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Correspondence.

To ConrraroNDENTa: Mnil your let-

ters early o they will get to us ot la'
ter than Monday night. Rules: Write
on one side of the paper only; write
plainly; spell names correctly, and
write "Cor" on the envelope.

Leave out neighborhood visits or we
will.

If your letter does not appear, re-

member that it was either too late or

that it's contents did not justify pub-
lication'.

Wo leave out a part, or all, of other
letters as well us yours.

Our space ii limited 'and we must
leave out much that ,f is intended for
publication. That Is one of the many
rnthankful tasks cf the editor.

Correspondents get your LETTERS in

early.

Yhy Republicans Are Divided.

GIFFORD.
What about Roosevelt and

Soma savs that tho Republican
party is all split up. Such is nht
the case I want to say that pro-

gressive Republicans are not en-

gaged in a factional squabble.
They are enlisted in a greater
cause. The progressive move-

ment is a struggle to wrest the
control of, government in the na-

tion end the States from the rep-

resentatives of special privilege
and restore it to the paople. Pro-

gressive Republicans are oppo-
sed to T. ' "srenomination because
he ha3 not risen to the emergency
presented by the nation-wid- ?

struggle; because he has failed
to fulfil the pledge which he
made in the last campaign and
which were made in his behalf
in! the platform of 1908; because

""""dectecl to carry out --the
principles which had been

approved of by a majority of the
American people, he. abandoned
the principles of his predecessors
for those of new friends. Pro-

gressive Republicans favor the
nomination of Roosevelt because
they believe his record proves
that when in power he is as able
as he is determined to execute
the policies to which he is com-

mitted, because they believe
that his policies ' make for the
comfort and happiness of the
greater majority of the people

rather than the privilege. and un-

due advantage enjoyed by the
powerful few. Taft was nomi-

nated in the belief that he could

and would carry out the progres-

sive policies of the great pro-

gressive president who preceded
him in office. No sooner had
Taft been elected than the pro-

gressive Rebublicans sought his
support in their effort to elect
a speaker of the house of repre-

sentatives some body other than
Mr. Langly, but the president
threw his great influence in fav-

or of the rejection of the stand
pat Czar as speaker in his first
message to congress. The pres-

ident in no way reccomended
downward revision of the tariff
which led the people to expect he
would urge in their behalf in the
tariff session from March until
August. The president did not
stir to secure any rluction of
duties in behalf of the great con-

suming public.
While writing the aove I re-

ceived a copy of the Rural Week-

ly which said a number of news
paper men have made a poll of
the United States, and;the results
are that Roosevelt has got Taft
beaten two to one before the peo-

ple.
W. M. Rice.

, CYRUS.
The Stork vjEited the heme of

Bracken Borders Sunday and
left him a. fine boy his name is

Also Will Conley has a big boy
(Continued on page 2.)
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THEODORE
ROOSEVELT

Answers Taft in His First
Speech.

He Says Real Issue is Whether Am-

erican People Should Gov-

ern Themselves.

Tyranny of Majority Not to be Feared,

Hut Tyranny of the Minority
'Is Where Danger Lurks.

Gol. Roo?cvelt said:
The great fundamental issue

now before the Republican party
and before our people can be
Stated briefly. It is, Are the
American people fit to govern
themselves, to rule themselves,
to control themselves? I believe
they are. My opponents do not.
I believe in the right of the peo-

ple to rule. I believe that the
majority of the plain people of
the United States will, day in
and day out, make fewer mistak-
es in governing themselves than
any smaller class or body of men,
no matter what their training,
will make in trying to govern
them. I believe, again, that the
American people are, as a whole,
capable of self-contr- and ot
learning by their mistakes. Our
opponents pay to this
doctrine; but they show their real
belitfs by the way in which they
champion every device to make
the nominal rule of the people a
sham.

Th Minority.

