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Progressive Leaflet No. 10. 

To the Women Electors of JS//4- 
the London County Council. 

Mrs. JACOB BRIGHT. 

OUGHT WOMEN TO DSE THEIR VOTES? 
t 

My Sisters, 
If we think of all the work that falls on the 

London County Council, and which is described so 

admirably in the little pamphlet of Mr. Sidney Webb, 
we shall understand the great importance of electing 
men to do that work who are * 

CAPABLE, CONSCIENTIOUS, 

ENERGETIC, and SYMPATHETIC. 

Every woman who has a Vote should Vote at the next 

Election of the London County Council. 

Why? 
Because women, from the mere fact of their sex 

and their motherhood, are usually more sympathetic and 

more unselfish than men. No particular merit is 

due to us. It is just our nature. Men have the 

fighting qualities which are as necessary to help on the 

world. Women are the peaceful, the protective, the 

recruiting force in • human life. 

In all ranks we toil from morning to night as wives 

and mothers, as sisters and daughters, without hope of 

reward save the welfare and advancement of those we 

love. This spirit of unselfish love and care for others is 

as much wanted in the government of a great city as in 

our own homes. 



Every woman ought to have a Vote to use for the 

help of those who from any cause need special pro 
tection or care. 

Unfortunately, very few women have Votes. Those 

who have should consider how great is their responsi¬ 

bility if, for want of a few women's Votes, a candidate 

with warm sympathies for the overworked and underfed 

and overcrowded population of this huge Metropolis is 

rejected in favour of one who may be ignorant of, or 

indifferent to, the needs of his fellows. 

I have given many years of hard work to get for 

you all those local Votes which you now possess and the 

right to your own earnings and property. If from your 
own knowledge you have no choice of candidates, may 
I earnestly and respectfully beg of you to give your 

support to the candidates recommended by my colleagues 
of the London Reform Union The men they are 

supporting are those who know most and care most for 

the good government of London and the health, happi¬ 

ness, and comfort of its poorer population. 

Help them, then, not only with your Votes, but by 

using all your influence to persuade your husbands, 

brothers, and sons to Vote and to work for the election 

of men who care for the people and wish to give "them 

plenty of good water, decent homes, open spaces, and 

economical management. 

Yours faithfully, 

URSULA M. BRIGHT. 

Vote for the Progressives, County 

Council Election, Thursday, March 3rd, 

0 „ POLL CLOSES AT 8. 
3 

Printed by Alixahdii * Shmhiaxd, 27, Chancery Lane, London, W.O., and published by the 
Lokdo* Buojuc U»ioir, *, Armndel Street, W.O. 
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'Paj&resgive Leaflet No. 13. 

The 
Housing 

of the 
People. 

THE CLAIM OF THE WORKERS. 

THE 
housing problem must be faced. Better dwelling accom¬ 

modation for the labouring population must be provided. 
Overcrowding and insanitary areas will have to be dealt with. 
Wealth has increased in our midst by leaps and bounds, and the 
unearned increment has been piled up mainly by the industry of 
the people ; and yet vast numbers of the wage-earners are unable to 

procure decent housing accommodation. 

The workers of London have largely contributed to the 

luxury and comfort of mansion and villa, and for the most part 
they may be said to be all but homeless. Driven into the 
miserable lodgings of outlying districts, or into the wretched 
tenements of central areas, they are exposed to the evils of 
overcrowding and of insanitary surroundings. Death • and 
disease are rampant in their midst. The rate of mortality in 
these overcrowded areas registers the price paid by the wage- 
earners for a little breathing space in this great city; and it is a 
melancholy fact, that the high death-rate in the slums bears a distinct 
relationship to the rise in ground values. 

But the time has now arrived when decent homes at a 
fair rent must be placed within the reach of the workers. As 
citizens, they claim to be freed from the tyranny of land- 
monopolists, ground-rent speculators, jerry-builders, and slum- 
owners. 

THE MISERY OF SLUMDOM. 

The figures that bear record to the high death-rate on crowded 
areas speak for themselves. On the Boundary Street area the rate 



was 40"13, whilst for the whole of London it was 18-4 per 1,000. 
On the Ann Street, Poplar, area the rate was over 50 per 1,000, 
and at the same time 21-4 for the whole of London. Mill Lane, 

Deptford, stood-for 36 as against 2T4. On the Clare Market, 
Strand, area the rate was 39'03, as compared with 19"86 for the Strand 

District, and 17'7 for the whole of London ; and on the Churchway, 
St. Pancras, area the death-rate was 37'2, whilst at the same time 
for the whole of the Metropolis it was 17 • 7 per 1,000. 

These are but a few typical cases, and wherever over¬ 

crowding and insanitary conditions prevail, the figures testify to 
the woe and misery that exist. The rate of mortality on such 
areas is double that which occurs in healthy districts. 

THE URGENCY FOR BETTER DWELLING ACCOMMODATION. 

In the North and in the South, and throughout the populous 
neighbourhoods of the East, as well as in some of the Western 

parts of this city, the same want of dwelling accommodation makes 
itself felt. At present, a large proportion of the wage-earners have 
no home centre. They are deprived of the rational surroundings 
of home life. Heavily taxed for the shelter of one or two 

rooms, they are condemned to dingy and sordid lodgings, and 
where there are children, in some quarters, even that accommoda¬ 
tion cannot be found. 

This want of proper dwellings and consequent overcrowding 
saps the health and energies of the workers and breeds in¬ 
difference and despair. And until decent homes are placed 
within the reach of the labouring population, the work of all 
the social agencies for the improved condition of the people will 
to a large extent be counteracted. 

THE INTERVENTION OF THE COUNCIL. 

