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Whoever thoughtfully reads the
interview with Mark A. Hanna, pub-
‘lished in our news columas this week,
and remembers that Hanna stands in
the world’s estimation as the keeper
of the presidential conscience, will no
longer wonder that to foreigners the
perfect symbol of the United States
is the hog.

Congressman Maguite’s ncmina-
tion for governor of California, gives
assurance of a live campaign in that
monopoly ridden state. Whether the
people or the railroads own California,
would be an open question were it
not so plain that the state is owned by
the railroads. But the people have a
chance now to assert their inde-
pendence of this monopoly by voting
for Maguire. If they do that, he will
do the rest.

There are signs that the monopo-
lies of California intend to make their
campaign against Maguire on his tax-
ation views. Maguire believes in ex-

“empting from taxation everything
that men produce, and raising all pub-
lic revenues by taxing men in propor-
tion to the value of the land they own
—the land irrespective of its improve-
mente. In their innocence, the mon-
opoly organs propose to appeal to the
farmers, arguing that this kind of
taxation would cast all taxes upon
them. We should suppose that noth-
ing could be more acceptable to Ma-
guire. If a man of his ability can’t
make the farmers of California un-
derstand that issue between now and
November we miss our guess. The
farmers are not such fools as the mon-
opoly organs take them to be. -

With a little reflection it is clear
that the kind of taxation that Ma-
guire advocates would relieve instead
of burdening the farmers. Of course,
we mean the farmers who own and
work their farms, not the ranchers
who monopolize thousands of acres;
the farmers who farm farms, not the
farmers who farm farmers.

Under Maguire’s idea of taxation,
farmers would pay no taxes on their
buildings and other improvements;
they would pay none on their produce
and other personal property; they
would pay none in the price of their
store goods, whereby they are now
taxed amazingly; and they would pay
none on their land, nnless it had a
value as bare land. Lvsn then they
would pay upon it not by the acre, but
according to its value. For illustra-
tion:- Let a California farmer im-
agine that all his improvements were
sweptaway by some great catastrophe;
what would hisland be worth? What-
ever it would he, that would be the
basis of his tax. Now let him imagine
that the improvements of a great
ranch were swept away; what would
be the value of that lard? Whatever
it wounld be, that would be the basis
of the rancher’s tax, and he would
have to pay it just the same whether
he used all the land or merely kept
other people from using most of it.
Again, let the farmer imagine that the
buildings on a city lot were swept
away; what would the lot be worth?
Whatever it would be, {hat would be
the basis of the owner’s tax. Once
more, let him remember that all the
vast landed holdings of railroad mag-
nates in California, holdings of great
value, which are kept out of use in
order to strengthen railroad monopo-
ly, would be taxed the same as if they
were in use. When the California
farmer considers these things, he will
pot be longin deciding that Congress-

man Maguire’s idea of taxation is his' -
idea, too. We suspect that it will be
a dangerous proceeding for the Cali-
fornia monopolists to raise the single
tax issue against Maguire.

James H. Barry is the democratic
candidate for congress in Maguire’s
district. Like Maguire he is a demo-
crat through and through, a free
trader and a single tax man. Also
like Maguire he is uncompromisingly
opposed to the railroad monopolies
and absolutely fearless. Barry is the
editor and owner of the San Francis-
co Star, the bravest and most influ-
ential ‘weekly paper on the Pacific
coast, as the railroad ring has more
than once been made to feel.

The sheriff of Christian county, I1l.,
seems to think it his duty not only to
threaten to shoot white miners who
try to reach the imported negroes at
Pana to explain the trick that has
been played upon them by the opera-
tors, but also to threaten to shoot the
negroes if they attempt to leave the
operators’ employment. It is the
business of the sheriff to preserve or-
der, but it is not ais business to act as
a private detective for coal operators,
which is a distinction that the sheriff
of Christian county ought to know,
and one which, if he doesn’t know it,
he ought to be made to learn.