I'have ticant1 patience with this
talk of the tyranny of the major
ity. Whenever there is tyranny
of the majority I shall protest
against it with all my heart and
soul. But we are today suffering
from the tyranny of minorities.
It is a small minority that is
grabbing our coal deposits, our
water poweis and our harbor
fronts. It is a small minority
that lies behind monopolies and
trusts. It is a small minority
that stands behind the present
law of master and tcrvant, the
sweat shops and the whole calen-

dar of social and industrial injus-

tice. It is a small minority that
is today using our convention
system to defeat the will of a
majority of the people in the
choice of delegates to the Chicaj
go convention. The only tyran'
nies from which men, women
aird children are suffering in real
life arc the tyrannies of minori-

ties.
If the majority of the Ameri-

can people were in fact tyrannous
over the minority; if democracy
had no greater self-contr- ol than
empire, then indeed no written
words which our forefathers' put
into the constitution could stay
that tyranny.

Majority Rule.
No sane man who has been fa-

miliar with the government of
this country for the last twenty
years will complain that we have
had too much of the rule of the
majority. The trouble has been
a fardifferentone that, atmany
times and in many localities,
there have held public office in
the States and in the nation men
who have, in fact, served not the
whole people, but some special
claw or special Interest.

Now there has sprung up a
feeling deep in the hearts of the
people not of the bosses and
professional politicians, not of
the beneficiaries of special privil
ege a' pervauing belief of think
ing men that when the majority
of the people do in fact, as well
as theory, rule, then the servants
of the people will come more
quickly to answer and obey, not1

the commands rf the special in-

terests, but tho-- e of the whole
people. To reach toward that
end the pro:i'ss;v. s of the Re-

publican paity in crtain St'ites
have formuLtyd certain propos-

als for change i.i the form of the
State government- - certain new
"checks and balances" which
may check and balance the spe-

cial interests and their allies.
That is their puipo?e. N. w turn
for a moment to their proposed
methods.

Progressive Doctrines.

First, there are the "initiative
and referendum," which are so
framed that if the Legislatuies
obey the command of some spe
cial interests, and obstinately re
fuse the will of the majority, the
majority may step in and Iegi,
late directly.

No man would say that it was
best to conduct all legislation by
direct vote of the people, but, on
the other hand, no one whose
mental arteries have not long
since hardened can doubt that
the proposed changes are needed
when the Legislatures refuse to
carry out the will of tho people.

The proposal is a method to
each an undeniable evil. Then

..here is the recall of public offi

cersthe principle that an officer
chosen by the people who is un
faithful may be rivalled by vote
of the majority before he finish
eshisteim. I have heard no ar-

gument advanced against the
proposition, save that it will make
the public officer timid and al-

ways currying favor with the
mob. That argument means
that you can fool all the people
all the'time, and Is an avowal' of
disbelief in democracy.

If it be true and I believe it
is not - it is less important t ban
to stop those public officers from
currying favors with the inter-interest- s.

Certain States may
need the recall, others may not;
where the term of elective office
is short it may be quite needless;
but there are occasions when it
meets a real evil, and provides a
needed check and balance against
the special insercsts.

Then there in the direct pr-

imarythe real one, not the New
York one and that, too, the
Progressives offer as a check on
the special interests. The direct
primary will give the voters a
method ever ready to use, by
which the party leader shall be
made to obey their command.
The direct primary, if accompan-
ied by a stringent corrupt prac-

tices act, will help break up the
corrupt partnership of corpora-
tions and politicians.

Recall cf Judges.

