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Comparative Flour Quotations at Winnipeg and Minneapolis

Winnipeg

.\ﬁnn--npnlh

W inllilwy

(9% 1h sack (196 1b. barrel)  (Per 196 1hs.)
106
Junuary #2 50 b 10 to %4 85 %5 00
Februnry 2 45 b OS85 b 90
Murch 2 40 300415 1 50
April 2 380 410 b 80
,\Ln 2 300 4.15 b 80
June 2 40 U (VR B 1) b X0
July 2 40 P O5 Y 4 40 b K0
August 2 4 8.8 4.15 b K0
September 2 0 3.00“ 4.15 b GO
October 2 30 3.00“ 4.15 + 60
November 2 0 300 4.15 b GO
December Z2 40 3.90“ 415 b GO
1007
Junuary - z 130 3.H5 410 4 6o
Februnry 2 30 $.00 % 4.15 b G0
Murch 2 40 3.0 “ 4.10 b 60
April 2 40 3.90“ 4.15 4 GO
5;,,_‘ .95 LI LR T 1 70
June Z2 60 $.85 “ 5.15 5 20
July 2 60 $.05 “ 5.25 5 20
August 2 60 RO Y5 00 5 20
September 2 K0 P 05" 5.20 5 60
October 400 510 5.95 G600
November 320 550 565 G40
December 3 20 510 5 40 G 40
. 1oy
Janunry 310 525 " 6 20
Februnry 310 5.10 G.20
Murch, 310 585 ¢ <6 20
April 310 ta 3 20 oo G20 o 640
)\{.--_\ 310 580 ¢ G 20
June 310 5. 25 " G 20
July bl geintitad 620
Angust 310 8.60*° 5.7 6 20
September 310 5.05 % 5.30 6 20
October 310 5.80 “* 5.40 G 20
November 310 5.10 “ 5.40 6 20
Decembies 310 5.30 % 8.50 G 20
1000
Janunry 310 5.25 “ 8.580 G 20
Februnry 310 5.20 " 5.45 6. 20
March 310 5.50 “ 5. .00 G 20
_\',,,| 10 5.8 6.10 4 20
Muy 32010 3 30 6.20% 6.35 G40 to G.60
June S 85 G.35 * 06.48 G 70
July LN O 50 0. 38 6 70
August boua G600 6 350 630
September U B 00 3.%3 G 30
October 05 5 00 5.25 610
November b 05 J 10 5 30 G4 10
December P05 5.10 *“ 5 .40 410
1010
January b 05 560" 5 610
February 305 8008 6. 10
March 305 5.60 " & G 10
Aoril 405 .80 * & 6 10
\llm 2 05 5.40 * 5.3 5 00
June 2 05 3. 18 . 8.88 5 00
July 2 50 b 75 5 85 5 00
\ugist b S0 » GO 600 66O
September P20 .43 * 5.75 6 40
October P04 .20 . 5.50 G 10
November P05 5.00 “ 315 6 10
December 2 00 Y 13 5 40 5 R0
1911
January 2 00 .00 ¢ {583 5 80
February 2 00 $.70 “ 5 25 5 80
March 2 00 .50 * §.00 5 80
\rnl 2 70 50 5 00 540
My 2 65 $. 80" 510 3 80
June 2 65 $.83 “ 5.10 340
Note Fhe present duty on wheat coming into Canada is twelve cents per bushel;
into the United States, twenty-five cent per bushel Fhe Canadian duty on flour
Is sixty cents per 196 pounds, the American, twenty-five per cent alorem up
proximately %1 .00
- ) oy
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Single Tax in Vancouver

Vancouver, the first city in the world
to adopt the single tax upon land values,
is described by the Single Tax Review, of
New York, as “a city set on a hill. whose
light cannot be hid.,”  Much has been
written of the wonderful results which
have followed the adoption of the single
tax in Vancouver, but for a full and com-
plete account of the origin, genesis and
present status of  Vancouver's
ful experiment, with the practical appli-
cation of the teachings of Henry George,
one must turn to the May-June number
of the Single Tax Review, whose repre-
sentative, Luther S, Dickey, spent several
weeks in the British Columbia metropolis
gathering material, and who has
visited  Edmonton and other Canadian
cities on the same  mission.

Vancouver did not adopt the single
tax hastily, nor  without experiment.
Prior to 1896 the municipal taxes were
buildings and land alike,
but-in that year fifty per cent. of the value
of improvement  was  exempted  from
taxation. Ten  years later, in 1906,
the 4~\n-lu[n|inn was increased to seventy-
five per cent, and four years' experience
of taxation on this basis resulted in the
complete exemption of all improvements

SHOCCEeSS-

sinee

assessed  on

from taxation. For the past two years
municipal  taxes in Vancouver have
been  levied only on land. A lot on

which is located a house, a business
block or a factory pays no  more
taxes than a vacant lot similarly situated.
There is no tax on industry or home
building, and the result has been so
beneficial to Vancouver and its citizens
that the attention of every city on the
continent has been attracted and many
are already taking steps toward following
its example.