We are neither a populist nor the
organ of a populist, but that is no
reason why we should either deny or
hide the virtues of populists when
they appear. And populist virtues
have appeared, in the state of Wash-
ington, in italics. The facts are pre-
sented in an eight-page broadside by
the Seattle Daily Times. From this
publication it appears that prior to
1896 the republicans were in power
in Washington, but that at the elec- .
tion of that year they were superseded
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for the first time in the history of the
state, the populists taking their place
in all departments of the state govern-
men except the supreme court. Then
comes the comparison. The repub-
licans during their administrations
had increased the state debt in eight
years at the rate of $800 a day, and in
the latter two years at the rate of $2,-
200 a day; the populists have been
reducing the debt since they came
into power at the rate of $1,000 a day.
The difference between $2,200 in-
crease, and $1,000 decrease, every 24
hours, is worth considering. When
the populists came in, state warrants
were and long had been below par;
they are now at a premium. Under
republican rule, the school system
was so badly managed that the schools
languished and teachers had to shave
their salaries in order to live; the
schools are now flourishing and teach-
ers are paid promptlyin cash. In the
insurance department, receipts have
been increased from $15,000 in 18
months under the old regime, to $82,-
000 in the same period under the new;
while expenses, which under the old
regime were $26,000 in 18 months,
have been under the new only $16,-
000 in the same period. This show-
ing is even improved upon in the land
department. Against average bi-
ennial appropriations of $87,000
made by the republicans for that de-
partment, the populist bi-ennial ap-
propriation is only $39,000; yet the
administration of the department has
been radically improved. From the
leasing of public lands alone the pop-
ulists have raised the income from
$27,000 for the two years ending in
1894, and $20,000 for the two years
ending in 1896, both under republic-
an administrations, to $53,000 for
only 20 months ending July 1, 1898.
The general appropriations show
similar improvements in administra-
tion. The appropriations of the re-
publican legislature in 1893 amount-
ed to $3,087,209.75, and those of the
republican legislature in 1895 to $3,-
140,228.72; on the other hand the
appropriations of the populist legis-
laturein 1897 were only$1,793,476.40.

If these are indications of what the
plutocrats mean by the “blight of
populism,” let the blight proceed and
spread. What the people of Wash-
ington think of the matter is to be
made known at the general election
next November.

A more important matter still is to
be passed upon by the people of Wash-
ington at their next election. Itisa
non-partisan amendment to the state
constitution, providing for home
rule, or local option, in taxation. The
proposed amendment requires the
legislature to “provide by law a uni-
form and equal rate of taxation on all
property in the state, according to its
value in money,” with the right re-
served, however—and this is the es-
sence of the amendment—to “each
municipal corporation in the state to
fix and determine by majority vote of
the qualified electors voting thereon,
the class or classes of property upon
which taxes for municipal purposes
shall be levied, which tax shall be uni-
form as to person and class.” It will
be observed that under this amend-
ment any city, town or county could
raise its local taxes from any kind of
property its voters might prefer. The
amendment appeals to the sense of
justice of everybody whoisat all dem-
ocratic. People for whom taxes are
levied and who have to pay them,
ought in simple fairness to be allowed
to decide as to the way in which they
should be levied, whether in accord-
ance with their own ideas of justice
or a legislative lobby’s ideas of injus-
tice. It appeals with a special force
to advocates of the initiative and ref-
erendum, for in degree this would be a
submission of the leverage of the tax-
ing power to the people to be affected;
it is not the amount so much as the
incidence of taxation that menaces
popular rights. And with all the
rest, the amendment appeals peculiar-
ly to single tax men. Under it they
could submit their proposition to the
voters of every county, and when &
majority of the people of a county
favored it, that county would become
as to local taxation a single tax coun-

ty. To bring the merits of this
amendment before the people of
Washington, furds are needed for
speakers and literature. It is be-
lieved that $500 would carry the
amendment, and persons favoring the
agitation may send contributions to
R. T. Noyes, box 321, Seattle, Wash.