Although greater powers are needed by the Central and 
Local Authorities, nevertheless the effective administration of the 

Housing of the Working Classes Act, 1890, by the Council can 
do much towards the better housing of the people. This Act 
constitutes the London County Council the authority for dealing 
with the clearance and reconstruction of insanitary areas, and 



enables the Central Authority to join with Local Authorities 
and District Boards for the carrying out of Housing Schemes. 
And whilst the Act needs amending, it provides machinery 
whereby very considerable assistance may be rendered in 
the way of additional accommodation for the labouring 
population. 

These powers, conferred by the Legislature, and the organisation 
which the Council possesses for their proper administration, form 
a powerful engine for the dealing with overcrowded and insanitary 
areas. 

WHAT HAS BEEN DONE BY THE COUNCIL. 

Since 1890 slums have been cleared and dwellings have been 
erected on the various areas dealt with by the Council, which will 
accommodate over six thousand persons. On the sites now in 
hand, over ten thousand of the labouring class will be provided for. 
In addition, the Central Authority has been instrumental in getting 
various housing schemes undertaken by the Local Authorities, 
whereby a further number will be housed. 

Carefully planned accommodation has been devised. Stringent 
conditions as to construction and sanitation have been observed. 
And whilst, in some cases, the housing operations of the Council, 
under obligations imposed by Parliament, have had to bear the 
burden of rehousing on unfavourable sites, the dwellings pay 
their way, and are 

No Charge on the Rates. 

The rents, which are fair to the working people, provide for 
interest on Capital, and also for a sinking fund, and thus in future 
years the Estates will become the 

Unencumbered Property of the Ratepayer. 

And so great is the demand for the Council's dwellings, that 
on the Boundary Street area, for instance, there are ten times more 

applications for accommodation than can be supplied. 



THE POLICY OF THE PROGRESSIVES. 

The aim of the Progressives is to carry on the great work for 
the better housing of the people, and to administer the Housing of 
the Working Classes Act to its fullest extent. They will seek to 
obtain further Legislative powers enabling the Council to deal more 

rapidly with the clearance of slum property and the erection of 

healthy dwellings. 
They will encourage and endeavour to facilitate the work of 

Local Authorities in the creation of 

Cottage Dwellings in Outlying Districts. 

With regard to private enterprise, they desire to see adopted 
a better standard of sanitary and structural conditions. And they 
hold, in view of the great need which exists, that the erection of 

Municipal Dwellings on Central Areas 

which are self-supporting and go to form a valuable asset for the 

people of London, is of vital importance. 

POLICY OF THE MODERATES. 

The Moderates would leave the housing of the labouring 
classes entirely to Private Enterprise. This means that the 
interests of ground landlords and speculative builders would in 
future regulate the erection of workmen's dwellings. Rents and 
accommodation would be mainly governed by the hammer of 
the auctioneer. This means the wrecking of the Housing Policy, 
and the permanent continuance of overcrowding and slums. 

COUNTY COUNCIL ELECTION, 

THURSDAY, 3rd March, 1898. 

IP OLID OIL. OS IBS -A.T 8. 

Printed by W. B. Whittingham & Co., Ltd., 43-45, Charterhouse Square, London, E.C and 
Published by The London Reform Union, 4, Arundel Street, Strand, W.C. 



Progressive Leaflet No. 14. 

NINE YEARS' GOOD WORK 

FOR THE PEOPLE. 

What the County Council has done to- 

make London a better City to live in. 

In the short space of nine years the County Council has done an 
enormous lot of good. It has— 

(1) Obtained an instalment of practical Relief to the Rate¬ 

payers in all but a few rich parishes by getting the- 

Equalisation of Rates Act, 1894. 

<2) Added over 1,100 acres to London's Open. Spaces for the 

people's recreation. 

(3) Provided Music in all the Parks, greatly increased the 
facilities for Games, vastly improved the supply of Eefreshments, 
and in every way ministered to the popular enjoyment. 

(4) Established and rigidly enforced Trade TJnion Wages and 
Conditions. 

(5) Protected itself against Eings of Contractors by setting up ita 
own "Works Departoient, which was highly successful until 
it was " wrecked " 

by the Moderates, and is now again working 
satisfactorily, having already saved much money to the Rate¬ 

payers. 
[Don't be deceived by the Contractors and their friends, wh» 

spread misleading stories about the cost.] 



-*(6) Greatly improved the Conditions of Labour, both in 
its own employment and outside. 

(7) Demolished whole areas of slums at Bethnal Green, 

Deptford, and elsewhere. 

(8) Erected Healthy Homes at the lowest possible rents, 
Cottage Dwellings wherever practicable, and, where Blocks were 

inevitable, the most comfortable and healthy Flats that can be 

designed. 

(9) Opened a Model Common Lodging House, in Drury 
Lane, for homeless men. 

(10) Greatly improved the Sanitary Administration all over 

London, and put down many nuisances and noxious trades. 

(11) Enormously increased our Protection from Fire, and 
diminished the proportion of "serious" conflagrations, by 
extending and improving the Fire Brigade. 

(12) Laboured strenuously to improve the safety of all Theatres 
and public places, and has endeavoured to maintain decency 
and decorum in Music Halls. 

'(13) Stopped the Floodings, from which the houses of the poor 
suffered most, by enlarging the Sewers and Pumping Stations. 

-(14) Put down Frauds in the Sale of Coal to the poor 
(short weight, bad quality, &c). 

(15) Vigorously enforced the Weights and Measures' Act, and 
•other laws protecting the people from wrong. 

* 
(16) Obtained a New Building Act to put down jerry-building and 

slum-making. 

(17) Defended successfully the right of the people of London to take 
over their own Tramways according to law. This property is 
worth at present a quarter of a million a year. The 
Moderates fought hard and persistently to prevent the 

acquisition of the lines, and when defeated by the Progressives 



on that vital point, they insisted on leasing the Trams at a very 
inadequate rent to their former owners. 

[The Tramway Shareholders are again working hard to induce 
Londoners to elect Moderates.] 

