
OFFIOIAL REPORT.

iHaTriiitori);¥;This comrnission'has" been"
in session for 'the "last 12 or 13 months,',

arid? h'as7just :"raafie'.^s' report.- '.;'"'
a^^3^REi3lTH:jXstatea; rMr.i^airV,
;
man,;i{that'"we";hadjyirtually.^-been free;

also until 1551, :arid;.then We ptit for the :
first; time •in• our; '.Consti tution "the.r:re-;

quiremeritof -equality ;%vh3.C; from'the.
;language i'of the gentleman from Peters"-;
burg; (Mr-":iCa"mero'n)',';- is supposed;to"be.-
necessary forthe life"of a State. From
"v/hatlie said one""wrouM:think that :ysa

could not possibly live under any,sys-:

"tern of unless it should -be
declared that taxes should be equal; and
uniform. Yet "we lived "under :. it;until \u25a0;

lSoi; and it was then put in for one sin-
gle purpose, as declared by the Supremo

Court of the State in -the case; of
Slaughter, . in.:ICth.. Grattori, . and that
was vto protect slave property. That

"was the sole purpose for which it was

put in there. . You."will,find, that when
they put that provision in' the Consti-
tution of ISSI seemg ,hoy«- dangerous it;

was. to require that all"taxation should
be equal ;and uniform, na .matter .what

misht be the class of property, no mat-
ter what might be. the nature of It. that
all should -be' taxed equallz, a: the'saine !

rate of taxation— they had to put. in j

there also that there, might also be |

levied taxes upon salarias. incomes and -i

licenses. "What did that additional pro-
-vision mean? What is the system of li-
censes? \u25a0 Is it equality of taxation ex- :

cept among" the, class upon which it is !
imposed? Do:you not know that you
do not tax the liquor dealer like you do
the merchant who sells drygoods? Do
you not know you do not tax the law-
yer like you do the physician? Do you

not know you do not; tax the merchant
like you do the manufacturer? Itis sim-
ply a taxation based upon the theory of
the productivity of the. property, and
not upon the property itself, an-1 the i

tax is according to the classes in which
"it;is laid.
.Mr. CAMERON:Idesire to intorrupt

the gentleman for one moment. T think
he is assuming- a little too much ignor-

ance on my part. Ido not claim to have
all the wisdom in the world, or even so
much as has been exercised by this com-

mittee, but Imust be given, credit for.
an ordinal-:/ amount "of,acquaintance

with the affairs of government of my

State and with its laws. Iknow that
licenses are imposed. wheve the values,

cannot be ascertained. Iknow that
those licenses are supposed to be im-

posed with reference to the incomes de-
rived from the business. or the profes-

sions. Ialso know that assessments and
the arriving- at value under assessments
is supposed to be done by taking- the
productivity of the"property itself as

the basis of its value. .
Mr. MEREDITH: Mr. Chairman, Idid

not deny that the gentleman knew the
facts, but whatIwas callingattention t^
was he did not recognize the theory. -uj-on

which the facts hadcome in existence. If
his theory is right, why did you not say

there should be a license tax' of one hun-
dred dollars upon anybody doing any kind
of business? Ifthere; must be equality o£
taxation, Ifthere shall always be the same
tax, wny do you sajr a tax upon one man
shall bo one thing for doing one class of
business, and

'
another tax upon another

man for .doing' another '.- kind'of busines?.
ar.d another tax upon another man for do-
ing still another kind of business? ItJs
because it is recognized that equality of
taxation wpuld be inequality and injus-

tice, upon the principle upon which our
wit,h is to be based, that is to say, that

the same rate' of taxation must be laid
upon everybody.

"tt'e are contending that that proposition

id a false'theory. That the proper .way

is to put the subjects Into classes, and
when you have them in classes, then all

the people in a certain class, shall be
taxed one way, if .necessary, and all in

another class shall be taxed in another
way.; The basis of taxation should not be
property, but its prductivity. because
you do not tax property; it is the person
you tax. You get at the tax upon the
person by reason of the value of.his prop-
erty" or any other standard... What has

the. State to do with-property? Iti3th2
person she taxes. ,

Therefore when -we come to lay a sy-s-

tern of taxation it should be upon clashes
of t-übjects, lor the purpose of seeing what
oach person ought to bear. VtTiyshould a
man, who Is in one class of business, have
the same license tax put upon him as Is
putfuppn another man in another class of
business? Do the men in the different
classes 'of business come in contact with
each other? Are the circumstances the
same? Are their incmes the same? Are
their . methods of making money the
same? Are their .advantages the same?
There' cannot be any system of equality

of taxation unless it be upon the basis of
the classification of the subjects of im-
mediate competition.

Mr. Chairman, Iwould not read an an
-

thoritj' to tliiibody except for the fact
that these gentlemen have stood as.*3 and
talked as if we were;advocating a theory

that is wild;and unknown. Iwant to call
your atention to a statement of a:writer,

to whom Irespectfully submit, any man,
who.has considered this subject, will'give
great consideration. Ispeak of David A.
Wells, one of the greatest economic writer
of this country:
-"Scientifically considered, it means the
making of the burden of taxation equal
upon all subjects of immediate competi-
tion." . '. :

'

And that is the true principe that where
one man comes in competition "with an-
other, he shall bear the same burden as
the other ma!j;.but where the advantages ;

and the circumstances are different as to ]
different clashes, then the law has: the
right to tax according to the class, and it
does not do an injustice to any man by
taxing' -upon ; that theory. Says he
again:
• "It': Is also well" to remember that when
the term 'uniform,*- In respect to taxation
Is used. it. is essentially,. .the same land
that uniformity of,taxation does not con-,
sist in fthe payment of tne same amount
by each tax-payer*, but that. the proportion
of the- value of each particular class of.
that subject whicli each party .pays in
taxiition to the State shall be .everywhere
the same."
Now. Mr. Chairman. Iwant to call your

attention to . another thing that these
gentlemen seem;, to .have misunderstood.-
as. to the object we had in- putting -this
provision;. in;;this report. They:seem to
think that itis giving;.to*the 'i.egistature .
more power; than would have- if:you
had nothing;in"the Constitution about it.;
That, gentlemen, ;Is -riot boi-n; out by the

.history of the original draft of tn»s Idea in
;tlie P6nnsylvanip.;,Constltutl6ri. :The \u25a0 fact:
is :that up to 1573 Pennsylvania had no"re-i
strictiori inv her Constitution.". She stood

:.like 'Virginiaup to ISoi, -with'an unlimited
i.power-inv.thCv'Leglslatureon^the question
I;of But;it"wasr found that •by
"mariiptilatirig.the; Legislature In-
divjdualsron the. same^classesV^yrould have

i.different' rates ".-Of. taxation:!iirip6's'etlVupbri-
jithem.v .They^wef'e"' able 'to' r;g'et^ari"'uri fair
"system^of ;-; taxationV4by /not "having uni-
formity'-as; tol;class/;i This ;>provision'- wa3-
put:lntoitne" Consti tutlori.for the-purpose
of restricting fthe2;ljeglslaturc.: --Yet :the;
gentlemen :jwho;have. vpreceded; Tßie^ talk
;although" this' provision "gave^ajgi-eate r.
;power;;;to\the".Leglglature:;thari)'ltvwbuld
ihave ">;If:"\ there .was ;rio;prbvisloh;-;at ;all.

