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tion of the Australasian land value
tax.
Another notable banquet has been
added by the single tax men of Mas
sachusetts to the several they have
given at Boston during the past
three years in aid of their move
ment. On this occasion the special
guests were the Catholic clergy, of
whom a score were present, including
Vicar General Byrne. The proceed
ings were published in full by the
Boston Herald of the 4th. The ad
dress of the evening, delivered by Fa
ther Johnston, rector of the Gate of
Heaven church, was upon the single
tax in its relations to the teaching
of the Catholic church. . It was a
thoughtful and eloquent argument
in support of the conclusion that
there is nothing in the single tax
method or principle at variance with
the teachings of the Catholic church.
On the whole, the minority re
port of the ways and means com
mittee of the lower house of con
gress, which advocates a reduction
of not less than $70,000,000, instead
of only $40,000,000 as the repub
lican majority proposes, is a wellconsidered document. It is true
there are flaws in it. For instance,
it advocates taxes on production In
stead of consumption as a sound
fiscal principle; whereas taxes should
fall upon neither consumption nor
production, but upon such proper
ty as their expenditure enhances in
value. The report takes fair ground,
however, in declaring that the mi
nority will not oppose the reduc
tions contemplated by the majority,
but will seek only to enlarge them.
It is wise also in suggesting that
fnrther reductions in
taxation
should be made by abolishing some
of the tariff duties that foster
trusts and enable them to sell goods
abroad for lower prices than they
get at home for the same kind of
goods out of the same factories.
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worldly wisdom has been again ex
emplified by the Standard Oil trust.
In 1892 that organization was or
dered to dissolve. The order issued
from the supreme court of Ohio pur
suant to the Ohio anti-trust law.
But the company paid no attention
to it. So the republican attorney
general, Mr. Monett, began proceed
ings in 1897 to punish the trust for
contempt in disobeying the order of
dissolution. Attempts were made to
bribe him. But he was proof against
that, and the republican state con
vention consequently refused to re
nominate him. It also refused to re
nominate one of the judges of the
supreme court who was known to be
friendly to the anti-trust law. A
new attorney general and one new
supreme court judge were according
ly elected a year ago. And now the
supreme court makes a decision. Or
rather it fails to make one. It stands
3 to 3 on the question of punishing
for contempt, which is the same
thing to the trust as a favorable de
cision. The trust goes free. By a
curious coincidence the new judge
is one of the three who favors the
Standard Oil trust. Was there ever
such luck?

Wu Ting Fang, the talented dip
lomat who represents the Chinese
empire at Washington, lectured last
week before a large audience in
New York on the five relations of
man—sovereign and subject, parent
and child, elder and younger, hus
band and wife, friend and friend—
as taught by Confucius. In the
course of his lecture Mr. Wu took
occasion to compare the golden ride
of the Christian with that of the
Confucian. Since Christ taught
men to do to others as they would
have others do to them, while Con
fucius taught them not to do to
others what they would not wish
others to do to them, Mr. Wu in
ferred that the two precepts are
identical. He considered as "hairsplitters" those who find in them
Good luck is one of the elements different ideas. It is hardly hair
of success in lawsuits. This piece of splitting, however, to say that
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Christ's golden rule is positive,
whereas that of Confucius is only
negative, and to maintain that
therein there is a substantial dif
ference. But this aside; we may
readily agree with Mr. Wu in his
pointed rebuke that conventional
Christians do not even try to live
up to Christian precepts.
Re
ferring to Christ's command: "Love
your enemies," Mr. Wu said:
Lave your enemies! At this very
moment Christian missionaries are
crying- for vengeance and bloodshed.
Christian armies are hastening, spar
ing neither age nor sex, in their in
discriminate slaughter, and carrying
away everything upon which they can
la3- their hands. What a vast differ
ence between profession and practice!
In this connection it may be well
to explain that the most numerous
and vehement of the demands upon
the president for vengeance against
the Chinese are reported from the
white house to have come from
Christian ministers.
THE WASHINGTON CENTENNIAL.
At the city of Washington, as we
write, there is in progress the first
centennial celebration of the occu
pation of the District of Columbia
as the seat of the American gov
ernment.