<(18) Put pressure on the Eailway Companies to run more Work¬ 
men's Trains, and has succeeded in greatly increasing the 
daily number, with many additional facilities for the Working 
Men and Working Women to get to their work. 

<19) Vastly improved the Main Drainage, and Purified the 
Thames. 

(20) Successfully constructed the great Blackwall Tunnel, 
and obtained an Act for another Free Tunnel, to be begun at once. 

<21) Started a most energetic Technical Education Department, 
which has greatly increased-the facilities for Popular Education 
in all useful subjects. 

<22) Established a real "Scholarship Ladder," with funds, 
not drawn from the Bates, but from Government Grants, 
ensuring Free Education and Maintenance to every Boy or'Girl 
of exceptional ability. 

<23) Started Schools of Domestic Economy for Young Girls, 
and Local Evening Classes everywhere for those already at work, 
with funds from Government Grants. 

(24) Founded Art Scholarships, and aided the Art Schools and 
Classes, also with funds from Government Grants, so that every 
talented craftsman may get training in design. 

(25) Vigilantly protected the Eatepayer from further Encroach¬ 
ments of the Water Companies, and fought hard, though 
as yet unsuccessfully, for Municipalising the Water 
Supply on equitable terms. 

[The Water Companies are all helping the Moderates.] 

(26) Promofed in every possible way the direct Taxation of 
Ground Values. 

(27) Established the principle of Betterment by introducing into 
several private Acts provisions levying contributions on Owners 
whose property is improved. 

[The Dukes- and other Ground Landlords are actively supporting 
the Moderates.] 

i. 



(28) Enormously improved the Asylums, and facilitated the 
visits of the patients' friends and relations. 

(29) Maintained and developed a most successful Free Ferry at 

Woolwich, and greatly improved the County Bridges. 

(30) Strenuously promoted the Unification of the City Corporation 
and County Council, and upheld the independence of the 
Local Governing bodies against absorption in unwieldy 
municipalities, such as the School Board Divisions as proposed 
on behalf of the City. 

[The City Corporation is fighting the Progressives to protect 
its unfair privileges.] 

For detailed particulars of this good work, see separate leaflets 

ELECTORS This is what has been done by 

the Council which Lord Salisbury now wants 

to "smash." 

VOTE for the PROGRESSIVES I 

Who are pledged to maintain the 

Council in strength and efficiency, 

and to continue its good work. 

COUNTY COUNCIL ELECTION, 

Thursday, March 3rd, 1898. 

3POL3Li CLOSES -A.T 8 IF-ZMI, 

Printed by Anixursn & Shiphbabd, 27, Chancery Lane, W.O., and Published by the 
LoHBon RiroBX Umoir, i. Arundel Street, W.O. 
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Progressive Leaflet No. 17. 

BATES! RATES!! BATES!!! 

The Bitter Cry of the 

London 
Ratepayer. 

The Special Grievance of the 

London Shopkeeper. 

The burden of the Rates presses with crushing weight upon the 
occupier of a house in London. Ten years ago the total rates 
levied in London came to seven millions sterling. To-day 
the rates amount to nine millions sterling. The whole 
of those rates are levied on the occupiers. The owners of 
the ground on which the houses stand make no 
direct contribution towards the public expenditure 
which renders their land so valuable 

'J he shopkeeper has a special grievance. The clerk or the 
man living on his investments can choo-e a hou°e suitable to his 
means. If lie has only a small income he can take a small house, 
at a lo ,v rent, and pay very low rates. But the shopkeeper is 



bound, if he is to live at all, to take a shop in a busy street at a 

high rent. Thus a shopkeeper necessarily pays much more in 
rates than a private householder of the same income. And this 
unfairness goes even further, The income-tax is remitted when 
there is no income ; but the shopkeeper just beginning business, 
or deprived by competition of his former income, has to pay his 

high rates just as if he were making ten times the profit. The 

shopkeepers have to pay far higher rates in pro¬ 
portion to their incomes than any other class, and 

they have to pay the same whether their income 

goes up or goes down. 

Is not this paitly the reason why London shopke-.-pcrs 
nowadays find it so hard to make a living 

HOW TO RELIEVE THE RATEPAYER. 

There is only one way of redressing the grievance from which 
the householder, and especially the shopkeeper, now suffers. We 
must put the burden on the right shoulders. This 

remedy may be pursued in two different directions. 

EQUALISATION OF RATES. 

At present the householders in Xorth, and East, and South 
London pay much more in the pound for lates than those in the 

City or Westminster, and a few other rich West End Parishes. This 
is not fair. Why should the shopkeepers of the Mile End and 
Commercial Roads have to pay nearly two shillings in the pound 
more than the shopkeepers of Piccadilly Why should the rates 
levied on the rateable value of shops in the Old Kent Load and 
the Xew Cross Eoad be always at least 25 per cent, higher than 
those levied on shops in Regent Street 

Why si odd a shopkeeper in the Strand or Fleet Street 

escape with much lower rates in the pound than the shopkeeper 
in the Hackney Road or Deptford High Street why should the 
householder in the City or St. James's pay only two-thirds as much 
m the pound towards governing London as the householder in Bow 
and Bromley, or Cambprwell, Bethnal Green, Bermondsey, 
Poplai, or Rotheihithe There oiight to be an Equalisation 
of Rates. 



Tins equalisation has already been begun. By the Equalisa¬ 
tion of Rates Act, 1SQ3, the County Council levies an extra 

sixpence in the pound on the City and a few ricli parishes, and 
distributes the proceeds among the Vestries of all the poorer 
parishes in North, East, and South London. This causes a 
reduction of the rates in these parishes of from a penny to 

eightpence in the pound every year. This measure was promoted 
by the Progressives, and passed by the Liberal Government of 1893. 

The Progressives are. now demanding a further instalment of 
this Equalisation; and this reasonable proposal is again being 
obstructed and resisted. 

