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trial complications supported by Constitutional
buttresses and public opinion will presently permit.
A vote for Wilson is a vote against the principle
of Privilege. How far in the direction of abolish-
ing Privilege Mr. Wilson can go if elected, will de-
pend very much upon the popular backing he has.
The larger his vote the greater his power to over-
come the obstacles that plutocrats and spoilsmen
will thrust in his way. How far he will go, the op-
portunity being afforded, will depend upon himself.
No one can make predictions for him more than for
any other man, except upon the basis of his record
in politics. But the record is all in his favor. Asa
candidate for Governor and now for President,
Mr. Wilson has personally been more defiant than
any other Presidential candidate at this election
has been in any campaign time, of the bosses, finan-
cial or political, who could have served him and
would have served him had he dealt tenderly with
them. As Governor of New Jersey he has officially
done more that goes to prove the genuineness of
his declarations against Privilege, than Mr. Taft
has done in four years at the White House or Mr.
Roosevelt did in all his seven years there.

& O
La Follette on Roosevelt.*

Mr. Roosevelt’s worthiness for leadership in the
Progressive movement could not be better known
or understood by anyone than by Senator La Fol-
lette. Senator La Follette stood alone among Re-
publican leaders in the Senate in the heat of the
Progressive fight, when President Roosevelt, who
might have helped mightily, helped not at all, but
hindered ; and Senator La Follette deserves public
confidence in his veracity and in his loyalty to
principle. But Senator La Follette does not testify
to Roosevelt’s worthiness. On the contrary he de-
clares him unworthy. And he proves his case.

&

In the latest of the historical articles which
Senator La Follette is publishing in La Follette’s
magazine, a continuation of those he recently pub-
lished in the American Magazine, he charges that
Roosevelt’s candidacy was induced, by the Special
Interests in order to ‘“capture, or to divide and
checkmate the Progressive movement.” To rea-
sonable observers of political affairs during the
past ten years, this charge needs no direct corrobor-
ation. The circumstantial evidence in support of it
would convict of murder, if murder were the of-
fense. It is overwhelming. But La Follette does
not trust to circumstantial evidence alone. He tes-
tifies.

"*See Publics of August 2, page 722; and October 4,
page 939,
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Regarding some of the more recent facts in the
matter, Senator La .Follette goes on to say of
Roosevelt: -

Until he came into the open as a candidate flve
months before the [regular Republican] convention,
there had been a strong and rapidly growing Pro-
gressive movement within the Republican party. It
was based on clearly defined principles and stood
forth as the representative of modern political
thought on fundamental democracy. It had assumed
national proportions and was united. Into this
movement, when it gave promise of national success,
Roosevelt projected his ambition to be President a
third time.

Mr. Roosevelt’s facility for finding new folks to
fool as fast as those he is through with have found
him out, must have some psychological reason.
Probably a hint of it appears in the old anecdote
of the boy whose father objected to his going to
dancing school. “But father,” urged the boy,
“didn’t you and mother go to dancing school when
you were voung?”’ To the father’s explana-
tion that they did, but had seen the folly of it, the
boy replied: ““Well, father, I want to see the folly

of it, too.”
& o
More Important Politics.

Who is elected President is of secondary im-
portance to the questions of taxation to be voted
on next week in Missouri and Oregon. It would be
beyond all reason to expect the progressive side on
these questions to win its first battle over the tre-
mendous political power of the Interests, which
are arrayed against it. But serious political bat-
tles, with real political and financial enemies,
are being fought ; and out of the result next Tues-
day, be that result what it may, will come new en-
ergy and better opportunity for the next battle.

& &

The Tax Amendment in Missouri,

Describing at page 1010, the tax amendment to
be voted on in Missouri next Tuesday, we caused
a mistaken impression by saying that “in 1920
and thereafter land values would bear,” under
that Amendment if adopted, “the whole tax
burden.” The error was due in part to a misap-
prehension of ours as to the text of the Amend-
ment. We had mistaken the draft as reported
at page 1030 of The Public for October 6, 1911,
for the revised form as finally filed. The form as
filed, being the Amendment on which the vote of
next.Tuesday is to be taken, is as follows:

Section 1. All property now subject to taxation
shall be classified for purposes of taxation and for
exemption from taxation, as follows:

Class One shall include all personal property. All
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bonds and public securities of the State, and of the
political subdivisions and municipalities thereof,
now or hereafter issued, shall be exempt from all
taxes, State and local, from and after the adoption
of this amendment; and all other personal property
shall be exempt from all taxes, State and local, in
the year 1914 and thereafter; provided that nothing
in this amendment shall be construed as limiting or
denying the power of the State to tax any form of
franchise, privilege or inheritance.

