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NEW YORK STATE.

Hon E. D. Alnsworth, leader of the
opposition fu a Republicun Asscmbly and
0 Representative of n farming constl
tuency, speaking to the Local Option BiN
mtroduced by Mm, referred to tho facts
that tho Boarad of Supervisors of his coun-
try-consisting of nan agricultural county
hnd placed In his andy the resolutions
passed by tho board fn 1802 endorsing
the spirlt of a measure fuvorlug IHome
tule tn Taxatlon, giving permissive powers
to abollsh personallty and Jmprovement
tnxes. The farmers stood by him and the
LIl was Introduced, He held alko mumeroti«¢
resolutions from the State Granges, o
from the State lecturer, besides editorlals
from the lending agrlenltural papers, en
dorging the DM A mollon to  re
commit with the subsequent vote (ln whicl
1t was defented by only eight voter,) shinwed
that it could have been passed. had it not
been for a factional  fight which led  the
speaker to crack the party whip agajnst
Whtt WwaR {n v scuse a party measure
Enough votes were cast ngalnst re-com-
witting to have passed the b Ly 0 hnnad
some mnjority, had they staod firm The
bl was hot reported in the leglalature of
1506, owlug to peenllar eonditions  but
it 1s admitted that the entlment behind it
has gnined in strength Simillar teglalation
fs belng tooted In cther states. notablv
Calitorala, Ohlo, Towa, and INinois.

Vermont has mnde the following State
enactment: That all manufacturing estab-
liskmeuts hereafter estabilshed, all quare
ries and rines here after opendand all
incchinery necessary  for the promotion
of business, all capital fnvested 1n and
used for operating same shall be exempted
from taxation for a terin of flve yers
Laws of v. 1880 Title ix, Chap. 22 to G
and Secs. 93-7.

TAXATION OF BONDS AND MORTGA-
GES..

The great majority of those who demand
the taxation of bonds and mortgages hold
a most erroncous idea as to what these
things are. A sbare of stock, a bond, or
a mortgage is genernlly looked upon and
spoken of as scparate and independent
wenlth, having value In {itself: but the
most cursory cxamination ot the subject
will suffice to dispel any such deluslon.
The very fact that sach an article is ab-
solutely worthless, unless secured by some
valuable, tanglble thing, ought to be suf-
ficlent evidence that the artlele itseif has
no inherent value, and that it 1s only good
ag far as it constitutes an inforcihle clalm
sgalnst some tangible thing s the hands
of another. YWhat a mortgage on a picce
of land really represents, then, 1s a valld
title to that land to the extent of the
fonn. A loan on a chattel, secured by t-e
pledge of tho chattel, divides the title to
1:at chattel. It must appear evident, then,
that innemuch asg the cbattel has already
bLeen taxed as personal property, it would
bo double taxation to again tax the loan.
As with the chattel so with the land; and,
as “the borrower is servant to the lender,™
he may rest assured that any tax which
hes tha remotest chance of belng coliected
from {he lender must Le paid by him, al-
though 1t has small changce of ¢ver reach-
fog the public treasury. As tbe mortgzage
on & plece of land therefore is, strictly
speaking, a title to lond, it Is ag manitest-
ly unjust, after baving taxed the land, to
again tax the mortgaga, as it would be to
tax tho land and then tex the deed to the
land. DPreclsely the same thing 18 true
cencerning stocks and onds. These part
cular pleces of paper are In themselves
valicless, except as they are a len on the
valuadle property aund privileges own-d
and ccntrolled by the corporation in tue In.
terests of which they are tsued or co'd
In other words, they are but *'tic shadow
of wealth,” and as it 18 to bLe supposed
that the substance causing such shadow
has already been taxed, it Is not only rank
injustice, but the most absurd folly, to
agealn attempt to levy upon the shadow.
Can it ¢ wondered that the attempt to
enforce such a system Jdias not only re-
solted In the most diswmal fatlure, but has
also had the effeet of driving many good
cltizens and wealth into other amd less
hampered parts ?

In thoe fourteenth ecntury In Englamd
land was practically frec for use, abd me
Having the opportunity to cmploy theme
selves d1d 30, and 88 R result a)? tﬁ!\t they
prodaced twas thelr own, The arlstocracy

who uszed to have control of the people
as serfs, now that the people were free,
could no longer commaml the people to
work for thent at serf’s wages, and foumd
themselves i the pagitlon of ('fllu-r having
to work for themselves or starving, petl-
tioned the King to issue a proclamation to
the people ordering them to work for the
same wages as when they were serfs or to
suffer cortain punishment (€ they charged
Digher wagis than In gerf ties, sut
wages remalined high, beeause the people
wottll not work for Jess than they cotld
earn upon the land, ‘The aristocracy., tind.
Ing they conld not control the wages as
Jong o< land was free for use. got power
from the surcessive monarchs aud parha
ments to eticlose the land, aud to chage
the people rent for the use of It.  When
private property In land was accomplished
the people were forced into the citles in
seareh  of cwmployment, and  then the
sstatute of Labovers,’ passed by Queen
Eilzabeth, giving power to the magzistrates
to fix the wages of the people at Quarter
Sesslons, which was amended i 1795 by
the “*Speenhanland Act.” which gave pow-
er to the maglstrates te fix the wages at
Lialf what would support life, the rest to he
made up by parish rellef.  Thls act was

assed 1o crush the people, and it dil
sauperisic and crime was fearful. jafls,
poorlouses, cte., were Lullt and enlarged,
and where prosperlty formerly relgned
misety and desolation bad taken §ts place.
Such “are the results of private property
in land.
Tl ——— { LA