The Washington taxation amend-
ment to which we have just called at-
tention, was unanimously recom-
mended in the lower house by the
revenue and taxation committee, com-
posed of republicans, democrats, pop-
ulists and silver republicans, and was
passed: in that house with only three
dissenting votes—a republican and
two populists. Inthesenate,the com-
mittee on constitutional revision, also
composed of all ihe political elements
of the state, unanimously recom-
mended its ‘passage. It passed the
senate with only four votes in the neg-
ative—one silver republican, one pop-
list and two republicans. The amend-
ment, therefore, is clearly non-parti-
san. This is one thing of which the
people of the state need to be advised.
Another is the merits of the measure
itself. For the latter purpose, manu-
scripts from all writers in favor of the
amendment are invited for publica-
tion. They may be sent to Harry B.
Drees, Box 321, Seattle, Wash.

“Statistics,” said a republican state
senator on a certain occasion, “are like
sausages; their value depends upon
who makes them.” Put to this test’
the statistics of prosperity which Con-
gressman Tayler, of Ohio, puts out
through the medium of the American
Protective Tariff League, are simply
worthless. That league is notorious
for its cooked statistics. If it fellin
the way of the American Protective
Tariff League to wish to prove that
it would be feasible to build a railroad
to Neptune, or run a stage line to the
moon, it would not be without plaus-
ible statistics in support of the
proposition. Whenever this league re-
quires statistics for any purpose what-
ever, it has only to command that
there be statistics, and forthwith, be-
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hold! the statistics, strictly according
to order in quality, quantity and
kind, are on hand. Presumably,
therefore, and apparently, the sta-
tistics which the league creditsin its
August leaflet to Congressman Tay-
ler, whereby a stunning period of
proeperity is figured out for last
March, are of the cooked variety.

Professedly they compare the num-
ber of hands employed and wages paid
in 2,229 establishments in March,
1895, with the number employed and
wages paid in March, 1898, in the
same establishments. These estab-
lishments seem to be kept in stock
by the leggue for the purpose of fur-
nishing statistics on call. But wheth-
er that reasonable inference be true
or not, one might wish, in view of the
general complaint of lack of employ-
ment, low wages, and the like, that
the league had named some of the es-
tablishments, as evidence of good
faith. Was the Cleveland wire nail
factory included, we wonder, where
the workmen are struggling against
a 50 per cent. reduction? There is
not & word nor a figure, from begin-
ning to end in the leaflet in question,
which might not have been supplied
by any penny-a-liner accustomed to
writing speeches for congressmen,
without a single authentic fact, but
simply out of his own inner con-
sciousness.

But even if the Protective tariff
league were credited with having iu
this instance put forth true statistics,
they prove nothing worth while.
Here is the whole sum and substance
of them: In March, 1895, 2,229 es-
tablishments employed 204,580
hands, and paid them $7,079,323.34
in wages; in March, 1898, the same
2,229 establishments employed 269,-
329 hands, and paid them $30,198,-
136.94. When stated in this way, in
figures high up in the millions, or as
-8 gain in percentages—thus: “gain of
31.65 per cent. in hands employed;
gain of 44.05 per cent. in wages paid”
—these statistics look formidable.
But consider them in detail and see

how petty they are. Considered in
detail, they show—supposing for ar-
gument’s sake that they are true—
that for the month of March, 1895,
the hands received $34.60 each, and
that for the month of Marcfl, 1898,
they received $37.86—an increase of
$3.26 for the month, or 12} cents for
each man per working day. Twelve
and a half cents!—almost enough to
buy Congressman Tayler an extra
cigar per diem. Is thisthe prosperity
the Protective tariff league has to
offer workingmen, an increase of 124
cents a day? Is this prosperity for
labor, $9.46 a week?