;>^
-^e"lCbrist:ltutioli;:iOf>"Penrisylva"niaifor"|tho

i

everyFiPttrpbse of preventing ;iriju»tJce;3lu'
;ordersthat . tfta. tru* tbo^cv ;,f t^^u Q̂

should -do .{carried -'ou t, so that it should
\u25a0ihat'-is. :man

-
izi one ctasv

shouWha.yoonera.to of taxation, tarougf kfa,vorittsn"s.; arid, that a man In tho sam<i
class'fshbulfl, through unjust discrlmiaa-
tibn:':have a different rate.. So Icall you*

attention "to .the historic fact that thh
provision was put Into the \u25a0 Constltutior.
for"the express purpose of restricUn^ thi
Pennsylvania- Legislature and to make tc
act' fairly, .accbrciins- to; the true ru!?.
namely. "thatSall 'persons in the sarno class
should sUind aiiice- That is the history
o'Jt.-arid Irespectfully submit, that these
;gentlemen, v,-hen

"
they say that they

would rather, have nothing lri'the Conafi-
itutioh than to have this provision am
"ignoring, this

;-histbric"/'fact. as' well as Ig-
noring tbe hovif fit .to be derived from it
r.j. a sy^tf:m of taxation, name!;.*, -that

\u25a0ail nien:cf the same-. class. shall; have jus-

tice clone tritin. and. that there shall fo..
e.iual ;i.Tid uniform taxation between an
the people of the same clas?.
,Mr. HAMILTON:;Will the sreritleman
permit me to ask him "a question? .
:!Mr.

:. MEREDITH: With pleasure.

-Mr. HAMILTON:-I would like to ask
the gentleman it";he willgive some reason
why It is ever right to have a."dlfferer.:
rate of taxation upon dUierent classes o;
property, if that property is fairly vaJtic^l?

Mr. MEREDITH: Because, Mr. Chair-
man, it is absolutely impossible

;

to g^t at
what you call the market values of somo
classes 'of property. You cannot get at
the market value of the railroads, and
we do not propose to clo it in this reporf.

We offer the scheme of railroad taxation
contained in this report really as a com-
promise measure, for what we though*

was a better scheme of taxation. But In
order to satisfy the railroads and roc to
get too much taxes out of them Irnrre
diately v.-c.adopted this compromise. T:
is impossible) to. give the market v?lue of
railroad property and. in the same -way.

it is impossible to give the market value
of franchises.

Mr. HAMILTON:; Will tha gentleman

allow me to ask him how he expect 3t.i
get at the value of the thing he taxes, if

he is not goins to take valuation a3 tho
basis?

' '
".

••Mr..MEREDITH:Ihave salt! it is im-
possible to get at the actual market value.
Ithas; no actual, market value-. Ithas rt

•value -wnich the several States get at by

different;;systems of taxation, and thf-y

do it just; as far as they are able to da
It.some in one way anil.;some In another.
Some, have tho franchise' value fixed by

the gross ;earnlnj?s; some by the -net
earnings of the riafl: some by the market
value of the .stoc— pins the market value
of the bonds not above par; some br th?
value of the stock, and itliers by exclud-
ing the stock ?.nd ibrinsing in the bond-?.
Inother words, there is a jrropinf:in thflj
dark amon? scientists of this countr;.- to-
day Vv-ho are ',trying to set at a propei

system of taxation for these corporation?,
in order that they may bear their fait

share of the taxes. It is Impossible to
state, as yet. what is the true principle.
Itis just as impossible to state mat as tc
state absolutely anything else that Is nof
settled, because the facts have beenascer-
tained upon which to base a final theory

Mr. Chairman, this idea, that my friend
has, of\u25a0• having1 what he calls equal taxa-
tion, or equal and uniform taxation upon

all persons, is go ingr back to -what the
economists of to-day tell us. is not only

an exploded theory, but the grossest in-
justice. It is denounced by every text-

writer. They all say that it allows thfj

classes of property that ought to be taxed
to escape arid puts the ourden, finally,

upon a few. That when you undertake to

tax. according.: to a general property tax.
you Care, doing tne grossest injustice. It

was easy, inolden times, when the classes
of property were but few. when It was
nearly all visible, when it was land of

horses or cows or furniture or.jewelry. Ie
was easy to have a, general property, tax-

F.ut the state of society is different now.
There are hundreds of different classes o*
property that you cannot put your hand
on. Don't you know that values havo
r;een sub-diyided by stocks and bonds and
things ;of -that kind to such an extent:
that it is .absolutely impossible to reach
them all by a general property tax. Isay

yiu will find it is absolutely impossible t.:>
apply the old rule of a general property

tax. You may take every writer on
economics and you willfind that statement
made. You may take- this work from
which Ihave read, Weils, or the work by
"Sellgman" and you will tind that both
denounce it as absolutely unjust to the
man who owns visible personal property,

to the man who lives in the country and
has his cow and his horse that can be
gotten at by.'the -assessor; while the man
who has a bond in his pocket cannot bo
gotten at. ¥c must recognize that sys-

tem of taxation as unjust. No man can say

that I,with a nundred dolar bond in my

pocket, 'ought to escape taxation, whilo
the man who. has a hundred dollar hors<?
or cow should pay it. No man can
say that is a fair principle; and yet that
principle exists in our Constitution to-
dayr and the application of it has been
found to work the grosses injustice.

Mr. CAMERON: Will tho gentleman
permit me to ask him a question?

Mr. MERREDITII: Yes, sir.
Mr. CAMERON: IfIhave a bond for a

hundred dollars in ray pocket wnich you
cannot tind. and: you have a cow worth ..a
hundred dollars in your back yard' where
everybody can see It,is there any inequal-
ity of burden in ta:;lng you 40 cents on
5100 on your cows, and taxing mo 40 cents
on $100 on ray bonds?

