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THE DISTRICTS AND WHO REPRESENT THEM 
1s t  District, Houston County- 

Senator F. A. Duxbury 
Representative F. L. Farley 

2nd District, Wiuona County- 
Senator Jf. J. McGrnt11 
Representatives Charles P. Scl~11Ier. 
Albert Libern, and Clinton Robinson 

3rd District, Wabashn- 
Senator L. 0. Cookc 
Representative Carl S. Nygi.eu 

4th District, Olmstend- 
Senator A. T. S t~~bbind  
Representatives Henry A. Hoffman and 
Kerry 1. Conley 

5th District, Fillmore-- 
Senator S. A. Nelson 
Representatives Thomns Franknou 
and John 0. Rustad 

6th District, Mower- 
Senator C. F. Cook 
Representatives F. C. J. Obliatie 
and Ralph E. Crane 

5th District, Dodge-- 
Senator F. J. Thoe 
Representative Finlay PlcMnrtin 

8th District, Steele- 
Senator Thomas 1. Cnahmnu 
Representative Leonard Virtue 

9th District, Freeborn- 
Senator B. N. Anderson 
Representntives H.  PI. D m n  
and Alva Henion 

loth District, Waseca- 
Senator John Jloonan 
Representative John W. Pnpke 

11th District, Blue Enrth- 
Senator 6. D. Works . 
Representntives Charles F. Herehrrv. 
William A. J u s t  and Frank 12. hell) .  

12th District. Faribault- 
Senator Frank 1. Putnam 
Representative W. A. Hardlnz 

13th Dist., Martin and Wnton\Tau- 
Senator Julius E. Haycraft 
Representatives Jos. Dnvieu 
and H. A. Saggau 

14th District, Jackson and Cottonbood 
Senator Andrew C. Olson 
Representatives Henry IJnticdt 
and Elias Warner 

15th District, I\'obles and Murcnr-- 
Senator S. B. Bedford 
Renreaentntive Herman Nelso~i 

16th District, Rock and P i p e a t o ~ l e  
Genator S. B. Duea 
Representative Harrison White 

17th Dist.. Lincoln. Lxon and Yellow Nedi- 
cine-- 

Senator 0. A. I ~ n d e  
Representatives K. G. Skurtum, Edmln 
P .  Whiting, and J. N. Johntion 

39th Dist., Redwood and Brown- 
Senator Frank Clague 
Representatives JOB. R. Heefe 
and Albert Pfaender 

20th Dietrict, Nicollet- 
Senator Henry N. Benson 
Representative Ole PetWWu 

41st District, Sihley- 
Sellator A. A. Poebler 
Reuresentative Geo. A. MarKenzie 

"2nd District, Reuville- 
Senator Frank Murrny 
Reprt%entatives N. .I. Holrnb~rg  
and Frank Hopkins 

S3rd District. Meeker- 
Senator 1. P. Peterson 
Representative John A. Sumpaon 

24th District. ?,%chod-- 
Senator C. R. Donaldson 
Representative G. W. Brown 

25th District, Carver- 
Senator C. H. Klein 
Representative H. R. Diessner 

26th District. Scott- 
Senator 3. A. Coller 
Representative J. J. Mo:.iarity 

Z'th District, Le Soeur- 
senator IInrrv F. w e i s  
~epresen ta t ivks  Geo. H. nouaer 
and Xartin Schwa1 tz 

2Stlr District. Rice-- 
Senator F. L. Glotzbach 
Representatives F. L. TClemer 
and Geo. D. Reed 

29th District, Gondhu- 
S ~ n a t o r  A. J. Rockne 
Represrntntives Frml i  Iloo:hropd, ~;eo. 
H. Voxland, and -4. Y. Andcrvon 

.Wth District, Dakotn- 
Senator Albert Schallpr 
Representatives W. H. Wrscott 
and Joseph Petcrs 

31st District, Wnshington- 
Senator Geo. H. Snllivnn 
Representatives Andrew Anderson 
and 0. Hauae 

32nd District Chisngo Pine and L<ma~~w--  
Senator ir. L. ~oll(nson 
Representatives Henry Rines 
nnd Henry P. Webb 

.%rd District, First  and Secoua Warcxs. St. 
Panl- - ..-+ 

Senator W. W. Dunn 
R~presentatives J. A. A. Rnrnqtli8t 
and E. J. Fuchs 

34th Dist., Third, Ninth and part of Eighth 
Wards, St. Paul- 

Senator James Hnndlau 
Representatire8 Henrv W. McDonald 
Robert J. Clarke and Thomas J. ~ r e e n i  

36th Dist., Fif th and Sixth Wards. St. Paul-- 
Senator Peter  Van Hoven 
Representatives Johu P. Selinek 
and Joa. J. Hurlev 

86th Dist., Fourth, Seventh and part of 
Eighth Wards, St. Pnul- 

Senator James D. Denegre 
Representatives .J. D. O'Brien 
and C .  E. Stone 

STth Dist., par t  of Eighth Ward, Tenth and 
Eleventh Wards, St. I'aul- 

Senator J. sf. Hackney 
Representatives Charles N. Orr 
and Edmin G. Perry 

3 t h  Dist., First  Ward and part  of Tbizd 
Ward, ILliuneapolis- 

Senator N. A. L'Rernult 
Representatives M. J .  SuHivm 
and Peter C. Thielen. 



a h  Dist., Second and Ninth Wards, Minne  
npolis and Town of St. Anthony- 
Senator James T. Elwell 
Representatives W. R. Kunze 
and F. L. Palmer 

40th Dist., Fourth Ward, Ninneapolis- 
Senator Wm. S. Dwiunell 
Representatives Wm. A. Fisher and 
Charles R. Fowler 

41st Dist., Fifth and Sixth Wards, ~Minne- 
apolis- 

Senator Geo. P. Wilson 
Representatives Thomas Iineeland, John 
G. Lennon, John P. Nash, and W. D. 
Washburn 

42nd Dist., Seventh, Eleventh and Twelfth 
Wards, Minneapolis, Village of Edina 
and Towns of Richfield, Bloomiugton. 
Eden Prairie and Villnge and Town 
of Excelsior, Heunepin County- 

Senator Manley L. Fosseen 
Representatives Wm. A. Campbell 
and Ernest Lundeen 

43rd Dist., Eighth and Thirteenth Wards, 
tvIinneapolis, and Towns of Corcoran, 
Greenwood, Medinn, Independmce, 
Minnetonka, Plymouth, Minnetrista, 
Maple Grove, Orono, and Villages Gold- 
en Valley St. Louis Park, West Min- 
neapolis, ~ i n n e t o n k a  Beach and Way- 
zata, Hennepin County- 

Senator Carl L. Wallace 
Representatives L. A. Lydiard 
and W. I. Nolan 

44th Dist., part of Third Ward and Tenth 
Ward, Minneapolis, and Villages of 
Crystal. Rohhinsdale, Osseo, and Towns 
o f  Crystal Lake, Brooklyn, Champlin, 
Dayton, and Hassau. Hennepin Coun- 
ty- 

Senator John W. Pauly 
Representatives Alex McNeil 
and George M. Nye 

45th Dist., Isanti, Anoka, Nille Lacs and 
Sherburne Counties, excepting Sev- 
enth Ward, St. Cloud- 

Senator C. J. Swanson 
Representatives Rufus P.  Morton, Rob- 
e r t  C. Dnnn, and Andrew Davis 

Wth Dist., Wright- 
Senator Geo. C. Carpenter 
Representatives August Haaten  
and J. I?. Lee 

47th Dist., Bentou County, Seventh Ward, 
St. Cloud in Sherburne County, City 
of St. Cloud, and Towns of St. Cloud 
and LeSauk in Stearns County- 

Senator J. D. Sullivan 
Reoresentative L. Wisniewski 

48th Dist., Morrison and Crow Wing Coun- 
tipa- 

~ e i z o r  C. D. Johnson 
Representntives C. W. Bouck 
and L. D. Brown 

49th Dist., Seventh and Eighth Wards. City 
of Duluth County of St. Louis, and 
all tha t  ~ k r t  of township 49 north, of 
range 15 west, not embraced in said 
city. al l  of township 60 north. of 
ran& 16 west, and all  tha t  part of 
the County of St. Louis lying to  the 
westward of the range line or the 
same extended hetween rnnges 16 and 
16 west, in snid Couuty- 

Senator James P. Boyle 
Representatives Johli A. EWly 
and C. T ,  Knam. 

