. Dawkins, Toronto, Ont.—Alderman Hallam has written an open letter in the Globe to the Hon. Oliver

Mowattsic, premier of Ontario, on the assessment question, in which he publicly advocates the adoption of the

single tax. The letter has created somewhat of a sensation, coming, as it does, from a man of great influence in this

community. The alderman has been an interested listener to our speakers for a long time, though his conversion is

but recent.

ENGLAND.

S. T., Sheffield.—At a meeting held here January 23, Earl Compton, M. P., advocated taxation of ground rents and

values, and resolutions in favor of a direct assessment upon owners of ground rents and values were passed.

WALES.

London Democrat.—The land restoration movement is making rapid progress in South Wales, especially in

Monmouthshire and Glamorganshire, where a vigorous agitation has been conducted during the past few months.

Meetings have been held at all the more important centers in these two counties, and the testimony of the

speakers is that while the so-called “better classes” are inclined to cold-shoulder the new gospel and its adherents,

“the common people,” as of old, everywhere “hear them gladly.”

AN EDITOR RAILS AGAINST OUTRAGEOUS LAWS UNDER WHICH THE REAL ESTATE SHARK

THRIVES.

The St. Joseph, Mo., Gazette makes no claim to being in favor of the single tax. Perhaps its editor, if questioned,

would say that he differs with Mr. George on economic matters. But the following leading editorial article, from

the Gazette of Sunday, February 6sic, indicates that the editor is dissatisfied with conditions that enable

speculators in land to receive immunity from the burdens of taxation, while those who improve and add to the

value of a locality are compelled to pay more than their share.

The real estate shark is the most ravenous of human fish. His capacity of appetite has no limit. He can digest

anything, from the tax title of a fractional lot to the output of a trust deed on an entire countrysic. He does

not improve, he spends nothing that can benefit his community, he does not build; he only invests. He

secures a foothold and keeps it until his more liberal neighbors have made it valuable by improving around

him. Then he sells for an increased price and pockets the wages of a swine.

There is another kind, the sort that secures good corner lots, the choicest selections in the city, and covers

them over with shanties in which a digger Indian would be ashamed to herd fleas, rat pits that can be leased

for enough to keep up the taxes until his neighbors have made the property valuable. He is numerous in

St. Joseph. In an early day he planted his foot on Edmond, Felix, Francis and other business thoroughfares,

and where he stepped there sprang up slab huts, native lumber cabins, half-baked brick shanties,

architectural abortions whose only merit was they were small and mean. All around them enterprising,

public spirited men erected stores and dwellings befitting a modern and progressive city, high enough to

THEY FEEL THE PINCH.

Sic in the original; probably “Mowat”.
Sic in the original; probably “a Sunday date (February 6, 1890 was a Thursday; Sundays were Feb. 2, 9, 16)”.
Sic in the original; probably ““county” (?)”.
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shade his hovels in the summer and to keep the wind from blowing them away in the winter. They preserve

the hang dog saloon from destruction, the Dago stand, with its four dollars’ worth of damaged fruit, and the

musty crap shop to which he has rented his squalid structures. Finally the march of improvement has made

his lots valuable. Other men have paid for the music and kept step with the procession; he has sneaked

along in the rear, with the boys, the coon, the gamin of all degrees, sponged all the fun and pocketed the

profits.

He does not always build even the one-story shanty. He prefers to lease the ground for enough to pay the

taxes to another one-story builder, a good long lease, a lease that will continue until the four-story men have

got in their work and given his lot a value to which he has not contributed anything but inertia.

He is an earnest advocate of the theory of taxation that oppresses the man who puts up a four-story block

and all but neglects the lot shark who builds nothing, or if he does, builds a den instead of a house. He is at

work on every principal street of St. Joseph. His laborers are gophering ditches for foundations wherever a

respectable block casts a shadow. Ragpickers and skin game peddlers haunt his office for ground leases. The

bill poster is his best friend When hesic is not able

p. 14, col. 3
> to effect a lease nature comes to his aid and adorns his lots with “jimson” weed. He owns dog fennel pastures

adjoining churches and burdock meadow between business houses. They grow night and day, and his profits keep

pace with them, but without his help. > > The unjust system of taxation prevailing in both city and county aids the

lot shark. There could be nothing more inequitable. Standing in the door of the Gazette office one can see twenty

lots covered with shanties which are taxed less than the same number covered by brick blocks that cost thousands

of dollars. A premium is paid for not improving and a penalty attached for building. The merchant, whose

property is all in sight, whose invoices can be demanded, is called to make a spectacle of himself before the board

of equalization. He is taxed on everything visible, notwithstanding the fact that he buys more or less of his goods

on credit, and frequently does not own more than two-thirds of the stock for which he is assessed. The

manufacturer is in the same category. Every dollar gained by these classes in one year’s trade is added to the

assessment for the following year. The vacant lot, which the lot shark will not sell for a fair price and will not build

upon, is assessed for the same to-day that it was years ago, while its value has doubled. > > The board of trade,

which has recently manifested a disposition to aid in doing something for the city—although its first effort was not

particularly successful—can find in this abuse of taxation a foe wortysic of its steel. The system is vicious and

inequitable. It oppresses the enterprising, useful citizen for the benefit of the unenterprising, unimproving,

uncreating citizen. It is an incubus on legitimate business, an obstacle to the city’s growth.

New York Star.

Frederick Remington, the artist, tells a good story on himself. He is a great collector of bric-a-brac, and used to

strongly favor a high protective tariff. While making a journey through Mexico for one of the big magazines, he

was overjoyed to pick up half a dozen Zuni gods, which a native in the interior sold to him for about seventy-five

cents each. Mr. Remington packed them away, and pictured in his mind how pretty they would look with the other

curiosities he has at his rooms. At Laredo, on his way home, a customs officer examined his baggage.

“What are these?” asked the official, picking up the images and eyeing Mr. Remington suspiciously.

A TARIFF ON GODS.

Sic in the original; probably “his best friend. When he”.
Sic in the original; probably “worthy”.
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“Zuni gods,” answered the artist.

The officer looked at his schedule, did some figuring, and then announced that the owner of the Zuni gods would

have to pay something like $5 duty on each.

“Is there any Zuni god industry in the United States that needs to be protected?” asked Mr. Remington scornfully.

“I don’t know whether there is or not,” replied the officer, “but you’ll pay that duty or we’ll keep your gods.”

Mr. Remington paid the duty, but he hasn’t made any protection arguments since.

Boston Globe.

The Philadelphia and Reading railroad officials complain that they have plenty of coal but no market. Their 8,000

employes complain that they have plenty of muscle, but no market. Here, again, “capital and labor are in the same

boat.”

An old physician, retired from practice, having had placed in his hands by an East India missionary the formula of

a simple vegetable remedy for the speedy and permanent cure of Consumption, Bronchitis, Catarrh, Asthma and

all throat and lung affections, also a positive and radical cure for Nervous Debility and all nervous complaints,

after having tested its wonderful curative powers in thousands of cases, has felt it his duty to make it known to his

suffering fellows. Actuated by this motive and a desire to relieve human suffering, I will send free of charge to all

who desire it this recipe, in German, French or English, with full directions for preparing and using. Sent by mail

by addressing with stamp, naming this paper, W. A. Noyes, [820?] Powers’ Block, Rochester, N. Y.

B. DOBLIN & CO.,

Successors to S. Fisher.

HIGHEST HATS GRADE

No. 852 Broadway, Morton House, N. Y.

We aim to maintain the highest standard of excellence.

p. 14, col. 4

CATARRH.

“BUT NO MARKET.”

[Advertisement] Consumption Cured.

[Advertisement] B. DOBLIN & CO.

[Advertisement] CATARRH.
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Catarrhal Deafness—Hay Fever—A New Home Treatment.

Sufferers are not generally aware that these diseases are contagious, or that they are due to the presence of living

parasites in the lining membrane of the nose and eustachian tubes. Microscopic research, however, has proved

this to be a fact, and the result of this discovery is that a simple remedy has been formulated whereby catarrh,

catarrhal deafness and hay fever are permanently cured in from one to three simple applications made at home by

the patient once in two weeks.

N. B.—This treatment is not a snuff or an ointment; both have been discarded by reputable physicians as injurious.

A pamphlet explaining this new treatment is sent free on receipt of stamp to pay postage, by A. H. Dixon & Son,

337 and 339 West King street, Toronto, Canada.—[Christian Advocate.

Sufferers from Catarrhal troubles should carefully read the above.—[Adv.

SCOTT’S EMULSION

OF PURE COD LIVER OIL

AND HYPOPHOSPHITES

Almost as Palatable as Milk.

So disguised that it can be taken, digested, and assimilated by the most sensitive stomach, when the plain oil

cannot be tolerated; and by the combination of the oil with the hypophosphites is much more efficacious.

Remarkable as a flesh producer.

Persons gain rapidly while taking it.

SCOTT’S EMULSION is acknowledged by Physicians to be the Finest and Best preparation in the world for the

relief and cure of

CONSUMPTION, SCROFULA, GENERAL DEBILITY, WASTING DISEASES, EMACIATION, COLDS and

CHRONIC COUGHS.

The great remedy for Consumptiansic, and Wasting in Children. Sold by all Druggists.

[Advertisement] SCOTT’S EMULSION

Sic in the original; probably “Consumption”.

Vol. VII, No. 8 (Whole No. 164), February 19, 1890 Page 14 of 16

83



p14_fig1

[Illustrated advertisement: display lettering around the profile of a man’s head, the head filled with lettered ailments, and a

packet of the balm at the neck. Text: “Ely’s Cream Balm” / “THE CURE FOR CATARRH” / “HAY-FEVER” / “50 Cts.” /

“COLD IN HEAD”. Lettering inside the head: “THE CURE FOR CATARRH COLD IN HEAD” / “HAY-FEVER” /

“DEAFNESS” / “HEADACHE.” / on the packet: “ELY’S CREAM BALM 50c”.]