By the constitution, which be
came operative in 1789, congress is
empowered "to exercise exclusive
legislation in all cases whatsoever
over such district (not exceeding ten
miles square) as may, by cession of
particular states and the acceptance
of congress, become the seat of the
government of the United States."
At first the new government sat at
New York and then at Philadelphia,
but at the first session of the first
congress steps were taken to secure
a permanent place where the power
of exclusive legislation thus con
ferred by the constitution might be
freely exercised. This was not a
simple matter. The sectional illfeeling between the north and the
south, which grew in intensity until
it culminated in 1861 in the civil
war, played an irritating part in the
selection of a site.
That the site should be upon a
navigable river was taken as matter
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of course, in those days before the
advent of railroads. The Susquehan
na was a favorite with northern con
gressmen, but the matter settled
down to an issue between the Potomac and the Delaware.
South
ern statesmen opposed the Delaware
because they feared that if the capi
tal were located above Mason and
Dixon's line it would tend to give
the northern states an undue influ
ence in the general government.
For corresponding reasons northern
statesmen opposed the Potomac.
The dispute was adjusted by a com
promise.
Alexander Hamilton's scheme for
cementing the American union and
strengthening its credit by having
the federal government assume the
then existing state debts and pay
them in full along with those in
curred by its predecessor, the colo
nial confederation, had become one
of the issues between Hamilton and
Jefferson. As Hamilton was a north
ern and Jefferson a southern leader
of opinion, this issue of assumption
and the issue of a capital site pos
sessed1 compromise possibilities. An
agreement was consequently made,
pursuant to which Jefferson yielded
to Hamilton with reference to the
federal assumption of the state
debts, and with reference to the
capital site the north in return yield
ed to the south. The Potomac was
accordingly chosen by act of con
gress of July 16, 1790, for the seat
of government; and in 1791 Presi
dent Washington proclaimed that a
site upon its banks had been se
lected and secured.
Originally this site comprised ter
ritory on both sides of the river—
in Virginia as well as in Maryland.
But in 1846 the Virginian part,
about one-third of the whole, was
permitted by congress to be with
drawn and restored to Virginia, the
inhabitants voting, as they did by a
large majority, in favor of the
change.
Before that change the district
was in shape a perfect ten-mile
square, its four corners pointing re
spectively north, east, south and
west. Except the villages of George
town on the Maryland side and Alex
andria on the Virginian, it was an
open farming country.
On the
Maryland side the land was hilly and
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swampy. One of the hills was se
lected for the capitol and another
for the executive mansion, the two
to be connected by a wide street, the
now famous Pennsylvania avenue,
running through the intervening
■swamp. The corner stone of the
capitol was laid by President Wash
ington, with masonic ceremonies, in
September, 1793. Streets and lots
for a capital city were mapped out
in the region of the public buildings,
and June 15, 1800, was settled on
as the date for the establishment of
the federal government at this new
city of Washington.
When that time came, however,
the city was scarcely habitable.
There was but "one good tavern";
and only a few houses, and they lit
tle better than huts, had been built.
To know where members of congress
were to find lodgings was a problem.
But congress met there, in special
session in November, 1800, and in
regular session in December of the
same year, during the presidency of
John Adams. It is in commemora
tion of that event that on this 12th
day of the present month the cen
tenary of the establishment of the
government at Washington is cele
brated.
Americans may well be proud of
the century's achievement in raising
up this magnificent capital city. By
successive additions but with a gain
rather than a loss in dignity, the
capitol building has grown to be a
massive and symmetrical structure.
The white house, or executive man
sion, also a survival from the foun
dation of the city, is a delight to
all observers who appreciate grand
simplicity in architecture. Most of the
other public buildings also, are im
pressive models of good taste. While
the parks, the monuments, the thor
oughfares, all testify in the most
gratifying manner to the possibili
ties of democracy in respect of tech
nical and artistic development.
It is not, however, to the beauties
of our capital city that we care most
especially to call attention. Who
ever is interested in these may get
all the satisfaction he craves by read
ing the daily newspapers and maga
zines. None of the beauties of Wash
ington are in danger of neglect.