-
Mr MEREDITH: No; but what Is tho

use of asking a. question as to which you
have begged the question In tliebeginning;
you say you cannot get at the bond.

Mr. CAMERON: rwant to ask if thero
is anything inthe announcement of whac
is said to be a principle in section 1of thi*
report, that will enable you to get at tn<-

bond any bettor than you do now.
Mr. MEREDITH: Yea. sir; because it

allows us to tax the franchise according to
what the State may deem the .francMso
value of each clas3 of corporations.
'Mr.CAMERON: Has not every speaker

who has antagonized section 1. declared
that they had no opposition to mak»? to
the provision with-regard to the taxation

"of franchises and is not the amendment
so drawn as not to affect the report ot the
committee-in that respect?

Mr. MERTSDITII: Iam awaro that the
statement has been made, but it was maao
without due consideration, for you declare
that the tax rate, shall be equal, and &y

doing that you destroy tho theory oc
equalization of taxation. . - -

Mr. CAMERON: Except as provided .n
this Constitution? \u0084

Mr. MEREDITH: -We do not provldo
\u25a0 for different rates In this report. %\o

leave :the Legislature to say whether tne
jmerchant selling dry goods shall have tt«

Isame rate of taxation put upon htm ior

the use of hls-frcnchlsa that tho railroad
has for the U3e of its franchise, when you
cannot set at the market value of eitccr.

Mr.;\u25a0 THORNTON: -May X ask tha gets-
tleirian a'question?.
Mr. MEREDITH: Certainly, sir.
Mr. THORNTON: Doea tho word u*^-

form," In tho report of thu comanttet-.
mean the same aa equal?
Mr.MEREDITH: Itdoes, as to classes.

There is no doubt about it. Thero is de-

cision after decision to that effect, in rec-
ognition of that principle."• Mr.CARTER: I.would lUco to ask try*
gentleman ;if- section S, beginning in tr.o

fourthHne. does not provide for the taxa *

tion of franchises, and also toaak whotaer
the section now under consideration <ioe^Inot give-to the legislature ana to munlci-

Ipa! '\u25a0 bodies the power, to discriminate oe-
itwcenvdifferent classes of.real estute. lor
=instance? \u25a0\u25a0"-; \u25a0 -.

'\u25a0"-'- i~h s ' . \u25a0.

-Mr MEREDITH: No sir;I*lo not o^-'
Hevc,any thing of,- the kind? as to real es-
tate :but 11 can :hava ;a ;

dlfferen t;rate o.
taxation between on^class of manufactur-
ing companies andJ~.iother;clasd. Itcar
taV a gas "company :aml-a.n" electric powei
company on "its-franchises, at-a USgne:

rate of taxation than the man! who is siw-
ply ;dry;? goods. .-.The. vaiuo of tft.;

-franchise .to the man who '!s sellins arj

goods lis nothing In \ tii& world but a:prt>-
itection;; from fCebt. .whito tin
value ;of'a franchise ;to;an tiiectric cori-
panyor to agas;corap'ajfiyJs:tho"use itcar
Tnake'ofjthQistreetahJ^ditha.njonoooty.ls
has :;in'\u25a0\u25a0 the lcorainunlty,iand . therefore ;thi
'rateortaxationishould.belhlsh^r.uponww

CCOXTIXUEB OX VAGB ll,i \u25a0

rrilttee is really worre thaii: nb^restrlc-
ttve provision ;,whatovcn^:Fbr my part;

Iwould father see the whole matter rel- |
egated; to the dJscretlqri of"the L.eglsla- i

"lure{than;to see; itin its;present form; j
and why? Because what purports to be
a restriction,; what Is evidently held;out

tb'the public to be a restrlctlonismerc- ,
lyone inWords, 'out not In fact. Itis \u25a0\u25a0'\u25a0

the shadow without the substance." The"
committee rlias •.•mbodied the shadow
andcllminated the substance. The,pro-

vision that taxes shall be uniform upon
,the same classes" of subjects within the
'territorial limits of the authority levy-

:ing the taxes, so far asit is intended to

be restrictive, is, in fact, only, a delus-
ive form of words, empty and irielTect-
ive because itonly postpones: power to
dp damage from one stage of action to

another. -It transfers the'power to 'do
injustice to the making of the"\u25a0classifi-
cation and leaves that power wide open
and without protection or restriction.
Inequality Inclassification is"as potent

for working iujustice as .inequality in
taxation and the restriction of the latter
without restricting the power to do the
former is without protection" to the peo-
ple of the State.

The gentleman from Petersburg (Mr.
\u25a0'Hamilton) has read you the decisions of
the Pennsylvania courts, the highest ju-

dicial authority In.a "sovereignty: which
has this same provision, and these decis-
ions sustain what Isay- "\u25a0 This power of
classification without restriction, en-

ables the Legislature, and in fact, in-
vites them, to put inequalities upon dif-
fernt property/not so much by thetax-
ation as by. classification. Itpostpones

the injustice one degree. Itake itthat
this power of classification is unre-
strained; except so far as restraint may •

be found in the equality clause of the
14th amendment to the Constitution of
the United States. The Supreme Court
of the United States, lias held that
in making classifications of this
kind, as long as the classi-
fication is based upon any reason-
able foundation, upon any foundation
that has any reasonable,; relation to

the classification, it is not obnoxious to
the equality clause of the'.' l4th amend-
ment leaving the field; of action' very
wide. Ithas been justly said, and, I.
believe, it is conceded by all authori-
ties upon the subject of taxation, that
there is inherent inhumanity, a tenden-
cy to shift burdens from one to anoth-
er- One of the. greatest difficulties in
dealing with the subject of taxation in

.all sovereignties lies just there. The
personal equation, and we all know
what that means by this time, in this
body, enters more largely, into that sub-
ject than into any other; and when
that tendency is absolutely unrestrain-
ed, there is danger.