We have long believed that the ex-
citement of the man hunt would ac-
count for many acts of brigandage
and also for much of the boldness and:
skill of detectives, to say nothing of
the bravery of soldiers in the field.
Men find enjoyment in hunting game,
and their enjoyment increases with
the size of the gam. and the danger of
the hunt. To hunt tigers they cross
continents. But what animal hunt
can equal in excitement a first-class
man hunt? The two are incompara-
ble. Highwaymen hold up a train of
cars. Is it for the “plunder” they
get? Yes, much as the tiger’s skin is
the incentive to a tiger hunt. But
men hunt tigers not for their skins
but for the excitement of the hunt.
The skins are only trophies. May it
not be so with highwaymen. What
could thrill one’s blood more than
with a single companion and two pis-
tols to “hold up” a whole train load of
passengets and make them turn over
their valuables, in the face of the dan-
ger of being assailed at any moment
by some passenger bolder than the
rest or an unexpected sheriff noted for
his skill as a marksman, and wafted
out of the world on the wings of a
pistol bullet? And the crack shot of
a sheriff, how could he find greater
enjoyment than in chasing the high-
wayman and bringing him down. For
keen sport, we suspect that no hunt
equals the man hunt. This is the
opinion also of James Felt, of Litch-

field, Ill. He keeps bloodhounds for !

running down escaping criminals,
and this is the way he describes the

man hunt:

In chasing a man wanted for a ser-
ious offense like Mattias, we let the
dogs loose and follow them on horse-
back. The fugitive must then take
chances with the dogs’ jaws if they
catch him. A man hunt with a well
trained pack and a big reward in view
is about as exciting a pastime as the
keenest sportsman would care for. It
is “go” from ‘“the jump,” the hounds
baying joyfully when on the trail and
whining piteously astheycircle around
trying to find where the fugitive has
doubled on his tracks é6r waded in a
pond or stream. Carried away by the
excitement of following the distant
hounds when they are on a straight
trail the rider leaps fences and logs
and dashes through briar patches and
thickets regardless of danger or
wounds. The dogs never give up until
called off the trail. A true bloodhound
is tireless and is most eager when most
baffled by the fugitive’s arts.

Who would waste his time hunting
the buffalo, the boar, the tiger, or the
lion, when sport like that is to be had
in any civilized community where a
crime has been committed? Certain-
ly not Mr. Felt.

Maj. Frederick A. Smith, of Gen.
Shafter’s staff, doesn’t help matters
much for his chief by his explanation
of the criminal lack of medical sup-
plies at Santiago. He explains in an
interview that “not a man in our
outfit, from the commanding gener-
al down, believed we were going up
against such a fight as we struck; a
heavy skirmish was about all we con-
templated, and then came the fights
of which the world knows.” It was
the commanding general’s businessto
expect hard fighting and to be pre-
pared for it. If he was not prepared
for it, his fatuity is no excuse.

One of the justest yet kindliest men
we know, thoughtfully criticizes our
warview of two weeks ago, for subordi-
nating the sweeping success of the
American arms to considerations of

‘military mismanagement, and for neg-

lecting to credit the skill of our navy
with “the virtual wiping out of the .,
Spanich navy, the nest egg of our
huge success.” He wants to know
what black demon possessed us with
such a flood of gall.
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If any demon did possess us it was
probably the same demon who, in less
disagreeable but more dangerous
form, possesses so many to make the
sweeping success of the war a shield of
defense against irrefutable charges
of gross mismanagement. In thein-
toxication of victory the American
people are too prone to ignore mis-
management and malfeasance. Yet
if these were not condéemned with em-
phasis, tinctured even with gall, the
United States would be in danger of
succumbing to our unwholesome ten-
dency to worship mere success. An
apt comparison will not be out of
place. During the Crimean war, the
English papers devoted themselves to
fault-finding, while the French pa-
pers flattered. As an immediate re-
sult, the French army was supposed
everywhere, even in England, to be
about perfect, and in contrast in every
way with the English army; but the
ultimate effect upon the English army
was in the highest degree healthful,
while that of the flattering policy
upon the French army was disgrace-
ful collapse sixteen years later.