None of its glories will be ignored
in this its centennial year. What is
in danger of neglect is not a beauty,
not a glory. It is something so ugly
that it would not be tolerated if it
were architecture, so repugnant to
every natural concept of justice
that it would make all the outward
beauty of Washington fade by com
parison if it were in the same sense
tangible and visible. It is an old
evil, upon which there has been no
improvement since the corner stone
of the capitol was laid. Had the
material development of Washing
ton been as slow as reform in this
particular, its hills would still be
bare and its beautiful avenue a
swamp.
We refer to this subject not be
cause we prefer invisible ugliness to
visible beauty, but because there is
a superabundance of guides to the
external beauty of Washington, and
only a few if any at all, to this in
tangible ugliness. And we do it the
more readily because the evil to
wrhich we allude is not peculiar to
Washington.
That city simply
serves, now that it celebrates its cen
tennial year, as a prominent ex
ample of a common species of neg
lect; regarding which, however, the
general government, in exercising
exclusive authority over Washing
ton, has been specially derelict. Our
allusion is to the fact that the pe
cuniary value of all the costly pub
lic improvements which have turned
the hills and swamps of Washington into one of the beautiful cities
of the world, is given almost without
compensation, to a small class of
Washington property owners.
It has often been charged that the
selection of the site of Washington
was a gigantic land speculation, and
that President Washington was a
party to it. Into that charge we
need not inquire. Whether or not
the selection was influenced by a
speculative conspiracy makes no dif
ference now. What does concern
us now is the fact that, conspiracy
or no conspiracy, land speculation
not only was but still is fostered by
the action of the general govern
ment.
Instead of conserving for
common uses those values which its
magnificent development of Wash
ington has created and continues to
create and maintain, the govern
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ment confiscates them to the uses ing to the lot owners of Washington
the pecuniary benefits of common
of Washington lot owners.
improvements, testifies to a stagnant
civic morality. It indicates, unhap
When the site of Washington was pily, that the development and beau•chosen, it had only a low acreage tification of Washington have been
value. But as soon as Maryland had only external.
contributed $72,000 and Virginia
And precisely that policy has been
$120,000 toward the erection of the perpetuated. It is exactly to-day
capitol and the executive mansion, what it was a century ago, when a
and the corner stone of the former price of 25 cents a square foot for
had been laid, speculators began to Imilding lots obstructed private im
Tray building lots for a rise in value. provement and diverted the pe
This was the beginning of the evil cuniary benefits of public improve
to which we have referred as a moral ment to the private pockets of a
"blot upon the material beauty of our class. It is just the same, that is,
capital city. The effect in ob except that now congress not only
structing private improvement was erects and maintains federal build
soon obvious. In 1899, says Prof. ings but also pays 50 per cent, of
McMaster (vol. ii., p. 489), "one all the expenses of the local gov
could look over an area nearly ernment, and that the price of lots
as great as the city of New York, has risen enormously. And there
yet not see a fence,'nor a house, nor is the same obvious relation as of old
anything save a few brick kilns and between what congress thus does and
a few temporary huts for laborers." the enhanced price of lots. If these
Land was held at so high a price as congressional expenditures were
to discourage building. It had gone withdrawn and the public buildings
up from farm acreage values to 25 permanently removed the lot values
cents a square foot—equal to more would collapse. It is the expendi
than $10,000 an acre; and nothing tures of congress, then, in the im
had caused this but the public im provement of the District of Colum
provements, actual and contempla bia—the expenditures, that is, of
ted. The pecuniary benefits result public money,—that constitute the
ing and to result from the expendi basis for nearly the entire value of
ture of public moneys in improv Washington lots. That value, there
ing the capital city were thus di fore, ought in justice and good sense
verted from the common treasury, to be a public fund. From it the
where they belonged, to private people should be reimbursed for
pockets.
their expenditures that produce it.
