
THE PUBLIC FORUM
THE TAX AMENDMENT. Few

people know that an amendment to
the constitution of Illinois is to be
voted upon Nov. 7, known- - as the
"Tax Amendment" I have made a
careful survey of the tax question
and have given lectures on the sub-

ject Therefore, I feel sure if adopt-
ed that it would give the general as-
sembly power to exempt still more
property, namely, personal property,
which would necessarily cause taxes
to go still higher.

Before we vote to amend the pres-
ent constitution of Illinois we should
know that Illinois now has one that
is hard to improve on, and if in doubt,
play safe and vote "No." I oppose
the present pending amendment to
the tax laws because it is not a solu-
tion not even a remedy for the
present extortionate rate of tax. We
must first find the cause of high
taxes; then remove the cause, which
this amendment does not do. It mere-
ly shifts the tax from one place to an-
other and still lets the public carry
the load.

Article 9, Section 3, of the Illinois
constitution gives the general assem-
bly power to exempt property used
for school, religious, cemetery and
charitable purposes. This law, which
is revocable to the general assembly
at any time without an amendment
to the constitution, has been stretch-
ed to cover almost every class of real
estate, including hotels, office build-
ings, wholesale and retail stores,
commercial, industrial and manufac-
turing concerns, all of which is
shown in my illustrated, lectures. In
addition to this, the city, county and
state are paying out large sums of
public moneys for the upkeep of pri-
vate and sectarian institutions over
which we have no control. In a small
district of Chicago comprising about
ten square miles there is $10,000,000
worth of exempt property to the
square mile. These abuses are all
due to the acts of the general as

sembly. Now they are asking for
more power.

Defeat the amendment and tax
property not owned by the public and
that will solve the high tax question.

Lee Green, 1307 Washington blvd.

CUNNEA AND HOYNE. I have
watched with interest your article in
The Day Book telling your readers
why you favor the of f&
Maclay Hoyne.

Your chief argument was that Mr.
Cunnea has no chance at this elec-
tion and, therefore, all those who
want a state's attorney free from
newspaper control should vote for
Mr. Hoyne in order to defeat the
third candidate, Miller.

But indications are that Mr. Cun-nea- 's

chances are at least as good as
Mr. Hoyne's and are improving every
day, so this argument ,for favoring
Hoyne does not hold good today.

You said the other day that you
are not an ingrate and that you will
vote for Hoyne because you have
found him friendly and fair.

I hope you do not doubt that you
will find the same qualities (and, per-
haps, on a much larger scale) in Mr.
Cunnea.

Mr. Hoyne has by no means ex-
hausted all the possibilities and pow-
ers of his office in eliminating crime
of all descriptions in Cook county,
and while we give him credit for any
good he has so far accomplished as a
public official let us not forget that
much of it came as a result of per-
sonal grudges against certain other
public officials.

It is time that we stop handing
out public offices to candidates as re-
wards for their doing a small part
of their sworn duty.

Let us have the best man in each
and every public office and consider ju(
mm emcient only when he saie-guar- ds

the public interests to the
limit of the powers of his office)

If we are to consider the state's at-
torney's office a plum to be given
away by the people, let us give it to
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