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Down thru the dark o' the wood, like a spirit, it ran;

Its shrieking appalled,—

Voicing the woe at the heart of the world, over man,

Long error-enthralled.

DWIGHT MARVEN.
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LINCOLN STEFFENS GETS A WRIT

ING MACHINE.

Expressions of Opinion from Grateful Hen, Obtained

Wirelessly by W. G. Eggleston.

Postmaster General Hitchcock: "That, is, in

deed, great news. It means a material reduction

of the postal deficit, for we can now dispense with

two-thirds of the force in the Dead Letter Office."

Joseph Leggett: "It is another illustration,

young man, that nothing can stop the onward

march of the Single Tax."

Louis F. Post: "It is good news; and yet—.

Perhaps I can l>est illustrate what I mean by say

ing that there is a pleasurable element of un

certainty in groping under the bed, in the dark,

for a collar button. Steffens's purchase removes

the pleasurable uncertainty, but there still remains

the uncertainty of—but why say it?"

President Taft: "Good! My speeches now

have no rival in the realm of mystery!"

Editor Anybody's Magazine: "Too bad! The

great, charm of Steffens' writing was that the

whole editorial force had to get drank as a biled

owl to read it. Now we'll have to keep sober."

James G. Maguire: "Well, I suppose I'll have

to go back to solving chess problems for mental

gymnastics."

Theodore Roosevelt: "He's a liar."

Bolton Hall: "It sounds like a parable."

Francis J. JJeney: Now I can read one of Stef-

fens' letters without asking the Court to continue

a graft case for a week."

James H. Barry: "Things will be less uncer

tain hereafter."

Daniel Kiefer: "It is equal to a $5,000 sub

scription to the Fels fund. Now I'll quit dream

ing, after reading one of Steffens' letters, that

I'm translating 'Progress and Poverty' from

Turkish into Japanese."

W. S. U'Ren: "So? I hope it won't give me

mental dyspepsia. For years I have used his

hand-made letters to exercise the Fletcherizing

muscles of my brain on."

William- Marion Reedy: "The x, the unknown

quantity, of the world's reform movement has be

come a known quantity. To read one of Stef

fens' letters now will be like knowing the prin

cipal parts of hash while you eat it."

Joseph G. Cannon: "Got a writin' machine,

eh? What he needs is a thinkin' machine."

Eggleston himself: "I'D bet that if Steffens

will send a typewritten letter with one of the old-

time kind, to the typewriter man, he'll get a $250

rebate on the price of a $100 machine. They

would make a great 'Before and After* adver

tisement."

WISE ADVICE TO LANDOWNERS.

Significant Editorial on the Advance of Land Value

Taxation. From the Real Estate News (Sept

ember, 1909), the Leading Real Estate

Paper of Chicago.

While real estate in America now furnishes far

more than its proportional quota of the public

revenues, it is still, in contemplation of law, taxed

at the same rate as personal and intangible prop

erty ; it has not yet been singled out as a class by

itself, devoted to pay a fraction of its capital value

into the public exchequer. The sagacious investor

who, a quarter of a century ago, bought for $500

a suburban lot which is now worth $25,000, rests

in the confidence that as an American citizen he

cannot be despoiled of his vested interests. Habit

has lulled him into security, though the land tax,

now firmly intrenched in Germany and certain to

prevail in England, is advancing on these United

States with all the slow certainty of fate. No

Atlantic ocean can stay its progress. The degree

of distress which it entails will depend largely

upon the tact and foresight with which landed

proprietors meet it.

According to the gospel of the land taxers, all

increase in unimproved real estate values is due

to the growth and industry of the community, and

not to anything done by the owner himself. The

purchaser of the $500 lot no doubt thinks himself

entitled to the benefit of his bargain, but there is

at least $20,000 of its present value, they insist,

which he has done nothing to create. Abstractly

considered, there is plausibility in the argument

that this increment of value belongs to the com

munity which created it rather than to the indi

vidual owner who sat passively by. The feudal

lords held by mere royal favor and force of arms

the broad domains which they could not personally

use. Were it not for the inertia of tradition and

the necessary pains of readjustment, few persons

would now be found to argue that land was a

proper subject for private ownership except to the

extent of productive use. The right to hold land

merely for a rise in values, if not prejudiced by

old habits of thought, would present itself to an

industrial age as an economic anachronism. So
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says the land taxer, and to a degree the cogency

of his argnments cannot be gainsaid.