In the article which our friend criti-
cizes, we had no intention of minimiz-
ing the sweeping character of our vic-
tory. Nor was there any purpose in
it to detract from the glory of the
navy. With the exception of the
manifest favoritism regarding Samp-
son, our naval record in the war was
without serious blemish. It was more
than that; it was brilliant. Though
the discovery of the utter weakness,
incapacity, rottenness, of the enemy
naturally dims this brilliancy, never-
theless it is evident from the way in
which Dewey, Schley, Sampson, and
their subordinates conducted their
maneuvers, that the navy would have
won laurels against a competent foe.
But notwithstanding the efficiency
of the navy, “the egg of our huge suc-
cess,” as our friend truly describes the
destruction of the Spanish fleets,
would have been addled by the war
department had we not been favored
with extraordinary good luck. From
the unwarrantable supersedure of the

commanding general, with a subor-
dinate in favor with the head of the
department, to the final upsetting of
pretty battle plansbythe unconsidered
lay of the land, the army campaign in
Cuba was a succession of blunders.
They were blunders, too, which would
have culminated in driving our troops
in shame from the island, but for the
still greater blunders of the enemy,
supplemented by the alertness and ef-
fectiveness of Sampson’s squadron.

Congressman Dingley, of tariff
fame, puts on a sanctimonious face
and joins the land grabbing crew.
Our disclaimer as to grabbing terri-
tory was honestly meant, he says, but
recent events as to Cuba “appear to
indicate that the island is unequal to
self-government.” What are those
events? What single indication have
we that Cuba is not equal to self-gov-
ernment? Notone. Even if shewerein
fact unequal to self-government, that
would be none of our business. We
have no commission to set up govern-
ments for people that we choose to
regard as incapable of self-govern-
ment. Mexico governs herself. The
Central American states govern them-
selves. The nations of South Ameri-
ca govern themselves. Their govern-
ments are not up to our ideas, but
what of that? Would Mr. Dingley
have us send gunboats and troopships
down there to set them up in the gov-
ernment business according to our
standards? He certainly would not
say so. Why, then, this hypoc-
risy about Cuba. It could govern it-
self as well as any of our continental
neighbors to the south, and better
than they have done at some pointsin
their history. The true inwardness
of all the talk about Cuban inability
with reference to self-government,
Dingley’s included, is that we want to
annex Cuba and are in search of some
hypocritical excuse for throwing our
pledge against annexation to the
winds. '

The native political societies of
Hawaii, which protest with great dig-
nity and earnestness against annexa-

tion without reference to the will of
the people of the Hawaiian islands,
basing their protest expressly upon
that part of the declaration of inde-
pendence which proclaims that “gov-
ernments derive their just powers
from the consent of the governed,” °
are guilty of a strange oversight.
They ought to know that the admin-
istration doesn’t put much store by
the declaration of independence. It
was Lincoln, not McKinley, who gave
the republican party its reputation for
respecting that document, and Lin-
coln is out of date.

The address of her private secre-
tary to the natives of the Hawaiian is-
lands, in which the deposed queen re-
linquishes her hopes, is pathetic; not
on account of her personal disap-
pointment, but because she so evi-
dently voices the sorrow of the peo-
ple. She reminds them that they.
have been swamped in their own hos-
pitality and generosity. Those whom
they welcomed to the islands from
thegreat republic, have accepted their
welcome only to betray them; and the
great republic itself has seized their
islands because it happens to mneed
them or to think it does. While the
address contains not the slightest ex-
pression of ill-feeling toward this
country, but merely alludes, and that
but briefly, to familiar facts, it can-
not be read by any sensitive Ameri-
can without bringing to his cheeks a
tingle of shame. The conviction
must press itself upon him that in
some way his country has acted an in-
defensible part. All the more must
he have this feeling when he readsthe
mournful congratulation with which
the queen closes her address. Though
she says that annexation will at any
rate give the natives a chance at the
ballot box to direct the country which
was once their own, he cannot but
shrink as he realizes that this is just
what it will not do. For he must sus-
pect,if she does not, that under Amer-
ican domination the native Hawaiians
are to be disfranchised.