Progress Unexampled

Take the figures any way one likes
the figures of building operations, of the
assessment rolls, or of population—and
they all tell the same story of Vancouver's
remarkable progress receiving fresh im-
petus with each addition to the degree of
exemption —extended to improvements
In 1895, the year before the fifty per cent.
exemption went into effect, the land on
which Vancouver stood was valued by
the assessor at #%13,829,724, and the
buildings at $4,317,660. After ten years
of the fifty per cent. exemption, the land
wits assessed at 816,739,640, and the build-
ings at %11,804,250. The four years in
“which seventy-five per cent. of the value
of improvements was exempled, the value
of the land increased to $45,281,330,
and of improvements to $24,405,210; and
in the past two years, with the taxes
levied entirely on the land, the increase
in the value of land has been to $98,777,785
and of buildings to $37,845,260.

An Eye Witness

Writing of “The Magic of Single Tax,”
in the April number of the British Colum
bin Magazine, Walter A. Hillam,
tary to the Mayor of Vancouver,
L. D. Taylor, says:

“Of course there were some people
who doubted the wisdom of the single
tax, who had unbounded faith in the
future of Vancouver and believed that the
onward march of progress could not be
retarded by any influences, but at the same
time did notMjuite grasp the true signifi

seere

Mr

cance of the prineiple \fter over a
year of successful  operation, however,
the fact has become upp‘\r--nl even to

the most sceptical that the building in-
dustries  have tremendous
impetus through the abolition of the tax
on nnprovements

received a

“The character of whole streets has
been changed by the enormous amount
of building that has been projected

and completed during the past twelve
months; huge office buildings now pierce
the skyline, where formerly the land was
unoccupied; blocks which, though not
old—the city has been in existence legg
than a quarter of a century —were ngg
bringing in sufficient income in the esy
mation of the owners, have been e
molished and replaced by imposing and

better revenue lmullu g structures; many
apartment have been erected all
over the city and a much better type of
restdence built in
of the encouragement in
a tax on vacant

houses

has heen consequence
the way of
land and no tax on im
provements \ land

that is what the exemption of improve
ments from taxation really

One defeet in the

tax on  vacant

means

single tax svstem as

it has been worked out in Vancouver,
which the editor of the Single Tax Review
points out, is the fact that real estate
speculation and the increase of the price
of land and of rent has not been hindered
by the single tax, but rather has beep
stimulated by the general prosperity which
prevails.  The same difficulty was noted
by Hon. Henry George, Jr., and by vl““'ph
Fels when they visited the coast recently,
and both. these apostles of the single
tax sounded a note of warning.  Mr
George said in a recent’” speech in the
House of Representatives that the ad-
vantages fram the exemption of im
provements were likely to be absorbed
by land speculation, while Mr. Fels told
the people of Vancouver at a banquet
which !lu-)’ tendered  him  there, that
Vancouver would never be what she should
be until the entire annual value was taken
by the community in the form of a tux

Working Toward the Ultimate

The inerease in the value of real estate
under the single tax in Vancouver has heen
so great, as shown by the figures quoted
above from the present roll, that when the
taxation was finally removed from im-
provements in 1910, it was not necessary
to increase the tax rate, which, for some
years, had been 22 mills on the dollar
From the point of view of raising revenue,
this is highly sitisfactory and the adop-
tion of the single tax would be fully
justified if it accomplished no more than
it has done in Vancouver, but the complete
ends of the single tax philosophy of Hefiry
George  will not be realized, nor its
full benefit secured, until the whole of the
value which has been given to land by
the industry and enterprize of the com
munity is tuken by the community for the
and benefit of the whole. I this
were done, real estate speculation would
There would be no profit in hold-
ing land out of use, and anyone who was
able and willing to make use of land could
obtain it by paying to the state in taxes
what the privilege of using that land was
worth. It remains to be seen whether
Vancouver will make a further advane
along these lines or be content with the
good results already secured. A difficulty
in the way of Vancouver taking the whol
of the unearned increment is the fact
that the city would not know what to do
with all the money that it would raise
by that means. The taxation of land
values would provide sufficient revenue
for Federal and Provincial government
as well as for municipal purposes, and we
must, therefore, look to the Dominion
Parliament for action in order to have the
system applied properly and to its fullest
extent

Hse

cease

Any person wishing a copy of this
special issue (June-July) of the Single
Tax Review can secure it for 25 cents
postpaid. Book Dept., Grain Growers'
Guide, Winnipeg

TARIFF BOARD LIMITED

Some  people may think that tarff
reform is now to pass direetly under the
guidance of President Taft's tarifl board
which is composed of whom, by the way?
But they will find themselves mistaken
The tariff board may propose, but Con
Just as  heretofore, will  dispose
and with small regard for what the board
has to High have
fought against the ereation of the board
and Democrats have ridiculed it.  Only
progressive  Republicans  have  strongl

gress,

siy protectionists

favored it, and they have been acting in
hostility to' the whole idea throughout
this session. The tariff is in polities
deeper than  ever Springfield  (Mass

Republican

THRESHERS' ACCOUNT BOOK

Here is what one thresher says
of our thresher's account hook
“1 have used one of your hooks

for two years and am well pleased with
it, and commence to think they are
the one thing necessary fora thresher,
as if he uses it as he.should, he knows
just where he stands every night
I must say | am greatly pleased withit,
and if I.could not get one now would
feel somewhat at sea in regard to keege |
ing books.” E. H. Lowes, Moose Jaw, :
Sask |
Any thresher can get one of these |
Book Dept.,
\\ilmi[ﬂ”l {

books for 21.00, postpaid
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