M)th Diet., Third, Ylfth and Sixth Wards ui 
the City of Dnluth, County of St. 
Louis, and all that  part of sald coon. 
ty  outside the City of Duluth and IF- 
lug between the range line b e t w m  
ranges 13 and 16 in said Couuty- 

Senator Thomas hi. Pugh 
Representatives Anton Borgen 
and Edward R. Ribennck 

Slat  Dist., Counties of Lake and Cook. the 
Flrst, Second and Fourth Warde of 
the City of Duluth, in the County of 
St. Lonis, and all  that  part of said 
County not within snid City and lying 
to  the enstward of the r:lnge line hi- 
tween rnnges 13 and Id. or the same 
extended in snid County- 

Senator H. W. Cheadle 
Representatives Chester A. Congdon 
and Nels S. Hilltnnu 

52nd Dist., Curlton. Aitliin, Itasca, I<&- 
chin& and Cnss Counties-- 

Senator D. M. Gunu 
Re~resentatives C. H. Warner 
and T. M. Fergusou 

63rd Diat., Huhhnrd, Wadena and T d d  O o w -  
ties- 

Senator James Johnston 
Representatives Leonard II. Rice 
nnd Wm. T. Stone 

54th Dist., Stearns County, escept the 01%' 
of St. Cloud and towns of f3t. OloraC 
and Le Snuk- 

Senator J .  J. Ahmann 
Representatives h a n k  E. Minette 
and A. M. Utecht 

56th Dist.. Kandiyohi County- 
Senator C. W. Ode11 
Representative C. E. Johnson 

56th Dist., Swift and Bigstone Countim- 
Senator S. J. Froshaug 
Representative Knut Knutson 

07th Mist.. Traverse, Grant, and StereslP 
Conntle6- 

Senator Edward Rustad 
Representatives J. E. Peterson 
and L. C. Spooner 

58th Dist., Pope and Donglas Counties- 
Senator C. J. Gnnderson 
Representatives J. J. Andereon 
and Iver J. Lee 

39th Dist., Ottertail Connty- 
Senator Ole 0. Sagene 
Representatives J. T. Johnson, 
R. J .  Lindherg, Alex Nelson 
and H. A. Pntnam 

60th Dist., Wllkiu, Clay, and Beeher O m s -  
t ies-  
Senator C. 8. Marden 
Representative Moyle Edwarda. S. LY. 
Lee, and Phillip S. Converse 

mst Dist., Norman. Beltrami, Clearwatw. 
Mahnomen and Red Luke Countloli- 

Senator A. L. Hanson 
Representatives C. L. Snlernd 
and D. P. O'Neill 

Qnd Dist., Polk County- 
Senator .John Saugsted 
Representatives Knut Aker 
and John Holten 

wm Dist., Marshall, Roaenn and K l t t w *  
Countlee- 

Senator B. E. SunAherg 
Rl.llrrsentutiv+?s Donald RoheptRou 
nnd G. n. 3i:ltteon 



THE AUTOMOBILE IN POLITICS. 

Master Lewis Langley was speaking. There was confidence, and 
scorn, in his voice: "I should say not; ours is a Packard-and it's got 
s ix"  

Tha t  was sufficient t o  satisfy his inquisitors. A six-cylinder Packard 
was patrician in price, appearance and equipment. I t s  name was one of 

-standing in the social and commercial world. T h e  possession of such a 
ear  by the father of the youngster clearly established his right to  a place 
of prominence among these juvenile elite. F o r  be it known, that was the 
issue in the present controversy. This  boy was the latest arrival a t  camp 
and the others had been in some doubt as  t o  how to receive him. Ac- 
eordingly, they had proceeded t o  take his measure, using the only in- 
fallible standard. 

Young John Percival Lane began the examination with deft indirect- 
ness. "Pa sold our 1910 Peerless," he remarked, apropos of nothing in . . - 
particular. 

"Didn't it run " inquired George Thomas, whose slowness of wit 
had not enabled him to grasp the real situation. 

"Sure!" sneered J. Percival; "but it was old." 
"We've got three-and the trimmest electric for mother," contrib- 

uted Addison Phelps. 
Four other small boys issued similar "feelers" which conveyed the 

information that their family cars were the Pierce-Arrow, Locomobile, 
Stevens-Duryea, and Thomas-Flyer. Still the newcomer was silent and 
John Percizal Jones brought the whole matter to  a head by this crucial 
question: Is  yours a Ford?" T h e  answer is recorded above. 

Those fifteen boys out for  a month in the country ranged in ages 
from seven t o  eleven. They were a lively lot, and for hours I listened, 
taking notes. From a careful computation of the composite opinion of 
the camp, these conclusions were deduced, and they may be accepted as  
fairly reliable: 

High priced Automobile of Current Model. Family Standing..  100% 
High priced Automobile of Last Year's Model, Family Standing 50% 
Low priced Automobile of Any Model, Family Standing.. . . . . 10% 
There were no Indians in those woods; no pirates upon the lake; 

nothing save the reflected ideal of money from the home. Above any 
boy's ability to  dive, o r  fight, o r  climb, was the family motor. Tha t  was 
the ultimate measure of his standing now. Superiority was no longer 
based upon boyish bravery, or suppleness of mind and limb. Towering 
over all his playmates, stood the weakest and least imaginative, if per- 
chance his father's auto was most modern and monstrous. 

Do I need to suggest that if those boys were men, statesmen, they 
I would be lured by the same call of commercialism and led, either know- 

ingly or unknowingly, by those who possess and have power? 
Perhaps we are reaching still a step beyond those boys in our citi- 

zenship. At  times we seem even t o  approach the airship age in politics. 
The means and methods of administering government have been typified 
by the automobile-on the same plane. but brutally powerful, and too 
often indifferent t o  the needs and aspirations of the plain people. Now 
the tendency of politicians and their predatory masters is t o  rise higher 
than the masses. I t  is the purpose of this story of legislative life to  
point out some of the evidences of our political flight above the level 
of fundamental democracy. 

I t  matters not that aeronauts in the airship of state may curse-and 
fall. 

I 
14 



D E F I N I T I O N S  AND I N T R O D U C T I O N S .  

I a m  x t t en~p t ing  rluthing new. Every other  political epoch since 
t ime began has  been marked by the same conflict between special priv- 
ilege and the  general good. Laws  and "the law's delays" have been the 
issue in all the  contests of proper ty  with patriotism. My s tory  is but 
a fleeting incident in the  world-old, world-long struggle io r  equitable 
self government.  Nor  have the  chief actors in the  drama of government 
changed with the  centuries. I t  is  only because those who  participate in 
this play are. for the  moment ,  ac t ing under new titles of st igma or  of 
honor,  tha t  we should seek t o  identify theln: 

Special Interests.-Any form o r  kind of business, with a predatory 
purpose, o r  which gains t l ~ r o u g h  public loss, is now known politically 
a s  a special interest .  All such institutions thrive upon special privileges 
which could not  exist without immunities or  favors f rom some depart- 
ment  of government.  A n l o n ~  the special interests which separately or 
collectively controlled the  Minnesota legislature of 1911 were:  

First.-The brewers and allied liquor forces. Th i s  most  active and 
powerful of all special interests in the  s ta te  directly elected many mem- 
bers of both branches and conducted a successful defensive fight against 
a n y  and all legislation intended to  curtail their business o r  political op.- 
erations. 

Second.-The Unitcd Sta tes  Steel Corporation whose selfish interest 
in  state government consists largely in escaping the  payment of mil- 
lions in taxes and in continuing i ts  opportunity t o  secure and exploit our 
mineral resolirces. 

Third.-The transportation t rus t  which preys upon the public through 
watered stock and extortionate,  discriminative rates. 