For attempticg to kill an insur-

gent at Manila and succeeding in



The Public

. 5

wounding him in the leg, a Spaniard
has been arrested by the United
States authorities and put into jail;
for attempting to steal, five insur-
gents were promptly shot by the same
suthorities. Thus do we impress the
untutored Filipino mind with the
fundamental principle of American
plutocracy, that property is more
sacred than human life.

Vaccination was a live question in
the British parliament at the session
just closed. A sentiment so strong
against compulsory vaccination had
grown up in England, that the house
of commons in passing a remedial
measure provided for the total exemp-
tion from compulsory vaccination of
all persons who object on grounds of
conscience, together with the chil-
dren of such. This clause the house
of lords stubbornly opposed, but was
at length forced to adopt it to prevent
the defeat of the entire measure,
which in other respects was intended
to protect the purity of vaccine mat-
ter. Commenting upon the measure,
the New York Evening Post won-
dered at the English prejudice against
vaccination, which drew out a letter
from Montague R. Leverson, M. D.
Dr. Leverson, who has the degrees
also of M. A.and Ph. D. from the Uni-
versity of Gottingen, is now a prac-
ticing physician at Fort Hamilton,
N. Y. He was well known as a pub-
licist in California two decades ago,
and has devoted great study to the
subject of vaccination. He is cer-
tainly qualified to contribute to the
enlightenment of the public with ref-
erence to the question. But the Even-
ing Post, which opens its columns
freely to letters of which it approves,
and to others when it sees an oppor-
tunity to pitch into the writers, re-
turns Dr. Leverson’s without publi-
cation. As the action of the British
perliament in virtually abolishing
compulsory vaccination, especially as
the action is based upon the report of
an expert commission, shows that the
vaccination question is not one-sided,
we gladly give Dr. Leverson an.oppor-
tunity to outline the other side. Fol-

lowing is his rejected letter to the
Evening Post:

In your issue of the 6th inst. is an
article on vaccination, in which it is
said: ‘“The prejudice against vaccin-
ation in England is incomprehensi-
ble.” It is by no means so in England.
There they have had a royal commis-
sion of inquiry, and the evidence was
overwhelming to prove: (1) That
vaccination affords not the least pro-
tection against smallpox; (2) that
smallpox is generally a very mild dis-
ease; and (3) that cowpox is often &
very dangerous one. Already several
of our unfortunate volunteers have
fallen victims to this ‘“grotesque
superstition,” and every pathologist
who has studied the pathology of vac-
cination, with whom I have an oppor-
tunity of conversing upon the subject,
agrees with me in the opinion that the
tremendous sickness which has be-
fallen the army in Cuba is mainly due
to the fact of their vitality having
been so lowered by having an animal
poison (cowpox) injected into their
blood that they were unable to resist
the noxious influence of their sur-
roundings. It was the inoculation of
smallpox, under the quackery of those
days, which, at critical moments, dis-
abled the army of Washington; it is
an even worse inoculation which, un-
der the quackery of the present day,
is now disabling our army in the flower
of their youth, the flower of the man-
hood of America. When will common
sense be suffered to prevail over of-
ficial ignorance and ‘vested inter-
esis,” and this murderous superstition

be abandoned?
. '

The Chicago school census reveals
a suggestive contrast. Of the inhab-
ited blocks of the western metropolis,
it brings into shape for comparison
the most thickly with the most sparse-
ly settled. The block bounded by
Blackhawk, Division, Holt and Dick-
son streets, is inhabited by 2,312
Poles, 347 Germans, 22 Irish, 23 Nor-
wegians, 6 Russians, 10 Swedes,and 7
Americans,—a total of 2,727. In
contrast with this crowded block, is
one bounded by Indiana and Michi-
gan avenues, 37th street and 37 place.
It is fully occupied, yet is inhabited
by only 9 people. He that hath brains
to think and a conscience to feel, here
may he find work for both.