Class Two shall include all improvements in or on
lands, except improvements in or on lands now ex-
empt from taxation by law. In the years 1914 and

- 1915, all property in Class Two shall be exempt from
all taxes, State and local, to the extent of one-fourth
of the assessed value of such property; in the years
1916 and 1917, to the extent of two-fourths; in the
years 1918 and 1919 to the extent of three-fourths,
and in the year 1920 and thereafter all property in
Class Two shall be exempt from all taxes, State and
local; provided, however, that in the year 1914 and
thereafter, the improvements to the extent of $3,000
in assessed value on the homestead of every house-
holder or head of a family, shall be exempt from
all taxes, State and local.

Class Three shall include all lands in the State, in-
dependent of the improvements thereon or therein,
except lands now exempt from taxation by law, and
shall also include all franchises for public service
utilities, and no property in Class Three shall ever be
exempt from taxation by law, and shall also include
all franchises for public service utilities, and no
property in Class Three shall ever be exempt from
taxation.

Section 2. All property subject to taxation in this
State shall be assessed for taxes at its true and
actual value.

Section 3. No poll tax shall be levied or coilected
in Missouri, nor shall any tax whatsoever be levied
or imposed on any person, firm, merchant, manufac-
turer, trade, labor, business, occupation or profession
under the form or pretext of a license for revenue
after December 31, 1913, but nothing herein shall be
construed as affecting the licensing of any business,
occupation, profession, place or thing In the interest
of the public peace, health or safety; and nothing
herein contained shall be construed as changing the
present laws governing the regulation of the manu-
facture and sale of fermented, vinous and spirituous
liquors.

Section 4. The existing Constitutional limitations
upon the rates of taxation for State, County, School
and Municipal purposes shall have no force and
effect after January 1, 1914,

Section 5. The General Assembly shall provide
the legislation necessary to secure full and effective
compliance with the purposes and intent of this
amendment. Nothing in this amendment shall be
construed to limit the initiative and referendum pow-
er reserved by the people.

From the above full text of the pending Amend-
ment it will be seen that nothing in the Amend-
ment is to be “construed as limiting or denying
the power of the State to tax any form of fran-
chise, privilege or inheritance,;” and that the prop-
erty named as in the non-exempt class includes
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not only “all lands in the State, independent of the
improvements thereon or therein,” except those
now exempt by law, but also “all franchises for
public service utilities.” Land values in the ordi-
nary sense would not bear the whole burden of
taxation after 1\920 in consequence of this Amend-

ment.
e &

Congressional Candidates.

When the next Congress convenes, it will be well
for the public interests if these names appear
upon the roll:

Henry George, Jr. (Democrat), of the 21st district
of New York.

Carl J. Buell (Democrat), at large for Minnesota.

Warren Worth Bailey (Democrat), of the 19th dis-
trict of Pennsylvania.

Edward Frensdorf (Democrat),
Michigan.

John C. Vaughan (Democrat), of the 2nd district
of Illinois.

Arthur W. Fulton (Progressive Republican), of
the 6th district of Illinois.

Frank Buchanan (Democrat), of the 7th district of
1llinois.

Henry T. Rainey (Democrat), of the 20th district
of Illinois.

James M. Graham (Democrat), of the 21st district
of Illinois.

Victor L. Berger (Socialist), of the 5th district
of Wisconsin.

Martin D. Foster (Democrat), of the 23rd district
of Illinois.

Charles M. Thomson (Progressive Party), of the
10th district of Illinois.

Clyde H. Tavenner (Democrat), of the 14th district
of Illinois.

Charles G. Heifner (Democrat), of the Seattle dis-
trict in Washington.

George L. Record (Progressive Party), of New
Jersey.

David J. Lewis (Democrat), of Maryland.

Edward Keating (Democrat), of Colorado.

William Kent (Independent), of California.

& &

Sulzer in New York.

Strenuous efforts to elect Mr. Straus, the Roose-
velt candidate for Governor of New York, are
being made, and in this connection the race ques-
tion, for by birth Mr. Straus is a Jew, has been
raised in his favor. Noet a very desirable method
of campaigning, that; for a race question is a
race question whichever way you use it. But it
turns out that Mr. Straus’s relation to the Jews of
New York is somewhat as Bob Ingersoll’s was to
Presbyterians. This may be good or not in itself,
but it is not a good card politically, when the race
question is up in the household. In the same con-
nection it transpires that Mr. Sulzer in his long
career in Congress, and pursuant to his policy of

at large for