Fourth.-A long list of such corporations as the Twin City Rapid 
Transi t  Company, the  Northwestern Telephone Company, the  liability 
insurance companies and the  employers of labor generally. I a m  not 
u n d e r t ~ k i n g  here to  name them all or  t o  designate the  legislative axe 
each had to  sharpen for the  public, but only to  suggest the existence 
and ac t iv i t .~  of a great  diversity of special interests. 

These.  and all the special interests not  suggested, were almost with- 
out  exception satisfied with conditions a s  they were.  The i r  influence 
was obstructive and no t  constructive. T h e  brewery combine was  espec- 
ially interested ir. the  defeat of county option and a score of o ther  re- 
forms dealing directly with the  liquor traffic. T h e  steel t rus t  was in the 
legislature to  see that  i ts  ccntribution to  the support  of the  s ta te  was 
not  raised t h r o ~ g h  a tonnage t ax  o r  any  other method. T h e  "railroad 
ring" \.?-as on hand to prevent t he  enactment  of a distancq tariff law and 
a number  of minor reforms. T h e  Tu-in City Rapid Transi t  Co. appar- 
e n t ! ~  accomplishetl the  defeat of t he  "firemen's bill" a s  well a s  others 
which conflicted with their capitalistic desires. These  suggestions a s  to  
the  specid  privile.yes each individual interest  had t o  protect and defend 
against  refcrm legislation is incomplete but  sufficient t o  give just a flash- 
l icht  of general conditions. T h e  "time exposure" showing more  of de- 
t a ~ l s ,  will follow in subsequent chapters. 

F o r  the  present, keep this main fact in mind:  T h e  success of in- 
dividual special interests in killing bills in which they were  directly and 
selfislily concerned, which aggregated a large number,  many of the  liigh- 
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est importance, was in itself of small consequence when compared with 
the power and potency of their combined opposition to  all fundamental 
measures which would endanger them by giving larger political oppor- 
tunities to  the people. Led by the corrupt brewery combine, all the 
special interests accomplished the defeat of every vital reform affecting 
the corporations, save one. -4 partial list of defeated reforms includes: 

1. The  initiative and referendum. 
2. The Sulerud co~lstitutional ainendment bill. 
3. The  recall. 
4. Woman's suffrage. 
5. The Oregon plan of a corrupt practices act, with publicity. 

pamphlet. 
6. Extension of primary to state officers. 
7. Selection of presidential delegates by popnlar vote. 
8. Employers' liability act. 
9. Civil service. 
10. The income tax. 
No special interest could ever gain and maintain an advantage over 

the people without the assistance of ignorant o r  unscrupulous politicians. 
Predatory corporations and politicians travel together. I t  is not pos- 
sible for any department of government to  be "controlled" through es- 
terior agencies alone. Graft from without must always be coupled with 
some sort of grasping from within-which brings us to  the second larg- 
est fact in law-making, 

The Reactionary-One who, by opposing a larger scope and ,scheme 
of democracy, represents the special interests. I t  does not matter about 
the motive or  compensation. Some reactionaries serve special interests 
hoiiestly because, torylike, they have no faith in the people and are  op-- 
posed to giving them greater political power. Others serve the special 
privilege class ignorantly, being mere tools of the system. But most 
reactionaries arc paid for their services-some in flattery, some in antic- 
ipated or  fulfilled ambitions, some in local appropriations, some in po- 
litical preferment o r  plunder, somc: in campaign expenses, some in busi- 
ness or professional opportunities-it does not matter how. The  point , 

is that the reactionary! o r  standpatter, or obstructionist, represents in 
politics the special interests and not the people. 

Professional Politician-One who in his acts and inclinations adds 
to the  special interest work of the reactionary the element of personal 
and political plunder. "Hold-up" legislation, brewery banquets, the 
guarding of clocks and legislative extravagance in its manifold ramifica- 
tions are indications of this class. 

These inseparable associates (1) the special interests, and (2) their 
legislative allies, the reactionaries and professional politicians, have been 
the leading anti-democratic influences in Minnesota law-making for  many 
years. But a t  this last session two somewhat unusual elements became 
conspicuons and powerful. They were various executive departments 
of the state government, and a number of defeated and discredited for- 
mer members of both House and Senate. 

State Departments-The reactionary legislative influence of several 
state officials can hardly be overstated. Emissaries close to Governor 
Eberhart lobbied against practically all progressive reform measures. 
The Secretary of State stood in with the reactionaries sufficiently to. 
escape with political plunder and have his illegal acts condoned. The  : 
insurance depariinent was also whitewashed and retained its authority 
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t o  contribute substantially to  the state and federal machine by the ap- 
pointment of Tom, Dick and Har ry  as  inspectors whose chief aim in 
office was too often the serving of big politicians higher up. The  Rail- 
road and Warehouse Commission secured added political opportunity to  
serve the reactionary state machine by the Nash weights and measures 
law which gives the board arbitrary authority to  appoint and regulate 
a horde of inspectors. The  Highway Commission gained in the same 
way through the R. C. Dunn bill providing for the appointment of many 
engineers o r  overseers of highways-and politics. There was also the 
State Board of Health which had t o  ward off an investigation and fur- 
ther attempted to influence the legislature to  destroy more local rights in 
sanitation matters, bestowing them upon itself, with the result that more 
political positions would have been available. 

These are only straws to indicate the general direction and velocity 
of the political wind. Like the special interests, several state depart- 
ments had things to cover up, and they desired also ro enlarge their 
fields of operation, politically and otherwise. These departments, with 
all their appointees and beneficiaries. comprised a powerful combination. 
I t s  forces were en~ployed both to  defend and extend its own machinery. 
Add this political army, wisely generaled, commissaried and equipped 
a t  public expense, to  the special interest camp and it is indeed wonder- 
ful that the insurgents developed as  much strength as they did. 

"Alumni Coaches."-In order t o  understand this new element, its 
origin and results, a brief biennial review is necessary. 

The  session of 1909 was characterized by a combination which at 
all times controlled for the corporations and politicians. A record of 
men and measures was collected by the Minnesota Citizens' League and 
circulated as generally as  limited means would allow. The publicity thus 
kecured, together with other reform influences, resulted directly in the 
retirement or defeat of a large majority of the members of the old spe- 
cial interest-professional politician machine which had been kept intact 
for years in the legislature. A number of such senators and representa- 
tives retired voluntarily, most of them through fear of facing their bad 
records. This list includes Senators E. E. Smith, J. F. Calhoun. W. A. 
Hinton and I). S. Hall, and Representatives Burdett Thayer. W. A. No- 
lan, John Zelch, L. H. Johnson, Hugh N. .4llen, J. A. Gates and sev- 
eral others of their political class. Added t o  these voluntary elimina- 
tions, the following machine members were defeated at  the primaries: 
Senators A. S. Campbell, V. B. Seward, S. F. Alderman, E. S. Durment, 
C- A. Johnson, P. R. Vail and J. E. C. Robinson; and Representatives 
John Dalzell, Dr. J. H. Dorsey, F. E. Nimocks. F. B. Wright, Elmer A. 
Rling, Jos. Friedman, Henry Emmel, Alwin Rowe. T.  J. Brady. Hub- 
bard Carey, R. L. Mork and others. 

The general-election, November Sth, eliminated practically all the 
remaining members of the old stand-pat machine. Senators A. D. Ste- 
phens, George R. Laybourn, George D. French and Ray G. Farrington 
were defeated; and Representatives R. J. Wells, Frank T. White, F. E. 
Gartside, Otis F. Doyle, and Oscar F Christensen also fell by  the way- 
side. 

T h e  1911 session started with that advantage for the people over its 
immediate predecessor-the loss of the shrewdest and most extreme re- 
actionaries. That  is how and where the "alumni system of coaching" 
was ushered in. T h e  interests had lieutenants in the legislature, but the 
real generals were those who directed events from the outside. The  "fine 
work" of leadership was accomplished in hotel conferences by some of 
the defeated, discredited n~anipulators of the previous session. Other- 
wise the results would have been different-and more democratic. 
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Insurgent.-One who places principle above party. A group of such 
progressives, a minority in both branches, were opposed to all the forces 
and influences of the special interests. These insurgents refused t o  obey 
the dictates of "senatorial courtesy" or  any form of political convention- 
ality when the welfare of the public was a t  stake. They hewed t o  the 
line a t  all times, being unmoved by any consideration of friendship. flat- 
tery, appropriations o r  patronage. 