It is not necessary to suspect But it is still confiscated from them.
that this was pursuant to any con
spiracy. So far as the result is con
This subject underwent a search
cerned, it makes no difference wheth
er it was so or not. We may just as ing inquiry in 1892. The atten
well assume, what was not improb tion of congress was called by pe
ably the fact, that it was an inno tition to the fact that lot values in
cent enough application of prevail the District of Columbia were as
ing notions regarding land tenure sessed at only $76,000,000, and that
and taxation. But that is why the a new assessment about to be made
continuance of this policy mars the would increase the old one to $95,otherwise splendid development of 000,000, whereas it should be more
This petition
Washington. It is not occasional than $300,000,000.
crimes against the public conscience complained also of gross inequalities
that testify to civic stagnation; it of assessment as between individ
is continued torpidity of the public ual lot owners, showing that the
conscience itself. A land specula very desirable lots were assessed at
tion conspiracy, therefore, in con less than 14 per cent, of their true
nection with the location of the cap value, while the lots of small home
ital city, might be only an interest owners were put down at 70 and 80
ing historical episode; whereas a per per cent, of theirs. A special con
petual public policy of encourage gressional committee was according
ment to land speculation by secur ly appointed, and it made the in
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quiry in question. Its report is a doc
ument of the house of representa
tives, and is distinguished as "Re
port No. 1469 of the 52d congress,
1st session."
The committee found that the
facts complained of in the petition
were substantially true, and reported
that in consequence of their investi
gation the assessment of land in the
district had been raised $125,000,000. But still, as they further re
ported, "more than half the. value
of land in the district escapes taxa
tion." They also found, and this is
a remarkable showing in corrobora
tion of the point we have been try
ing to make, that in the District of
Columbia—
land values are increasing at an enor
mous rate—on a conservative estimate
to the amount of $40,000,000 annually,
enough to pay off the entire bonded
debt of the distirict in six months; that
the assessment of buildings amd'the un
der assessment of land is operating to
discourage greatly the growth and im
provement of the capital;
and that on a fair assessment of land
alone it would be easy to obtain, by a
tax rate less than one-half of the pres
ent, all the. revenue required for the
needs of the district. This would make
the tax rate of the city of Washington
60 cents on the dollar—a lower rate
than that of any large city in the coun
try
While your committee
do not deem the question of how farthe
national treasury should be called on
to defray the expenses of the district
government to be within the scope of
the resolution submitted to them, they
would report that their examination
shows that the collection of only 12%
per cent, of the annual rental value of
the land of the district—estimated at
$24,000,000—would suffice to raise the
district's proportion of the increased
sum of $6,000,000 annual revenue
which the district commissioners ask;
that the collecting of 25 peT cent, would
suffice to raise the whole $6,000,000
without taking one penny from the
national treasury; that the collection
of 50 per cent, would give, without any
tax upon improvement or any contri
bution whatever from the national gov
ernment, $12,000,000 of Tevenue a year,
or more than twice the amount the
commissioners ask for—a sum which
properly used would soon make the na
tional capital the most beautiful and
delightful city in the world. And this
could be done without, the slightest
tendency to decrease the comfort or in
crease t he cost of living of any resident
or visitor. On the contrary, the very
weight of the tax thus levied on land
values would check speculation and
make land needed1 for buildings much
easier to be had by those who wanted
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to improve it—an effect which in its
turn would so increase population and
prosperity as to greatly increase legiti
mate land values, and thus increase
the fund that could in this manner be
drawn on for all district needs
At ten per cent, annual increase, the
minimum rate testified to by witnesses
before the committee, there would be
am increment to land values of $42,300,000 each year. This [now] repre
sents the annual profit of land own
ers
That report thus furnishes a def
inite- official statement in support,
of the correctness of our conten
tion that the pecuniary values which
congressional appropriations produce
in the District of Columbia are con
fiscated by the millions of dollars
from the public treasury, where they
belong, for the enrichment of local
land owners. The same absurdly
iniquitous condition, therefore, that
existed when the century was young
and Washington was little more
than a governmental experiment, ex
ists essentially now when a new cen
tury is about to open and Washing
ton is one of the great capitals of
the world. In this respect there has
been no advance, no growth, no im
provement.

That is the blot upon the cen
tury'sdevelopment of the capital city
of the great western republic. Nor
is it any less a blot because so few
now think of it as one. There were
but few who thought slavery a blot
upon the good name of the republic
when it flourished in the District of
Columbia. Less than half a century
ago the public jail of the district
was used as a slave pen and the sher
iff as a slave keeper. Worse than
that, men and women slaves were
marched by slave dealers from the
jail to their destination, openly upon
the public streets, chained in gangs.
