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Greene of Seattle, who as a Territorial judge stood

for the old Territorial suffrage law. He “is on

record,” says the Pacific Monthly article, “as say

ing that in 1887 and 1888, when women had the

right to vote in Washington, he never before or

since saw the law better enforced or political con

ditions more healthful.”

+ +

Business Qualifications.

An instructive anecdote is told of a distin

guished magnate of some kind of trust or other

let us call it the “lumber trust” for the sake of

Particularity. The magnate had a Negro body

servant who often indulged a propensity for ro

mantic narration. On one of these occasions the

magnate responded with a blunt comment. “Sam,”

he asked, “ain't you a good deal of a liarº “Well,

sir,” said Sam, “ain't a man got to be a good deal

of a liar to succeed in the lumber business?”

+ +

Collier's and Old Glory.

There is a “Society for the Protection of the

American Flag,” which seems a useless sort of so

“iety. Of what injury could the American flag be in

danger which a society for its protection might

*** - Look at the cover page of last week's

Cºllier's and you shall see. Collier's has celebrat.

"º the Fourth of July with a cartoon associating

* flag with the new art of aviation. The flag

Wºuld probably be proud of this unusual associal

tion with a victory of peace, if it could speak; but

its self-constituted guardian, the Society for the

Protection of the American Flag, is offended at

the juxtaposition. So that issue of Colliers has

been suppressed in some places. It is a pity that

this should have happened to the particular issue
of Collier's in which Irwin tells how newspaper

Pºlicies are controlled by special interests.

+ +

Plugging Up Constitutions.

The People of States about to make new Consti

tutions should take Warning from Massachusetts.

By the Constitution of that State, there can be no

*dment without the consent of both houses of

the legislature, twice given, and at two different

*"; and each time the lower house must ex

press its consent by a two-thirds vote. Until all

this is done the people are not allowed to vote on

ºposed *mendment. Of course no such baf

º: strictions were ever placed in any Constitu
.." to Preserve some power of Privilege

min *lt. It gives and is intended to give

ºrity control. A fine illustration was afforded
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last week, when a conservative amendment provid

ing for People's Power came before the lower

House of the Massachusetts legislature. A

joint committee had favored it by 8 to 2; the

House itself favored it by 125 to 75. But it is

withheld from the next legislature, and conse

quently from popular vote, because a negative

minority of 75 members out of 200 have more

power than the 125 members who favored the

change.

+ +

Trusts.

The efforts to regulate trusts read like children's

stories of catching birds by putting salt on their

tails, in the light of the report of the Commissioner

of Corporations on the steel trust. The reader of

this report must be dull not to catch the point

that the real power of the steel trust is not in its

business organization, but in its consolidation of

raw material monopolies. Given the ownership of

75 per cent of the lake ores, upon which the steel

industry is based, and what difference would it

make in the control of that industry whether the

owner were a corporation, a combination of cor

porations, or an individual? And as with the

steel trust, which has that advantage, so with all

other trusts: Either openly or secretly they

control a vital source of supply. This gives

them a control of the industry that no regulation

can reach and which gains no commercial power

by any sort of combination that a single indi

vidual owning that source would not possess. Is

it not time to stop playing with the details of

trust evils and go to bottom causes?

+ k +

THE RECALL OF JUDGES.

The most persuasive argument offered for ex

cepting judges from the Recall is based upon the

assumption that they are not law makers but mere

ly appliers of the law.

This assumption is hardly in accord with the

present facts; and it is difficult even to see how

such an assumed condition of things could prac

tically be brought about. In any case, however, if

the question is to be frankly considered, it would

seem that any substantial objection to the recall

of judges must be admitted to apply also against

the recall of other public officials, and against de

mocracy generally.

Fear of impulsive and harmful action by the

people is the sole basis for such objection.

That this fear should be especially appealed to

in behalf of judges is illogical, and merely avoids

admisssion of a lack of faith in democracy; for
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there is no reason why confidence in the general

sanity and fair-mindedness of the people, which is

the essence of democracy, should fail with respect

to judges.