What you or I think, however, of different theo

ries of revenue production matters little; the seiz

ure of part of the so-called "unearned increment"

is coming, and no individual opinion can stop it.

Those who read the signs of the times aright will

not ignore the inevitable, but will labor to the end

that when the land tax comes its course shall be

guided by reason and moderation, not by passion.

Zealots for the single tax may be found who

preach the confiscation of even existing land val-'

ues. Fortunately, such extremists are few in

number. Their influence will remain negligible

unless a conflict is aroused by a stubborn and un

compromising attitude on the part of vested in

terests. David Lloyd George does not seek in

England to confiscate existing values; the pro

gram of his party is to fix values now by compe

tent authority, leaving the already existing un

earned increment to be enjoyed by landowners,

and seizing for the use of the state one-fifth mere

ly of the future unearned increment.

Were the readjustment already accomplished,

there would be little opposition to future applica

tion of such a system. The difficulty arises from

the unfortunate fact that the past and the future

cannot be marked off by a definite line. A con

siderable part of the present value of our provi

dent investor's $25,000 lot is due to the prospect

that it will be worth $50,000 in a few years; if

that reasonable expectation were destroyed, the

market value of the property might be cut down

by half. Any tax, therefore, which seeks to take

a part of the future increment necessarily destroys

a large fraction of present values. This is the

menace which property owners have to face.

How easy it would be to achieve ideals if society

were not hampered by its past. Every industrial

readjustment on a large scale involves financial

ruin to thousands of individuals, even though the

progress of society is calculated to save in the long

account far more than it destroys. Mechanical

invention and the operation of economic law must

levy their daily toll of victims just as certainly as

nature, "so careful of the type, so careless of the

single life," destroys her thousands of victims that

one favorite may survive. New methods of taxa

tion cannot prevail without causing individual

distress.

Chattel slavery had to go in this country. If

slave owners had been open-minded enough to

read the lessons of history, they might have ob

tained compensation for the value of their slaves.

The cost of a necessary and inevitable reform

might have been distributed over the whole coun

try, instead of being added to the ravages of war

as part of the burden of the South. A consider

able readjustment of property in land is sure to

come in this generation or the next, and no vested

interests will be able to stop it. The important

matter for the individual owner to realize is that

real estate interests need to combine now for the

formulation of a wise policy with respect to the

coming invasion. A spirit of prudent compromise

is indispensable to the safeguarding of their rights,

and the sooner they take counsel together in that

temper the better it will be for all.

SUFFRAGETTE VIOLENCE.

From an Editorial in The London Ration (Radical) of

September 25, 1303.

We hope that the general body of women suf

fragists will pause before they give their leaders

full authority to pursue the tactics of violence

which have been formally adopted and acted upon

at Birmingham and elsewhere, and are avowed

and excused in a remarkable letter to the "Times"

by Miss Christabel Pankhurst. It is necessary to

see what these methods are. They include gross

personal assaults on the Prime Minister, aud other

members of the present Government, who cannot

resent them physically on the ground of personal

dignity and the feeling which forbids a man of re

finement to strike a woman who attacks him.

They also involve the throwing of stones or "metal

missiles" into the private houses of Ministers, into

crowded public meetings, into street throngs, and

into railway carriages, without regard to the fact

that physical injury, even death, may be the result.

One of the women who threw a "metal missile"

into Mr. Asquith's train, said that "she wished he

had been in it," and the station-master at Bir

mingham added that she admitted to him she had

aimed at a certain carriage because she thought it

contained the Prime Minister. Presumably, there

fore, she wished to injure him, and, indeed, it does

not seem to us that between "metal missiles" and

bombs, with wild girls excited by a vehement

propaganda to throw them, a very considerable in

terval exists. . . .

No such likeness exists [to the Irish

agrarian agitation]. We are not thinking of the

distinction—and it is a very real one—between the

character of the quarrel between the Irish people

and their landlords and the five-year-old agitation

for securing the Parliamentary vote to some

women. What we have specially in mind is that

though "village ruffianism" played a part in that

agitation, the central directing body took the line,

we think with perfect honesty, of discouraging out

rage, and successfully repelled all charges and in

sinuations based on the belief that violence was

promoted or favored by the headquarters of the

movement. The case of the Women's Social and

Political Union is very different. The govern

ment of this body is autocratic, and its leaders

have, wisely or unwisely, refused to conduct it on

the basis of an average self-ruled body of political

/