ELY BROTHERS, 56 Warren St., New York.

[Advertisement] Ely’s Cream Balm
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p14_fig2

[Illustrated advertisement: a reclining chair, a man seated in a wheel chair, and a baby carriage. Lettering: “THE

WONDERFUL LUBURG CHAIR.” / “50 CHANGES” / “COMBINING 5 ARTICLES OF FURNITURE IN ONE” / “100

STYLES OF BABY COACHES” / “INVALID SUPPLIES AND WHEEL CHAIRS”.]

We retail at the lowest wholesale factory prices, and ship goods to be paid for on delivery. Send stamp for Catalogue. 

Name goods desired.

Automatic Brake on all Coaches FREE WHEEL CHAIRS TO HIRE. SPECIAL FREE DELIVERY.

LUBURG MFG. CO., 145 N. 8th St., Philadelphia, Pa.

CONCORD CO-OPERATIVE PRINTING COMPANY (Ld.), 104 Elm street, cor. CANAL, N.Y.

[line printed upside down; illegible]

JAS. [BOGAN?], Principal Agent for James Means’ $3 and $4 shoes [illegible] Bowery, near Prince st.

[Advertisement] Luburg Chair

[Advertisement] Concord Co-operative Printing Company

[Advertisement] Jas. Bogan
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p14_fig3

[Display advertisement in heavy wood type: “PAINLESS” / “BEECHAM’S” / “EFFECTUAL” / “THE GREAT ENGLISH

MEDICINE” / “PILLS” / “WORTH A GUINEA A BOX”. Text below set in very heavily inked type.]

For Bilious and Nervous Disorders, such as Wind and Pain in the Stomach, Sick Headache, Giddiness, Fullness,

and Swelling after Meals, Dizziness and Drowsiness, Cold Chills, Flushings of Heat, Loss of Appetite, Shortness of

Breath, Costiveness, Scurvy, Blotches on the Skin, Disturbed Sleep, Frightful Dreams, and all Nervous and

Trembling Sensations, &c. THE FIRST DOSE WILL GIVE RELIEF IN TWENTY MINUTES. This is no fiction.

Every sufferer is earnestly invited to try one box of these Pills, and they will be acknowledged to be a Wonderful

Medicine.—“Worth a guinea a box.”—

BEECHAM’S PILLS, taken as directed, will quickly restore females to complete health. For a

WEAK STOMACH;

IMPAIRED DIGESTION;

CONSTIPATION;

[Advertisement] Beecham’s Pills
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SICK HEADACHE;

DISORDERED LIVER;

they ACT LIKE MAGIC:—a few doses will work wonders upon the Vital Organs; Strengthening the muscular

System; restoring long lost Complexion; bringing back the keen edge of appetite, and arousing with the

ROSEBUD OF HEALTH the whole physical energy of the human frame. These are “facts” admitted by thousands,

in all classes of society, and one of the best guarantees to the Nervous and Debilitated is that BEECHAM’S PILLS

HAVE THE LARGEST SALE OF ANY PATENT MEDICINE IN THE WORLD. Full directions with each Box.

Prepared only by THOS. BEECHAM, St. Helens, Lancashire, England.

Sold by Druggists generally. B. F. ALLEN & CO., [365?] and [367?] Canal St., New York, Sole Agents for the United

States, who, if your druggist does not keep them,

WILL MAIL BEECHAM’S PILLS ON RECEIPT OF PRICE, 25 CENTS A BOX.

But inquire first of your druggist. In ordering mention THE STANDARD.
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p. 15, col. 1

(Secretaries of clubs are requested to send any corrections in the list below, and all newly formed organizations are

asked to report promptly, either to the Enrollment committee or The Standard.)

ARKANSAS.

LITTLE ROCK.—Little Rock single tax club. Every alternate Thursday evening, 717 Main st. Pressic., Sol F. Clark;

sec., O. D. Hemming, 1910 Main st.

CALIFORNIA.

SAN FRANCISCO.—California single tax society. Every Sunday evening, St. George’s hall, 909½ Market st.

Library and reading room open from 9 a.m. to 10 p.m., 841 Market st. Pres., H. L. Pleace; sec., G. A. Hubbell.

Address of all officers, 841 Market st.

SACRAMENTO.—Single tax club of Sacramento. Every Friday evening, Dr. Reed’s office, 6th and K sts. Pres.,

Dr. Thos. B. Reed; sec., C. W. Farnsworth, 1406 4th st.

OAKLAND.—Single tax club No. 1 meets every Friday evening at St. Andrews hall, 1056½ Broadway. Pres., A. J.

Gregg; sec., E. Hadkins.

LOS ANGELES.—Los Angeles single tax club. Pres., A. J. Gray; sec., Clarence A. Gray, rooms 24-25 Bryson-

Bonebrake block.

SAN DIEGO.—San Diego single tax county committee. Every Monday evening, 139 10th st. Chairman, Geo. B.

Whaley, box 1088.

BLACK DIAMOND.—Contra Costa county single tax committee. Jeff. A. Bailey, sec.

COLORADO.

DENVER.—Denver single tax association. Every Thursday evening, 1448 Lawrence st. Pres,, G. H. Phelps; sec., F.

H. Monroe, 2951 Marion st.

PUEBLO.—Commonwealth single tax club. First and Fourth Thursdays at office of D. B. V. Reeve, Union av. Pres.,

D. B. V. Reeve; sec., J. W. Brentlinger, Pueblo Smelting and Refining Co.

GRAND JUNCTION.—Mesa county single tax and ballot reform club. Pres., James W. Bucklin; sec., Geo. Smith.

CANYON CITY.—Single tax committee; sec., Dr. Frank P. Blake.

SINGLE TAX ORGANIZATIONS.

Sic in the original; probably “Pres.,”.
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HAWKXHURST.—Plateau Valley single tax club. Pres., John W. Hawkxhurst; sec., E. H. Parkenson.

CONNECTICUT.

NEW HAVEN.—Tax reform club. Every Friday evening, room 11, 102 Orange st. Pres., Willard D. Warren; sec.,

Alfred Smith, 105 Day st.

MERIDEN.—Meriden single tax club. 3 p. m. every Sunday, Circle hall. Pres., Wm. Hawthorne; sec., Wm. Williss, P.

O. box 1342.

DAKOTA.

STATE.—South Dakota single tax association. Pres., Judge Levi McGee of Rapid City; sec., W. E. Brokaw, box 146,

Bristol.

RAPID CITY.—Black Hills single tax league. Last Saturday in each month, Library hall. Pres., Judge Levi McGee;

sec., Francis H. Clark.

MADISON.—Lake county single tax club. Chairman, Prof. E. H. Evanson.

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA.

WASHINGTON. — Washington single tax league; always open; regular meeting Friday evening, 609 F street, N. W.

Pres., Paul T. Bowen; sec., Wm. Geddes, M. D., 1719 G st., N. W

FLORIDA.

PENSACOLA.—Pensacola single tax club No. 1. Tuesday evenings, K. of L. hall, corner of Zaragosa and Palafox sts.

Pres., J. Davis Wolfe; sec., James McHugh.

TAMPA.—Thomas G. Shearman single tax league. First Monday in each month, business meeting; Sundays, public

speaking. Pres., C. E. Ainsworth; sec., John H. McCormick.

GEORGIA.

ATLANTA, Ga.—Atlanta single tax club No. 1. Pres., J. M. Beath; sec., J. Henley Smith, 67 Whitehall st.

AUGUSTA.—Augusta single tax club. Every Friday evening, Hussar hall. Pres., Ed. Flury; sec. George Hainessic, care

of Loflin & Meyer.

ILLINOIS.

CHICAGO.—Single tax club No. 1. Every Thursday evening, club room 4, Grand Pacific hotel. Pres., Warren Worth

Bailey; sec. T. W. Wittlersic, 426 Milwaukee ave.

SPRINGFIELD.—Sangamon single tax club. Pres., Joseph Farris; sec., James H. McCrea, 623 Black ave.

JACKSONVILLE.—Morgan county single tax club. Pres., Col. Wm. Camm of Murrayville; sec., Chas. W. Alexander

of Jacksonville.

SPARTA.—Single tax committee. Sec., Wm R. Baileysic.

Sic in the original; probably “sec., George Haines”.
Sic in the original; probably “sec., T. W. Wittler”.
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QUINCY.—Gem City single tax club. Every Friday evening, Opera house building. Pres., C. F. Perry; cor. sec.,Duke

Schroer, 327 S. 3d.

INDIANA.

STATE.—Indiana single tax league. Pres., Henry Rawie, Anderson; vice-pres., L. P. Custer, Indianapolis; sec., Thos.

J. Hudson, 155 Elm st., Indianapolis. State executive committee, Henry Rawie, Anderson; S. W. Williams,

Vincennes; L. O. Bishop, Clinton; Dr. C. A. Kersey, Richmond; Chas. G. Bennett, Evansville; Wm. Henry,

Connersville; W. E. McDermut, Ft. Wayne; T. J. Hudson, J. F. White, L. P. Custer, Indianapolis.

CLINTON.—Single tax club; Sunday afternoons, 3 o’clock, Argus office. Pres., W. V. Wells; sec., L. O. Bishop.

FORT WAYNE.—Single tax club. Pres., W. E. McDermutt; vice pres., J. M. Schwerzgen; sec., Henry Cohen.

INDIANAPOLIS.—Indianapolis single tax league. Every Tuesday evening, 8 p. m., Mansur hall, n. e. cor.

Washington and Alabama sts. Pres., Dr. Brown; sec., L. P. Custer.

EVANSVILLE.—Single tax association. Pres., Edwin Walker; sec., Charles G. Bennett.

