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Insurgency was also rampant throughout the
country districts of the State. In Newcastle, Law-
rence County, the Socialists elected a Mayor. The

Democrats gaimmed six judges and in sixteen counties
breaks were Xmaade in the Penrose machine. Some
of these counties went Democratic for the first time
in 25 years. “T"he Republican majorities in practi-
cally every coumnty were reduced or converted into
victories for the Democrats, the Keystoners and
the Socialists . Surely the people are beginning to
view politics imm a new light in Pennsylvania, the old
bulwark of Re publicanisni.

The great €Quay machine, handed down to Pen-
rose in perfect working order, is crumbling. In
1912. it will haa v~ e mo easy task to hold itself together,
for in the opimion of many, Pennsylvania will then
be “fighting g round” for Progressives.

BERNARD B. M'GINNIS.

INCIDEENTAL SUGGESTIONS
“CURRENCY REFORM” A LA ALDRICH
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creation fox- neqqucally declares in favor of the
organizationy the United States of a central banking
principles.” based upon the following general
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ing power”’? Then we may expect a tyranny com-
pared to which that of George III. over the Ameri-
can Colonies would look like benevolent protection.
Any business man could be ruined at the behest of
this money combine; no business could start with-
out its consent. There would be no way out ex-
cept through a revolution in which “confiscation”
and ‘“repudiation” would sound like mild terms.

If the Aldrich' currency plan, when full-blown,
shows the people the real facts in the case, perhaps
the experience will not be too dearly bought though
the price be tremendous.

CELIA BALDWIN WHITEHEAD.
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IS THERE A DIFFERENCE?

Fairmont, Minn.

In the issue of The Outlook for Dec. 2nd there
appears an editorial anent The Regulation of Bank
Organization. The article states that “the Kansas
Supreme Court has for the first time in this country
established the power of a Commonwealth to deny
charters to bank organizations.” The article cites
the specific instance on which the Court rendered
its decision upholding th'e action of the Charter
Board in denying an application.

May I ask as to the similarity of the principle
involved in the regulation of the establishment of
banks and the principle involved in the.regulation
of wages by a labor union? If the free-lance laborer
must have his inviolable right to engage himself to
whomsoever he chooses and for what price or wage
he chooses guaranteed to him, why must not the
ambitious banker by the same token be guaranteed
the same freedom of independent action? Why
must capital be protected ugainst free lance capital
and labor go unprotected against free-lance
laborers?

Of course the motive of the regulation of bank
organization is the protection of the depositor. But
is the welfare of the depositor any more sacred than
the weltare of the child of the laborer? Is there
any more reason that capital shall be made secure
against injudicious free-lance bankers than that
the welfare of the home of the laborer shall be
made secure against injudicious free-lance laborers?
Why should the bank already established in a com-
munity have any vested interest against a new
banking establishment and be protected in that in-
terest by the State, and the already employed lab-
orer be denied any vested interest in his job and
remain unprotected against any new comer?

Is not the labor union censured and stigmatized
for attempting to secure for itself the same protec-
tion which the State of Kansas has guaranteed to
the banks already established in that State?

ALBERT E. FILLMORE.
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PULLING THE SUPREME COURT’'S
TEETH.
New York, Nov. 27.

Mr. Leubuscher, in The Public of November 24,
says that I, in The Public of October 20, “unwit-

‘tingly” suggested a peaceable method of depriving

the Supreme Court of the United States of all
power to declare unconstitutional most classes of