Now, this argument willdoubtless be
met by a statement that up to -ISSO-51-
we had no restrictions in Virginia on
this subject. True, but Isay to tliis

;

committee, and Ibelieve no thinking

mail will deny it, that the conditions
in this State iri'lSSO-ol- were for dif-
ferent from the conditions existing to-

;day, and which are likelyto exist dur-
:ing the life of this Constitution. The
property conditions in the State are far
different, far more diverse.. .The method

t of material development is different to-
• day, and vastly different- The method'
of. selection of those who are to im-

Ipose taxes, is far different to-day. The
|men who imposed the taxes in ISSI were

I the men who paid the taxes, as no
'others were eligible to| hold an office
j vested with authority- to impose taxes,

iand Isay the condition to-day is just
• exactly -the reverse.
1 The men who impose the taxes to-
!day are the men usually wILp do not
pay the taxes, and as you pet down

\u25a0 from the State Legislature intt the gov-
!ei-ning bodies of the subdivisions of the• State, the supervisors in counties and
! the councils in cities and towns, tliat

reasoning applies with even greater

force.
t Take the city councils in your cities
j and look over their names on your tax-
irolls and see what relation they; bear
i to.the community in the matter of taxa-.
\u25a0tion. You will find that many of them
, do not even pay their poll-tax, that
\ many of them do not appear on the

tax-rollsT except in their relation to
: the poll-tax; that they "are assessed
| with nothing save the poll-tax, and do

not pay that. Ihave seen instances of
i itwithin my own brief experience; and
t Iask you, is itsafe, is itwise, to leave
J the taxing power in.the hands of men'

who can impose the taxes.and bear none
Iof the burdens that they impose? .Are
!you prepared to go before the country
j to-day, - to go before . the people wlio
! support this Commonwealth, with,auy
} such principle? Can you expect the
(support of these people lor any such
'principle?

Gentlemen of the Committee, Ican-
• not give my sanction to it, because I

', do not believe it is right, and do not
Ihesitate, let me say here, to vote for
janything! in this Constitution which I
1do think is right, and in voting for it'
Iwill not be governed by any ci.-isid-

• crations as to how it mar catch the
;unthinliSng j;ub3ic. lam not willingto
Iput anything in this- Constitution for
!buncombe. If any matter cannot go

iinto this Constitution on its merits, in
!my judgment, T shall vote against.it, I

do not care how much of.a.vote-catcher
iit.may b.?. lam not here put things m

the Constitution to catch votes.
,;'"But, Mr. Chairman, Ido not by tliis

{explanation mean to charge this com-
mittee with putting this provision in tlie
Constitution for any such purpose. I
wish that distinctlyunderstood, because

]I.Believe the gentlemen who .put this
:provision in the report are. governed. by.
Ijust as high motives as Iaril, and far,
;be it from me to make any suggestions
jtothe contrary.

I Ibelieve this principle set forth- in
|.section 1 arises

'
froiri;the recognition,

.by this committee of. the necessity for

I'some other method of taxation as ap-
iplicd'to corporations. In that recogni-

tionIbeg^to' say Iagree with the com-
mittee. ButIrespectfully; submit that

: where that necessity .stops the princl-1

pie should stop, and the principle should
jnot be extended further than, the neces-

'\u25a0 sityi extends; an<f. * am perfectly;will-
|ingtomake an exception to this princl-

!pie of equality arid uriiformity,fso \far

lasit is necessary to.tax -the 'franchises
jof corporations. Ibelieve,; the nearest
1we can get to"equality, in that is to per-
j"mit;an exception to the general prin-;

ciple to cover that case and that case
: brilyl -. , \u25a0 :

* * ,-
.:Mr.

-
\u25a0 Chairman,

-
.1 -believe it. is. the

proper, function .of a "Constitution ..to
protect ;minorities:* Majorities can \u25a0

-
al-

ways "protect themselves: .One of
:the

'great? necessities for a written Cbnsti-
I tut ion?:isv Uie r-protection o£.i minorities.
:"There' is"'no'; trouble about tlie majority.
LJ-nrn&Z.il-n*:t*^*-*i«"3:»« lvro";aDDlyjthat

•UCCcU, wavered i» «•« Constltu- j
Tlonnl Cot.vcnllon last Snturflny, ««d j

the fcuiwcqncnt i>roccc«linK»i. j
":'"Tn -'the ease o£

'
Commonwealth' agalij'st •

:f>l>eliiii.ylvar.ia titate. s&i. dccldetl.nJ -».."^

-:cKs^SJicadon. sUU":bel<ms!nsr- to theses is-

1copy that provision Of.. thq
;, CunstlLUtSon. and. .iccordhig to al l«le*-

-^Without reason or possible ion, \
:-tiiat• Use courts may- say It wouia- oe a-n

outrace upon, common fense, upon the :

-ivor^Uil^tprinciples ol justice, to make
VtTh^istinctlon attempted to be^aac-^ut
-\we all knew that tbe courts must ne\er ,

'that an act ofthe 'Lcgls ature Is un-
\SstituU<mai: unless it is. clearly .fo..
wi.Thcre can be no presumptions^^ "^--

-i,chanact The presumptions are all mo ,

other way arid «o all Intunts and purposed ;

makliiK thcsc-classilications. is gqmf: i°J
-aiiowcr to put In iJie hands of a:i>boa>.;

that it affords 100 great a -chance .lor
\ wronff and unjust dipcriraination M«j^.ithhiK: Suppbse that your legislature has .
Wmnm to classify, practically arbJtran- ,-

Iv. ffiiis-scs of jiroperty jor taption-.- See \u25a0

what an immense temptation thnre -vviu."^
in have people come into your legislative ,
; using; every possible influence-1 do ;

wronp inJluenco— every possiole |
\u25a0-'- iujritimato influejice to Fhow that i.us, that ;
. iiiVdthe -tuber- subject of taxation in which i

'•"•they arc interestod should be taxed at
fl

«\u25a0,
-'rate' lov/or than some other kind of prop- ;

prtv. See where you get. t.o when you j
rarry ihat j)ower down to your s«bordi- .
date 3ocal taxing bodies, like the cityI

councils in cities, -and think of the pros-
_

;»iurc licingbnuiglilto bear on those people
;'-'Ait' say that one species of property in the
•'cltvis a kind of properly you ought to
S^courajrc in order, to build up the-city j
.and to help its improvement, and! that you ,-
ouclil to put a lower rate of taxation on*
this than on property generally. The;

lnJlucnces willl.c.innumerable
••

'\u25a0' Jtnd \u25a0
"wonderfully ingenious to produce .

''those "changes, and to brlnj? about those ;
iresults. l'artial!iy and favoritism must i

hujjelvouter Into the decision, of such a ;

, question by such bodies. State and local. ;

In this same case in Pennsylvania, tlie j

court further sairl: Il-
"The power to classify being givon, all >

that is, then required by the Constitu-
tion is that the taxes Khali be uniform
upon the members or a class, and it is
the uniformity of taxation according' to
!the classificalion made, which Is a ques-
, tion lo be determined, by the court" \

That is all the court can determine,

Sunder
the Pennsylvania law, unless tlie.

classification is so clearly reasonable
that it would come under the protection

of the decision of the Supreme Court of
the. United States. "We have in the Su-
preme Court of Pennsylvania, "this pro- •

.position laid down, that the only thins
"the courts can pass upon is whether the
taxation is uniform inthe classes as be-

the different subjects of taxation
Within the same class, and that it is

proper for the legislative body to deter-
mine Avhat- the classification may be,

IThatTs
a power and danger which we

should not run the risk of, especially as

there is no occasion for it,as Ican see,

TYe donot need it. We donot want un- 1
equal taxation. Itake it,as between ]
individuals. Ido not know that Iam ]
.prepared to say that you, or any of us, j
war.t unequal- taxation as between any I

•jclasses of property. If this provision ]
was necessary in. order to carry out the j

f .sene2
;al plan of taxation presented by j

\u25a0'\u25a0«\u25a0 the Finance Committee Icould see some ,
excuse for it on the ground that con- !