RICHMOND.—Single tax club. Pres., C. S. Schneider, 105 South Third st.; sec., M. Richie, 913 South A st.

IOWA.

BURLINGTON.—Burlington single tax club. First and third Wednesday of each month, 313 Jefferson st. Pres.,

Richard Spencer; sec., Wilbur Mosena, 920 Hedge ave.

DES MOINES.—Single tax club. Pres., H B. Allisonsic, box 4; sec., J. Ballangee.

COUNCIL BLUFFS.—Council Bluffs single tax club; second and fourth Sunday of each month, [2.30?] p.m.;

[724?] Sixth st. Pres., Chas. Stevenson; sec., L. Kinnehan, [236?] W Broadway

p. 15, col. 2
ALLERTON.—Tax reform club. Every Thursday evening, Vest’s hall. Pres., A. J. Morgan; sec., D. D. Shirley.

MASON CITY.—Single tax committee; 1st and 3d evenings of each month at Dr. Osborne’s office. Pres., J. A.

Scranton; sec., J. S. Mott.

KANSAS.

ABILENE.—Single tax club. Pres., C. W. Brooks; vice-pres., H. Charters; sec., A. L. Russel.

GROVE HILL.—Grove Hill single tax club. Thursday evenings, Grove Hill school house, Lincoln township,

Dickman countysic. Pres., E. Z. Butcher; sec., Andrew Reddick.

LOUISIANA.

NEW ORLEANS.—Louisiana single tax club. Second, third and fourth Thursdays of each month, at 205 Canal st.

Pres., John S. Watters, Maritime association; sec., Geo. W. Roberts, 326 Thalia st.

Sic in the original; probably “Wm. R. Bailey”.
Sic in the original; probably “H. B. Allison”.
Sic in the original; probably ““Dickinson county” (Kansas)”.
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MAINE.

AUBURN.—Auburn single tax club. Saturday evenings, room 3, Phœnix block, Main st.; reading room open every

evening. Pres., Thos. Marsden; sec., W. E. Jackson, 122 7th st.

LEWISTON.—Single tax committee. Every Wednesday evening, 79 Summer st. Chairman, F. D. Lyford; sec.,

Joseph Walsh, 79 Summer st.

MARYLAND.

BALTIMORE.—Single tax league of Maryland. Every Thursday evening, 415 N. Eutaw st. Pres., Wm. J Ogdensic;

sec., J. W. Jones, 31 N. Caroline st.

MASSACHUSETTS.

BOSTON.—Boston single tax league, Wells’s memorial hall. Pres., Hamlin Garland; sec., Edwin M. White, 27

Pemberton square.

Neponset single tax league. Every Thursday evening, 389½ Neponset ave., Boston. Sec., Q. A. Lothrop, 43 Walnut

st.

Dorchester single tax club. Every other Wednesday evening, Field’s building, Field’s Corner. Pres., Ed Frost; sec.,

John Lavis, 13 Leonard st.

Roxbury single tax club. Pres., Frank W. Mendum; sec., Henry C. Romaine, 250 Ruggles st.

STONEHAM.—Stoneham single tax league. Pres., Dr. W. Symington-Brown, Stoneham.

LYNN.—Lynn single tax league. Pres., C. H. Libbey st., 331 Washington stsic.; sec., John McCarthy, 140 Tunson st.

WORCESTER. — Tenth district single tax league of Worcester. Meetings first Thursday of each month, class room,

Y. M. C. A. building, 20 Pearl st. Pres., Thomas J. Hastings; sec., Edwin K. Page, Lake View, Worcester.

LAWRENCE. — Lawrence single tax club. Every Thursday evening, Col. J. P. Sweeney’s office. Pres., Col. John P.

Sweeney; sec., John J. Donovan, city clerk’s office.

HYDE PARK.—Single tax club. Sec., F. S. Childs, 40 Charles st.

ORANGE.—Single tax league of Orange. First Wednesday of each month, pres. and secretary’s residence. Pres., H.

W. Hammond; sec., Charles G. Kidder.

NEWBURYPORT.—Merrimac assembly. Saturday evenings, 48 State st. Pres., Dennis F. Murphy; sec., W. R.

Whitmore, 236 Merrimac st.

MALDEN.—Single tax club. Meetings fortnightly at Deliberative hall, Pleasant st. Pres., Geo. W. Cox, Glenwood

st.; sec., Edwin T. Clark, 100 Tremont st.

Sic in the original; probably “Wm. J. Ogden”.
Sic in the original; probably “Pres., C. H. Libbey, 331 Washington st.”.
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MICHIGAN.

STURGIS.—Sturgis club of investigation. Every Tuesday evening, C. Jacob’s justice court room. Pres., Rufus

Spalding; sec., Thomas Harding.

SAGINAW.—Single tax club, rooms 413 Genesee av., East Saginaw. Pres., Edward L. Weggener; sec., Jas. Duffy, 803

State st.

MINNESOTA.

MINNEAPOLIS. — Minneapolis single tax league, 502 First ave. s. Pres., C. J. Buell; sec., J. A. Sawyer.

ST. PAUL.—Pres., H. C. McCartey; sec., R. C. Morgan, Northern Pacific railroad office.

MISSOURI.

ST. LOUIS.—St. Louis single tax league. s. e. cor. 8th and Olive, meets every Tuesday evening Roomssic open every

evening. Pres., H. [H.?] Hoffman; sec., J. W. Steele, 2213 Eugenia street.

“Benton School of Social Science.” Saturday, 8 p. m., 6839 Waldemar ave., St. Louis. Pres., Dr. Henry S. Chase; sec.,

Wm. C. Little.

LA DUE.—The Reform club of La Due. Pres., W. Stephens; sec., Jas. Wilson.

KANSAS CITY.—Kansas City single tax club. Lectures Thursday evenings at 8 o’clock and Sunday afternoons at 3.

Headquarters, cor. 15th st. and Grand av.; open every week day until 10 o’clock p. m.; the public cordially invited.

Pres., H. S. Julian; sec., J. C. Williams, N. Y. Life building.

HERMANN.—Single tax committee. Pres., R. H. Hasenritter; sec., Dr. H. A. Hibbard.

GATE CITY.—Single tax league. Meetings on alternate Thursdays at the house of W. M. Kinhead. Pres., Wm.

Kinkead; sec., J. W. Swaw.

NEBRASKA.

OMAHA.—Omaha single tax club. Sunday afternoons, Gate City hall, cor. 13th and Douglas sts. Pres., Rufus S.

Parker; sec., Cyrus F. Beckett, 411 N. 23d st.

WYMORE.—Henry George single tax club. Pres., H. C. Jaynes; sec., J. A. Hamm.

NEW JERSEY.

JERSEY CITY.—Standard single tax club. Business meetings every other Friday evening at the Avenue house, “Five

Corners.” Pres., E. N. Jackson, 23 Magnolia av.; sec., Joseph Dana Miller, 267 Grove st.

NEWARK.—Newark single tax club. Pres., Herbert Boggs, 82 Broad stsic ; sec., M. G. Gaffney 43 Warren place,86.

PATERSON.—Passaic Co. single tax club. Pres., E. W. Nellis; sec., John A. Craig, 192 Hamburg ave. Meetings every

Monday evening at 169 Market street.

Sic in the original; probably “evening. Rooms”.
Sic in the original; probably “82 Broad st.;”.
Sic in the original; probably “M. G. Gaffney, 43 Warren place”.
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S. ORANGE.—S. Orange single tax club. Pres., E. H. Wallace; sec., Henry Haase.

VINELAND.—Vineland single tax and ballot reform club. Pres., Rev. Adolph Roeder; sec., Wm. P. Nichols, box 924.

JANVIER.—Janvier single tax and ballot reform club. Alternate Thursday evenings, Janvier hall. Pres. W. J. Ricesic;

sec., Sydney B. Walsh.

p. 15, col. 3
WASHINGTON.—Washington land and tax club. Pres., John Morrison; sec., W. H, Christinesic.

BAYONNE.—Single tax committee. Chairman, Wm. R. DuBois.

PASSAIC.—Single tax committee of Passaic. Pres., Oscar D. Wood.

NEW YORK.

NEW YORK.—Manhattan single tax club. Business meeting, first Thursday of each month, at 8 p. m.; other

Thursdays, social and propaganda. Club rooms, 36 Clinton pl.; open every day from 6 p. m. to 12 p. m. Pres., Louis

F. Post; sec., A. J. Steers.

Harlem single tax club, room 3, 247 West 125th st. Business meeting every Tuesday, 8.30 p. m. Whist and social

evening every Thursday. Pres., Eugene G. Muret; sec., Chas. H. Mitchell.

North New York single tax club. Every Tuesday at 8 p. m., at 2840 3d ave. Pres., James R. Small; sec., Thomas F.

Foy.

BROOKLYN.—Brooklyn single tax club. Club house, 56 Livingston st. Open every evening. Discussions

Wednesday evenings. Business meetings Friday evenings. Lectures Sunday evenings. Pres., Peter Aitken;cor. sec.,

Robert Baker, 884 Greene av.

The Eastern District single tax club. Wednesday evening, Oriental hall, 316 Bedford ave. Pres., John Britton; sec.,

Joseph McGuinness, 215 Ross st.

BUFFALO.—Tax reform club. Every Wednesday evening, Central labor union hall. Pres., S. C. Rogers; sec., H. B.

Buddenburg, P. O. box 190.

ROCHESTER.—Rochester single tax union. Wednesday, 8 p. m.; Sunday, 3 p. m.; 80 Reynold’s Arcade. Pres., J. H.

Bluntach; sec., J. M. Campbell, 30 Charlotte st.

ALBANY.—Single tax club. Tuesday evening, 8 p. m., 68 Washington ave. Rooms open every evening. Pres.,

Alexander Gregory; cor. sec., James J. Mahoney, 2 Division st.