One Senor Santos, described as a
well-known writer of Madrid and a
specialist on American subjects, is re-
ported as saying that the United

\

States means to rob not only Spain
but all other European countries of
their American colonies, and that
having accomplished this it will turn
upon Mexico, which country it re-
gards as a rampart separating it from
the rest of Latin America, which it
also wants to appropriate.  Senor
Santos evidently obtains his ideas of
what the United States intends, from
the editorial columns of our expan-
sionist newspapers.

It was not a representative of the
Cleveland wire nail workers, who are
striking against a reduction of wages,
but the president of the bankers’ con-
vention at Denver, that said: “We
have seen the fog of depression lift,
the sunshine of prosperity come.”

This same baunker, on the same oc-
casion, assured his hearers that the
period of hard times ended suddenly
at the beginning of 1898. If that be
true, what are we to think of the or-
gans and touters who assured the
public pretty nearly all through the
year 1897 that we were then in the
midst of good times? And what has
Secretary Gage {o say about it, after
having predicted that now, the war
being over, we might expect at last to
get our share of prosperity?

Gen. Fitzhugh Lee has done much
to win the confidence and gratitude
of the American people, but is Presi-
dent McKinley’s way of expressing
their sentiment for them just what
they like? In recognition of Gen.
Lee’s services, the president has ap-
pointed his son to a lieutenancyin the
army over the heads of others who
have done no less to deserve it. This
method is not a recognition of Gen.
Lee’s services, it is nothing but fa-
voritism. But President McKinley
seems sadly at a loss to distinguish be-
tween the public rewards that recog-
nize public service, and mere public
gifts to personal favorites.

The report that John R. McLean
is. slated for a place‘in McKinley’s
cabinet, is altogether too good to be
credible. McILean belongs with the
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Mark Hanna outfit. With his mil-
lions, his ambiticns, and his incapaci-
ty, he would make a suitable successor
to Alger. But McKinley will never
take McLean into his official family
at Washington. McLean is too use-
ful to Hanna in the democratic sheep-
fold.

NATURAL TAXATION.

Taxation has been so long and so
universally applied without reference
to fundamental principles of justice
and high expediency, has been so gen-
erally imposed by arbitrary codes,
that a pernicious idea has taken root,
not only in the common but also in
the expert mind, that there is mo
science of taxation, no system of nat-
ural laws to which taxation may be
scientifically adjusted. This idea is
ably controverted' by Thomas G.
Shearman. A leading member of the
New York bar, a legal author of na-
tional reputation, an expert in
statistics, a profound student of taxa-
tion whose opinions everywhere com-
mand respect, and withal a writer of
exceptional perspicuity and force, Mr.
Shearman’s discussion of the subject
cannot fail to interest and instruct.
It is to be found in a work of his which
first appeared three years ago, and is
now reissued in a revised and en-
larged editioh under the imprint of
Doubleday and McClure, the title be-
ing “Natural Taxation—an Inquiry
Into the Practicability, Justice and
Effects of a Scientific and Natural
Method of Taxation.”

L

Mr. Shearman argues that unless
there be a science of taxation, there is
no science of government, for govern-
ment implies taxation. Taxes are the
indispensable condition of govern-
ment; upon them it lives, and without
them it would die. Just as certainly,
therefore, as the existence of the body
implies a science of food, the exist-
ence of human society implies a
science of taxation. Taxes are the
food of the body politic.

