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be provided in such fashion as to prevent its being
wantonly or too frequently used. I do not believe
that it should be made the easy or ordinary way of
taking action. In the great majority of cases it is
far better that action on legislative matters should
be taken by those specially delegated to perform the
task; in other words, that the work should be done
by the experts chosen to perform it. But where the
men thus delegated fail to perform their duty, then
it should be in the power of the people themselves
to perfofm the duty. ... As to the Recall, I do not
believe that there is any great necessity for it as
regards short term elective officers. 1 believe
it should be generally provided, but with such re-
strictions as will make it available only when there
is a widespread and genuine public feeling among a
majority of the voters. There remains the question
of the Recall of judges. . .. Courts have repeatedly
defeated the aroused moral sentiment of a whole
commonwealth. ... By the abuse of the power to
declare laws unconstitutional the courts have be-
come a lawmaking, instead of a law enforcing,
agency. Here again the settled will of soclety to
correct confessed evils has been set at naught by
those who place metaphysics above life. It is the
courts, not the constitutions, that are at fault. .
The judge is just as much the servant of the people
as any other official. Of course he must act con-
pcientiously. So must every other official. He
must not do anything wrong because there is pop-
ular clamor for it, any more than under similar cir-
cumstances a governor or a legislator or a public
utilities commissioner should do wrong. Each must
follow his conscience, even though to do so costs
him his place. But in their turn the people must
follow their conscience, and when they have definite-
ly decided on a given policy they must have public
servants who will carry out that policy. . . . There is
one kind of Recall in which I very earnestly believe,
and the immediate adoption of which I urge.
When a judge decides a Constitutional question,
when he decides what the people as a whole can or
cannot do, the people should have the right to recall
that decision if they think it wrong. . If the
ecourts have the final say-so on all legislative acts,
and if no appeal can lie from them to the people,
then they are the irresponsible masters of the people.

& B
La Follette and Roosevelt.

Mr. Roosevelt’s speech before the Ohio Consti-
tutional convention on the 21st having been her-
alded as a political platform on which he is to take
the place of Senator La Follette as the progressive
Republican candidate for President, members of
the progressive Republican conference gave out on
the 23rd the following communication to them
from Senator La Follette in reply to their assur-
ances of support for him:

Without one word I should have known where to
find you all. Nowhere are there braver, brainier
fighters for human rights. Trained and seasoned in
many battles, you never swerve from the straight
course. Again and again you have made what those
without vision call “defeat” the very corner stone
of great and lasting victory. We are facing a civic
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crisis. The demand for better control of government
and the just solution of our economic and social
problems is nationwide. The progressive platform
must be thoroughly constructive and uncompromis-
ing on the great issues that are now to be fought
out to a finish. It is no time for compromise either
on principles or on men. It was the uncompromising
course in Wisconsin that secured the wise and pro-
gressive statutes which distinguish our common-
wealth, Standing solldly together, we will continue
the Wisconsin way until it is the national way. I
believe that time is near at hand.

[See current volume, page 181.]
& @
Theodore Roosevelt, Presidential Candidate.

In response to the address of Governors Glass-
cock, Aldrich, Bass, Carey, Osborn, Stubbs and
Hadley, requesting ex-President Roosevelt to be-
come a candidate for the Republican nomination
for President, Mr. Roosevelt gave out the follow-
ing letter on the 24th:

New York, Feb. 24, 1912.—Gentlemen: 1 deeply
appreciate your letter and I realize to the full the
heavy responsibility it puts upon me, expressing as
it does the carefully considered convictions of the
men elected by popular vote to stand as the heads
of government in their several States. I absolutely
agree with you that this matter is not one to be de-
cided with any reference to the personal preferences
or interests of any man, but purely from the stand-
point of the interests of the people as a whole. I
will accept the nomination for President if it is
tendered to me, and I will adhere to this decision
until the convention has expressed its preference.
One of the chief principles for which I have stood
and for which I now stand and which I have always
endeavored and always shall endeavor to reduce to
action is the genuine rule of the people; and there-
fore I hope that, so far as possible, the people may

- be given the chance through direct primaries to

express their preference as to who shall be the nom-
inee of the Republican Presidential convention. Very
truly yours,

THEODORE ROOSEVELT.

[See current volume, page 157.]

o o

Roosevelt’s Boston Speech.