SYRACUSE.—Syracuse Single tax club. 113 Walton street. Pres., F. A. Paul; sec., H. R. Perry, 149 South Clinton st.

POUGHKEEPSIE.—Single tax club. Every Thursday evening, 8 p. m., 226 Union st. Pres., W. C. Albro; sec., F. S.

Arnold.

AUBURN.—Single tax club. Mondays, 7.30 p. m., College hall. Pres., Dan. Peacock; sec., H. W. Benedict, 6 Morris

st.

Sic in the original; probably “Pres., W. J. Rice”.
Sic in the original; probably “W. H. Christine”.
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ELLENVILLE.—Single tax club of Ellenville. First and third Monday of each month, Canal st., over E. Bevier’s

drug store. Pres., Wm. Lambert; sec., Benj. Hull.

FLUSHING.—Single tax club. Pres., D. C. Beard; sec., Fred Sheffield.

NEW BRIGHTON, S. I.—Richmond county single tax club. Every Monday evening, Parabola hall, New Brigntonsic.

Pres., J. S. Cogan; sec., A. B. Stoddard, W. New Brighton.

NORTHPORT.—Single tax committee. Sec., J. K. Rudyard.

OWEGO.—Single tax committee. Sec.,Perry Hyde.

TROY.—Single tax club. Meetings weekly at 576 River st. Pres., Henry Sterling; sec., B. B. Martis, 576 River st.

COHOES.—Single tax committee. Pres., P. C. Dandurant; sec., J. S. Crane 128 Ontario stsic.

GLOVERSVILLE.—Single tax committee. Chairman, A. P. Slade; sec., Dr. Wm. C. Wood, 30 S. Main st.

SCHUYLERSVILLE.—Schuylersville single tax club. Every Friday evening, residence of J. H. Bullard. Pres., J. H.

Bullard; sec., R. S. Wells.

JAMESTOWN.—Single tax club of Jamestown. Last Saturday evening of each month. Pres., Adam Stormer; sec., F.

G. Anderson, 300 Barrett st.

YONKERS.—The Jefferson club, 85 Main st. Always open. Business meeting every Tuesday evening at 7.45.

OHIO.

STATE.—Ohio Single tax league. State executive board: Pres., W. F. Bien, 1638 Wilson av., Cleveland; vice pres., J.

G. Galloway, 263 Samuel st., Dayton; treas., Wm. Radcliffe, Youngstown; sec., Edw. L. Hyneman, room 3, 348½ S.

High st., Columbus.

CLEVELAND.—Cleveland single tax club. Every Wednesday evening, 8 p. m., 144 Ontario st., room 16. Pres., Tom

L. Johnson; sec., C. H. Nau, room 25, Standard block.

CINCINNATI.—Cincinnati single tax club. Every Sunday afternoon. Club room, Bradford’s block, n. w. cor. 6th and

Vine sts. Pres., James Semple, 478 Central av.; sec., Alfred H. Henderson, 23 Clark st.

COLUMBUS.—Central single tax club. Sec., Edw. L. Hyneman, 348½ S. High st.

TIFEFNsic—Single tax committee. Sec., Dr. H. F. Barnes.

HAMILTON.—Hamilton single tax club. Every Saturday evening at 314 High st. Pres., Howard Rich; sec., Ambrose

Strang, 742 E. Dayton st.

GALION.—Galion single tax club. Every Monday evening, residence of P. J. Snay, 103 S. Union st. Pres., P. J. Snay;

sec., Maud E. Snay.

DAYTON.—Free land club. Pres., John Birch; Sec., W. W. Kile; 108 E. 5th stsic.

Sic in the original; probably “New Brighton”.
Sic in the original; probably “J. S. Crane, 128 Ontario st.”.
Sic in the original; probably “TIFFIN.—”.
Sic in the original; probably “W. W. Kile, 108 E. 5th st.”.
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AKRON.—Akron single tax club. Pres, Jno. McBridesic; sec., Sam Rodgers.

MIAMISBURG.—Land and labor association of Miamisburg. Pres., C. F. Beall; sec., J. F. Beals.

MANSFIELD.—Mansfield single tax club. Pres., Dr. T. J. Bristor; sec., W. J. Huggins, 66 W. 1st st.

TOLEDO.—Single tax club No. 1 meets at 112 Summit st. every Sunday at 10 a. m. Pres., A. R. Wynn; sec., J. P.

Travers.

YOUNGSTOWN.—Every Thursday evening, Ivorites hall. Pres., Billy Radcliffe; sec., A. C. Hughes, 6 S. Market st.

ZANESVILLE.—Central single tax club. Pres., W. H. Loughead; sec., Wm. Quigley.

OREGON.

PORTLAND.—Portland ballot reform and single tax club. 2d and 4th Thursdays of each month, Grand Army hall.

Pres., R. H. Thompson; sec., S. B. Riggen, 48 Stark st.

PENNSYLVANIA.

PHILADELPHIA.—Henry George club. Every Thursday, 8 p.m., 904 Walnut st. Cor. sec., A. H. Stephenson, 214

Chestnut st.

Kensington single tax club. Every Tuesday evening, [8?] p.m., [2081?] Frankford ave., 
p. 15, col. 4
Philadelphia. Pres., James Wright; sec., Jno. Moore, 2188 E. Huntingdon st.

PITTSBURG.—Pittsburg single tax club. 1st, 3d and 5th Sundays at 2:30 p.m., 102 Fourth av. Pres., Edmund

Yardley; sec., Mark F. Roberts, 140 24th st., S. Ssic

BRADFORD.—Single tax club, St. James place. Open every evening. Meetings Wednesday evening and Sunday

afternoon at 3 p. m. Pres., Phil. D. Tangney; sec., J. C De Foristsic.

READING.—Reading single tax society Monday eveningssic, 402½ Penn st. Pres., C. S Prizer,97; cor. sec., Grant

Nagle, 208 S. Third st.

ERIE.—Erie tax reform league. Pres., W G. McKeansic; sec., J. L. Babcock.

EDWARDSVILLE.—Jefferson ballot reform and single tax club. First Friday of each month. Pres., J. J. Smythe, M.

D.; sec., J. P. Hammond.

LEBANON.—Lebanon single tax and land club. Pres., Adam Behny; sec., J. G. Zimmerman, 111 N. Fourteenth st.

SCRANTON.—Henry George single tax club. 1st and 3d Friday evenings of each month, Noake’s hall, cor. Franklin

ave. and Spruce st. Pres., Duncan Wright; sec., Arthur McGee, 914 Capouse ave.

SHENANDOAH.—Single tax club. Sundays, 3 p.m., 415 W. Coal st. Pres., Morris Marsh; sec., Thomas G. Potts.

Sic in the original; probably “Pres., Jno. McBride”.
Sic in the original; probably “S. S.”.
Sic in the original; probably “J. C. De Forist”.
Sic in the original; probably “Reading single tax society. Monday evenings”.
Sic in the original; probably “C. S. Prizer”.
Sic in the original; probably “W. G. McKean”.
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UPPER LEHIGH.—Single tax committee. Pres., J. B. Carr; sec., George McGee.

JOHNSTOWN, Pa.—Henry George club. Meets every Monday evening for public discussion. Pres. A. J. Moxhamsic;

sec., Richard Eyre.

POTTSTOWN.—Single tax club. Meetings 1st and 3d Friday evenings each month in Weitzenkorn’s hall. Pres., D.

L. Haws; sec., H H Johnsonsic, 530 Walnut st.

RHODE ISLAND.

PROVIDENCE.—Single tax association of Rhode Island. Alternate Friday evenings, room 22, Slade building, cor.

Washington and Eddy sts. Pres., Dr. Wm. Barker; sec., Geo D. Liddell, 145 Transit st.

PAWTUCKET.—Single tax association. Ev’ry Wednesday evening, Main st. Pres., Edward Barker; sec., Edgar

Farnell, 220 Mineral Spring ave.

TENNESSEE.

MEMPHIS.—Memphis single tax association. Sundays, 4.30 p. m., Luehrman’s hotel. Pres. Dr. T. J. Crofford; sec.,

M. H. McDowell care ofsic Townsend, Cowie & Co.

TEXAS.

STATE.—Texas tax reform association, Pres., H. F. Ring, Houston; sec., J. B. Cochran.

EL PASO.—El Paso tariff reform club. 1st and 3d Saturdays of each month, county court room, court house. Pres.,

G. E. Hubbard; sec., A. W. Thomas.

HOUSTON.—Single tax committee. Pres. H. F. Ring; sec., E. W. Brown, care of Germania house.

SAN ANTONIO.—Single tax club. Meets first and third Thursday in each month. Pres.,Geo Markssic; sec., Theo.

Kunzmann, 11 Crockett st.

WEST VIRGINIA.

PARKERSBURGH.—Single tax league. Every Saturday night, 500 Market st. Pres., W. H Curry; sec., W. F Thayer.

NEW PUBLICATIONS.

During the late campaign quantities of our best tracts were assorted for special work, and many of these not

having been used, we now place them, with some of a more recent date, in convenient packages, at a low price.

Packages may be had at 50c. and $1.00.

[Advertisement] ASSORTMENTS OF TRACTS.

Sic in the original; probably “Pres., A. J. Moxham”.
Sic in the original; probably “H. H. Johnson”.
Sic in the original; probably “M. H. McDowell, care of”.
Sic in the original; probably “Pres., Geo. Marks”.
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Address, THE STANDARD, 12 Union Square, NEW YORK.

A lot of Handy Binders, made especially for filing THE STANDARD, are now ready.

Price 75 cents to any address.

Address THE STANDARD, 12 Union Square, New York City.

NOW READY,

A limited number of bound volumes of THE STANDARD in heavy boards are offered for sale at the following

prices:

Vol. I…………………………………$10 00

(January 8 to July 2, 1887.)

