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VANC3OUVEPL'S EXPERIWIENT IN SINOLE TAX,
By JAMES R. BROWN.

The following article is published as showing the reasons
given by the single taxer for the collapse of single tax in
Vancouver. The financial statemnent of the city for 1919
just received is flot only strong evidence of the sanity of
the present system of securi 'ng income, but is flatly con~tre-
dictory of the promises on whichý the writer bases hie
statem enta.-Ed îtor.

From ail sides we hear that the Single Tax has failed in
Vancouver, B.C. This statement Is always made by oppo-
nents who do flot seem to know what the Single Tax really
ls and are also ignorant of the tacts of Vancouver's tax ex-
periment.

What is the Single Tax? The Single Tax means one,
tax In lieu of ail other taxes, and that upon what
is commonly called land value, that 18, the value of social
service and presence of population that attaches to land
Independent of the value of all improvements thereon oz,
therein; and by this one tax, to raise ail revenue, Do-
minion, Provincial and Municipal. The assumption is that
If ail revenue was raised in this manner, it would absorb
s0 mucb of the economIc annual value for use; that the
reward that n'ow goes to the landi speculator would dis-
appeai', and no land of value would be held out of use,
to the detriment of labor and capital.

If any man, will take the trouble to get a cXear concep-
tion of the Single Tax, and also acquaint himsaelf 'with the
tacts of the Vancouver experiment, he will neyer again
be s0 unfair and so fooiish, as to say the Single Tax fatied
In Vancouver.

Vancouver neyer had the Single Tax, nor even a rea-
sonabie approach to It.

British Columbia, bas a provincial law that fixes a maxi-
mnum rate of 20 mille, aside fromn debentures and
schools. Money in British Columbia ls worth' not lesm
than 8 per cent, These two tacts are conclusive proof
that Vancouver neyer had the Single Tax. What Vancou-
ver reaily did wae ta aboiish In 1908, ail taxes upon improve-
mente. At this time land values were tremendously in-
tiated and a 20 mili tax produced sufficient revenue for,
minnicIpal purposes.

The effect of flot taxing Improvements resulted in a
great stimulas to building and improving. Capital begani
to flow into Vancouver, which naturaily made a great de-
mand for land, and as the 20 mili tax on land values w<14
flot suffipient to hold down the selling price of land a, greai
land boom resulted.

This boosting of land prices, due to the failure to coIlec1x
a sufficient amount of land value for ail governmenta!
uses was the undoing of Vancouver. The taise promise ot
the temporary prosperity lead Vancouver to spend mnone34
like a drunken saller ashore, bonde were treely issued, ana
debts for future settlement were piied up. Like ail bubbIeý,
the land boom had te bùrst. It tlîd buret In 1915, and In*
blirsting It ebrank the base of taxation so seriousiy that
a 20 mili rate wouid no longer raise suffIcient revenue to
mieet the excessive demande growing out of the wild orgie
of bad tinancing during the boom period.

Another factor entered at this period to turther embar-
rass the finances of Vancouver. Owing to the war, the'
population shrank from 122,00>0 at the beginning of 1913 t,
9,5.04>0 at the end of 1916. Again, the moratorium a.ct ot the
nojmin1nn 'Pqrlitrpçnt added greatIv ta the liabilitv of Van-
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