'Editions have so" changed, etc., etc., that;
We could riot stand by the old anti- i
Muated rule,of equality and justice. It

'
-is not necessary, however, and we are

;• simply inviting, by putting this in the
» Constitution, unequal and .unjust taxa-
;tlon. Ifwe had no general principle

laid down in our Constitution as totax- \u25a0

I
tion we would at any rate have that
resumption which arises in almost ev-

ry.man's heart and mind that Lhe h-
ens;..of.taxation should be equally

orne in,proportion to the value of the
rbperty. But when-you ;go further
iari that, when. you put there a rule
iat;is an invitation to- unequal, taxa-

on.an invitation to partiality, itseems
;ime that we would be better off with-
ut:itv-..--AVe had better liave nothing in
!:e; than a provision of
ijatKind. -.- ; .\u25a0

Thore is another case, decided. by the
upremeGourt of Pennsylvania, in IS9I,
oramonwealth against the Germania
;rewing .Company, ;145 Pennsylvania
tate, page S3. "fcyj.r.

In that; case the'c6urt held, in sub-
..lance, that the Legislature can s'ubdi-

"vide manufacturing
! companies 'into

classes," arid"that it can treat a manu-
facturing

\u25a0 facturing corporation making gas and
.one making, liquor as two different

classes, and of course tax them at dif-
. 'itkr'ent rates and treat them differently,

«is classes, in taxation. Imerely cite
\u25a0this to show toAvhat extent this power;
<if classification goes" under the decis-

". sons of the State of Pennsylvania,- the-:-r Jslate from which we -draw this general
\u25a0principle in our lirst section. Itseems

'to me to be an exceedingly' dangerous

"power. Itseems to me to.be a power
fraught with;nothing but. evil to our

people in the future,, and by our people

I'ineau bur individuals of all classes.
; I,therefore, Sir. Chairman, have mov-

\u25a0\u25a0'".V.'il to amend so" as not to.interfere in the
"slightest degree vnth the rest of this re-

\u25a0'\u25a0) Jiort, by providing that -'except as here-
•.-inafter proviScd" all taxation-whatso-
.". ever, whether State, local or municipal,

'shall- be equal and uniform upon all
"Cproperty within .the . territorial^ limits

of the autliorlty "levying the tax, and
shallbe levied and collected by general

Mr. HATTOX:- llr. Chairman: and
gentlemen of.the committee, -I:shall only

ask for a moment or two:of the time of
j-thlscommitted Itis with very great re-

luctance anuwilh somotlu'ngclbsely akin
ib genuine .sorrow that Ihave felt called;

ITipori
"to. differ:from- my colleagues on"

the committee of Taxation and Finance
upon; lhe;sul>ject; treated of.in.the first'
section of'..that;- Committee's- report- I
tio not.deslre;to

"
talee"up"much of your,

time, because my.Views.-'upon. this,mat-"
tcr liavo"been expressed better. "than*l.
could" express

"
them by the gen tleman

iromi'Petersburg,. -who_rhas •\u25a0 just given

g^i^ea^ris^or/hisjdissent.froln^heac^:
;.':vtlon of the committee. But,, Mr/Chair-^
.'anarir the; power of"taxation is, in my.

.^-judgment, .the greatest power withhvtli'e
;-" - exercise of any/ constitutional ;goycrn-

jnent?. The powento tax has been just-i.
1 ly characterized as the power to des-
\troy.-and it seems to me that 1in a cori-

fi-overnmoni; Ihe eminently.

p^jpTroper.;- function o£ 'aV.wri tlen \u25a0 constitu- ;
/;ljyrBpme" general aridi

its; peope; against /"what;;
S^mayjlie?the; un%vise"; exercise, of'.euclii a-*

W&s. tt»U";tn-ovlsioix;ranorted ;b'y.|tlui'com- •:

principle to taxatibWWe^waritytb-pro-:
tect.the people who: may not bo able 1to.

"get or toobtain. material representktibn
in the taxing body.

-
;

*
. ;

Gentlemen, -for":these reasons, ::l::am:

dpposed '\u25a0 to section 1: Ihad myself pre-1:
pared -an

- amendment, .but asr -the j

amendment^ of the(gentleman from.Pc- j
tersburff •_\u25a0 (Mr.' -covers the
same point.l.wilinot take the time of the,

committee to • offer it,
;but I.felt it was

due to myself, in the dissent I;have: put,

on''record; to, tli.is report, to make ,this
explanation to the committee. ,;;

Mr.';Chairman,. Ithank^you and the
committee for.your attention..- ...

Mr.; CAMERON: 'Mr^.; Chairman,

though In no; condition, perhaps, to sat-
isfy, either myself or .my audience, in
the discussion of any- subject, Ifeel to-:
pelled to utter ;a 'brief protest against

what Imust .characterize, not as the
assertion of a:principle, but as the
abandonment and suppression of a cor-

rect principle of government contained
in the flrst section of the report "of the
Finance Committee.
Icannot conceive a; more obvious

truth than that thejburderis of taxation
should be(equal upon all classes of prop-
erty. Ifind, after passing from section.
1of the proposed ordinance, this pro-
vision In section 4: . . . '

The -General Assembly, shall provide

for a reassessment of real estate, and
such real estate shall be assessed at its
fair,market value.
-.'. Section 5 reads: .

'
'\u25a0

The; General Assembly shall provide
by law for the special and separate as-
sessment, of all coal and other mineral
land,, at a fair market value.

Why:are the values of these proper-
ties to be ascertained and measured-by-

the. fair price which "they will bring in
the market, except that their'value hav-
ing been ascertained, upon that an 1

equal burden of taxation shall rest? A
hundred dollars Is - a -hundred dollars .
no -matter of what it consists, whether
real, personal or other property; and
when that value has been once ascer-
tained, it is an exercise of injustice, of
tyranny and of robbery to place upon
it any greater .than you would
put on one hundred dollars worth of
any other kind of property. .

