\

The Public

Fourth Year.

CHICAGO, SATURDAY, AUGUST 31, 1901.

LOUIS F. POST, Editor.
Entered at the Chicago. III.. Post-office as secondclass matter.
For terms and all other particulars of publi
cation, see last column of last pare.

The private citizen tires; but the
trust never quits nor sulks.
One Methodist bishop, if the San
Francisco Star is correctly informed,
takes a sensible and human view of
last year's disturbances in China. In
a letter foreshadowing bis report,
says the Star of Bishop David H.
Moore, of Frankfort, Ind., "a repre
sentative of the Methodist church
specially commissioned to visit China
to investigate the causes of the Boxer
outbreaks," the bishop writes:
Great wrongs the Chinese have
committed, but with a tenth part of
the provocation we would have done
a thousand times more and greater.
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the only a change of owners, not a de
struction of the values owned.
Both reviewers and assessors
laughed to-day over an interview
with S. J. Klein, representing Joseph
Beifield & Co., who tried to get a re
duction of the firm's assessment on
the ground it was losing money
everyday. The two boards sat in
joint session. When Mr. Klein sat
in the witness chair to plead the
cause of hard times for the manufac
turing firm he represents, a smile
spread over the face of Assessor
Gray, who innocently asked: "How
about those prosperity speeches
made b3r Mr. Beifield in Central Music
hall last fall during the campaign,
in which he asserted that last year
was the greatest year of prosperity
he had ever had in his business?"
Mr. Klein was taken off of his guard,
for he had finished saying the firm
had lost money all of last year and
that it was losing more this year.
The reference to his partner's public
statements to the contrary staggered
him. "Well," he stammered, "you
mustn't take a man's political argu
ments too seriously."

Earlier in the summer, the Amer
ican newspapers told "the man out of
One paper evidently understands
a job" that the farmers of the north
the
real import of the action of the
west needed him, and needed him at
steel
trust in dismantling its works
high wages; and that, therefore, there
■was no excuse whatever for his- pov at McKeesport. This is the Kansas
erty. Some of the workless appear to City Star. In its comment it says
have been deceived by this cry of that "the workmen will go elsewhere,
"pl«nty of profitable work off yon but the loss in real estate values and
der!" for here is some of the after the destruction of business cannot be
That is true as to the
math, a news dispatch of the 23d from repaired."
workingmen. The dismantling of the
"Winnipeg:
Winnipeg is in a state of turmoil, steel works does not hurt them unless
due to the presence of several thou they have invested in McKeesport
sand harvesters who claim they were lots. But the Star is wrong in saying
brought here from every part of east
ern Canada under the promise of big- that the loss in real estate values and
wages and employment for several the destruction of business cannot be
months. About 600 who came here repaired.
Business as well as the
from Minnesota and Dakota say if
workmen
will
go elsewhere. And as
they are not given work or free trans
portation to the states they will make to the real estate values, they will go
an appeal to the American consul.
where the workmen and the business
do. They will not be destroyed. Keal
There was a significant echo of estate owners and business men else
last year's presidential campaign in where will get all the values that real
an incident before the Chicago tax estate owners and business men of
commission last week. It needs no McKeesport lose. The effect will be

The city board of equalization of
Cleveland has taken a most impor
tant step of general interest in decid
ing to tax the value of riparian rights
along the water front of Lake Erie.
This decision wras reached on the
2Gth, against the determined opposi
tion of the rich owners of these val
uable but hitherto untaxed landed
privileges. A queer objection was
made by the Otis Steel company.
Its manager wanted to know why the
board doesn't tax "our right to use
the air." Mr. Baker, the attorney
for the board, replied with a joke.
"The air over the steel plant wouldn't
be worth much," he said; "you have
put too much smoke into it." The
point of that joke ought to be visible
to every inhabitant of a "soft coal"
city. But the steel company's .man
ager was too indignant to appreciate
a joke, and he retorted:
Well, I think you have as much right
to tax that as you have to tax our
riparian rights.
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The difference is that all of us have
air and light, but just a few of you
people have Lake Erie.

This equalization board of Cleve
land, it will interest our readers to
know, has been proceeded against for
contempt of court in disobeying an
injunction. The complainant is the
"Big Consolidated" street car com
pany. It got an injunction in July
(p. 243), prohibiting the board from
raising its tax. The injunction was
dissolved onihe 30th of July (p. 257).
The street car company appealed at
once, and gave a bond; which, as it
contends, hung the matter up, with
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the injunction in force. But imme
diately upon the dissolution of the
injunction, and before the; perfection
of the appeal, there being no stay of
their action meantime, the board
added $7,291,609 to the company's
tax. These are the facts on which
the contempt proceedings are based.
The action of the democratic con
vention of Iowa gives an indication
of the extent to which Mayor John
son, of Cleveland, has forced the sub
ject of equitable taxation upon public
attention. In its platform this con
vention declares:
The Democratic party believes that
the burden of taxation! should be borne
equally by all taxable property subject
to the jurisdiction of the state. We
pledge our members of the general
assembly to formulate and urge the
adoption of such a law as will compel
the burden of taxation to rest on cor
porate and individual property alike,
without favor and exemption of any
interest.