We had entirely run out of some of the issues of Vol. I, and with considerable difficulty have replaced them. We

now have ready four volumes, for sale at the above price.

Vol. II…………………………………$5 00

(July 9 to December [30?], 1887.)

Vols. III and IV…………………………………$7 00

(January 7 to December 29, 1888. Bound together.)

Vol. V…………………………………$3 50

(January 5 to June 29, 1889.)

Vol. VI…………………………………$3 50

(July 6 to December 28 1889 now readysic.)

(Expressage extra.)

Address, THE STANDARD, 12 Union Square, New York.

AS SOME of the back numbers of THE STANDARD are growing scarce, we will send 15 cents’ worth of tracts in

exchange for any of the following

[Advertisement] HANDY BINDERS FOR THE STANDARD.

[Advertisement] VOLUME SIX OF THE STANDARD.

[Advertisement] AS SOME of the back numbers of THE STANDARD

Sic in the original; probably “December 28, 1889—now ready.”.
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Vol. I—No. 2. Vol II—Nos 1 and [22?] [lower part of this line cut off by the rule below]

AGENTS WANTED EVERYWHERE Capable Men and Women to SELL the Celebrated MISSOURI STEAM

WASHER. Dirtiest Clothes Washed Clean by Hot Steam. No Rubbing. Fits all Stoves. Sample for two weeks’ trial

on Liberal Terms. Particulars free

J. WORTH, Sole Manu’fr, St. Louis, Mo

p15_fig1

[Cut: small hand printing press, heavily over-inked; no caption]

Cheap Printing

Do it yourself. Card press [$3?], Circular press $8, Size for small newspaper $44. Everything easy, printed rules.

Send 2 stamps for Catalogue of presses, type, paper, cards, etc., to factory.

KELSEY & CO., Meriden, Conn.

[Advertisement] AGENTS WANTED EVERYWHERE

[Advertisement] Cheap Printing
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HOLLAND’S COFFEE AND DINING ROOMS [143?] Fourth avenue, bet. [13th?] and 14th sts.

[Advertisement] HOLLAND’S COFFEE AND DINING ROOMS
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Page 16 of 16

16 THE STANDARD. Vol. VII, No. 8

p. 16, col. 1

Hospital Remedies.

What are theysic! There is a new departure in the treatment of disease. It consists in the collection of the specifics

used by noted specialists of Europe and America, and bringing them within the reach of all. For instance the

treatment pursued by special physicians who treat indigestion, stomach and liver troubles only, was obtained and

prepared. The treatment of other physicians, celebrated for curing catarrh was procured, and so on till these

incomparable cures now include disease of the lungs, kidneys, female weakness, rheumatism and nervous debility.

This new method of “one remedy for one disease” must appeal to the common sense of all sufferers, many of

whom have experienced the ill effects, and thoroughly realize the absurdity of the claims of Patent Medicines

which are guaranteed to cure every ill out of a single bottle, and the use of which, as statistics prove, has ruined

more stomachs than alcohol. A circular describing these new remedies is sent free on receipt of stamp to pay postage

by Hospital Remedy Company, Toronto, Canada, sole proprietors.—[Adv.

A NEW METHOD OF TREATING DISEASE.

Sic in the original; probably “What are they?”.

Vol. VII, No. 8 (Whole No. 164), February 19, 1890 Page 16 of 16

100



[Illustration: two oval portraits of a young woman side by side, the left with a blemished face, the right clear-

skinned. Ribbon labels: “BEFORE USING” / “AFTER USING.”]

A DIVINE CREATURE.

In poetry and song we are never without enchanting descriptions of some divine creature who is the compeer

of all in loveliness. But how impossible is it to imagine such a divinity without the requisite charm of

A LOVELY COMPLEXION.

And with what positive certainty a skin as fair as a

NEW-BLOWN ROSE

Is sure to follow the use of

GLENN’S SULPHUR SOAP.

This most wonderful of all purifiers removes every possible blemish from the face, and leaves the complexion as

fair as a

[Advertisement] GLENN’S SULPHUR SOAP.
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HEAVEN-BORN LILY.

For sale by all druggists. Beware of Imitations.

Glenn’s Soap will be sent by mail for 30 cts. for one cake, or 75 cts for three cakes, by C. N. CRITTENTON,

Sole Proprietor, 115 Fulton Street, New York City.

[Illustration: photograph-style picture of a wrecked railroad locomotive and car; lettered over it: “What did this

wreck cost?”]

Above is an exact copy of a photograph of a Railroad wreck. Had the engineer carried a Keystone Dust-Proof

Watch, which is not subject to variations arising from dust and dampness, the wreck would probably never

have occurred. A KEYSTONE DUST-PROOF RAILROAD WATCH costs $43.00 — the WRECK COST MANY

THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS. These watches are for sale either for ALL CASH or in our Co-operative Clubs for 

ONE DOLLAR A WEEK. If we have no selling agent in your town, better write us at once for terms, &c.

THE KEYSTONE WATCH CLUB CO., Main Office in Co.’s own building. [904?] Walnut St. Philadelphia,

Pa.

[Advertisement] What did this wreck cost?
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[Advertisement] Can You Get One Dollar Easier?
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[Illustration: a pocket watch with a figure on its face; lettered around the rim: “THE KEYSTONE WATCH CLUB

CO.” and “[904?] WALNUT ST.”]
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We want to know exactly the value of this advertising medium, and will pay you to tell us, as it may save us thousands.

Mail a postal or letter giving name of this paper and we will send you absolutely free, a receipt for One Dollar on

account of one of our $43 Keystone Dust-proof Railroad Watches, and a handsome charm case-opener. You

know our Keystone Dust-proof Watches are the best, and we have selling agents almost everywhere. We want one

in your city. We sell watches in our Co-operative clubs at the lowest cash prices for One Dollar a Week.

THE KEYSTONE WATCH CLUB CO. Main Office in Company’s Own Building. [904?] WALNUT ST.,

PHILADELPHIA, PA.

By EMANUEL SWEDENBORG.

Four hundred and twenty pages, paper cover. Mailed pre-paid for [16?] cents by the American

Swendenborgsic Printing and Publishing Society, [20?] Cooper Union, New York City.

p. 16, col. 2

NEW PUBLICATIONS.

[Note: a slip of paper (bearing mirror-image offset text, apparently “…Devonshire st”) lies diagonally across the scan here

and hides parts of entries 10–26.]

1. A Syllabus of Progress and Poverty. Louis F. Post 8 pages. 2. Australian System. Louis F. Post. 4 pages. 3. First

Principles. Henry George. 4 pages. 4. The Right to the Use of the Earth. Herbert Spencer. 4 pages. 5. Farmers and

the Single Tax. Thomas G. Shearman. 8 pages. 6. The Canons of Taxation. Henry George. 4 pages. 7. A Lawyer’s

Reply to Criticisms. Samuel B. Clark . 16 pages. 8. Back to the Land. Bishop Nulty. 16 pages. 9. The Single Tax.

Thos. G. Shearman. 8 pages. 10. The American Farmer. Henry Ge[illegible] 4 pages 11. Unemployed Labor Henry

Geor[illegible]es. 12. The Case Plainly Stated. H F. F[illegible]ages. 13. Social Problems. 342 pages, 12m[illegible]r,

35c. 14. Objections to the Land Tax. [illegible] Shearman. [illegible] pages. 15. Land Taxation. A

Conversa[illegible]ween David Dudley Field and Henry Ge[illegible]pages. 16. How to Increase Profits. A[illegible]

2 pages. 17. The New Political Economy[illegible]rown. 4 pages 18. Thy Kingdom Come. Hen[illegible] 4 pages.

19. The Functions of Govern[illegible]enry George. [illegible] pages. 20. The Menace of Plutocr[illegible]as G.

Shearman. 8 pages. 21. Tenement House Mora[illegible] Huntington. 4 pp. 22, 23, 24, out of print. 25. Taxing

Land Values. [illegible] George. 8 pages. 26. Henry George’s Mistake[illegible]homas G. Shearman. 8 pages. 27.

The Democratic Principle. Henry George. 8 pages 28. Progress and Poverty. Henry George. 512 pages. 35 cents.

29. The New Ballot System. Louis F. Post. 4 pages 30. Property in Land. Henry George. 77 pages. [15c.?] 31. The

Cat. 2 pages. 32. The Single Tax in a Nutshell. [2?] pages.

Prices of Single Tax Library: Two page tracts—1 copy, 1 cent; 40 copies, 10 cents; 100 copies, 20 cents; 1,000 copies,

$1.50.

Four-page tracts—1 copy, 2 cents; [20?] copies, 10 cents; 100 copies, 40 cents; 1,000 copies, $3.

Eight-page tracts—1 copy, 3 cents; 10 copies, 10 cents. 100 copies, 30 cents; 1,000 copies, $6.

[Advertisement] HEAVEN AND HELL.

[Advertisement] THE SINGLE TAX LIBRARY.

Sic in the original; probably “Swedenborg”.
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Sixteen-page tracts—1 copy, 4 cents, 5 copies, 10 cents; 100 copies, $1.60; 1,000 copies, $12.

No extra charge by mail.

The following numbers of the “Land and Labor Library” are still in stock:

[8?]. Settler’s Nightmare. Louis F. Post. 4 pages. 10. Mysterious Disappearance. Lewis Freeland. [6?] pp.

13. Sailors’ Snug Harbor and the Randall Farm. W. T. Croasdale. 12 pages. 14. The Collegiate Church and

Shoemaker’s Field. W. T. Croasdale. 12 pages. 18. It is the Law of Christ. Rev. S. H. Spencer. 4 pp. 21.

Christianity and Poverty. Father Huntington 4 pp. 33. Socialism—Its Truth and Its Error. Henry George.