Now that the chief actors have been presented, we are ready to 
proceed with the play. Logically, the first appearance should be that ai 
the Speaker of the House. His is the pivotal position in both cast a d  
action. But in this case the regular order of the play shall be reversed. 
In the next few chapters I shall discuss certain effects due almost di- 
rectly t o  the election of the Speaker favored by the special interests and 
professional politicians and then consider the cause itself, the Speaker- 
ship. Let  the curtain rise-upon a scene of political rapacity unprece- 
dented in the history of the state. 



CHAPTER I. 
ABOUT THE PLUNDERBUND. 

i paused here on the threshold o f  the story t o  sharpen m y  pencil. 
That operation was productive o f  more than a pencil point; it suggested 
a view point f rom which t o  approach this study o f  the session. As I 
yhittled with m y  humble blade, I wondered about the 768 pocket knives 
 ought b y  the last legiskture. Although naturally not suspicious, I 
dropped into speculation as t o  whether or not that number o f  knives 
was actually purchased; and I further reflected as t o  whether it  would 
be more unpatriotic t o  purchase only a semi-legitimate number-enougli 
to  supply each o f  the 120 House members and 63 senators-and have 
the people pay for 705, or actually t o  buy 708 and apportion 525 o f  them 
among the pockets o f  petty politicians. W e r e  as many bought as  were 
paid for? I f  so, where did they  go? W h o  profited by  the profligacy? 

It was not alone a matter o f  knives, it was everything-fountain 
pens, 499 o f  them at an average cost o f  $3.13, and other items in pro- 
portionate price and quantity. Did this situation represent graft or only 
the grossest extravagance? I shall not attempt t o  answer, but will open 
the portals o f  plunder and let you wander among the facts and figures 
to  your own conclusion. 

BY THE SECRETARY OF STATE. 

W h e n  the session assembled each member found upon his desk a 
large pasteboard box containing a great variety o f  things-some station- 
ery, a kni fe ,  fountain pen, paste, ink, etc., etc. T h e  vouchers for this 
assortment, known legislatively as "the batch," conveyed the informa- 
tion that the purchases were made by  the Secretary o f  State and "author- 
ized by  law." "The  batch" for both branches included 252 fountain pens 
--a hundred more than sufficient t o  supply the members-and 288 pocket 
knives. It is only justice to  the Chief Clerk o f  the House and the Sec- 
retary o f  the Senate, who made the later purchases o f  snpplies. t o  give 
in detail what Mr. Schmahl bought, although it does make the subsequent 
acquisition o f  fountain pens and pocket knives seem slightly unnecessary. 
"The  batch" was made up as follows: 

Houston Pen Co. ~LcClain S- Grar Co. 
282 fountniil pens . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  ..$846.94 12 qts. iuk . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  $10.00 

.................. The Great Western Ptg. C o .  18doz. erasers 37.50 
...................... ........... 216 bores rubber bands $84.24 14 qts. ink 9.30 . . . . . . . . . . .  ............ 24 gross rubber bands 60.60 15 4ts. library paste.. 9.38 

18 gross rubber bauds ............ 16.92 240 Pads . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  m.60 
50 h s .  twine . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  10.00 216 Pen holders . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  8.92 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  3,000 blotters 10.00 216 pen holders 6.30 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  17 reams paper 80.75 216 blue pe~lcils 9.55 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . . . . . . . . . . . .  6 reams baud papcr 9.00 216 pellcils 7 . 4  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  5 reams unuer 62.00 864 nens 6.00 - - 

Louis F. Dow Co. 
160paper bores . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  $27.00 
250 paprr bosea . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  30.00 
200 bores of fasteners.. .......... 15.00 
200 paper box fastenrrs. .  ......... 18.00 
2612 packages pins . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  22.00 
20 doe. bottles unste . . . . . . . . . . . . .  60.00 

804peus . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  3.00 
804 pens . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  i.50 
SLMpeus . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  6.00 

Brown, Treacy 6J Sgwry Cu. 
288 pocket knives . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  .Q811.92 
216 wire baskets . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  64.80 
792 pencils . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  20.70 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  McGill Warner Co. 200 boxes clips 20.00 
bill and jollrnal riles,, . . . . .  ,$l,m.30 240 rulers ........................ SO.00 

60,000 letterheads ............... 250.00 390 paper 'Ores . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
48,500 euvrlopes . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  217.25 Union Rrnss & Metal Co. 

. . . . . . . . . . . . .  2,000 "An act" sheets . . . . . . . . . .  50.00 24 brass card holders.. .$i38.40 
Total cost of "the bitch," $4,494.61. Average per member, $24.99. 
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If the supposition of Representative J. T. Johnson (referred to 
later) as to  fountain pens is true, and the same "liberal" price was paid 
for  other things in "the batch," the state might have been saved $1,797.84 
of its total cost. If unnecessary items had been eliminated almost all 
of that $4.494.61 bill could have been saved. 

January 3d,  the opening day of the session, W .  F. Kunze offered this 
usual  resolution, which was adopted by a vote of 96 to 1: 

Resolved, T h a t  t l i r  Chief Clerk be, and  i s  hereby, instructed t o  purchnqe such supplies 
:I# a r e  necessary for  expediting the  business of the  House, including a copy of t h e  anno- 
t.ltrd s t a tu tes .  

That constituted the Chief Clerk's license to do the things which we 
zre to  consider in this chapter. A similar resolution was adopted in the 
Senate, giving to the Secretary of that body the same opportunity. Some 
o f  their phenomenal purchases are grouped, the items included in "the 
batch" by the Secretary of State being indicated by a s tar :  

POCKET XNIVES F O B  T H E  HOUSE. 
No. bonght Price paid Da te  paid 

Brown, 'fieacp & Sperry Co.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  *I93 . $341.28 Jan .  23 
Louis I". Dow Co. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  G 21.00 Jan .  3Q 
McGill Warner  Co. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  ... .... 24 54.00 Feb. 2 
McGill Warner  Co. .................................... 42 53.50 Beb. 2 
Brown, Treacy & Sperry Co. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  36 41.60 Feb. 2 
Louis F .  Dom Co. ..................................... 80 1W.W Peb. 8 
Louis F. Dow Co. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  12 30.00 Feb. 8 
McQill Warner  Co. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  72 150.00 Apr. 15 

- 
Tota l s  ........................................ 444 $841.2S 

POOEET KNIVES FOR T E E  SENATE. 
Nu. bought Price paid Da te  paid 

Brown, Treacs  C Sperry Co. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  '96 $lTO.M Jan .  23 
McGill Warner  Co. .................................... 52 106.00 Jan .  24 
McGill Warner  Co. .................................... 48 62.00 Feb. 20 
McGill Warner  Co. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  12 13.m Feb. 20 
Brown, Treacy & Sper r r  Co. ........................... 36 41.50 Apr. 19 

- 
Tota l s  ......................................... 264 $393.81 

Four hundred and forty-four pocket knives for 120 House members 
and 264 pocket knives for 63 Senators! W h o  got the rest? Even if 
every employee of both branches, all the "alumni coaches" and brewery 
lobbyists were supplied there would still be several hundred to be ac- 
counted for. And there are citizens of the state who even maintain that 
lawgivers themselves should not be supplied with knives at  the expense 
of the people any more than they should be given socks, shaving sets 
or manicure machinery. 