When fairly looked at it seems that this fear of

impulsive action is mainly a left-over product of

oppressive and repressive government.

It ignores every-day proofs of the natural con

servatism of really self-governing people. It tends

to hide the real danger to democracy of giving irre

sponsible power to any class of men.

A “Judge Jeffreys” impressively shows that ju

dicial office does not sanctify the incumbent, and

that democracy cannot safely make judges respon

sible to any power other than the people. Surely a

good judge has no special reason to fear the people,

or to demand insurance against their possible mis

takes.

W. G. STEWAR.T.

+ + +

AN OPEN LETTER TO GOVERNOR

WILSON.

I want to express my appreciation of the ad

vanced position you have taken with reference

to legislation that will extend the power of the

people. You seem never to have come under the

influence of the fear of mob rule and ill advised

decisions which animate the disciples of Hamilton.

Without considering the right of the people to

rule their own affairs, it is plain that they con

stitute the most conservative force in the nation.

From the very nature of the situation, in the

aggregate they approach questions without motives

of narrow personal selfishness; and when this fac

tor is eliminated it is characteristic of human

nature to act from principles of justice.

In the course of events in England, in New

Zealand, in Oregon and elsewhere, when the people

have a chance to express themselves authoritatively

by means of the ballot, it is amazing to observe

their conservatism. As a rule a measure that is

not fully understood is lost, and the people seem

willing to suffer the evils that they have unless

it can be shown unmistakably that remedial meas

ures will come up to the specifications of their

proponents.

If this be true, then both principle and ex

pediency call for an adjustment of our institutions

that will give all power to the people. Even their

mistakes will be valuable educationally, especially

since such mistakes will not be motived by personal

selfishness.

I feel sure, for instance, that if the judiciary

were subject to recall, no majority would ever recall

a judge unless his course was plainly and unmis

-

takably contrary to the spirit and genius of our

people. And any judge who permitted his de

cisions to be biased by fear of the recall would

be at least no worse than the hordes of present

day judges who are influenced either by the wishes

of their political creators or by those more subtle

influences of habit and association which are

crudely expressed by the word Caste.

The judiciary is the last refuge of privilege and

aristocracy. The Recall is a sure means for elim

inating them from the common life.

Of course all this is for the future, but as one

of your political followers, I think I voice the

sentiment of large numbers when I express the

hope that your vision of democracy may have no

Hamiltonian alloy, and also when I express the

belief that the day has passed when a leader of the

people can fail to see that what is basic in principle

must be expedient.

GEORGE A. BRIGGS.

=

EDITORIAL CORRESPONDENCE

THE SINGLETAX IN VANCOUVER.

Vancouver, B. C., June 21, 1911.

Twenty-five years ago the site of Vancouver was

a dense forest, although a small village had sprung

up along the banks of Burrard Inlet. It is estimated,

however, that at that time the entire population in

the neighborhood did not exceed a thousand persons.

On a Sunday afternoon in June, 1886, this village was

almost destroyed by fire, only a few houses somewhat

isolated escaping. But the territory of what will be

Greater Vancouver in the near future, has today a

population of 140,000 to 150,000 and is growing at a

rapid pace.

Vancouver has become famous for totally ex

empting buildings and other improvements from tax

ation, and from consequently levying taxes on land

values alone is called a Singletax city. Since the

experiment began, land values have jumped tre

mendously and many fortunes have been made out

of speculation in building sites. Every step towards

the reduction of taxation on buildings has given

added impetus to the value of land. Some cor

respondents of The Public have consequently express

ed apprehension that low rates of land value taxa

tion and undervaluations would result disastriously

to Vancouver through further speculation in land

values followed by a crash; and that as the city is

represented as a Singletax municipality this disaster

might give a back-set to the Singletax movement

unless it were generally understood that the disaster

was due not to the Singletax but to not enough of

the Singletax.

These fears caused the publisher of The Single Tax

Review of New York to commission me to make a

thorough investigation, so that the Review could

place before its readers definite information to guide

them in forming conclusions. I came here with many

misgivings, and my first fortnight of investigation