4 pages. 38. “God Wills It.” Henry George. 4 pages. 44. How John’s Father Saw the Light. W.C. Woods. 2 p.

51. Ten Thoughts for Christian Thinkers. Rev. John W. Kramer. 4 pages. 64. Hints as to What You Can Do.

Henry George. 4 pp. 71. My Butcher Woman and My Grocery Man. William McCabe. 4 pages. 84. A

Republican’s Reasons for Supporting Cleveland. Judge Frank T. Reid. 2 pages. 88. Jefferson and

Hamilton. Chauncey F. Black. 8 pp.

GERMAN TRACTS.

42. First Principles. Henry George. 4 pages. 43. Socialism—Its Truth and Its Error. Henry George. 4 pages.

46. Taxing Land Values. Henry George. 8 pages. 47. It is the Law of Christ. Rev. S H. Spencer, Henry, Ill. 4

pages. [53?]. Sailors’ Snug Harbor. Wm. T. Croasdale. 12 pages.

SWEDISH TRACTS.

52 The Case Plainly Stated. H. F. Ring. 8 pages,

TARIFF TRACTS.

57. Protection as a Universal Need. Henry George. pages. 60. The Tariff Question. Henry George. 4 pages.

[6?]. American Protection and British Free Trade. Henry George. 4 pages. [6?]. Protection and Wages.

Henry George. 8 pages. 72. Protection the Friend of Labor? Thomas G. Shearman. 8 pages. 75. A Short

Tariff History. Thomas G. Shearman. 2 pages. 76. Plain Talk to Protectionists. Thomas G. Shearman. 4

pages. 77. An Address to Workingmen on the Tariff Question, Henry George. 4 pages.

A set of Tariff Tracts will be sent to any address for ten cents.

Address THE STANDARD, 12 Union square, New York City.

THE GREATEST ADVANCE

in

LIFE INSURANCE

in the

NINETEENTH CENTURY.

PAID UP AND CASH VALUES GUARANTEED

[Advertisement] THE GREATEST ADVANCE in LIFE INSURANCE
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by the

PERFECTED MASSACHUSETTS INSURANCE ACT OF 1887.

THE BERKSHIRE LIFE INSURANCE CO.,

of Pittsfield, Mass.

INCORPORATED 1851.

GEO. W. ENGLISH, MANAGER,

For New York and New Jersey.

NEW YORK OFFICE:

271 BROADWAY,

Corner of Chamber St.

Pennsylvania Agricultural Works, York, Pa. Farquhar’s Standard Engines and Saw Mills.

[Illustration: a portable steam engine driving a saw mill by belt, with a log on the carriage; set into the upper right

of the cut: “Send for Catalogue. Portable, Stationary, Traction and Automatic Engines a specialty. Warranted equal

or superior to any made.”]

Send for Catalogue. Portable, Stationary, Traction and Automatic Engines a specialty. Warranted equal or

superior to any made.

Address A. B. FARQUHAR & SON, York, Pa.

[Advertisement] Pennsylvania Agricultural Works, York, Pa.
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[Display block: “CATARRH” in white capitals on a black bar, with the text below set above and beneath it.]

Piso’s Remedy for Catarrh is the Best, Easiest to Use, and Cheapest.

CATARRH

Sold by druggists or sent by mail. 50c. E. T. Ha[z?]eltine, Warren; Pasic.

p. 16, col. 3

[Advertisement] Piso’s Remedy for Catarrh

Sic in the original; probably “Warren, Pa.”.
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[Display lettering: “Good morning” in large script.]

“Paris Exposition, 1889.

Pears obtained the only gold medal awarded solely for toilet SOAP in competition with all the world. Highest

possible distinction.”

NO. 12 UNION SQUARE.

PROGRESS AND POVERTY.

An inquiry into the cause of industrial depression and of increase of want with increase of wealth. The remedy.

By HENRY GEORGE.

512 pages. Cloth, $1.50. Paper covers, 35 cents. Half calf or half morocco $3.00.

SOCIAL PROBLEMS.

By HENRY GEORGE.

342 pages. Cloth, $1.00. Paper covers, 35 cents. Half calf or half morocco, $2.50sic.

[Advertisement] Pears’ Soap — “Good morning”

[Advertisement] HENRY GEORGE & CO., PUBLISHERS,

Sic in the original; probably ““$2.50.” (point not struck; transcribed with point)”.
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PROTECTION OR FREE TRADE?

An examination of the tariff question with especial regard to the interests of labor.

By HENRY GEORGE.

Cloth, $1.50. Paper covers, 35 cents. Half calf or half morocco, $3.00.

THE LAND QUESTION.

What it involves and how alone it can be settled.

By HENRY GEORGE.

87 pages. Paper covers, 20 cents.

p. 16, col. 4

PROPERTY IN LAND.

A Passage-at-Arms Between the Duke of Argyll an Henry Georgesic.

77 pages. Paper covers, 15 cents.

FORTSCHRITT UND ARMUTH.

(Progress and Poverty in German).

Translation of C. D. F. Gutschow.

430 pages. Paper covers, 35 cents.

PROGRES ET PAUVRETE.

(Progress and Poverty in French).

Translation of P. L. LeMonnier.

542 pages. Paper covers, $2,75sic.

PROTECTION OU LIBRE-ECHANGE?

(Protection or Free Trade? in French).

Translation of Louis Vossion.

436 pages. Paper covers, $2.75.

PROGRESSO E POVERTA.

(Progress and Poverty in Italian).

Translation of Ludovico Eusebio.

Sic in the original; probably “Duke of Argyll and Henry George”.
Sic in the original; probably “$2.75.”.
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352 pages. Paper covers, $2.50.

SETS OF THREE.—PROGRESS AND POVERTY, SOCIAL PROBLEMS, PROTECTION OR FREE

TRADE? BOUND ALIKE, IN HALF CALF OR HALF MOROCCO, $7.50.

By way of answering inquiries constantly received, we append a list of some economic and social works of various

kinds, with prices, at which they will be forwarded post paid. Any work not mentioned procurable in New York

will be sent on receipt of publisher’s price.

p. 16, col. 3

WILLIAM LLOYD GARRISON.—THE story of his life. Told by his children. 4 vols, cloth, $12.00.

ESSAYS ON POLITICAL ECONOMY.—By FREDERICK BASTIAT. 12mo, cloth, $1.25.

SOPHISMS OF PROTECTION. — WITH preface by Horace White. By FREDERICK BASTIAT. 12mo, cloth, $1.00.

HISTORY OF POLITICAL ECONOMY IN EUROPE.—By JEROME ADOLPHE BLANQUI. 8vo, cloth, $3.00.

AN INQUIRY INTO THE NATURE AND CAUSES OF THE WEALTH OF NATIONS—By ADAM SMITH. Edited

by Theobold Rogerssic. $1.25.

WORK AND WAGES.—BY THOS. BRASSEY. 16mo, cloth, $1.00.

p. 16, col. 4

THE AUSTRALIAN BALLOT SYSTEM as embodied in the legislation of various countries. By J. H WIGMORE

Clothsic, $1.50.

FREE LAND AND FREE TRADE.—THE Lessons of the English Corn Laws Applied to the United States. By

Hon. SAMUEL S. COX. 8vo, cloth, 75 cts.

THE HISTORY OF THE FREE TRADE MOVEMENT IN ENGLAND.—By AUGUSTUS MONGREDIEN. 16mo,

cloth, 50 cts.

POSTULATES OF ENGLISH POLITICAL ECONOMY.—By WALTER BAGEHOT. Cloth, $1.00.

THE TARIFF HISTORY OF THE UNITED STATES.—Containing “Protection to Young Industries,” and “The

History of the Present Tariff, 1860–1883.” By F. W. TAUSSIG. 8vo, cloth, $1.25.

Any of the above Books will be sent postpaid on receipt of price.

HENRY GEORGE & CO., 12 Union Square, New York City.

BURROUGHS, WELLCOME & CO.

[Advertisement] ECONOMIC WORKS.

[Advertisement] BURROUGHS, WELLCOME & CO.

Sic in the original; probably “Thorold Rogers”.
Sic in the original; probably ““J. H. WIGMORE. Cloth” (points missing)”.
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Importers, Exporters,

Manufacturing Chemists

AND

AMERICAN MERCHANTS,

SNOW HILL BUILDINGS,

LONDON, E. C.

[Illustration: halftone of a large multi-storey building. Caption: “B. W. & Co.’s Offices and Warehouses, Occupying

Seven Floors in all.”]

B. W. & Co.’s Offices and Warehouses, Occupying Seven Floors in all.

B. W. & Co. manufacture only NEW and IMPROVED forms of Chemical and Pharmaceutical Products, and are

the sole makers of the only Original and Genuine TABLOIDS of Compressed Drugs, as prescribed by the Medical
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Profession throughout the world, and as supplied to H. M. STANLEY and other great Explorers and Travelers (vide

published reports.)

B. W. & Co. make a Specialty of PALATABLE and PORTABLE Drugs and Outfits for Ships, Exploring

Expeditions, Missionaries, Planters, Mining Companies, Caravans, etc.

[Illustration: halftone of an open medicine chest. Caption: “B. W. & CO.’S CONGO MEDICINE CHEST, …”]

B. W. & CO.’S CONGO MEDICINE CHEST,

as supplied to Stanley and others. Fitted with TABLOIDS of compressed Drugs. Less than one-tenth the bulk of

ordinary Medicines.

p. 16, col. 3

SIMON VAN VEEN,

Sole Manufacturer.

These cigars are the best and cheapest in the market for the money. They are put up 50 to a box, and the inside of

cover contains a beautiful photo engraving of the Cat, with the inscription below,

“Have you Seen the Cat?”