FOUNTAIN P E N S  FOR T E E  HOUSE. 
Bought from NO. bought 

Houston P e n  Co. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  '158 
Louis F. Dam Co. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  2 
Houston P e n  Co. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  48 
McGill Warner  Co. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  40 
McGill Warner  Co. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  2 
Louis F. Dom Co. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  6 
Louis f7. Dow Co. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  4 
Louie F. Dow Co. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  3 
bIcGili Warner  Co. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  25 
Houston P e n  Co. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  48 
Louis R.  Dow Co. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  2 

-- 
Tota l s  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  30S 

FOUNTAIN -6 FOR SENATE. 
Bought iron1 Nu. bought 

Houston Pen  Co. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  *$a4 
McGill Warner  Co. .................................... 20 
McGill Warner  (b. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  2 
McGill Warner  Co. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  2 
Houston Pen  Co. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  13 

- 
T o t n b  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  131 

Price paid 
$664.60 

9.00 
144.00 
1M).Oo 

8.76 
30.00 
29.50 
21.00 

106.25 
144.00 

0.60 

$l,l&3.80 

Price paid 
$2$0.00 

G.00 
h.?R 
5.00 

36.80 

Da te  paid 
Jan .  23 
Jan.  30 
Feb. 2 
Feb. 2 
Feh. 2 
Feb. 17 
Apr. 15 
Apr. 15 
Apr. 15 
Apr. 18 
A ~ J v .  22 

Date  paid 
Jan.  20 
Fell. 20 
Mar. 31 
h l a r .  31 
L\rJT. 1; 
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When one remembers that the Secretary of State was very gener- 
ous, perhaps even profligate, supplying 99 more fountain pens than was 
necessary t o  equip all the members of both branches, a query or  two 
becomes pertinent. Why did the Chief Clerk of the House and Secre- 
tary of the Senate subsequently buy 211 more fountain pens, and to 
whom were they given? 

I am indebted to Representative J. T. Johnson for some illuminat- 
ing facts concerning the price paid. Mr. Johnson did not think the state 
was getting quite value received for its pen expenditures and he wrote 
to  the Houston Pen Company for a price on what he decided was the 
identical pen used by the commonweath in such generous quantities. 
H e  solicited this information, not as  a legislator, but as  the proprietor 
of a drug store a t  Fergus Falls. The  Houston Pen Company quoted 
him a wholesale price of $1.80 each, with 2% off for cash, and "a hand- 
some oak, plate glass display case" if two dozen were ordered a t  one 
time. The House and Senate in some way utilized 390 of these Houston 
pens at  $3.00 each. 

SHEARS AND SCISSORS. 

The detailed account of legislative expenditures in this direction is 
interesting and instructive. Study the items. The House comes first: 

Bought from NO. bought Price paid Date pafd 
Lonis R. Dow Co. ................................... 1 pr. $2.75 Jan. 80 
Pioneer Co. ......................................... 48 pr. 60.00 Beb. 2 
McU111 Warner Co. .................................. 87 pr. 68.25 Feb. 2 
Brown, Treacy & Sperry Co. ......................... 86 pr. 38.00 Feb. 2 
Louis F. Dow Co. ................................... 12 nr. 75.00 Feb. 8 
Louis I?. Dow Co. ................................... 3 pr. 13.50 Feh. i4 - 

Totals ...................................... 187 pr. $257.60 
SHEARS AND SCISSOBS FOR SENATE. 

Bought from No. bought Price pald Date paid 
Wallblom Furnitnre Co. ............................. 1 pr. $0.95 Jan. 6 
McGill Warner Co. .................................. 3 pr. 5.25 Jan. 22 
Pioneer Co. ......................................... 24 pr. 20.00 Jan. 22 
McGill Warner Co. .................................. 24 pr. 30.00 Feb. 3 
McGill Warner Co. .................................. 32 pr. 7.50 Feb. 20 
McGill Warner Co. .................................. 2 pr. 3.50 Mar. 31 
Pioneer Press Co. ................................... 1 pr. 1.00 APP. 10 - 

Totals ...................................... 67 pr. 878.20 
STATIONERY FOR TIIE PRESENT AND POSTERITY. 

The  following items of stationery were purchased for the House, 
anly the printer, quantity and pric'e being given: 
McGi11 Warner Co. l,G00 letterbends . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  10.00 

30.000 letterheads ............... .$150.00 150 euvelopes .................. 4.50 
20.000 enveloues .................. 70.00 
10,000 envelopes ................. 50.00 I ~ u i s  I?. Dom Co. 
1,000 letterheads 132,000 letterheads 
1,000 envelopes . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  20.00 132,000 envelopes ............. 
1,000 letterheads 7,000 letterheads ............... 45.60 
1,000 envelopes .................. 20.00 7,000 envelopes ................. 62.50 

10.000 letterheads ................ 60.00 1.000 envelo~es  ................ 7.ri .... 
10;000 envelopes .................. 5O.M) 1;000 letterdends ............... 6.50 
20,600 letterheads ................. 100.00 1,000 envelopes ................ 7.50 
20,000 envelopes .................. 67.50 1,000 letterheads .............. 6.60 

The  Senate used, o r  in time expects t o  use: 
McGill Warner Co. 75.000 letterheads . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  112.50 

20.000 letterheads ............... .$100.00 80,000 envelopes .................. 380.00 
18,500 envelopes .................. 07.25 a.000 envelopes ................. 37.50 
10,000 letterheads ................ 50.00 4,000 letterheads and envelopes.. .. 60.00 
2 doz. envelopes .................. 1.10 Embossed stntionery .............. 20.00 
3,000 second sheets .............. 6.75 6,000 letter heads ................ 39.00 
7,500 envelopes .................. 32.50 i00envelopes ................... 8.60 

11,000 letterheads ................ 55.00 5,000 letterheads .................. 25.00 
6 doz. envelopes .................. 4.20 Louis F. Dom Co. 
Note heads and envelopes. ......... 167.50 10,000 lrtterhends 
80,000 letterheads ................ 400.00 10,000 envelopes ................. .$140.00 
Total for atationery for House aud Senate.. ................................... $5,726.80 
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SCBATOH PADS 'EXEIBIT . 
The  item indicating that the state paid as  high as  forty cents each 

fa r  scratch paper pads revives one's inclination t o  stop and moralize a 
Ijttle . These were for both branches: 
Louie F . Dow Co . Brown. Treacy & Sperry Co . 

200 pads ................. 80.00 56 scratch PQdS a . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  W.5 
72 scratch pads .................. 10.40 

McOill Warner Co . 75 scratch pads .................. 15.00 
48 scratch pads ................. 6.00 McClain Gray Co . 

212 scratch pads ................. 21.50 240 scratch pads ................. $2i'.@Q 
OFFICE FURNITUZE . 

The  following items of furniture were purchased by the Chief Clerk 
af the House of Representatives. only the dealer. article and price being 
given : 
Gribben Lumber Co . 1 stand ......................... 10.09 

Mahogany desk and chair .......... $126.00 1 table .......................... 14.00 
Louis F . Dow Co . 1 hnt rack ...................... 14.00 

4 desks ........................ .$48 0.00 McQill Warner Co . 
1 desk .......................... 70.00 1 chair .......................... 17.50 
I desk .......................... 70.00 2 chairs ......................... 25.00 
3 desks ......................... 160.00 1 chair .......................... 7.50 
1 desk .......................... 75.00 4 desks ......................... 345.00 
9 chairs. 11 flling cases .......... 218.00 2 desks .......................... 112.50 
2 flIe cnses ...................... 38.00 I desk ......................... 35.00 
20 a le  cases ...................... 120.00 1 desk and chair ................ 37.50 
15 t ransfer flles .................. 90.00 1 cnbinette ...................... 40.00 
24 chairs ......................... 108.00 2 tables ......................... 80.00 

1 chair .......................... 12.00 1 chair .......................... 7.59 
1 chair .......................... 16.00 
6 chairs ......................... $60.00 Total for House furniture ... .$2.39 2.58 

The  Senate furniture consisted of three dozen chairs purchased from 
the Wallblom Furniture Co . for $90.00. There was some difference be- 
tween the two brancheb in this particular and I asked an old timer why 
the upper body bought so much less . H e  said it was probably because 
less of the Senate furniture used a t  the previous session had been 
rtolen-which brings us to  the delicate question: What  has become of 
the property bought biennially for the legislature? Did it wear out in 
four months or have spigot statesmen been accustomed t o  ship it  home? 
Most of the furniture bought a t  this session was saved to the state . This 
was due largely to  the different insurgent resolutions% safeguarding s u p  
plies . 