He entertains no doubt that “every
branch of human life, just as truly as
vegetable life, is governed by natural
laws of unerring accuracy and invari-
able operation.” If it were not so, if
in human affairs there really were no
natural standards of right and:wrong,

then Mr. Shearman believes that
neither college professors nor book
writers should presume to say any-
thing about taxation; he would refer
the whole subject “to Senator Quay,
with power.”

But we may be sure, he declares,
that there is a science of taxation,
which we can learn if we only listen
to the voice of nature. Nature
teaches this subject as the teaches
everything else—“by the stern press-
ure of necessity driving us forward,
while every path except the right one
is hedged up with difficulties and pen-
alties.” TUnscientific taxation is as
certain, he proceeds, “to produce bad
government and bad social condi-
tions,as is bad food to produce indiges-
tion and decay in the human body.”
If, therefore, we find taxation bearing
most heavily upon those least able to
pay, upon those who derive least bene-
fits from government; if we find it tak-
ing “from the poverty of the poor to
add to the wealth of the rich;” if we
find it easily evaded by fraud or false-
hood, and therefore paid only by the
honest and truthful; if it can be col-
lected only by oppressive and degrad-
ing methods; if it unnecessarily
hinders the increase of wealth and
comfort among the people as a whole;
if it corrupts the morals of the people
or necessarily. brings into existence
a class which finds its profit in pro-
moting wastefulness and extrava-
gance in public affairs; if it forces the
real taxpayer to make two payments
where the government receives but
one—if these are the results of taxa-
tion, the taxation that produces them
is unscientific, unnatural. They are
the penalties with which nature
wards us off from wrong methods of
taxation, while driving us on to fur-
ther investigation and experiment un-
til we shall find the right one.

Starting from that premise, Mr.
Shearman enters upon an extended
and;extremely interesting and prac-
tical inquiry into the working and ef-
fects of the methods of taxation com-
monly in use.

IL

Indirect taxation first claims his at-
tention. This system, the one mostin
use in all civilized countries to-day, is
shown to possess about all the faults
that he has enumerated as tests of bad
taxation. Mr. Shearman calls it

“crooked taxation,” not only because
it is indirect, but also because its pe-
culiar tendency is to make the rich
richer and the poor poorer, to burden
those least able to bear it, to remove
legitimate checks upon the extrava-
gance of government, to foster a class
whose incomes depend upon legalized
robbery, to perpetuate tax burdens
lest vested rights suffer by their re-
moval, and to promote public corrup-
tion by making business profits de-
pend directly upon legislation. These
assertions are established by a great
wealth of statistical citation clearly
explained.’

One of the most striking features of
this part of Mr. Shearman’s inquiry
is his demonstration that indirect
taxation makes the rich richer and the
poor poorer. We have space only to
state the result of the demonstration.
The laboring classes of the United
States who in 1880, under the pre-
vailing system of indirect taxation,
accumulated only 19 per cent. of the
total wealth-product of the year,
could have accumulated with mno
more self-denial as much as 43 per
cent. in the absence of taxation;
whereas the rich, who accumulated 64
per cent. with taxation, could have
accumulated only 39 per cent. with-
out it.

III.

Concluding from his inquiry thus
far, that nature testifies in unmistak-
able terms against the naturalness of
indirect taxation, Mr. Shearman next
considers the question of direct taxa-
tion. And since the only variations
of that method now in use to any im-
portant extent are the income tax, the
succession tax, and the general proep-
erty tax, he confines his attention to
these. )

With the same precision and force
that characterize his treatment of in-
direct taxation, he argues against all
three. The income tax he finds to be
unfair and in many respects imprac-
ticable, one of his objections to it be-
ing that it falls as heavily upon in-
comes earned by hard personal labor
as upon those derived from accumu-
lated wealth. The succession tax,
though measurably successful as a
supplemental tax, could not be made
the sole source of public incomes, and
is essentially unfair. It isto the gen-
eral property tax, however, that Mr.
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