Whenever placed on view it is sure to provoke discussion, and is an excellent method of bringing our principles

before the public,

Price per box, $2.75,

A liberal discount to the trade. All orders will receive prompt attention by addressing

S. VAN VEEN, [illegible] [Wooster?] st.

p. 16, col. 4

[Advertisement] SINGLE TAX CIGAR.

Vol. VII, No. 8 (Whole No. 164), February 19, 1890 Page 16 of 16

113



Damaged type restored

Letters that were broken, blotted or missing in the print and have been written as intended. Listed so they can be

checked against the scan; they are not footnoted in the text.

Page Article As read in the scan Written as

1 TABLE OF CONTENTS. Shriver” (S damaged) “Shriver” (broken

type)

1 EDITORIAL. [Propaganda by induction:

William A. Phillips on

W ere”, “landl rd”, “m ney”,

“ievenue”, “growt

“Where”,

“landlord”,

“money”, “revenue”,

“growth” (broken

type)

2 [Alfred Dolge’s solution of the labor problem] Dolge” (second letter filled in) Dolge

2 [Alfred Dolge’s solution of the labor problem] It shall. however, It shall, however,

2 [Franklin Woodruff and Daggett’s postal card

contract]

makes” (damaged m) makes

2 [The Journal of the Knights of Labor on

George’s original id

as ert” (letter missing, gap left) assert

2 [The Boston ‘single tax party’] the” (h worn, reads like “tne”) the

2 [The Boston ‘single tax party’] there” (h broken, reads “t’ere”) there

2 GEORGE AND TRADES UNIONS. TRADES” (T damaged, looks

like “7”)

TRADES

2 TAMMANY AND BALLOT REFORM. reputation” (t broken, reads

“reputat!ion”)

reputation

The Books are handsomely bound in heavy “Alligator” paper, and are sold at prices regulated by the number of

blanks each contains, as follows:

Five Subscriptions, . . . . . . . . $1 00 Twelve Subscriptions, . . . . . . . 2 00 Thirty-five Subscriptions. . . . . . . [5?] 00

THE STANDARD, 12 UNION SQUARE.

1 copy, [1?][illegible] cts ; 10 copies, [50?] cts ; [25?] copies, $[1.75?]; 100 copies, $[6?]. Sent post or express.

Address,

HENRY J O’NEILL, [illegible] Gordon street, Allentown, Pa.

[Advertisement] RECRUIT SUBSCRIPTION BOOKS.

[Advertisement] READ THE MASTER WORKMAN.
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Page Article As read in the scan Written as

2 ACTORS AND THE SINGLE TAX. enable” (l broken/slanted) enable

2 ACTORS AND THE SINGLE TAX. made” (m broken, reads

“:nade”)

made

3 THE PROPOSAL FOR A CONFERENCE. be” (first letter broken, prints

like “ɔe”)

be

3 THE PROPOSAL FOR A CONFERENCE. cffect” (first “e” lacks its bar) effect

3 AN OUTRAGEOUS BILL. have” (final “e” damaged, reads

like “havo”)

have

3 AN OUTRAGEOUS BILL. him” (dot of the “i” missing,

reads like “hun”)

him

3 A TAX REFORM PAPER. posi” / “tion” (line-end hyphen

missing)

position

3 A TAX REFORM PAPER. to-day” (the “to-” is a solid ink

blot)

to-day

3 CHICAGO’S ECONOMIC CONFERENCES. Tne The

4 [Chicago’s economic conferences, continued] true” (u badly struck/filled) true

4 BLOOD TAXES. proposals” (r broken, reads

“pıoposals”)

proposals

4 BLOOD TAXES. little” (l damaged, reads

“Jittle”)

little

4 TAMMANY’S FOLLY. it” (t damaged) it

4 TAMMANY’S FOLLY. can” (c faint/broken, reads “c

an”)

can

4 A CASE OF DECENT POVERTY. book” (second o turned/

broken, reads “boɔk”)

book

4 A CASE OF DECENT POVERTY. simply” (l missing, reads “simp

y”)

simply

4 A CASE OF DECENT POVERTY. housekeeping” (e damaged) housekeeping

4 A CASE OF DECENT POVERTY. of ” (o from a different/

damaged font)

of

4 A CASE OF DECENT POVERTY. do” (d damaged, reads “ɑo”) do

4 A CASE OF DECENT POVERTY. record” (c broken) record

5 A NATIONAL CONFERENCE. Nc No

5 A NATIONAL CONFERENCE. tw” (malformed) to
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Page Article As read in the scan Written as

5 A NATIONAL CONFERENCE. t’urn” (damaged u) turn

5 OUR WASHINGTON LETTER. meth ds” (o missing) methods

5 OUR WASHINGTON LETTER. maj)rity” (damaged o) majority

6 [Our Washington letter, continued] mil s” (no full stop follows) mills.

6 [Our Washington letter, continued] eff rt effort

6 [Our Washington letter, continued] gre t great

6 [Our Washington letter, continued] jot” (damaged first letter) not

6 [Our Washington letter, continued] dcz n dozen

6 [Our Washington letter, continued] perfectiv perfectly

6 OUR ENGLISH LETTER. ANTI LAND LORD” (no

hyphen at the line break)

ANTI-LANDLORD

6 OUR ENGLISH LETTER. se zed seized

6 OUR ENGLISH LETTER. Michae Michael

6 OUR ENGLISH LETTER. to / ward” (line break, no

hyphen)

toward

6 OUR ENGLISH LETTER. viz ,” (full stop not visible) viz.,

6 OUR ENGLISH LETTER. liberal” with the “b” badly

struck (reads like “litcral”)

liberal

6 OUR ENGLISH LETTER. L ndon London

6 OUR ENGLISH LETTER. enter / prise” (line break, no

hyphen visible)

enterprise

6 OUR ENGLISH LETTER. sh rt short

6 OUR ENGLISH LETTER. schemes?” (query badly struck,

looks like “!”)

schemes?

6 OUR ENGLISH LETTER. pre ent present

6 OUR ENGLISH LETTER. edit r editor

6 OUR ENGLISH LETTER. ot of

7 [Our English letter, continued] Leo.ard” (letter damaged) Leonard

7 [Our English letter, continued] £10[3?],000 unclear (third digit

damaged; 103 or

105)

7 [Our English letter, continued] £3[1?],000
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Page Article As read in the scan Written as

unclear (second

digit damaged; 31

or 34)

7 [A Chinese laundryman on rent] Lanlol” (one instance, letter

damaged: “La.lol”)

Lanlol

7 [Correction: credit for ‘All in the Mire’] b.t in this case” (letter

damaged)

but

7 [New York printers and the eight hour day] New Y.rk Herald” (looks like

“Yerk”; faint impression)

New York Herald

7 [A $100 challenge from Red Bud, Ill.] idea ,o make a” (letter

damaged)

to

7 [A convert at a Staten Island meeting] and u.e my money” (letter

missing)

use

8 GEORGE IN CALIFORNIA. FAREWELL—

FEB. 8, 1890.

ey s” (second “e” broken/

missing)

“eyes” (broken

type)

8 A GREAT WEEK. Progiess” (r damaged) “Progress” (broken

type)

8 A GREAT WEEK. P allman” (u damaged, reads

like a)

“Pullman” (broken

type)

8 A GREAT WEEK. Ca l” (second l damaged) “Call” (broken type)

8 A GREAT WEEK. minute s” (s damaged) “minutes” (broken

type)

8 A GREAT WEEK. Thursd y” (a missing/

damaged)

“Thursday” (broken

type)

8 A GREAT WEEK. inoome” (c filled/closed, reads

as o)

“income” (broken

type)

8 A GREAT WEEK. fareweil”/“l berals”/“cit z

n” (letters damaged)

“farewell”,

“liberals”,

“citizen” (broken

type)

8 A GREAT WEEK. Browa” (n filled/damaged,

reads as a)

“Brown” (broken

type)

8 A GREAT WEEK. the 6 h” / “cl b” / “Th

rsday” (letters missing/

damaged)

“the 6th” / “club” /

“Thursday” (broken

type)

8 OWN HIM THINE. E len” (d damaged) “Eden” (broken

type)
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Page Article As read in the scan Written as

8 OWN HIM THINE. B:ds” (i damaged) “Bids” (broken

type)

8 OWN HIM THINE. stray inked spacers/blots

beside “The herald of a truth

divine?” (before “The” and

after “?”) and after “delay!

no marks (not

transcribed)

9 THE SOCIAL PROBLEM. GENERAL

WALKER ON NATIONALISM.

lib erty” (line-end hyphen

missing)

liberty

9 THE SOCIAL PROBLEM. GENERAL

WALKER ON NATIONALISM.

Poly nesian” (line-end hyphen

missing)

Polynesian

9 LAND TENURE IN ENGLAND. sub / tenant” (line-end hyphen

missing)

sub-tenant

9 POVERTY IN THE COAL REGION. per / mission” (line-end

hyphen missing)

permission

9 COMPLIMENTING A “FUTURE

STATESMAN.

mile / stone” (line break, no

hyphen)

“mile-stone” or

“milestone”

9 HE LIKES THE STANDARD. 189?” (last digit damaged;

reads as 1890 or 1893)

“1890” (broken

type)

10 THE FREE TRADE FIGHT. A DISGUSTED

REPUBLICAN. JOHN GIBB, AN

demande.l” (broken type) demanded

10 THE FREE TRADE FIGHT. A DISGUSTED

REPUBLICAN. JOHN GIBB, AN

cust m house” (broken type) custom house

10 THE FREE TRADE FIGHT. A DISGUSTED

REPUBLICAN. JOHN GIBB, AN

manufacture.:!” (broken type) manufacturer!

