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By My, Fregp :—

the %\Eventua]}y you would have the Government appropriate the whole va}ue }iln

impl‘ox?g ! A he yearly vilue in the land without the improvements; the
ents would be freq

A .\‘DO YOu think settlers would improve land under such a tenancy as tl;?t}‘.:

they, . 4V€ seen in Ireland tenants carrying seaweed from the coast to land for whic

termg R eXceeding]y high rentals, and which they are ready to rent on almost atr}xly

8y 4o not yee anything to prevent settlers improving land which pays the
Value ag tax to the Government, so long as they were occupied.

Q By the CHAIRMAN :—

Tehting 1 oF BOW long would it be rented ? A.—There would be no necessity for
Say . g it op fo ]

: " any change in the present proprietorship. The Government would
undiﬂtu:b and SUCh) is youri' tax, ang 50 long ag you continue to pay it you will be
- ed iy your possession. ' , '

“For g7 O Agree with what Henry George says at page 392 ot hig ;r((; lll)mg.
effecy putl iy simple device of placing all taxes on the value of land wou e ll1n
State > "UNg up the land at auction to whoever would pay the highest rent to the
sayS~D > you believe that? A—T do not exactly pin my faith to all Henry George

Q—Dp . .
ction o0 YOU believe that? He says it would be in effect putting up the land a
tha .gla‘go OMsoever would pay thg highest rent to the State ?' A.—No, I think
10t thinge o eStatement. 1 think there is perhaps a measure ot truth init. I f:lo
hlghe” Valany Man should be dispossessed because another man was willing to pay a

& 50 long as the occupier was willing to pay what the State had fixed.

Q- Y M. Frggr, — ,
A'\YGS. ould yoy leave the nominal title to the land in the hands of the occupant
]and?‘\Anql,{o‘l would have him taxed to the amount of the yearly value of the

~Dg 2@ ¥early value or something a pproaching to it.
lab‘)?? XO Jou thinlz there is any valu% i}x land which has not been creat'ed by
Ing this 1oL ©5 under the Present system there certainly is. For instance: s;lg—
i f’t&tes ](-)t 16 corner of Church street had been for some reason or other e t
Condjg; - "Olute wildness, that not a tree had been cut down, but that it was
eang lot olon of g orest. It would now be just about as valuable as any other
. tl;ee:en if 10 labor had been done on it; the growt{) of 1l;he icxty would have
- Qe A1 8me valye fop occupation as any of the surrounding land.
Ifanc Abont When way the Cilzy of Toronto cleared ? A.—The clearing was done,
h .\Thiunldre Years ago. N L ‘;ld
aveQbeen_ $1and woulg haye been taxed for municipal purposes? A.—It wo
.\'1\

he q
Q—F,. °Wner woulq ay for sidewalks ? A.—He ought to have done so.
AU * Rt dld pay for sidew. \ ] °
i A-\%eit] ©et paving, sewering, fire protection, interest on the city debt and so
Q¢S 120 woulq have been taxed for a hundred years ? A—Yes,
})v‘)llld nog that lan ad laid idle the owner would not have received any l'e.tux:n..
ane h“‘ldred taXes, the interest and other disbursements in connection with it f()‘l
n aeel)untanyeam ave now amounted to its selling price ? A.—That would require
. 0 determine
§ ~ bt . '
0‘11-31)1 S‘}E?:Y , if the Yearly value of all the land were taken do you think that Wouﬁd
Ay oy nent Money o Municipal, Provincial and Dominion expenditure, the
~H I‘),endlt“"es ?  A.—1I should think it would. )
~W, (i you made any calculation ? A.—I have not made any calculation.
Q'\Onll;,d YOou have taxation imposed on improvements ? A.—No.

UPon the land ? A.—Ouly upon the land. If other taxation were

I



