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SINGLE TAX IN CALIFORNIA

’—‘E“} & Henry Cearge Stendard rakes this opportunity to con-
mend heartily  the action of the Los Angeles Single Tax
League declaring in favor of a program solely far exempting im-
provements from taxation. The declararion was made in February
TTax Facts,” official organ of the Le

Yhe declaration for a mere exemption program by the League s
a logical. not to say an honest one, in view ol 1ts attitude in previous
campaigns and s consistent with its open elforts o defeat The
stngle Tax Amendment ™o 29 at the recent ovember election.
Since the Single Tax is the collection of all ground rent by govern-
ment for public revenue the League's action voluntarily reads
itsell out of The Single Tax Movement in California,

anization goes on record
. |

Phere can be no quarrel because an o
Henry George Stanclard

for that which it really favors and The
wishes the League every success in its chasen Beld, while at the same
time naturally regretting its shandonment of Single Tax propa-
aanda

ax Facts in its head lines states a Single Tax measure received
416 per cent of the vete polied in Califormia i 1914 It hastens
however to admit its error by stacing in the text of its article, thai
Lo vore in 1914 was on a Fome Rule and nat a Stngle Tax measure,
[ne Tax Facts article further states that a Single Tax Amendment
in 1922 polled but 19 4 per cong of the total vote, and queries. rather
jovfully it would appear:  “What cur this vote to less than haif

LN

are sufficiently unfortenate. it would seem,
gperation unnecessary, especially by those who claimed
to be Single Tuxers,  Luke North's fisst Grand Adventure Amengl-
ment received 311 per cent of the total vote polled in 1916, The
vore for Amendment 29 last November was 194 per cent of the
total (11.7 per cenr less, of the total) than the highest vote ever
polled for & purely Single Tax Measure, How any Single Taxer
cani chortle over a decreased vote for his bumanitarian principle,
is difficuit 1o understand, more espedislly i view of the fact that
there s a bright side to the picture, a e =i 00 043 votes in the

in rhe case
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;-,g;}ku upmnkt Amendment 29 as compared with thar cast against the
n 1GtG

| At 4
Amendment in YL

. Adventure
The vore apainst the Great Adventure then was 576,333 while the opposi-
tign io Amendment 29, last November was but 515 504, & ¢ se of more than
1S per cent, mnw*thstanamg ithe fact that in 1916 the ingle Tax senti-
mum was unorganized, while in 1922 & was led by the powerful Anti-Single
Fax League with a slush fund in excess of $50.000 at its command.

Birief review of the bistory of the Single ¥ miovemnoent i Ca
1914 suggests readily the real cause of the decreased Single Tax M)[L and ac-
counts as well for the falling off in the opposition vete snce the Fuke MNorth
carpaign in 1916

Beginning in 1616 there has been o continued and coneeried attack, chame
pioned by certain so-called Single Taxers, living outside of California, vo defeat
every atternpt to present the fundamentai prmuplc of The Single Tax {collection
of ali ;,emmci rent for public revenue} for consideration by the voters of Cali
formia.  In 1916 mo ured by these so-called Single Taxers ws
e California to d Adventure Amendment.  This money s
intes the State to defear Single Tax was contributed by an ouside arganization,
W duimct of which many of the present members of the executive com-
mittee of the Fos fxngrnlas Single Tax League, were then a part. As a matrer of
fuct there has never been a Single Tax Amendment campaign in Califomia,
ma,itddmg, that of 1922, in which Toutside” moneyv has not been used to defest
“srngh ax.

"‘ 1(,-'"”‘1'”\’ "Lﬁi’f:t“* " n'i”f RO, OF
its executive cormmitiee, ‘;gamu siclers \cﬂdmg furds o O
o L. P the Single i‘(m At no time d]d the gue of s offic

“outside” - s0 bong ax E Coutsider
vheir mongey & : the Single Tax,

Although the I,m «Xm,lc ingle Tax in its al organ, complains that “out-
siders” are buiting imio their preserve in California, muany of the members of
yecutive commnities are in reality Tcarpet-baggers” themselves several of
w having come into California since 31916, afrer which the Single vOT
b{f«m to Fall off.