10 THE FREE TRADE FIGHT. A DISGUSTED

REPUBLICAN. JOHN GIBB, AN

S)me” (broken type) Some

10 THE FREE TRADE FIGHT. A DISGUSTED

REPUBLICAN. JOHN GIBB, AN

on on on

10 THE FREE TRADE FIGHT. A DISGUSTED

REPUBLICAN. JOHN GIBB, AN

t)” (broken type) to

10 UP IN LIVINGSTON. t )” (broken type) to

10 UP IN LIVINGSTON. b)ench” / “iron}” /

“far ,eyond” / “t>-

day .re” (broken type)

“bench” / “iron.” /

“far beyond” / “to-

day are”

10 UP IN LIVINGSTON. admitt ed” / “Seco”d” (broken

type)

“admitted” /

“Second”

10 UP IN LIVINGSTON.

Vol. VII, No. 8 (Whole No. 164), February 19, 1890 Page 16 of 16

118



Page Article As read in the scan Written as

cont nues” / “T rkey” (broken

type)

“continues” /

“Turkey”

10 GOOD THINGS OUT OF NAZARETH. regre■ed” (broken type) regretted

10 [Profits of the Pittsburg plate glass company] I; came” (broken type) It came

10 [A Welsh miner going home] m his” / “inde inite” (broken

type)

“in his” /

“indefinite”

11 [A duty on Dakota tin, continued] excuse” (broken type) excuse

11 BURDENS OF THE FRENCH TAXPAYER. is’he”, “is’simply” (stray raised

spacing marks) (broken type)

“is he”, “is simply”

11 BURDENS OF THE FRENCH TAXPAYER. a l I can” (broken type) all I can

11 HOW LAND VALUES GROW. (broken type) many letters

faint or broken throughout

“How Land Values

Grow” (e.g. “comp’eted”,

“southerumost”, “$450,0 0”,

“place1”, “it elf ”, “Re t r”,

“tee1”); intended words

written

—

11 HOW LAND VALUES GROW. (broken type) “leased”,

“rentals”, “are”, “per cent”,

“investment”, “represents”,

“invested”, “up to”,

“establishing”, “revenue” faint

or broken; intended words

written

—

11 MR. CLEVELAND HEARD FROM. be embarrassed” with “b” +

damaged “e” (broken type)

be

11 MR. CLEVELAND HEARD FROM. An off[i]cial ballot” with

broken “i/c” (broken type)

official

11 [Ballot reform in Delaware] Puiladelphia” (broken type;

ascender of “h” missing)

Philadelphia

11 [William F. Morrill on L. M. Hannum’s tax

address]

Mr. Hanuum” (third letter

reads as “u”; n/u doubtful in

worn type)

Hannum

11 [J. T. Altemus and ballot reform in New Jersey] presen[t]ing” with broken

“t” (broken type)

presenting

12 SINGLE TAX NEWS. SINGLE TAX

PLATFORM.

bid hid
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Page Article As read in the scan Written as

12 LIFE IN THE TENEMENTS. tl e” (broken type) the

12 LIFE IN THE TENEMENTS. the7” (broken type) they

12 LIFE IN THE TENEMENTS. baro” (broken type?) bare

13 [New York City club news, continued] thi?ty-five” (r damaged) thirty-five

13 [New York City club news, continued] ewelve” (t missing) twelve

13 BROOKLYN. W. E. HICKS BEFORE THE

BROOKLYN CLUB—AN OPPORTUNIT

de^ide” (c damaged) decide

13 [John C. Fletcher, Brooklyn] fin l” (d damaged) find

13 NEW YORK STATE. THE OTHER SEX

MANIFESTING INTEREST IN THE SI

t ike” (a missing) take

13 [Wm. Young, Yonkers] to morrow to-morrow

13 [W. L. Crosman, Roxbury, Boston] m^eting” (e damaged) meeting

13 PENNSYLVANIA. A PROPOSITION TO

BORROW MONEY FOR IMPROVEMENTS

$15 000” (comma not visible) $15,000

13 PENNSYLVANIA. A PROPOSITION TO

BORROW MONEY FOR IMPROVEMENTS

buil^ing” / “whi^h” (letters

damaged)

“building” /

“which”

13 [C. F. Perry, Quincy] C’aristian” (h lacks ascender) Christian

13 [Robert Cumming, Du Quoin] Du Qaoin Du Quoin

13 MINNESOTA. A MINISTER TALKS SINGLE

TAX—FARMERS LISTENING.

deteuders” (f damaged) defenders

13 [W. A. Carpenter, Minneapolis] A.’C?rpente?” (letters

damaged)

A. Carpenter

13 [W. A. Carpenter, Minneapolis] Baell” (twice; u appears filled/

damaged)

Buell

13 [W. A. Carpenter, Minneapolis] well-tc-do” (o damaged) well-to-do

13 SOUTH DAKOTA. THE FARMERS

BECOMING INTERESTED—“THE EMPTY

LAR

impertance importance

13 SOUTH DAKOTA. THE FARMERS

BECOMING INTERESTED—“THE EMPTY

LAR

pub-li-hed” (s missing) and

“’ne” for “me”, ” um” for “rum

“published”, “me”,

“rum”

13 DELAWARE. ge erally” (n missing) generally

14 TEXAS. public” (b damaged, reads

“puolic”)

public
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Page Article As read in the scan Written as

14 WALES. South” (o damaged, reads

“Scuth”)

South

14 THEY FEEL THE PINCH. AN EDITOR RAILS

AGAINST OUTRAGEOUS LAWS

with” (i damaged, reads “w’th”) with

14 THEY FEEL THE PINCH. AN EDITOR RAILS

AGAINST OUTRAGEOUS LAWS

his” (h damaged, reads “nis”) his

14 THEY FEEL THE PINCH. AN EDITOR RAILS

AGAINST OUTRAGEOUS LAWS

other” (o damaged, reads

“ctber”)

other

14 THEY FEEL THE PINCH. AN EDITOR RAILS

AGAINST OUTRAGEOUS LAWS

his” (h damaged, reads “nis”) his

14 THEY FEEL THE PINCH. AN EDITOR RAILS

AGAINST OUTRAGEOUS LAWS

to” (o damaged) to

14 THEY FEEL THE PINCH. AN EDITOR RAILS

AGAINST OUTRAGEOUS LAWS

his” (s damaged, reads “hi;”) his

14 THEY FEEL THE PINCH. AN EDITOR RAILS

AGAINST OUTRAGEOUS LAWS

foe” (o damaged, reads “fce”) foe

14 “BUT NO MARKET.” boat” (t damaged) boat

14 B. DOBLIN & CO. Morton House” (ink-filled o’s

read as “Merton Heuse”; also

“Bre?dway”)

Morton House

14 CATARRH. permanently” (a damaged,

reads “permsnently”)

permanently

14 CATARRH. receipt” (initial r not struck,

reads “’eceipt”)

receipt

14 SCOTT’S EMULSION Persons” (so damaged) Persons

14 THE WONDERFUL LUBURG CHAIR. We … wholesale … ship …

delivery … Catalogue …

LUBURG” (first letter of each

line cut off or not struck at left

edge of the cut)

as transcribed

15 SINGLE TAX ORGANIZATIONS. Man” / “sur hall” (line break

with no hyphen visible)

Mansur hall

15 SINGLE TAX ORGANIZATIONS. Symington”Brown” (hyphen

struck high, like a raised mark)

Symington-Brown

15 SINGLE TAX ORGANIZATIONS. (ach” (first letter missing/

broken)

each

15 SINGLE TAX ORGANIZATIONS. Pleasant
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Page Article As read in the scan Written as

Fleasant” (bowl of P broken,

reads as F)

15 SINGLE TAX ORGANIZATIONS. H. [filled-in letter] Hoffman “H. H. Hoffman”?

15 SINGLE TAX ORGANIZATIONS. Wi’son” (l broken) Wilson

15 SINGLE TAX ORGANIZATIONS. Fassaic” (P broken) Passaic

15 SINGLE TAX ORGANIZATIONS. even” / “ing” (line break, no

hyphen)

evening

15 SINGLE TAX ORGANIZATIONS. Th mas” (o missing/broken) Thomas

15 SINGLE TAX ORGANIZATIONS. Sheflleld” (ff/i ligatures badly

struck)

Sheffield

15 SINGLE TAX ORGANIZATIONS. Pr s.” (e missing/broken) Pres.

15 SINGLE TAX ORGANIZATIONS. room: 25” (m damaged) room 25

15 SINGLE TAX ORGANIZATIONS. ro m” (o missing) room

15 SINGLE TAX ORGANIZATIONS. right-hand ends of several

lines in the upper half of

column 4 are damaged at the

outer margin (e.g. “reform”,

“each”, “land”, “Zimmer-”,

“Third st”, “J” of “J. P.

Hammond”)

words as

transcribed

15 SINGLE TAX ORGANIZATIONS. Geo D. Liddell Geo. D. Liddell

15 SINGLE TAX ORGANIZATIONS. Pres. Dr. T. J. Crofford” /

“Pres. H. F. Ring

Pres., …

15 SINGLE TAX ORGANIZATIONS. Ever” (y lost at margin) Every

15 NEW PUBLICATIONS. ASSORTMENTS OF

TRACTS.

v e” (w broken) we

15 NEW PUBLICATIONS. ASSORTMENTS OF

TRACTS.

convement” (i dot missing/

broken)

convenient

15 HANDY BINDERS FOR THE STANDARD. )2 Union Square” (first figure

broken)

12 Union Square

15 VOLUME SIX OF THE STANDARD. December [30?], 1887” (faint) “December 31,

1887” (last

Saturday issue of

1887)

15 AS SOME of the back numbers of THE

STANDARD

oack” (b broken) back
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Page Article As read in the scan Written as

15 AS SOME of the back numbers of THE

STANDARD

THE STAND” / “ARD” (line

break, hyphen missing)

THE STANDARD

15 AS SOME of the back numbers of THE

STANDARD

worto” (h broken at margin) worth
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