My opponents charge that two
things in my program are wrong
because they intrude into the
sanctuary of the judiciary. The
first is the recall of judges; and
the second, the review by the
people of judicial decisions on
certain constitutional questions.
I have saidagain and aain that
I do not advocate the recall of
judges in all States and in all
communities. In my own. State
I do not advocate it or believe it
to be needed, for in this State
our trouble lies not with corrup
tion on the bench, but with the
effort by the honest but wrong-heade- d

judges to thwart the peo-

ple in their struggle for social
justice and fair-dealin-g. The in
tegrity of our judges from Mar-- t
shall to White and Holmes and
to Cullen and many others in our
own State is a fine page of Am- -

erican history. But I say it so-

berlydemocracy has a right to
approach the sanctuary of the
courts when a special interest'
has corruptly found ranctuaryi
there; and this is exactly what!
has happened in somof the Stat

es where the recall of the judges
is a living issue. I would far
more willingly trust the whole
people to jude such a case than
some special tribunal, perhaps
appointed by the same power
that chose the judge, if that tri-

bunal is not itself really respon-
sible to the people and is ham-
pered and clogged by the techni-
calities ofimpeachment proceed-
ings.

True Constructions.

I have stated to the courts of
I he several States not always
but often have constucted tho
"due process" clause of the
State constitution as if it prohib-
ited the whole people of tho
State from adopting methods of
regulating the use of property so
that human lifes particularly the
the live of tho workingmen, shall
be safer, freer and happier. No
one can succesfully impeach this
statment. I have insisted that
the true construction of "due
process" is that pronounced by
Justic Holms in delivering the
unamimous opinion of tho bu
preme Court of the United Stat
es, when he said:

The police power extends to all
the grt'at public needs. It may
be put forth in aid of what is
sanctioned by usage, or held by
the prevailng morality or strong
preponderant opinion to be great
ly and immediate!" necessary to
the public welfare.

Intolerable Decision.

I insist that the decision of the
Ney York Court of Appeals in
the Ijes case, which set aside
the will of the majority of the
peopla

.
as to the compensation of

-- " i r i i iinjurea wontmen in uangernus
trades, was intolerable and based
on a wrong political philosophy.
I urge that in such cases where
the courts construe the due pro-

cess clause as if property right, to
the exclusion of human right3,
had a first mortgage on the con-

stitution, the people may, after
sober deliberation, vote, and fi-

nally determine whether the law
which the court set aside shall be
valid or not. By this method
can be olearly and finally ascer-
tained the preponderant opinion
of the people which Justice Hol-

mes makes the test of duo pro-

cess in the case of laws enacted
in the exercise of the police pow-

er. The ordinary methods now
in vogue of amending the con
stitution have in actual practicej
proved wholy inadequate to se
cure justice in such cases with
reasonable speed, and cause in
tolerable delay and injustice and
those who stand against the
changes I propose are champions
of wrong and injustice, aud of
tyranny by tho wealthy and the
strong over the weak and the
helsless.

What He f.cans.

So that no man may misunder
stand me, let me recapitulate.

First I am not propoiingany- -

thing in connection with the Su
preme Courtof the United States
or with the Federal constitution.

Second I am not proposing
anything having any connection
with ordinary suits, civil orcrim-ina- l,

as between individuals.
Third-- 1 am not speaking of

the recall of Judges.
Fourth I am proposing mere

ly that in a certain class of cases
involving the police power, when
a State court has setuside ai un- -

constitutional a law passed by
the Legislature for the general
welfare, which should depend,
as Justice Holmes so well phrases'
it, upon the prevailing majority i

or preponderant opinion be sub-

mitted for final determination to
a vote o! the people, taken after
due time forconsideration. And
I contend that the people, in the j

nature nf M.Ings, n.M be bi tter

N O W
is the time to order your Apples, Pears,
Peaches, Plums, Gooseberries, Rasp-
berries, Grapas, Flowers, Ornamental
Trees, etc.

Call sit The MOUNTAINEER OFFICE AT ONCE
and get prices from one of the oldest and most reliable
Nurseries in the United States.
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SAFE INDUSTRIAL INVESTMENT.
Offer3 for sale $15,000.00 of its capital stock for the pur-po- se

of development in Magoffin county, the new gas field.

AUTHORIZED AGENTS.