TAXATION OF GROUND RENTS AND SITE 

VALUES. 

But even if all the rates were equalised, why should the 

occupier pay them all 

Every year the owners of the bare land on which London 
f-tanils receive many millions sterling in rent, without in any way 
directly contributing to the expense of London government. Is 
not tins why the rates are so high 

We must Tax the Ground Landlords whose rents 

grow whilst they sleep. 

A RATEPAYERS' PROGRAMME. 

These are Ratepayers' Questions, and they ought not to be 
mixed up with any issues of Imperial Politics. Many thousands 
of good Conservatives agree with the staunchest of Liberals in 

demanding equalisation of Rates and Taxation of Ground Values. 
Yet practically half the County Council votes against these 
measures. For instance, on the 7th December, 1897, the following 
ic-olution was brought up in the Council by the Local Government 
and Taxation Committee— 

" That it is desirable that a new7 source of revenue should 
be obtiiined by means of some direct char0c upon owners of 
site values." 

When it came to a vote, every member of the Progressive 
Baity who was present voted for this resolution, but every member 



of the Moderate Party present (except two) voted against it; 

though several of them, when they were candidates, had declared 
themselves in favour of the proposal. 

Why is this It is because there is unfortunately too much 

mixing up of County Council with Imperial party politics. 
Electors are asked to vote for candidates because they are Con¬ 
servatives or Unionists, instead of because they will insist on 

justice to the London ratepayers. The Moderate Party on 
the County Council is now dominated by the Land¬ 
lord interest. 

Why should not the Conservative shopkeepers of London vote 
one way for Parliament (where big issues of Imperial policy are 

concerned); and another way for the County Council (where 
justice to the ratepayers is the main issue) 

One thing is clear from the past votes of members of the 

County Council. 

If the London shopkeepers return a majority of 
Moderates to the County Council, it is certain that, 
whatever some of them may profess as candidates, 
there will be no Taxation of Ground Values or 

Equalisation of Rates. 

VOTE for the PROGRESSIVES! 

County Council Election, 

THURSDAY, 3rd MARCH. 1898. 

POLL CLOSES AT 8 P.M. 

Printed by Alexander & Shepheard, 27, Chancery Lino, London, W.O., and 
Published by the London Refoem Union, i, Arundel Street, W.C. 



Progressive Leaflet No. 30. 

THE "UNEARNED 

INCREMENT." 

TN any growing city there is, as political economists declare, one 

great resource by which we can meet the increasing burden of 
the Bates. Why not, they say, tax the Unearned Increment 
of Land 

What the 
" 

Unearned Increment" is. 

The " Unearned Increment" from Land is the amount added 
to its selling value by the mere increase of the community in popu¬ 
lation and productive power. Thus John Stuart Mill said:— 

" The ordinary progress of a society which increases in wealth is at 
" all times tending to augment the incomes of landlords; to give them 
' both a greater amount and a greater proportion of the wealth of the 
" community, independently of any trouble or outlay incurred by them- 
" selves. They grow richer, as it were, in their sleep, without work- 
" ing, risking, or economising. What claim have they on the general " principle of social justice to this accession of riches "—Principles of 
Political Economy. Book v. Chap. ii. § 5 (p. 492 of 1865 Edition). 

And Professor Thorold Bogers added:— 
" Every permanent improvement of the soil, every railway and 

" road, every bettering of the general condition of society, every facility " given for production, every stimulus applied to consumption, raises 
" rent. The landowner sleeps, but thrives. He alone, among all the 
" recipients in the distribution of products, owes everything to the 
" labour of others, contributes nothing of his own. He inherits part of 
" the fruits of present industry, and has appropriated the lion's share of 

\ " accumulated intelligence."—Political Economy. Ch. xii. 



How much it now amounts to in London. 

The unearned incremeut is officially recorded in London every 
five years. The quinquennial valuation includes both the increase 

due to new buildings, and that caused by mere rise in rental value. 

Bat in the intermediate ye irs, the increase due to new buildings and 

structural alterations is alone recorded. Hence this enables us, by 

taking the average, to calculate 

The Unearned Increment. 

Table showing the Gross Valuation of the Metropolis from 1870 
to 1897, with the increase each year, distinguishing between 
that caused by New Buildings and that due to Rise in Value. 
Compiled from Local Government Board for 1891, c-6460, 
and County Council Reports— 

On 
6th April. 

Gross Valuation. Total Increase. 
(Annual Rental). 

Increase due to 
New Buildings. 
(Annual Eental). 

" Unearned 
Increment" of 
Annual Rental. 

£ £ £ £ 
1870 22,142,706 «... • • 
1871 24,298,786 2,156,080 400,000 (a) 1,756,080 
1872 24,655,235 356,449 356,449 • 
1873 24,997,718 342,483 342,483 • • * 
1874 25,414,094 416,376 416,376 • • 
1875 25,915,723 501,629 501,629 • * 
1876 28,208,898 2,293,175 461,899 (a) 1,831,276 
1877 28,631,066 422,168 422,168 
1878 29,204,432 573,366 573,366 • • 
1879 29,854,950 650,518 650,5] 8 • 
1880 30,600,499 745,549 \ 745,549 
1881 33,517,946 2,917,447 656,955 (a) 2,251,492 
1882 34,104,308 586,362 586,362 • 
1883 34,786,360 682,052 682,052 0 • 
1884 35,411,224 624,864 624,864 * • • • 
1885 36,020,008 608,784 608,784 • > « 
18b6 37,398,593 1,378,585 496,021 (a) 882,564 
1887 37,781,851 383,258 383,258 • • 
1888 38,120,877 339,026 339,026 
1889 38,444,697 323,820 323,820 • • • 
1890 38,687,247 242,550 242,550 • • 
1891 40,028,338 1,341,091 280,167 (a) 1,060,924 
1892 40,346,121 317,783 317,783 • • 
1893 40,653,553 307,432 307,432 
1894 41,032,938 379,385 379,385 
1895 41,229,880 196,942 196,942 
1896 43,118,918 1,889,038 268,268 (a) 1,620,770 
1897 43,458,512 339,594 339,594 

Total 21,315,806 11,914,270 9,413,106 

(a) Estimated at the mean of the year preceding and the year succeeding 
the quinquennial year. 