The presence in Caliiomnia of THESE
paigning against thelr own anrendments
possible explanation of " the decreased S E,l

The Cahifornia Creat Adventure has 0 s possess

™

. i
X

Tax vote since 1916
documer

:5
g
"
5
=
=
S
£
o
<t

a high o["hcm! of the Los Angeles Single Tax League which contain pmoi of the

4

insincerity of the L e puhl;s?wc1 staternenis Since last spring. LAt
sent oul by the Leagus in the early part of 1922, signed by s < declared
the League would not [avor @ famg Tax Amendment being put on the ballot
in 1922, becan ved Cedueational methods” were betrer than political
zction.  This cieddmmm i"m rer omittedt fo st the L . through
its president, had already entered into an agreement wit rh(
Californta Grest Advergure, to p?au ot the California b
amendment voted on in 1920 and that this agreeme
until after election day in November 1922,

The League's raent also omitted the @
tex the decision in favr.‘)r of “education’ unzil y
thers president of the Califomia Grear Adventure over the division of funds
umarzbutcd to put & Single Tax Amendiment on the Californis ballot in 1922
it is interesting to note that THIESE ftmd-\ were contributed by
: o W‘hom the League and i ¢ taken such & sudden
usif?{c I s late as the spring of I e contributions of Single
Tasers who d;d not live in Califomnia, we by the Eeague as oar
pet-haggers.”

One clause of the agreement referred to above, provided that -

: : CHPENSES had been metr, the Los Angeles Single 3
ive one-half of the remaining funds com ihuted by O -
SRETH u) PIL a1 arnendment on the California ballot. Onee more i s seen the
mmey of COUTSIDERS” coming iraoo Californfs, iy owch fess obnoxious to
officials of the Los Angeles League tharn are the "OLITSIDERS thepselves.

t that its officials had not come

s

Uinder the terms of the BEreernent nearre 7 o0 o EAe oy taniiaed
Single Taxers cutside of Caltfornia, was taken Dy the “rational tax reform
of the Low Angles Sipgle Tex League and used w0 defeat the parpose for which
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e real WHY the Single Tax vote
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KEEPING HISTORY STRAIGHT
By Lona Inciian Ropinoen

measure poll 41,655 of California voltes in 1914 and
5 St()u;,hion Cooley recer 'l\; in o 'l'ak Facts cditorial
endorsed by the executive commitiee of the Los A s Single Tax lLeag e
admits in another paragraph that the 1914 bill was inz i leme Rule in ation,
and & orominent FHome Rule advocate in November, 1915, said: 71 !mm. hun-
dreds of voters who are even OPPOSELY to Single who would vote for a
Flome Rule bill. 7 S0 probably the vote of 1916 on a Single Tax bill merely ost
the vores of OPPONENTS of Single Tax, some 7,000,

Mr. Cooley, onldy a two-year dweller in California, now records: ~The popit-
larity of this movement grew by leaps and bours under thar wise
feadership it would have tnumphz,d in o short time. Well, Colorads in 1@]4
already had Fome Rule in taxetion, and it has neithey
the disastrous attompt of Pueblo to ger municipal Smg_,ic
BEO.

“Rut,” goes on Mr. Cooley, the control of the movement fell into the hands
of exrremists, theorists and d:)crrmmrr:s whe delighted in strange doctrines and
in flouting conventionalitics.” We gladly share wqh Herry George the honor of
all these Lp‘rhir, sy often hurled ar him, and admit our i(lwnt in his Tstrange
doctrines” and in our campaigns to make them fess strange, even though we do
flout one of the oldest conventionalities in the world-—land monopoly.

“These new leaders,” he continues, “backed by money from outside the state,
disearded the Home Rule measure, ete., but omits to add what public
knowledge st the time, that both Home Rule camnpaigns were not only “hacked
by money {rom outside,” but were organized by Toutsiders” who sppeint ed the
“wise leaders” ancd f their salaries—3$2400 & vear.

“But encugh old frends remained with the movemnt, goes on the editor,
T carry the vote to 200,332 in 19167 This should read: When the Home
Rule group, though suill “backed by outsiders ™ in 19146, fasled to secure enough
signatures to get on th tiet (while the Luke North campaign was getting
1350000 the Horne Rule leaders not only did NCYE “remain with the movement
bui fou;,hi it throughout the whole campalgn.  For one instance: They sent
g the Niagara Falls Single Tax Conference a set of most viralent resclutions,
s,gmd by a comwnitzee of five, urging the conference noi 10 aidd nor abet the
Crrent Adventure campaign in any way.  Although at the conference the reso-
futions fell flat, their sponsors took rhem to the Los Angeles Times and got
then printed with the starement that they had been adopted,  Just one maore
insrance.

TWhy did a single rax
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