Representative Kerry E . Conley compiled a partially complete list 
d the incidental supplies purchased, articles which should not have been 
used UD . with the   rice  aid, which follows: . 7 

a %tamp amxere .................... $100.00 
t protectograph .................... 35.00 
0 cut  glass ink wells ............. 15.00 
3 Ble sections ..................... 15.00 
t doz . perfection oilera ............ 3.00 
2 flexible rulers ................... 4.50 

MeGill's fasteners ............... 70.00 
1 inkwell mat  ..................... 1.50 
1 Webster's pencil sharpener ....... 3.00 .............. 1 Hotchkiss machine 2.25 ........... Q d m  . large wire habkets ................... 4 doz . pr . ahears ................... 2 eyelet pressw ................... 1 document case 
3 pre . shenrs ...................... ........ 2 Webeter pencil sharpener .................. 1 dating machine .................. . 1 d m  letter  ales .................... 1 water pitcher ................ 1 cot glass pitcher 
1 mirror ........................... .............. 1 cut glass ink stand ................ Sb India water jugs . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  6 nickel 1 r t . p  

6 d o d  . heavy tamblers ............. 3.W 
3 large willow baskets ............. 2 . S  
3 henvy butcher baskets ............ 7.60 
I do2 . turkey dusters .............. 12.08 
0 heavy galvanized pails ........... 3.90 
1 don . cuspidor brushes ............ 1.20 
3 mop pails and ringers ............ 8% 
1 doz . dust  pans ................... 3.00 
I hair brush for Speaker ............ 1.50 
1 comb for Speaker ................. 76 

12 rubber mats  ..................... 6.W 
3 Boor brushes ..................... 6.28 

Hair  brush and comb for  C . Clk ... 2.25 
I carpet sweeper .................. 3.00 
2 doz . rubber m n b  ...I,L .......... 12.00 

16 doz . inkwells .................... 126.09 
24 cuspidors ........................ 96.OQ 
12 clipless fasteners ................ 42.00 
1 branding iron .................... $12.00 ..................... 10 copy holders 28.09 
6 cnt  glass red ink wells ............ 12.00 
3 Maxim moisteners ............... 1.50 
2 cuspidors ....................... 6.m 
1 d w  . Ohnllenge eyelets ........... 39.80 
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1 dos. flexible rulers .............. 12.00 6 do% tumblers .................... 4.80 
L flexible ruler .................... 1.00 2 do% hair brushes ................ 24.00 
3 [deal copy holders ............... 6.00 2 hotel carpet swerpers ............ 9.50 
1 dos. No. 1232 cuspidors .......... 27.00 6 large water logs ................ 6.00 
4 doz. Yico letter files ............. 20.00 2 dox. clothes brushes ............. 24.00 
1 doz. Perfect oilers ................ 3.00 31 shoo blacking boxes . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  9.75 
2 No. 794 wire baskets ............. 2.00 0 pieces clenninfi cloth. ............. 10.50 

83 rubber s tnu~ps  ................... 22.50 I do%. mop heads .................. 1.80 
?- 1 Triumph eyelet punch ............ 2.60 1 hatchct ......................... .rn 

1 Soperior postnl scale ............. 2.50 1 do% hair brushes . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  13.80 
1 No. 50n Hates numbering machine. 15.00 1 (I-ft. step ladder . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  .7B 
2 doz. Song Busch ink stands. .  ...... 48.00 2 rarpet sweepers ................. 6.00 
2 letter filca ...................... 1.60 1 doz. wmte hnslietn .............. 9.50 
I water pitcher .................... 3.00 12 book shelves .................... 6.00 
6 glasses .......................... 3.38 R telephone brackets . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  15.00 
1 ebony gavel ..................... 1.25 10 muchine fasteners ............... 310.00 
2 doz. pr. S-in. shears.. ............ 20.00 12 clipless fnsteners ................ 42.03 
6 cnrpet sweepers ................. 22.50 4 cligless fasteners ................ 1-1.00 

The  item, "1 branding iron," may prove puzzling. When his atten- 
tion was called to  that twelve dollar expenditure one of the insurgents 
suggested that it might have been purchased for the purpose of putting 
the brewery sign on Clinton Robinson or J. N. Johnson. At  any rate, 
it must have had some use, for according t o  Mr. Conley's checking it was 
stolen with the other stuff. 

Mr. Conley sent the above list to  the custodian at  the capitol, with 
the reauest that that official check the articles which had been given 
into his keeping after the session adjourned, as all supplies and furlijture 
should be. Of the entire list published above only the following articles 
were left behind, according to the checking of the custodian: 

Six cut glass ink wells. protectograph. 23 out of four dozen large 
wire baskets, six nickel trays, 13 out of six dozen heavy tumblers, 1 out 
of a dozen turkey dusters, two out of three willow baskets, 1 out of six 
pails, one dozen cuspidor brushes, one out of three mop pails and wring- 
ers, 9 out of a dozen dust pans, one out of three floor brushes, 32 out 
of 15 dozen ink wells, 6 out of twelve clipless fasteners, 6 out of ten copy 
holders, 10 out of 12 cuspidors, 12 out of four dozen letter files. 3 out of 
six carpet Sweepers, 4 out of 24 clothes brushes, six cleaning cloths, 5 
out of a dozen mop heads. one dozen waste baskets. and two out of 
four clipless fasteners. * * * 

T h e  following purchases, only a part of the total number, are none 
of them included in any of the lists already published in this chapter: 
Louis B. Don' Co. 

Baskets and caapidois . . . . . . . . . . .  .$14?.50 
Typewriter paper . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  .59.50 
130 bottles of ink. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  R2.RT) 
6 felt  mats  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  9.00 

12 ink wells . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  .5..10 
12 mncllage holders . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  4.20 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . .  IS envelope openers 3.00 
1 index memo . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  1.50 
3 calendars . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  R.W 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  24 bottles of ink 6.90 
1 ledger . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  1:?.0(, 

" ?  arecord  books . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  , . A  
10 renms paper . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  2-t.00 
1. roll drawing paper . . . . . . . . . . . .  9.Ml 

Record books and typeuri!rr rihlmn 11.50 
I bottle ink . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  2 .5  

. . . . . . . . . . . .  Typewriter paper, etc :W.50 
72 envelope opeuers . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  ifi.00 
24 boxes eyelets . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  7.50 
Typewriter oil . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  8.M 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  5 doz. erasers 12.50 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  Carbou paper 1 S.(!O 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  1 iukwell 2.00 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  I red ink bottle .XI 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  File boxes, etc 'I?!>.nO 
98 enrelope opener, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  18.49 

10 reams pnper ................... 25.00 
3 copy holdertl . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  6.00 

720 p e ~ c i l s  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  40.00 
72 pencils . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  8.70 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  10 boxes carbon 60.00 
50 reams paper . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  175.00 

...................... 5 &C staples 5.08 
288 pencils . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  12.00 
100 note books . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  10.00 
144 erasers . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  21.60 
144 clips . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  14.40 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  24 bottles of ink ci.l$O 
Pmnk P. Dufresue 

Annotated statutes . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  is(i.60 
:Minnesota Law Book Co. 

2 sets Digest . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  411.00 
T I .  C. Boyeson Co. 

Supplies . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  4.50 
1.onis F. Dow Co. --. 

8 boxes a r b o n  pnprr.. . . . . . . . . . . .  40.00 
11 lmxes paper . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  44.00 
1 box pens . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  1.08 

I'ritz & Cross 
120 perforated pads . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  $90.00 

9 ibs. rubber bands. .  . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  S4.W 



pioneer Press Co . 
8 M Clips ........................ 

12 calendars ..................... 
12 q t s  . ink ....................... 
22 typewriter records ............ ............ . 12 typewriter brushes 
12 bottles oil ..................... ...................... 6 ink wells 
24 blotters ....................... 
24 pkgs . pins ..................... 
24 boxes clips .................... ................. 6 paper weights 
2 boxes carbon .................. 