Thus, though London property now brings in nearly twice as much 
rent as it did in 1870, little more than half this colossal increase can 
be traced to new buildings and structural improvements. What is 
the remaining nine millions due to Even taking the lowest 

estimate, at least six millions of it represents sheer "unearned 

increment," equivalent (at only 25 years' purchase) to a saleable 
value of over a hundred and fifty millions. 

This amounts to over one-seventh of the total saleable value of 
London. This is what we have deliberately allowed the London 
Landlords to receive, over and above their former annual tribute, 
during the short space of thirty years. This is the princely gift 
of the London worker to the London Landlord. And it still goes 
on. Although now less than before in the centre of London, it is 

larger than ever in the suburbs. Every year it amounts on an 

average to at least Five Millions sterling in saleable value. 

What we might do with it. 

This Annual New Year's Gift of London to its Landlords—over 
and above the Annual Rental—is presented to them Free of any 
Rates or Taxes whatsoever. They do not even pay Income Tax on it 
The total amount raised in rates in London every year is now nearly 
nine millions sterling, all levied on the occupier. Would it be 
any injustice if, without going back on the past, we 
were to tax the future annual unearned increment 
for London public service 

How to get at the Unearned Increment. 

The best way is to levy a 

Municipal Death Duty 

on the value of all real estate situated in London, to be applied to 
London's public purposes. Every year property in London to the 
value of thirty millions sterling passes by death. A Municipal 



Death Duty of Ten Per Cent, would therefore yield three millions a 

year—well within the average amount of the unearned increment 

every year—and would do no harm whatsoever to any living 

proprietor. 

This most moderate o all reforms is fiercely re¬ 

sisted by the "Moderates" on the County Council. 

On the other hand, the Progressives have over and over again, 

pressed for a Municipal Death Duty, but the landlords have hitherto 

been too strong to allow anything to be done. 

If you want the landlords of London to bear 

their fair share of the common burdens, 

VOTE fob the PROGRESSIVES! 

COUNTY COUNCIL ELECTION, 

Thursday, March 3rd, 1898. I 

Poll closes at 8 p.m. 

Printed by Amxandee & Shepheabd, 27, Chancery Lane, W.O., and Published by the IiOHDoir Refobm Uifiow, 4, Arundel Street, W.C. Price 4a. per 1,0001; 8d. per 100. 
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Progressive Leaflet, No. 31. 

LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL, 

ELECTION, MARCH 3rd, 1898. 

THE WORKS DEPARTMENT. 

FACT I. 
Works Committee appointed 1892—Moderates refused to scive. Depirfc- 

men! (hrccted until 1«95 by a Coinmiltee of Progressives. 

Work carried out by Works Department up to September, 1895, 

ESTIMATE, £298.294. ACTUAL COST, £297,666. 
PACT II. 

At the election of 1895 the Moderate Party advocated the abolition of 
the Works Department. After the election they placed 10 Moderates on the 
Works Committee together with 10 Progressives. 

Work carried out between September, 1895, and September, 1887, 

ESTIMATE, £332,527. ACTUAL COST, £358,041. 
FACT III. 

In 1897, after a Special Enquiry, the Council decided to withdraw th 
D'iKU'tment from the contiol of the Works Committee, and placed it, wL 
new management, under the Finance (a non-partisan) Committee. 

Work begun and completed in 1897 under the new management. 

ESTIMATE, £14,347. ACTUAL COST, £10,6811 

b 

V- 

ELECTORS'. JUDGE FOR YOURSELVES. 

When the Moderates leave the Works Department alone 
succeeds- 

When the Moderates give their assistance (PP?) it fails. 

If you wish to prevent London's work being Wrecked and the 
Bates wasted for the sake of political advantage, and to see London's work 
successfully and honestly performed, 

VOTE FOB THE PROGRESSIVES. 

Note.—In addition to the above the Department has executed Jobbing 
Works of a measured-up value of £62,446, at an expenditure of £57,7(i2J 
and under the new management Jobbing Works of the value of £25,808 have 
cost only £23,150, showing a large Profit on Jobbing Works. 

Prints uy Albiahdbk & Susphkibc, 27, Chancery La-e, W.O., :ind j'ublithfld by tlio 
hosraox EeiosM HKioa, i, Arundel Street, W.C. 
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[Progressive Leaflet No. 32. 

LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL 

ELECTION. 

To WOMEN ELECTORS. 

We, the undersigned, having deeply at heart the true interests of 
the citizens of London, venture to call your attention to the very 
important duty which now lies before you. The privilege of the 
vote for the election of County Councillors is yours. The re¬ 

sponsibility for its right and wise exercise rests upon you. 

The chief issue before the Electors in 1898 is the attack that 
is being made on the very existence of the Council; the attempt 
to destroy, or at any rate to weaken, London's central representa¬ 
tive authority, and to rule the capital City of the Empire, not as a 
whole, but as ten or more separate municipalities. 

The Powers of the Council at present have to do with— 

The Housing of the People, 
The Work of Main Drainage, 
The Parks and Open Spaces, 
London Improvements, 
Eegulation op Building, 
The Care of the Insane, 
Industrial Schools, 
The Protection of Infant Life, 
Technical Education, 

^ Music Halls and Theatres, 
\ Protection of London against Fire, 

j Protection against Fraudulent Weights and Measures. 