The Public
though the republican platform of
Iowa is vague and the democratic
platform affirms the national plat
form of the party.
But that
affirmation became necessary be
cause the reactionary conspirators of
the party exploited Ohio, Maryland,
Virginia and Pennsylvania as having
abandoned the national platform
when they did not reaffirm it, and
were ready to make the same ex
ploitation with reference to Iowa.
This view, which we elaborated last
week, is confirmed by the Dubuque
Telegraph, the most ' representative
democratic paper in Iowa, and' a dem
ocratic paper which is democratic.
It says:
If the Ohio convention had said
nothing about national questions and
limited its platform exclusively' 'to
state issues; and if its action and the
action of Pennsylvania, Virginia and
Maryland had not been construed ajad
paraded by plutocrats and the plu
tocratic press as a deliberate repudia
tion of the national Democratic plat
form and leader, the democrats of
Iowa might have waived reaffirma
tion and contented themselves with
a platform dealing with state issues
alone. But when what had preceded
gave certain assurance that if they
did this their action would be inter
preted and heralded as proof that they
also were against what they had sup
ported in 1900 they refused to assent
to anything short of reaffirmation. In
ordinary circumstances, this being a
year when no congressmen are chosen
and a governor and. a legislature are,
they would not have objected to a
purely state platform. They were
unwilling, however, to pass the Kansis City platform without men
tion when they knew that the
moment they had done so it would
be proclaimed from one end of the
land, to the other that they had such an
imperfect conception of and such little
devotion to fundamental democratic
principles as to be against them in
1001, though they had been for them
in 1900. It was the plutocratic press
of the country that made reaffirma
tion an unavoidable issue in Iowa, and
Iowa's answer is unmistakable and
worthy of its patriotism and intelli
gence.

Weak as this declaration is, for rail
road interests got into the democratic
as well as into the republican conven
tion of Iowa, it is nevertheless direct
ly in line with the work that
Johnson is doing in Ohio. Even
the preliminary statement that "tax
ation should be borne equally by all
taxable property," is in harmony, as
far as it goes, with Johnson's fiscal
principle. Though a careless read
ing might make it appear like adeelaration in favor of the absurdly, in
equitable general property tax, to
which Johnson is opposed, a second
reading will disclose that it leaves
open the question of what ought to
be taxable property. The essence of
the declaration is that all property
which you make taxable you should
tax equally. That is honest doctrine.
But when it comes to the point of try
ing to tax all kinds of property equal
ly the public will discover the neces
sity of distinguishing property that
can be and ought to be taxable, from
The brave anti-independent speech
property that cannot be taxed fairly of Prof. Charles Eliot Norton, of
and ought not to be taxed at all.
Harvard, which was- the principal
speech at the annual alumni dinner
The tax question is really the only of Sanderson academy, has attracted
issue in Iowa this year, as it is in Ohio, the critical attention of the Chicago

Chronicle. As the Chronicle is some
what unsteady upon its political feet,
a phenomenon which is due to dizzi
ness in its political head, this criti
cism of Prof. Norton, both in its sub
stance and in its spirit, is naturally
enough somewhat incoherent. Prof.
Norton had attributed to the Filipino
patriots the same motives that con
trolled the American people in 1776.
To that the Chronicle replies that the
professor overlooks many important
facts. It specifies two, describing
them as of more than passing men
tion, which shows how important the
others may be. The first is "the fact
that there never was a time when the
Filipino insurrection as against Spain,
and probably this is true also as
against the United States, could not
have been bought with money." But
precisely that accusation might have
been made, and with greater force,
against the American patriots. For
Great Britain did buy one of our
greatest generals, Benedict Arnold,
a purchase that would have ended
the revolution but for the accidental
capture of Andre; whereas our efforts
to buy the Filipinos utterly failed,
and the so-called sale to Spain was not
a sale. Spain granted the reformsdemanded by the Filipinos, which was
the main consideration, and the
money that passed was quite as legiti
mate as the money we paid to Spain
for the Philippine islands. More
over, it was all used to support the
second rebellion, waged against Spain
because she refused the reforms she
had promised to grant. The other
fact to which the Chronicle calls at
tention is equally weak as a criticism
of Prof. Norton.
The Chronicle
says: "So far as we are advised, the
noblest inspiration of the insurgents
when they were in greatest force in
front of Manila, shortly before its
capture by the Americans, was that
that city should be given up to pillage
and its inhabitants put to the sword."
Then the Chronicle is badly advised.
This slander was an imperialistic aft
erthought. Even if it had been true,
would the Filipinos appear thereby
to have been worse than our own