24 ink wells ..................... 
6 boxes carbon .................. 

...................... 1 box pens 
72 pencils ........................ 

.................. 8% lubber bands 
6 erasers ........................ 

a~cGi l l  Warner Co . 
6 boxes rubber bands ............ 

24 red ink bottles ................ .................... 36 ink stands 
Knife cases ...................... 

....................... e spindles 
2 boxes carbon .................. ........... 2 numbering .. machines 
1 quart  mucilage ................ 
I quart  ink ..................... ........................ 156 pencils 

.......... I box typewriter paper .................... 8 s tamp pads 
..................... I ring book 

1 e je le t  press .................... 
1 doz . boxes eyelets .............. 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  6 boxes paper 
6 memo books ................... 

14 boxes paper . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
12 boxes carbon .................. .............. 20 pkgs . toilet paper 
1 dater .......................... 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  1 arm rest 
84 pen holders . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
24 erasers ........................ ....................... 2SS blotters 
34 note books .................... 
4 robber rulers .................. 
8 boxes fasteners ................ 

.................... 4 boxes pins ................... 1 doz . erasers 
6 copy holders .................. 
I pocket d i~ t ionary  .............. 

nenry  E . Wedelstardt 
10 boxes carbon . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
10 reams paper . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
Y2 memo books . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

Less 2 per cent . 
McGill Warner Co . 

Error in bill . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
1.oois F . Dow Co . 

.................. 11 copy holders $.:R.OO 

.................. 40 reams paper 160.00 .................. 40 boxes carbon 100.00 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  3 copy holders 10.50 ....................... 0 punches 10.50 .................. 10 boxes eyelets 32.50 .................... 15 boxes bnnds 44.25 
Gdirtionariea .................... 3.00 ...... 

Record books .................... 10.00 
HcGill Warner Co . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  Note books. etc 4 . M  
Walter Salinger 

Bngrossing Clapp election certiiicnte 
Mnnheimer Bros . 

P cut glass pitchers. 6 glasses and 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  1 mirror 

Brown. Trency & S p e r ~  Ca . 
1 q t  . ink ........................ 
84 penholders . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

..................... 6 gross pens 0.00 
14 bottles mucilage .............. 1.80 

144 pencils ........................ 6.00 
Knife cases ...................... 1.00 
20 bottles paste .................. I 0 0  
48 boxes rubber bauds ............ 32.40 
0 M typewriter pnper . . . . . . . . . . . .  12.20 

. 2 qts  ink ....................... :LOO 
1 M typewriter paper ............ 4.00 

Sponges and cups ................. 1.W 
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10 boxes carbon paper ............ $5.00 
10 reams typewriter paper ... 

1 binder .................. 
1 env . distributor .......... 

Pen rack and cards ......... 
Wallblom Furniture Co . 

48 brooms .................. 
36 boxes blacking . . . . . . . . . .  
12 shoe brushes ............ 
24 combs ................... 

1 doz . sponges ................... 2.40 
12 doa . cakes soap . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  12.00 
12 boxes nickel polish . . . . . . . . . . .  4.29 
2chamois  skins ................. 3.70 
8 doz . sapolio and s o ~ p  . . . . . . . . . . . .  4.70 
6 scrubbing brushes . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  90 

24 boxes shoe blacking ............ 2.40 
12  grosa matches . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  15.00 

5 . D . Neusanw .. 
1 box ernso ...................... 3.00 

Louis F . Dow Co . 
Paper clips ...................... 35.00 
Carbon paper ..................... S5.00 
Typewriter paper ................ 71.50 
Lead pencils ..................... 37.50 
1 filing case ..................... 18.00 
1 record .................... .. .. 6.00 
150 memo books stamped in gold .. 3 0 . 0 0  

9 . 11 . Drumm 
Services Wisconsin boundary case . . 225.00 

Dr . Esllelbs 
Medical services ................. I6.W 

Mark B . Dunnel 
3 sets Minnesota Digest . . . . . . . . . . . .  60.00 

John G . L e n n o ~ ~  
Contest expenses . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  261.00 

Sohu P . Nash 
Contest expenses ................ ~250.00 

R . J . Clarke 
Contest expenses .................. 2 5 0 . 0  

31cGill Warner Co . 
4 Bi pocket manuals .............. 960.00 

...... 1. 600 of same stamped in gold i'20.00 
600 lettered in  old with member's 

name ........... 
2 M auditor reports .. 

Vrank B . Dufresne 
Law books ........... 

Louis I!'. Dow Co . 
48 boxes carbon ..... 
15 boxes files ........ 
2 bottles ink ....... 

Crushes aud tacks ................ 
Drawing paper ................... 
2 Shannon boards ................ 

20 11)~ . lubber bands .............. 
20 boxes paper ., ................. 
2 rulers ......................... 

Rent adding machine ............. 
1:WO lead pencils ................ 
24 sheets carbon ................. 
-1 rolls adding paper ............. 

Shannon boards, etc .............. 
1 perforater ..................... 

144 bottles ink ................... 
500 sheeta vaner .................. 

:{ dust fiiesA ..................... 
8 b x e s  eyelets ................. 

120 boxes fasteners ............... 



............ 2 rolls adding paper .SO 
30 reams paper ................. .$I2 0.00 ......... 12 boxes Smead envelopes 84.00 
16 reams paper ................... 80.00 
6 boxes carbon .................. 26.00 
1 Challenee nress ................ 3.50 

~ l s c e l l a n e ~ u s ~  .................... 2.86 
130 letter flles .................... 65.00 
200 scored cards .................. 3.50 
10 M gallery tickets .............. 20.00 .................. Cards and paper 6.50 ........ 30 boxes typewrlter paper 120.00 .................... 12 bottles ink 3.00 
Typew14ter supplies .............. 10.00 
20 reams carbon .................. 100.00 
1 box Smead 5les ................ 7.60 ............ Rooswelt visit expenses 11.26 

Walter Salinger 
Engrossing resolutio~~s ............ 81.26 

MeGill Warner Co . 
1 doz . hoses .................... 3.60 .................... 26 boxea paper 63.50 .................. 1 rubber stamp 1.00 .................. 10 boxes carbon 60.00 ...................... Knlfe cases 6.00 .................. 62 rceord books 124.00 ............. 1 stamp rack 
1 ruler ................... .......... Stamps. pads. etc 

24 binders ................. 
24 pen Ellers. rubber bands. ...... . 1 M "An act" sheets ........ 4 reams legal cap ....... 15 reams MSS covers 

Eblm & Olson 
Flowers for Roosevelt recepl 
Plowers for Fisher funeral .. 
Desk decorstions for Fisher 

Hlghland Spring Co . ..... 1746 gal . spring water 
Blk Laundry Co . ........... Washing towels 
Frank Dnfreane ........ Annotated statutes 
Wallblom Furniture Co . 

....... ....... ....... ....... 
etc .... 
...... 
....... 
....... 

tion .... 
....... 
funeral 

....... 

....... 

....... 
................. 8 mop pails. ete 

6 elotbes brushes ................ .................. 1 tack hammer ................ . 1 doz dust pans 
1 doz . feather dusters ............ 

24 rubber mats ................... .............. 2 cnspidor brushes 
3 clothes Pasketa ................ ................ 3 butcher baskets 

24 fancy jugs .................... 
10 large fancy jugs .............. ................... 36 hair brushes 
1 comb and brn& ................ .................. 6 large sponges .................. 3 Boor brushes 
6 doz . towels .................... .............. . 1 doz rubber mats .............. 1 doz . nickel polish 

24 match safes ................... ............ 2 bolts cleaning cloth .............. 2 doe . cakes sapolio 
6 scrubbing brushes .............. ............. 6 brass water bowls ............ 1 doz . willow baskets 
2 cut glass jugs ................. ............ 4 cut glass tumblers ............. 3 doz . whisk brooms 

12 nickel trays ................... 
6 doz . tumblers .................. 
3 carpet sweepers ............... .............. 17% boxes matches 

1& cakes toilet soap .............. 
24 broomrc ........................ 
6 p3i1. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

1 dm . mop heads ................ 
48 boxes shoe blac1;ing ............. ........... 6 shoe blacking brushes 
36 combs with chafns .............. 
144 lead pencils .................. 
1 doz . rubber erasers .............. 
2 boxes rnbber bands ............ 
2 chamois skins .................. 
2 doz . brass cuspidors ............ 
3 rulers ......................... 