The whole work of the Council is as important to women as to 
men. That families should have decent houses to live in, open 
spaces for air and exercise, and (in the future, let us hope) pure 
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and sufficient water—all must admit these to be women's ques¬ 
tions. Further, the Asylums controlled by the Council, with more 

than 8,000 women patients, must enlist the strongest sympathies 
of women, as also must the children in the Industrial Schools. 

These are matters vital to the community, and are such as can 

only be effectively administered by a powerful representative 
Metropolitan authority—an authority which we have in the 

County Council. Will you suffer the Council's powers to be 
curtailed Eather are additional powers needed. 

The Progressive policy would place under the control of the 
Council the Water Supply, the Tramways, and the Markets. 
Thus we in this overcrowded Metropolis should gain facilities of 
locomotion such as are possessed in provincial towns; our poor 
districts would be saved the hardships arising from scarcity of 

water; and market accommodation would be brought to our very 
doors. 

The Progressive Policy further aims at better schemes for the 

Housing of the People. It is known that 400,000 Londoners 
have no more than one room to live in, and that 37,000 live five 
in a room! See that you return to the Council men who will 
strive to remedy such evils. 

The powers of the Council need for their proper execution the 

joint work of men and women. The Progressives on the London 

County Council have in the past three times petitioned for such a 

change in the law as would render possible the election of women 
to the Council—women to visit the Industrial Schools and the 
women's wards in the great Asylnms, and to interest themselves 
in the inspection of Baby Farms. The Progiessives support the 
Bill for Women as County Councillors. They have appointed 
women as doctors for the Female Lunatics, and a woman as the 

inspector of Baby Farms. 

In concluding our appeal to you we must call your attention to 
the share taken by women in London Government, which share 
the Progressive policy would enlarge rather than diminish. Since 
1894 women have served on London Vestries. By the creation of 
separate Municipal Corporations in the place of the Vestries 
and the application to these of the Municipal Corporation Act, a? 
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has been proposed, women would be deprived of this privilege. 
Moreover, the right of married women to vote might also be taken 
away. Let us resist to the utmost this retrograde policy. 

Women Electors! There are in the County of London 
nearly 100,000 women who have the vote. The women 
can win the elections. The vote of each one is of equal value, 
be she poor or rich. Let none, therefore, be indifferent. Go to 
the poll on the 3rd of March, and Vote for the Progressive 
Candidates, who will promote the welfare of the community. 

Signed, 

EOSALLND CAELISLE. 

FANNY TWEEDMOUTH. 

MAEY HOBHOUSE. 

CONSTANCE BATTEESEA. 

CAEOLINE TEEVELYAN. 

HENRIETTA HAYTEE. 

CAEOLINE STEVENSON. 

ANNA SWANWICK 

MAEIA G. GEEY. 

E. K. MAITLAND, M.L.S.B. 

EUTH HOMAN, M.L.S.B. 

HENEIETTA O. BAENETT. 

MAEY BEALE. 

ANNIE LEIGH BEOWNE. 

E. MAEION BEYCE. 

MAET H. L. BUNTING. 

JANE COBDEN UNWIN. 

EMMA CONS. 

LUCY E. GUINESS. [**o. 
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AMIE HICKS. 

M. KATHEEINE H. PEICE HUGHE& 

ELIZABETH S. LIDGETT, P.L.G. 

EVA McLAEEN. 

FEANCES MENDL. 

EMILIA MONCK 

M. L. EEID. 

EMILY SHAW-LEFEVEE. 

JESSIE STEWAET SPICER. 

MAEY F. STEEE. 

LAUEA E. STUAET. 

SAEAH M. SHELDON AMOS. 

EVELINE SOAMES. 

BEATEICE WEBB. 

HELEN WEBB, M.B. 

Printed by Aiixutdm 4 Shbphiasd, 27, Chancery Lane, W.O.; and Publi»hed by Uw 
Lowdos Bmobic Uhioit, *, Arundel Street, W.O. 
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Leaflet No. 33. 

LONDON 

County Council Election, 

THURSDAY, MAR. 3rd. 

poll opexi. 8 a..:txa.- *o 8 x».:m.. 

TO CONSERVATIVES 

and LIBERAL UNIONISTS. 

\70U are asked by the Moderate candidates to vote for them 
because they represent in JL&cdon's Municipal affairs the 

views which are generally held by Conservatives and Liberal 
Unionists throughout England. 

This is absolutely untrue. The views about 
London affairs of the London Moderates would be 

repudiated by nineteen out of twenty provincial 
Conservatives so far as regards their own towns. 
The proof of this statement is: 

I.—The London Moderates are against the purchase of the 
Water Companies' undertakings by the County Council. But 
what is the policy of the big Provincial towns in which the 
Unionists have a majority of votes 

In all the following large towns, and many others which are 



represented entirely by, or by a majority of, Unionist members in 

Parliament, the water supply is owned by the Corporation:— 
BIRKENHEAD. 

BIEMINGHAM. 

BLACKBUEN. 
BEADFOED. 

CAEDIFF. 

GLASGOW. 

HULL. 

LIVEEPOOL. 

MANCHESTEE, 
NEWCASTLE. 

NOTTINGHAM. 

OLDHAM. 
SALFOED. 

SHEFFIELD. 

Thus, Unionists of these important towns are in favour of the 

polioy supported by the London Progressives, and against the 

policy of the London Moderates. 

II.—The Moderates have just granted a lease to the Company 
of the Tramways (recently purchased by the Council in the 
teeth of Moderate opposition), which will bring into the 
Council a rental of about £60,000. The Progressives opposed 
the granting of this lease, and proposed the working of the 

Tramways by the Council itself, which would have brought in 

£120,000 a year, or an extra profit of £60,000 a year. Again, 
we ask, What is the policy in respect to the working of Tramways 
of the Unionists of the great Provincial centres And we 

answer: 

(a) Conservative Liverpool (eight Unionists, one Liberal, 

M.P.'s), under a Conservative Town Council, last year bought 
out the Tramway Company at the cost of over £500,000, 
resolved to work its own lines, and actually began to do sb on 

the 1st September, 1897. The chief promoter of this policy 
was the Eight Hon. Sir A. B. For wood, the leader of the 



Conservative party in Liverpool, who calculates that by the 

application of electric traction a profit of £90,000 a year 
will be secured to the town, accompanied by a reduction of fares. 