After announcing his candidacy Mr. Roosevelt
supplemented his Columbus speech with one at
Boston, delivering it on the 26th before the Massa-
chusetts legislature. In the latter speech he in
terms favored “direct nominations, direct ’pri-
maries, including direct Presidential primaries,
not only for local but for State delegates,” and
declared his belief “in the adoption of wisely
chosen devices under which the Initiative and
Referendum can be used, not as a substitute for a
representative government, but to make repre-
sentative government genuinely representative, to
see it corrected if it becomes misrepresentative.”
On the subject of the Recall of judges, Mr. Roose-
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velt made an extended explanation of and argu-
ment for his position in the course of which he
said:

I am not advocating the recall of judges; I am ad-
vocating a measure which, if adopted, will prevent
the necessity of the recall of judges. I am not advo-
cating the recall of the judge; I am advocating the
recall of legalism to justice.. My proposal applies
only to the legislative acts which the courts declare
unconstitutional. I refer specifically to laws, passed
in the collective interests of the whole community,
passed by the legislative body—your body here—in
the exercise of the power to promote the general
welfare, in the exercise of the police power which is
inherent in the legislature. If such a law duly deal-
ing with the collective interests of the community
as a whole, passed by the legislature and signed by
the Governor, is declared unconstitutional by the
court, I ask that the people be given the right, if
they choose to exercise that right, themselves to
pass final judgment upon the proposition. ... I am
not wedded to any method. . .. but I am wedded
to the purpose that I uphold. I wish to put a stop
to the courts nullifying laws which the people deem
necessary to their general welfare. . . . Differences
about method are differences of detail, but the differ-
ence is fundamental between me and those men who
hold that the people are not, after due thought and
deliberation, to find their desire expressed in the
law of the land.

& o

The Lawrence Strike,

Both Houses of Congress were afire on the 26th
with speeches on the textile strike at Lawrence,
Mass. Senator Poindexter of the State of Wash-
ington, just returned from a visit to Lawrence, in-
troduced a resolution directing an inquiry by the
United States Commissioner of Labor. He de-
clared that Lawrence is in the hands of
“military autocrats.” Senator Lodge objected
to any interference with the affairs of his
State, in which he was supported by Sen-
ators Bailey, Williams, Overman, Chilton and
others. “They have substituted white slav-
ery for black slavery,” said Senator Till-
man. In the House, Representative Wilson of
Pennsylvania proposed a resolution to direct the
committee on labor, of which he is chairman, to
investigate conditions at Lawrence and appropriat-
ing $10,000 for the work. Representative Berger
spoke on the subject and read to the House a tele-
gram from the textile workers’ strike committee,
saying a delegation of children and strikers would
come to \Washington to appear before the rules
committee when it considers the Wilson resolution.
Mr. Berger also has a resolution for an investiga-
tion pending. [See current volume, page 156.]

&

Governor Foss of Massachusetts has ordered the
attornev general of his State to make immediately
“a rigid investigation” and if he finds “that any
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citizen has been deprived of a lawful exercise of
his constitutional rights” that he “immediately set
in motion such machinery of the law as will guar-
antee to all citizens free and untrammeled exercise
of these rights.” The immediate cause for this -
action appears to be the interference of local
authorities with efforts of strikers to provide for
their children outside the State. Several of these
children had been sent to temporary homes.in New
York, as heretofore reported in these columns,
but on the 25th the local authorities arrested 14
children about to go to Philadelphia and sent
them to the “city home.” A dispatch in the Chi-
cago Inter Ocean of the 25th thus describes the
matter:

Contrary to the orders issued by the civil and mili-
tary authorities, prohibiting the exportation of chil-
dren of the striking textile mill operatives, an un-
successful attempt was made today by the strike
committee of the Industrial Workers of the World
to send a party of thirty children to Philadelphia.
Before the police and militia could prevent the at-
tempt, several heads were broken by the clubs of the
officers, a number of men were arrested, and all of
the children, whose ages ranged from 4 to 14 years,
were taken into custody. To discourage possible at-
tempts on the part of the strikers to rescue the chil-
dren, four companies of infantry and a squad of
cavalry surrounded the railroad station when the
children were taken into custody. The action was
taken as a result of the order issued last Saturday
by Colonel Sweetser, commander of the militia doing
patrol duty here, forbidding the exportation of addi-
tional parties of children to other cities in an en-
deavor to arouse sympathy in the cause of the strik-
ers, without permission of the parents.

In behalf of the strikers it is stated that all these
deportations of children are with the consent of

their parents.
e o

Direct Legislation for Ohio.

United support of 80 of the members of the
Ohio Constitutional convention for an Initiative
and Referendum clause was announced at Colum-
bus on the 21st. “There will come out of the con-
ference of the Initiative and Referendum sup-
porters a measure drafted along sane, conserva-
tive and safe lines, one that will appeal to the
sober judgment of the delegates and will be adopted
by the convention,” said George W. Harris of
Hamilton, as reported in the Cleveland Plain
Dealer of the 22nd. He added: “There are no
serious differences between delegates. The differ-
ences merely are matters of expression and detail in
the main and will be settled during the next few
conferences. The friends of Initiative and Refer-
endum all over the State need fear no outcome
detrimental to the cause. We have over 80 votes
and the redraft of the proposal will be such as
will enlist this united support when it comes from
the committee. The time required for redrafting
the instrument will not be long.” This announce-