In the platform of Mr. R. ITall, the Siu
gle Tax candldate for the Feurth Ward
this parageaph appears: No man should
bave his taxes fucreased beeause he lin-
proves his property. ‘Therc shioulil Le uo
tax on bulldings, Improvements or auy
other products of fndustry. A fend owher
shonld pay Jjust as much tax for holding
his l:\mr idlc a8 for using 1. Our taxa
tion shiould bLe so levied as to encourage
the use of land. ‘The more a man uUsa
and improves his land, the more 1abor
he must employ, eitlicr his own ot gome-
body clse's.  Pienty of ciployineat means
no {mnl times: but, ldle Jand mieans e
men, I am glad to know that Mr, 1iall
also favers proportional  representation,
which means a shmnler aud fairer system
of voting Under the new systemn, ward
poundary lines whl not oxist. Each votor
would nave but one vote, and the candt-
dntes for offlce will be clected by the
clty at large, thus ensuriog tne election
of men representative of different thought
and bellef ‘o the community.

I am pleased o learn that onr able
fricud, Geo. Wellings, 18 lkely to he in the
field 05 alderman for \Ward One. There 1s
10 one whom I would support mmore qulcks
iy than Mr. Wellings. He viould, §f olect-
¢d, be n credit to his ward. T hope to
give some extracts fram his forthcoming
platform_of principles later oa.

Fdward Melagh, the Engliah fabor ve-

resentative now fn New York, sceqs to
nve  captivated not o'y the average
tuide unlonist, but he Dbas maunaged to
win the applanse of the Soclalist Tahsr
Party. Mr. MeHugh had orgatlzed a
unlon amoug that body whieh Is all the
more remarkable, when it i3 known that
the Soclallst Labor Party are not vers
frlcndly to trade unlonism,

J. W, BENGOUGIL, Cartoonist and FEnterlainer.

A questlon  a single  taxer falled to
answer~*“there are others,”

*Single tax"~bhnw!—*1 have heard about
this=—haw -~ “single ax"=haw !— before,
ues aw et anyotie wio could explain It to
me, MYou kuow.” ‘Thus spoke a major n her
Majesty's Canadian forces some tline ngo
tu a1 Toronto rklugle tax manh, who replled:
“I wlll explain it to you.”

The stugle tax Iz nol 2 tax, bat simply
a method to be ased by the community
in taking the full rental value of the land,
fustead of the present mode of ralsing
revenues,

Ivery tax now lmposed, otner than the
smiall “tax mow levlhid on fand  valuey,
would e abolistied,  the conmunity xhnrly
collecting what belongs to It by levying
on the vitlues of and alone. B{ adopting
this course ceverybody rlghtly becowes 2
laudowner.,

Jlaw t=that would nevaw be accepted by
Englhhmen—liaw !-It is too communistic
for_ Englishmen, you Kknow.

Iy that means valuable land wouid uo
Jonger Le hield fdle, ‘The landowners finding
they could not get the rent or rise in value
of the land, would let v go, and men who
wanted to use It would take It up and
Ixroducc woolds upon It, Instcad of belug

dle as they now are. Men finding they
coulill carn ‘a living upon the land would
never starve while walting for some one
to_ecmploy them, Lut woutd employ then-
selver, and the need of charlty to support
ablebodled men would cease to oxist.”

Haw !'=Can youn cxplaln to me hiow it Is
you_ can see—haw !=that the single fax
would nlolish—haw !—poverty, and intel-
ligent people eannot—haw !

‘The slngle tax man repiied: It by
that you mean a major ming, I give it up.*’

—

The following facts Qealing with cascs of
starvation in the Clity of London are
worthy of more conslderation than is
usually attached to statements of a stnflar
nature.  Lloyd’s London Wecekly In a late
Issuce gays

A return bas just Leen Issued as a Par-
Hamentary paper of the number of all
deaths ln the admbulsteative County of
London in 1583 upon which a coromner's
jury returned a verdict of death from
starvation or death accelerated Ly (Prlva-
tion. The total number of such deaths
in 1804 was 30. In 1895 it rose to 71, dis-
tributed as follows :  Eastern distrlet, 21
Northeastern, 5; Central, 13; \Western, b;
Southery, $; Southwestern 3; Southeastern,
%: Borough of Southwark, 3; aud_the City
and Liberty of Westmiluster, 9. In only
fow cases was the privation that led to
the fatal Irsuce due to scif-neglect.  The
majority of cases iwere womeh, and over
) years old, A dock laborer's widow In
Shadwell was so reduced by long depriva.
tion of food tbat a good meal ser up a
reactlon that killed her.  Another wldos.,
fn Hoxton, died alone In her lodging, and
tiie verdict was that she_wasg ‘‘starved
from not earnlog cuough.”  Xephzibah Tuft
was found §11 §11_in the street, and succnmed
to starvation. In Shadwell another widow
dled of cerebral hemorrhage, accelerated
by want of food, A woiah hawker dled at
Mile-end Old Town froin thrombosla acecl-
erated Ly inanition.. A widow died In New
Yatk from Intluenza, simllarly caused, Nono
of thiese poor creatures bad applied for or
received relief,