(&) Conservative Manchester (five Unionists, one Liberal 

M.P.'s), under a Conservative Town Council, has just refused 

to renew the Tramway Company's lease, and unanimously 
resolved to work its own Tramways. 

(c) Conservative Glasgow (five Unionist and two Liberal 

M.P.'s) has worked its own Tramways with complete success 

since 1894. The average fares are a little over Jd., and the re¬ 

turn on the capital over 10 per cent. 

(d) Among other examples are Sheffield, Blackpool, and 

Dover. All over the country provincial towns are pre¬ 

paring to develop their Tramways by working them by electric 

traction. They recognise that this is the only way to secure to the 

public the full benefit in a good service, low fares, and a handsome 

surplus in reduction of rates. 

The Moderates on the London County Council have invariably 
voted against the working of the Tramways by the Council. 

Unionist electors! do you think that these Moderates, who are 

asking for your votes on merely political grounds, are so much 

wiser than the Unionists of Liverpool, Manchester, Glasgow, and 
Sheffield as they represent themselves to be The policy of the 
Provincial Conservatives as to Tramways is the policy of the 
London Progressives. 

BATING OF GROUND VALUES. 

III.—Very many Conservatives in London are in favour of a 
fair tax on Ground Values; and, therefore, in some few places, 
especially in the outlying parts of London, Moderate candidates 
also profess themselves to be in favour of such a tax, in the hope 
of securing these Conservative votes. These candidates know 

they can safely do this without any danger of bringing about the 

change, since the Moderate party, as a whole, is more bitterly 
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opposed to the Taxation of Ground Values than to any other 

reform, and has quite recently (December 7th, 1897) voted in the 

Council directly against such a tax. It was the principle of the tax 

which was opposed, for the resolution was simply :— 

" That it is advisable that a new source of revenue should be obtained 
by means of some direct charge upon owners of site values." 

A RIDICULOUS CONTENTION. 

It is indeed a ridiculous contention of the Moderates that 

because a voter is against Home Eule, or Local Option, or the 

Disestablishment of the Church, that, therefore, he should also be 

opposed to the Eating of Ground Values, the control of the Water 

supply, and the working of the Tramways by the Council. Our 

object in this leaflet has been to show that a person may be a 

sound Conservative or Liberal Unionist and also a sound 

Progressive, and we think we have done so. This is indeed 

proved beyond question by the -facts, since thousands of Con¬ 

servative votes on previous elections have been thrown for the 

Progressive candidates, and it is certain that thousands will be 
thrown at the coming election. Several staunch Unionists are 

standing as Progressives at this election. 

UNIONIST ELECTOES! 

Do not he misled by mere Party wire - pulling. The 
Moderates of the Council do not represent the mind of the 
Unionists of London, any more than did the Moderates of the 
School Board. If you desire to bring London up to the level of 
other towns and to stop Municipal reaction, 

VOTE FOR THE PROGRESSIVES. 

Printed by Alsx-UTDeu & SairasinD, 27, Chancery La-e. W.O.. anrl Published by tl.e 
Lomdok Keforic Uinoir, 4, Arundel Streit, Strand. 
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Progressive Leaflet No. 34. 

WHY LONDON MUST MAINTAIN 

THE WORKS DEPARTMENT. 

The Interests of the Ratepayers 

must be protected. 

Many people imagine that the establishment of a Works Depart¬ 
ment is a peculiar fad of the London County Council, unknown in 
other towns. 

A little knowledge of the action of local governing bodies else¬ 
where would prevent this mistake. Every important city in the 
Kingdom has its own Works Department under some title or another. 
Let us take, for instance, Birmingham, which prides itself on being 
run strictly on business principles. It is, of course, unnecessary to 
remind the reader that Birmingham has municipalised its water 
and its gas, which are in London still left to private enterprise. 

BIRMINGHAM AND THE POLICY OF DIRECT 

EMPLOYMENT. 
v. 

What is not so well known is that the Town Council of 
Birmingham—strongly Unionist in political opinion—dispenses 
with the contractor whenever it can. The Public Works Committee, 
which looks after the thoroughfares, and the Health Committee, 
which is responsible for sanitation, have not only entirely 
eliminated the contractor from the cleaning and the repairing of 
the streets and the removal of the refuse, but even from the laying 
down of granite paving and flagging, once a most profitable item of 
his business. The Gas Committee is not content with employing 
hundreds of men to make gas, but also keeps its own staff of 
carpenters, bricklayers, blacksmiths, tinmen, painters, fitters, &c, 
to execute its numerous works. The Improvements Committee, 
like the Estates Committee, has its own carpenters and fitters, brick- 
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layers, and paperhangers, plasterers, and zinc workers,* whilst the 
Water Committee, besides a regular staff of mechanics of all kinds, 
is now actually engaged in constructing several huge dams and 
reservoirs near Ehayader, two tunnels, and various water 
towers and syphons, together with workmen's dwellings to accom¬ 
modate a thousand people, stables, stores, workshops, a public hall 
and recreation room, a school, two hospitals, and a public-house— 
all without the intervention of a contractor. " The construction of 
all the buildings on the works is being carried out by the work¬ 
men of the Corporation, under the superintendence of the resident 
Engineer and his assistant. The timber and other material is being 
purchased by tender." " This method," reports the Water Com¬ 
mittee, " of using material supplied by contract, and constructing 
by the direct employees of the Corporation, the Committee consider, 
under the circumstances of the case, to be the most economical, as 
well as calculated to secure the best results." t 

Birmingham, in fact, is going far beyond the London County 
Council; it has become its own builder, its own engineer, and its 
own manufacturer. The number of workmen of all kinds in the 
direct employment of the Town Council of Birmingham is actually 
greater at the present time than the whole number employed 
by the Works Department of the London County Council 

LIVERPOOL AND THE POLICY OP DIRECT 

EMPLOYMENT. 