Let me say,, so far as the practical
results obtained by this report are con-
cerned, Ihave no objection to offer. On
the contrary, Ihave always believed
that franchises should be taxed, Ishall
always believe that extra privileges
granted by ,this government should be
required to pay a.corresponding share
of the burdens of government. Ihave
never believed that the common car-
riers of this State were paying a proper
share of the burdens, and Ido not be-
lieve that the provision made in this
article requires an improper share of the
burdens from them; but in; the direc-.
tion of that policy which leditlie China-
man to burn his house down, whenever
he wanted roast pig,Ithink this com-
mittee, has gone, to _ the length; of"de-
stroying an essential and fundamental
principle, after it had attained; a -fair
and proper way of placing a commen-
surately fair burden upon the corpora-;
tions..

' .
\u0084 \u25a0<

Itseems to me when you strike this
great principle of equality and uni-
formity: of taxation from this Consti-
tution, you place it in the power of the
preponderance of any interest in any
taxing or legislative body to burden the
others with an unfair share, of the ex-
pense of conducting the government!
Under this section there is no reason in
the world .why the Legislature of Vir-
ginia, or the common council of any.
city or town in the State, or.the board
of.,supervisors; of .any county, should
not assess a hundred dollars worth of
real estate *at one price and a hundred

worth of personal property, at

fauother. \u25a0

There Is no reason whatever, if your
legislative bodies, central and in the
different localities, should be domi-
nated by influences opposed to both real
and personal property, that they should
::ot seek to relieve themselves 'of their
fair and equal share of the expenses, of
the government by laying an improper
arid inordinate tax upon all the real
and personal property, under their juris-
diction.

Gentlemen have Imagined; here the
Presence in this CommonAvealtli of ma-
lign influences, who wish to rise to

!v/ealth by a system of robbery upon the
people. Ifthat be true,' and tlie power
of these corporations is; such as has
been alleged here, that they find no dif-
ficultyin entering a.legislative hall and
polluting the presence of our. courts to
the accompishment of their ends, Ican
imagine, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen
of the cbmriiittee, "the building of no
more golden road to the accomplish-
ment of their purpose than by striking
down this well-established principle of
government, and opening the door by
which, if they do obtain control of the
legislative bodies or of the lower taxa-
tion authorities in this Commonwealth,
they can shift the burden from them-
selves to the real body.' of the people."

ißut over, above, beyond and beneath
what may. be the practical; result of
the Incorporation of this lack of prin-
ciple into our fundamental law, with riie
is the consideration that itis inherently
wrong,; repugnant to every sense of fair-
ness, justice and good government.

Who, in the conduct of any ordinary
business of life, in which a,division of
interest is contemplated, would say that
\u25a0the principle of the fair ascertainment
of value, and then an equal pro rata
tax "upon that; 'va'ue, is not; the only
proper way of arriving at the share of
payment, to be made by cash con-
tiibuting.partyV-
Iremember once to have been for

some -years'- a"citizen of a. town which
the common council was.by turnsi domi-'
nated b5r tlie.classes which owned "the
real estate in the city, and by.those who
controlled the; mercantile, classes;, and
we passed, by a succession -of move-
ments, tliroiigh the ;positions of punish-
ing the real estate holders for.the'money-
necessary .to carry ori'tlie.town; arid
then,;on' the change in the;"common"council, \u0084; the .-\u25a0; pendulum . .would
swing,:; the merchants would grow"
tbred .of submitting 'to;exactions In the
way of licenses which were unfair, -arid
they would obtain possession. and throw"
the' burden'; the other way. ;.This; was
possible":. even,.when, we had; theJ pi-btec-
tion in our. organic law of a,declara-
tion of equality arid uniformity oftaxes;
and it"seems to me it would follow 'as
of • necessity. .arid universally upon "the
adoption ;ofa:section

" containing' a lack
of principle, such as thfe.^ \u25a0•\u25a0:\u25a0: .;- ,; •/-.-

Isee no\good object .tb; be , attained
hy iv"-"Ihave tried tothirik,what"would
be saldibytthe;genOmrienv\v'lio: advocate
this radical 'departure. '.1It1cannot ;;be
necessary ,- t\s has been stated, to carry,
out the -purpose of arriving.'at a just

|amount ? of /taxation1to • be^deyblyed-up^
!on the :corporations',^p'articularly'of that
class of corporatioiig:to whom/surrender;
of Uie eminent "domain ;has been -made;.

It:may;;be ;tiiat the'eonsideratiqriiwhich^
has -impelled": tlie;comrnittte;:is' ;that;;it.

:mig"ht;:.be/; necessary.;; to^carry^out^/the-
['contemplated -change l^"of \u25a0 segregating.:the''.
subjects -of:taxations between Ithe'; State; [

!and. tlieivaribus > sub-diyisioris/butieyenjj
| then, What; would be']hie ne'eessi ty,^ori
!whefeWbuld^be the'rightof owing;a/
Iriiunicipality to deal 'with different class-;

|.es of;property.- in:a different \u25a0; way? ';:"l.j
cannot ;see, I;'do^not^believe;vthat'
aniy; logical jrriind'can see; a; single ,ra-7

tiorialidefence, -to;1the .'propositionL^thatt
§100 ;.worth of value jii;this [StateWJould

'

(

be taxed more;:"than:any" other $100;rand ;

that .'is and must ibe- the; logical;coriclu-,

sion:of an application of this jsection}
to the practical -"affairs of}government.^
Ifitdoes;hot the, Legisla-:

tures arid the councils and; the boards
of. supervisors .;iriay..'db';>that, it;,dbes'

not mean anything.
'
:Ifit does mean.

"that $100 Worth;of real estate in the;!
city of Richmond ,may ,be taxed at

-
one .j

rate arid $100 :worth of"personal
"prop- '\u25a0,

erty- in the city; of Richmond "may be;
taxed;at another, ;rate, {if;it.does;.riot,
mean ;that a. tobacco factory worth" $10,- :

000 may be taxed
'
at brie .rate,;arid ihat

a carpenter, shop worth $10,000 may ;be
taxed at another -rate,

-
if it does not

mean that a:$10,000 mine inyour,county,.,

valued fairly:'at $10,000, riiay be taxed
$500 a year,, and. an iron mine iriyour,
county, -worth $10^000, 'may be .taxed-)
$200 a year or, $I,ooo!a.year, "or,that, to
broaden the application any property

of the same value Inany section .of the
State may. be taxed a- greater :or a,
higher annual rate than the same :class-,

of property, only of differeritexpression,
or name, in.another, then Iam -utterly

unable to' understand the: force of lan-
guage and. the application of law.

