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SINGLE TAX IN BRITISH COLUMBlAt
Our British Columbkia correspondent draws our The aýove remarks refer ',o the city of Vancouver. Great-

attention to an ecitorial that recently appeared in er Vancouver, without the city, has an equal population~ and

the Vancouver t>aily World dealing witb the Single more tha~n ten times the area. It includes two cities and six

Tax and its working in certain- municipalities in~ our municipaliies. S-outh Vancourver, Richmond and to some ex-

far western province. The editorial which is pub- tent New Westminster are now taxing improveinents, while

lished below claims that the single or land taX Ss- the other city and municpalities of Greater Vancouver still

teni lias proved a f ailure, at least so f ar as Greater adhere to the single tax. A comparison of their tax rates for

Vancouver is- concerned. And we miglit say that the present and preceding thtee years is instructive.

Vancouver's excperience is not the only one that has South Vancouver, having beconie unable to pay its debts

proved the iinpracticability of llmiting the taxes to as a single tax nu-nicipality began to tax improvements in

land. Theoretlcally single tax is an equitable means 1918 at the rate o.f 33 1-3 per cent. This was increased in

of ralsing publie incoine, provided the speculative ele- 1920 to 45 per cent, and this year it is 50. per cent, which is

ment is cut out of real estate. B3ut tbis is impossible, the full linait allowed by the provincial law outside Van-

or even undesirable in a inew country like Canada, s0 cov,,r. South Vancouver bas minantained its rate of 41.4

it follows that any municipality depeixling on its i- milis unaltered since 1917, paid off part of its de'bt, an-d re.-

comie froni -a single conmnodity like land, whose gained its credit.