And if we turn to Liverpool, where the Town Council has 
long been strongly Conservative in political opinion, we learn that 
"almost all the city engineer's work is done by men directly 
employed by the Corporation. The construction of sewers 
is now dons entirely by the Corporation themselves. They 
had such a cruel experience of doing the work of sewering by 
contractors that they have given it up."J It appears that in 
the old days, when the contractors agreed and charged for two 
courses of brickwork, no amount of inspection sufficed to prevent 
him, putting in one only. What happened was this, that whenever 
" the Inspector came round, or the Clerk of Works, to watch the 
contractors, they found the two rings of brickwork going on very 
well; as soon as the Inspector went away the second 
ring of brickwork was left out and so the sewer got 

* Rotum of Hours of Labour, Wages, &c. (Appendix to Birmingham 
General Purposes Committee's Eeport, July 25th, 1893). 

+ Eeport of the Birmingham "Water Committee, presented February 6fch, 
1894. ' 

X Evidence of the Deputy Town Clerk of Liverpool before the 
Tfai&wfe® of T/OTKtoa Ooiwmisston.—P. 323 »f C. 7493—I. 



weak. i Tou could trace the visits of the Inspeator by the 
double ringa which was found,,here and there at intervals when 
the sewers were subsequently uncovered for repairs."* 

It is, therefore, no wonder that, when the Liverpool Town Council 
undertook its great Vyrnwy dam and waterworks, costing over fcw« 
millions sterling, or three times as much as all the work yet done 
by the London County Council's Works Department, this, like 
its sewerage, scavengering, and cleaning, was done by diaeeetly 
employed labour. 

MANCHESTER AND THE RESULT OF THE 

CONTRACT SYSTEM. 

This evidence from Liverpool is especially interesting in connec¬ 
tion with what has just been discovered at Manchester. The 
Auditor's report, published in 1896, exposes a precisely similar 
fraud in connection with the thirty-five miles of new sewers now 
under construction. This work was let to thirty-four different 
contractors, who had already received over £600,000 for their work. 
The new City Surveyor, finding that the work had been scamped, 
had " street after street taken up at great expense, and such an 
exposure was made of fraud and deceit as I," writes the Auditor, " have never before seen. The men who built these sewers in a 
tunnel never dreamed that their rascality would be discovered." 
The chief method adopted was, as at Liverpool, leaving out one 
ring of brickwork, except when the Corporation Inspector was 
signalled as being about to descend the shaft. Then the workmen 
hastily put on a second row of bricks at that spot. The frequency 
of the Inspector's visits to each bit of work was found marked by 
this extra ring of bricks, here and there, instead of along the whole 
length of the sewer.t 

The Town Council of Manchester, predominantly Conservative 
in political opinion, has accordingly been forced into the policy of 
direct employment. 

Rural County Councils and the Policy of Direct 

Employment. 

Nor is it in municipal boroughs alone that we see the change in 
policy. Nothing was more common a few years ago than for 
highway authorities to get their roads kept in order by contractors. 
An interesting return obtained in 1892 by the County Surveyors' 
Society shows that long before London had set up its Works 

* Hid., p. 328. 
f Beport of the Citizens' Auditor of the City of Manchester for 1895. 
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Department this practice had been almost entirely* abandoned 
in'- favour of direct employment of labour by the county surveyor- 
Only in one or two counties out of thirty-five furnishing particulars 
does the old custom linger. The county surveyor of Gloucester¬ 
shire indignantly denied an allegation that he favoured the 
contract system. 

" It does not commend itself to me in any way," 
he writes, "and encourages a low form of sweating. My own 

experience of road-contracting is that it does very well for five 

years, then the roads go to pieces, and you have to spend all your 
previous savings to put them to rights."* 

London Vestries and the Policy of Direct 

Employment. 

Most of the London Vestries and District Boards, whether under 
" Progressive 

" or " Moderate " 
majorities, have equally been driven 

to the Policy of Direct Employment, either in the collection of 
dust or in its destruction, in the cleaning of the streets, or in their 
construction and repair. Several of them have long had their own 

workshops. In fact, anywhere but on the London County 
Council, this is no longer an issue between the parties. Moderate* 
St. Pancras is as proud of its Works Department as Progressive 
Battersea. 

The City Corporation and the Policy of Direct 

Employment. 

Even the ultra-Conservative Corporation of the City of London 
sets the County Council an example by not only employing its own 
staff to attend to the streets and bridges, but also by positively 
manufacturing its own waggons, harness, and horse-shoes, all, as the 
late Commissioners of Sewers proudly declared, " by their own 

3taff."f The superiority of direct municipal employment, under 
salaried supervision, to the system of letting out works to con¬ 
tractors has, in fact, been slowly borne in on the best municipal 
authorities all over the country by their own administrative 

experience, quite irrespective of social or political theories. 

* Particulars of Management of Main Eoads in England and Wales; a 
Report compiled for the County Surveyors' Society by Mr. Heslop, County 
Surveyor for Norfolk (see Builder, March 19th and 26th, 1892). 

t Evidence submitted by the Commissioners of Sewers (now the Public 
Health Committee of the Corporation of the City of London) to the 
Unification Commission.—P. 171 of C. 7493—II. 

Printed by Alexander & Shepheard, 27, Chancery Lane, W.O., and Published by the 
LoiTDOif Befokm UmoiJ, i, Arundel Street, W.O. 
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