If the committee has :found or. finds
any conflict between the maintenance,
of, what Iregard; to be a sacred and
necessary principle in the Constitution,

and the arrival at proper results in the
ltaxation of the class. of corporations: to
'which Ihave alluded, tlien Iappealdto;
the commit ttee and, to"the members of
the Convention, arid promise my aid to
any measure or course of measures
which: will legitimately carry out. the
object of deriving a proper amount or

share of, revenue from those cqrpoi'a-
tions.". But let us not destroy the great
safeguard that exists for every man in
this Commonwealth in order to accom-
plish a special purpose against one class,

of property. -
As Iunderstand the amendment of-

fered by my colleague from Petersburg;
(Mr.:Hamilton), it does not at-
tack,' if \u25a0 does not affect, iri the
slightest degree, the carrying . into
execution of :the; ratio of taxation of
these corporations which the committee
has declared to be just and proper, v to
whichIhere pledge my assent, my voice
and vote. That being the special ob-
ject which appears on the surface here,

and that having been accomplished. I
beg you :gentlemen, . with the little,;
strength either of thought or voice that
1have now at my command not to go

further to endanger the -peace and the
rights of all"of these people by taking

from themi thatlsaf eguard whichguaran-
tees that this;great government shall deal
with every man and. every class of
property owned by. him with equal liaudl

Provide for the ascertainment" prop- j
erly of the full value': of all the proper- |
ty, but when so ascertained, do riot
make fish of one, ,flesh. o£ another and ;
fowl of another. .Treat all alike. That j
is justice, and it is. the basic, idea of,the'j
gov'ernment-.under which we live. Withi
the highest -respect for . this commit-

;

tea and for the intelligent work- ithas i
done, Iam -constrained to believe and
to say that they have made a mistake
in this first 'section, and Ihope, it.will
not' receive the endorsement . of this
committee. •

Mr. MEREDITH: Mr. Chairman, I
thought- the gentleman -from .Pulaski
(Mr. WjTsor)' desired to addres the com-

mittee.
', . \u25a0

.Mr. WYSOR:; . I'have.some remarks
to make, but I. thought I

'

had better
draw your fire..first.. ...'.., „, . .
i Mr." MEREDITH: .;:ljiaveno objecT

tion to the -first fire, sir, and .,I.will;
go; on, but Ithought- you would pre-

fer to proceed at this time.
'

Mr. Chairman arid gentlemen ;of 'the
committee, you., will.-.readily, give us

credit for at least believing, that ihere
are some reasons \u25a0 for -the provision
which has-been recommended by us;
especially if the thing we.recommend is
the- monstrous evil, that hop -'been' pory
b-ayed by these "gentlemen ;whb'are'bp-
posing it. .Ifyou willexamine Uiesig-

natures\to that report you/will see. that
it comprises' some of the. men. who have
had a great deal to do with the finan-
cial features 'of the State government

for the last seven' or eight; years,^up-
on the finance committee, of'the Senate,

and upon the finance committees of the
House.. They are men. who under-
stand soriiewhat;the/subject' of taxation,

men who have .been brought in contact
with it, and. have, seen Iwhere; the: dif-
ficulties ;of it!1ie.' \u25a0 -'; It-is fair to presume
that, in addition "to. their experience,
they have a sense^of justice that would
prevent them;:from desiring to impose

any unfair tax upon, any, class of peo-
ple. Ithink that is .a fair ,presump.^

tiori.|| .
'

\u25a0

' . . .
'
; •

'
\u25a0'.- -

In addition.that that, Mr. Chairman,
Irepresent a- constituency, which ac-
'cording tothe pictures, that have been
painted here by these' gentlemen, might

suffer as much' as .any,*,and yetl do not
hesitate, to' say that- Ido not. believe
the present idea of .taxation in.:this-
State :is fair to the lai-gcr ,part \ot- it\-
thatitis a grievous arid unjust burderi,
and that the large portion of this State
has

-
;been for\u25a0.'; years paying an .unjust

portion; of the taxes of the State. -; ;..
Mr. Chairman, Iam glad to say that I

am supported^ in that view.;by the -gen-
tleman, who was Chairman of this com-
mittee and was obliged: to resign .his
position 'in. this ,body>. because ;of.iri-"
health; a man; who has :as;much con-;
nectioh with''the financial ;enterprise's ;
in this State;- as-, any 'man. I-know; of,

from'banks "toimanufacturing establish-]
nieritsV arid ;on •' toVfailroads, :,while;.he
he-v.heartily approved •\u25a0of

-
this ;p; pr oposl-v

,tion.;that' there should :be ;an (equalityi
of:taxation, as bur opponen ts ar e cla!iriw
ing.: yet ;he held- that.lit 'could;;:-not\be':
gotten at ;urider ';thejpresent; system; of;

\u25a0taxation^ ;;He .^recjagnized^that^is^ ;nb.
class

1

:ofpeople iri^this /State -.who;have.
taken; gj'eater; ad^vantage'; of the/'preVerit:
piovision:injthe.CoristitutibriManlthoseJ
who \u25a0 havo :owned t the property

'
tliey;

could hide.
.. '.-Those of you, who ov/n Tproperty that-
cannot be hidden; have- been forced, if
the?'assessment has been fair to pay
your fair share ot tho taxes Uut-those,

\u0084who fhaye jbeen able ;to hide, taeir;prop-.»

er^,rriave;-been:"abie;"to:avbidJi.what has ;
beenj'siriiniy''a"±ahy share of \u25a0.tLeiburden.
;c;Mr^:Cliuivrriaui^it';Would^be^a;;. little'
siirpfisiri'gr'^atboth myself arid;the rgen-;,
jtlcman, who'Va's i'the" chairman has now
such^c6nnectiori;^vith "'

the: financial 'in-;
stitutioris:":inV:"this"'Statej'Vslibuid .^cornc

r arid .ofCerV the ;\u25a0 provision, which' \u25a0is -con-

jtairiedrin'this "\u25a0section; -if itas?the"rnbn-"'
strositS";that haa>beeri: painted ;here by

'trie-gentlemen "'
who\u25a0'"'preceded- me. :VMr.'