E. F. D. MOSS. E. W. PENDLETON.
KENTUCKY OFFICES.

FRANKFORT. SALYERSVILLE.

judges of what is tho preponder-
ant opinion than courts, and that
tho courts should not be allowed
to reverse the political philoso-

phy of the people. My point is
well illustrated by a recent de- -

cission of the Supreme Court.
holding that the court would not
take jurisdiction of a case Involv
inar the constitutionality of the

n,A f,.,in,ii,m lawn

nf n,mrr. Tho irround of
the decision was that such a
question was not judicial in its
nature, but Bhould be left for de-

termination to the other
department of the govern-

ment. It is not equally plain

that the question whether a giv
en social policy is for the public
good is not of a judicial nature,
but should be settled by the Leg-

islature, or in the final instance
by the people themselves.

Quotes Taft.

The President of the United
States Mr. Taft devoted most of

a recent speech to criticism of
this proposition. He says that it
is utterly without merit or utility
and instead of being ... in the
interest of all the people, and of
the stability of popular govern-
ment, is sowing the seeds of con-fussi-

and tyranny of the ma-

jority; that is, the tyranny of tho
American people as a whole. He
also says that my proposal which
as he rightly sees, is merely a
proposal to give the peoplo a real,
instead of only a nominal, chance
to construe and amend a Stato
constitution with reasonable ra-

pidity would make such amend-
ment interpretation depend on
the feverish, uncertain and un-

stable determination of successive
vote on different laws by tempor-
ary and changing majorities;
and that it lays the ax at tho
foot of the tree of d

freedom, and the guarantees
of life, liberty and property with-

out remedy to the fitful impulse
of a tcmpoary majority of an
electorate.

Whollr Unfounded.

This criticism is really a less
criticism of my proposal than a
criticism of all popular govern-
ment. It is wholy unfounded,
unless it; is founded on the be
lief that the people are funda-
mentally untrustworthy. If the
Supreme Court's definition of
the due process in relation to tlw
police power is sound, then an act
of the Legislature to promote
the collective interests of the

jmn amty mut ton valid if it'

embodies a policy held by the
prevailing morality or a prcponi-drran- t

opinion to bu necessary to

the public welfare. This is the
question that I propose to sub-

mit to tho people. How can tho
prevailing morality or a pro--

pondcrant opinion be better and
more exactly ascertained than by
a vote of the people? The pco

tile must know better man tne
'court what their own morality
and their own opinion is. I ask
that vou here, you and tho oth
ers like you, you the people, be
given the chance, to state your
own views of justico and public
morality, and not sit meekly by

and have your views announced
for you by well meaning adhcr-ent-

qf worn out philosophies,
who exalt the pedantry of formu-

las above the vital needs of hu-

man life.
The object I have in view

could probably bo accomplished
by an amendment of tho State
constitutions taking away; from
thu courts tho power to review
the Legislature's determination
of a policy of social justice, by
defining due process of law in
accordance with tho views ex-

pressed by Judge Holmes for tho
Supreme Court. Hut my pro-

posal seems to me more democrat-
ic, and, I may add, less radical.
For under the method I suggest
the people may sustain the court
as against tho Legislature,
whereas, if due process were do-fin-

in the constitution, the de-

cision of tho Legislature would
be final.

Taft's Position.

Mr. Taft's position is the posi-

tion that has been held from tho
beginning of our government, al-

though not always so openly held
by a large number of reputable-an- d

honerable men who down
at bottom, distrust popular gov-

ernment, and when thoy must
accept it, accept it with rehtc-tanc- e,

and hedge it around with
every species of restriction and
check and balance, so as to make
tho power of the people as limit-
ed as ineffective as possible.

Mr. Taft fairly defines tho is-

sues when ho says that our Gov-

ernment is and should be a gov-

ernment of all the people by a
representative part of the peo-
ple. This is an excel la nt and
modern description of an oligar-
chy. It defines our government
as a government of all of the
people. Mr. Taft, in his abla,

(Continued on page 3.)