Americans do not like to speak of
this now. We are ashamed of it.
That it was a blot upon all that was
good and beautiful in what our
growing capital represented has be
come all too plain. But it did not
seem so then. Congress when ap
pealed to to stop it as shocking to
moral sensibilities and patriotic in
stincts, saw no reason for interfer
ing. So is it with all institutional
iniquities. But the greatest glory
of a country consists in its discovery
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of the true character of its iniqui
tous institutions and putting them
behind it.
Greater is that than symmetrical
architecture and fine statuary. While
we should not be insensible to this
external beauty, while we should en
joy it to the full in so far as it is
expressive of exalted sentiment, no
true American will ever forget that
the noblest monument in Washing
ton is the record of the abolition of
slavery there. We could better spare
all the beautiful art of the capital
city, along with its magnificent
growth, than that one act of national
justice.
Feeling so, one cannot admire the
external beauties of the city with
the same unruffled emotions that one
might experience if the common
wealth they bring there were not
still confiscated, through land mo
nopoly, for the enrichment of a lo
cal class. May it not reasonably be
hoped that the second century of
our capital city will witness the end
of this iniquitous policy in its gov
ernment as the first did that of
slavery? May we not think of our
descendants a century hence as cele
brating the beauties of civic right
eousness which our capital city then
displays, as well as its beauties of
boulevard and monument and arch
itecture?

NEWS
Business in congress has been
pushed with unusual activity. Al
though the session is less than two
weeks old, two important bills have
already been rushed through the
lower house, and another is well
along upon its passage. One of the
two bills that have passed the lower
house is known as the "Grout oleo
margarine" bill. It increases the
present tax of 2 cents a pound on
oleomargarine to 10 cents, when the
article is colored to resemble butter;
and it reduces the tax from 2 cents
to a quarter of a cent when the ar
ticle is uneolored. A substitute in
tended to recognize the value of oleo
margarine as a wholesome and nu
tritious article of food, but to pre
vent its fraudulent sale, was de
feated by a vote of 113 to 178, and
the Grout bill passed on the 7th by
198 to 92. The other measure to

pass the lower house is the army re
organization bill. It increases the
standing army, in round numbers,
to a minimum of 58,000 and a
maximum of 90,000, in the dis
cretion of the president. There is
a clause in the bill as passed which
abolishes the army canteen by for
bidding the sale of liquor of every
kind upon any premises used for
military purposes. The bill was
passed on the 6th after two days'
debate, by a vote of 166 to 133. The
third bill to which we refer above,
that which is well along upon its
passage, is the bill for the reduction
of war taxes. The debate upon it
in the lower house, as it came from
the committee on ways and means,
began on the 11th.
In the senate the H«ry-Pauncefote
treaty for the abrogation of so much
of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty as re
lates to the Nicaraguan canal (see
The Public, first year, No. 43, page
8; second year, No. 97, page 9) was
discussed in executive session on the
6th; and on the 12th a batch of reci
procity treaties was received from
the president, together with certain
extradition treaties and a supple
mentary treaty with Spain. The lat
ter provides for the cession by Spahi
to the United States, for $100,000,
of four or five small islands of the
Philippine archipelago which were
accidentally omitted from the peace
treaty signed at Paris.
Across the Atlantic another great
legislature is in session—the Brit
ish parliament. It listened on the
6th to the queen's speech, which was
so brief that it may be reproduced
here in full:
My Lords and Gentlemen: It has be
come necessary to make further provi
sion for the expenses incurred by the
operations of my armies in South Af
rica and China. I have summoned you
to hold a special session in order that
you may give your sanction to the en
actments required for this purpose.
You will not enter into other public
matters requiring your attention un
til the ordinary meeting of parliament
in the spring.
The customary address in reply hav
ing been moved on the same day, a
bitter debate followed in which Sec
retary Chamberlain was made the
center of attack. He responded with
a fierce reply. Lord Salisbury par
ticipated in the debate, and refer
ring to the Transvaal war declared
that the conflict would not cease