IChairman, let me 'test; 'I;.do;not: say;

S sihcerity--I :will,not' say. that, because"
jI'do not.'doubt the sjncerity-r-butletnie
i;test • the' rinf6rmation vof. the 'gentleman,

|who;have preceded; me on this "ques-
!tion,"when ithey have stated, on \u25a0

"
thi3:

floor .that .rather 'than^; have 'the; pro-

vision
'
which we 'offer in this; section .

they would have no restriction upon trio
Legislature. ; ;How'can ;that*be the seri-"
ous^'determination of ''\u25a0 a.man -who .can
appreciate -what would be the extent of
-having restriction in the Constitution?
What. earthly, -protection would .you
have ? ;;Yet you, in \u25a0 the .;earnestness iof
.your remarks, have said that you would
rather have 'nothing in this Constitution;:
no restrictions, no limitation/ no protec-

tion. whatever :to the system ;of;taxa-;
tiori: than to \u25a0 have- this

'provision that
is -here offered. • - - '

"'.Gentlemen,-' Irespectfully submitthat
when you come to discuss the; question .
of",taxation, it is not a thing:that you

;can weave out of your mind infiveniin-
"utes-.-. Itis not a thing • as to one' mind
'should jump to conclusions. Ithas>been
.the matter of serious and earnest study

bY some- of the ablest minds of, this
country, and. their thoughts and conclu-
sions are /worthy of consideration, before
you express any crude ideas upon the
subject.'. ;','.\u25a0;. - . J

'

So far asIam concerned, if these gen-
tlemen who are opposing this measure
can staiid.it, Iwill agreethat nothing

'shall .be.put in the Constitution Iwill
•accept the proposition,; if you will go

heartily with me. Iwill go"with you,
but Imust state that! do not believe
Itwillbe wise to pursue that course. To
say -that you would rather not have
some restriction in the Constitution, so
as to at least have a system of taxation
by' which men of the same class shall be;

\u25a0taxed alike, that you do not want even
that protection, but would rather have

none at all, is,Irespectfully submit, th"c
expression of an unthought of thought,

\ if Imay so express myself; certainly

an illconsidered idea.
:Mr- Chairman. and gentlemen of Ihe

committe, let us see \u25a0 the origin of the
language we have in this report. Itis
taken,, sir, verbatim from tha. Pennsyl^

vania Constitution. If'there is any'
State in this.Union, that is regarded by

writers upon economics as far in ad-
vanco of any other 'State .'upon'-the sub-
ject of taxation, it is the Stale of Penn-
sylvania. Are the gentlemen aware of

'
it?. Gentlemen, we have the right to
ask that you study this subject before
you attack us for,making a rp;.>or' for
the. benefit of"the Ptotel Nearly air the
economic writers will tell you that the
State of Pennsylvania is far iri.advance
of the other States of:this Union upon
the subject of taxation. We, have
adopted verbatim, Isay, the language

of the Pennsylvania Constitution. |
, Mr. MARSHALL.:How long has that
been in operation?

Mr. MEREDITH: .Since 1573, sir.
Ifthe chairman of the committe will

allow. me. to have his book, I.Willcall
your."attention while Iam on that sub-
ject to the States that have no limita-
tion whatever upon their Legislatures
as to taxation

—
just what we had up to

1851. They are the States of Connecti-
cut, Delaware, Maryland, Massachu-.
setts, New Hampshire,. New Jersey,
New York,.Rhode Island, and Vermont,

the thriftiest, Wealthiest State's in the
Union where the people are;not ground
down by injustice and unequal taxation,

but States "that have greatly prospered
along lines of manufactures and works
and internal improvements. Those
States have no provision, norestrictions
whatever upon their Legislatures. .

Mr- ;R; WALTON
'

MOORE: New
York,-in its recently revised Consti-
tution, omits, any provision at all. i

\u25a0'\u25a0'.. Mrl'N MEREDITH:'\u25a0'-. tea, sir. When
you come to' the States of Colorado,
Georgia, Idaho, Montana, Louisiana,
and Missouri, you will find thejt have •

virtually the same principle ;as the
\u25a0Pennsylvania .Constitution. There are
but::eight or nine States that have a
provision anything like the one we have
in'our Constitution.

'-'.': What'is the reason of this? The peo-
ple of those States had some reason
for it- .It?is simply because, they have.had the idea that actual, 1 tangible-prop-
erty is not the, only thing to look:at,

.but"- that .if"'is the faculty or feature of
productivity that you must consider.

Mr. CAMERON: I"disiik--; to inter-
rupt the gentleman,, but Iwish- to ask
whether ric is" possible to reach tliut Dy

assessment? : „ .".".
'.Mr/ MEREDITH:;No, sir; it is im-

possible: v reach it by.assessment, and
it is .to recognized.- The principle is

\u25a0that Ihe're.'is no equality of -taxation
.unless you have a classification of sub-
jects, v those subjects that come Ir..im-
mediate; competition; : That is; the Prin-
ciple.' It-must be the subjects of taxa-.
'tibn that come into immediate competi-
tion, in' order to.have equality of tax-,

ation- You must divide the subjects of
'taxation into classes., \u25a0'•;\u25a0\u25a0; :
:;
:But.lam off from Avhat:Istarted to

say.V.l have called your attention to.
j those States', which havo rib limitation
upon the Legislatures, and that instead
o£ suffering and ;haying their .citizens
driven from their borders by unequal
taxation; they are the thriftiest and the
wealthiest States. in the Union. Ihave
here a report ofthe Tax Commission of
the 'State." of Minnesota, Which is suffer-

•ing.;under a.;, general property tax,: as I
calif d by. economists, the same.-.system'-

that- we 'have in this -State.' Tin;/ re-
commendedand-prepared a bill for the*
Legislature ,of •:that S tate 'to \u25a0 pacs, .'\u25a0 ask- \u25a0•
;
;

if:g"that am6ng.the amendments to:the
"Constitution \u25a0 there- shall;be. this: "All.:
vtax'es- shall rbe'-uniform.upon the v=ame
.class ?of subjects' within';the \u25a0> territorial ;
>limits;of:the.a.uthority levying the tax/
and shall -be levied :and collected- under,

"general; Jaws, for.-public; purposes."- :-.
-
} .•

»(\u25a0Mr!R.;WALTON^M6ORE:;-,That re-;
port Is just issued. / •

\u25a0
'•' "\u25a0•".'- .'\u25a0'

, Mr. MEREDITH: Yes, it is just Is-
;sued>3t is a report for 1902."
'{-'I':Mr.:FAIRFAX:

"
;And that i3;a"repdr t\u25a0

of '•a \u25a0icommission which : was .ap-.
pointed .. for this, v .especial >;-pur-^
pose 'in ::,the. State: of -Minnesota,;
;which -;has;the; same its,
-\u25a0Constitutions that we haye ;.\u25a0in our old'
IC^l^H^tij^irtuallyltheTsanie provis^l

proroped in. the amendmbnt
ni the gentleman from Po'teraburg (Jlr.

1\u25a0 JLJhLJI!* •'rivAVyX
-
X*iAv/I.*-*- > »»--*-*-x*j i** -,"\u25a0.* , , , -••.\u25a0»

____