72 pencil sharpener8 .............. 
120 pencil holders ................ 

........ 6 hair brushes with chains 
. . . . .  Screw eyes. picture hooks. p te  

36 bars soaps .................... 
1 hamper ........................ 
6 nickel trays ................... 
1 large wnste basket ............ 
1 case toilet paper .............. 

Rental on 4 desks ................ 
Rental on 5 lockers ............... 
1 doz waste baskets . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

McGill Warner Co . 
78 letter files .................... 

............ 600 manuscript covers 
1 U . S . dater ..................... 
Rubber bands .................... 
5 80s . note books ................. 
1 doz . penholders ................ 
2 gross pens ...................... 
24 typewriter erasers ............. 
12 rubber rulers .................. 
1 doz . paper fasteners ............ 
6 boxee staples .................. 

72 lead pencils .................... 
........ 6 boses typewriter paper 

1 pencil sharpener ............... 
6 spindles ........................ ............. 2 boxea carbon paper 
1 numbering machine ............ 
1 datinz machine ................ 
1 q t  . mucilage .................. 
1 q t  . ink ........................ 

72 lead pencils ................... 
3 mucilage bottles ............... 

....... 1 box tyT)ewriter paper 
1 postal -scale ................... 

The Pioneer Company 
1 gross pens ..................... 
2 arm rests ..................... 

72 lead pencils ................... 
72 rubber bands ................. 
6 steel erasers .................. 

............ 12 typewriter broshes 
12 oil cans ........................ 
12 bottles oil .................... 
6 ink wells ..................... 

24 desk blotters .................. 
24 pkgs . pins ..................... 
24 bosefi c l i ~ s  .................... 

.................. 4 paper weights 
2 boxes cnrbon paper ............ 

..................... 1 gross pins 
Typewriter rlbbons ............... 

XcGill Warner Do . 
2 doz . key rings . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

....................... 2. 000 cards 
2 record books ................... 

12 ink stands .................... 
0 ink bottles .................... 

12 pen racks ..................... 
................. 00 letter openers 

12 memo h k s  ................... 
.................... 24 pen holders 

1 arm rest ...................... 
........ 12 boxes typewriter paper .................... 12 letter files ............. I gross lead per~cdls 

. . . . . . . . . .  5. 003 sheets manila puper 
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Tri-State Tel . Co . 
~ o l l  fees ......................... 3.60 

West Pub . CO . 
10 sets Minnesota R . L ............ 80.W 
2 copies 1905 R . L . and supplement 

to  1909 laws ................. 15.00 
53 copies Minn . laws and 28 Minn . 

codes ........................ 310.00 
Less $5.00. 

Brown. R e a c y  & Sperry Co . 
1 cut  glass inkstand ............. 7.75 ................ 1 I . P . ring binder 3.05 

24 letter openers .................. 6.00 
24 bottlcs paste .................. 6.00 
12 ink erasers .................... 2.50 
1 ink pad ........................ 40 

72 lead pencils .................... 3.60 
1 doz . ink erasers ................ 7.20 
6 i n k  wells ...................... 6.00 .................... 3 ruling pens 1.38 .................. 12 rubber rulers 4.20 ............ 10 boxes carbon paper 35.00 
2 stamps with pad .............. 1.10 .................. Rent for 3 desks 30.00 ................. Rent for 2 chairs 6.00 .......... Senate members' mileage .1,99 8.60 

Frnnk P . Dufresne ........... Annotating code ...... : 15.00 
McGi!l Warner Co . .................. 1 paper weight 1.75 ................ 12 document boxes 3.50 ........................ 72 pencils 3.00 ................ 4 paper fasteners 6.00 

1 doe . boxes staples .............. 3.00 .................. 3 doz . blotters 3.75 
Louis F . Dow Co . ............... Espert  t o  open safe 7.50 ............ Rent of desk and chairs 36.00 ............ Rent of desk and chairs 54.00 
McGill Warner Co . 

Records of Farrington-Froshaug elec- ................. tion contest .$I9 7.50 ....................... 2. 000 cards 5.00 .......... 12 hoses typewriter paper 18.00 
Brown, Trcacy & Sperrr Co . .................... Rubberstamps 1.00 .......................... 1 dater 25 .............. 1 doz . paper knives 8.00 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  1 doe . stamp pads 40 ................. 1 doz . bill books 21.00 

......................... 1 q t  . ink 75 ..................... 1 q t  . mucilage 65 ........................ 72 pencils 2.25 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  1 doe . note books 60 ................ 1 doe . note books 1.00 
Wnkblorn Furniture Co . ............ 36 boxes shoe blacking 3.60 

3 hair brushes .................. 4.20 
3 combs ........................ 2.25 ................. Rent of 3 desks 30.00 ........................ 5 mirrors 18.75 .................. 24 shoe brushes 8.40 ............... 2 carpet sweepers 11.00 ............... 1 case toilet papcr 9.75 ........... 6 doe . cakes toilet sosp 6.00 ................ 2 feather dusters 2.00 ............ 1 piece cleaning cloth 2.85 

McGill Warner Co . ................. 3 gross blotters 3.75 .................... 6 letter  files 3.00 ................ 6 document boxes 2.00 ............... 3 don . pen holders 1.55 ............ 6 boxes carbon paper 30.00 ........ 12 boxes typewriter paper 30.00 .............. 1 gross lead pencils 6.50 .................. 6 receipt books 2.40 ............ 3 doz . copying pencils 3.75 
3 do2 . point protectors . . . . . . . . . . .  78 ........ 18 boxes typewriter paper 45.00 .................. 1 gross pencils 6.50 

150 letterhead boxes ............... 37.50 
1 doz . cords ..................... 1.60 

Frank E . Wood 
3 gross pens ...................... 4.50 

H . H . Fritz 
Trip to training school ............ 

Electric Blue Print  Co . 
Blue prints for reapportionment com- 

mittee ....................... 
Northwestern Elec . Equipment Co . 

Lamp shades ..................... 
F . W . Bnbcock 

Lettering doors ................... 
McClain & Gray 

Mdse . for Senate ................. 
John Saugstad 

Expense of contest ............... 1 
S . J . Froshaug ............... Expense of contest 1 
John J . Ahmann 

Expense of contest ................ 
American Linen Supply 

Clean towel service ............... 
Highland Spring Water Co . . . ................. f.670 gals . water 
S . D . Works 

Expense election contest .......... 900.00 
James Handlan 

Expense election contest ........... 450.00 
Louis F . Dow Co . 

Typewriter paper. etc ............. 8.55 
Rent on furniture ................ 30.00 

Pioneer Press Co . 
1 doz . copy holders .............. 30.00 
1 gross rubber bands ............. 5.50 

Brown. Treacy & Sperry Co . .......................... 1 gavel 1.25 
Carbon nnner ..................... 21.00 . . 
Ink .............................. 1.50 
1 doz . knife cases ................ 1.00 
3 doz . erasers ..................... 3.25 
180 pencils ...................... 8.55 
8 35 second sheets ................ 6.00 
2 M staples ...................... 1.20 

................ Rent of furniture 12.00 
Pen holdera .................... 
150 files ....................... 

McGill Warner Co . 
Legal blanks and covers ........ 
300 "An act" sbeets and second .. 
Pencils. mucilage. etc ........... 
Rubber bands aud staples. etc .... 

....... 12 boses trpemriter paper .......... Carbon pnper and boxes 
600 "An act" sheets ............ ........ 2 boses typcmriter pager 

...... Mileage for Representatives 
Bxneuse of Red Wiuz investigation 
Q . ̂TV . Bnbcock - 

Lettcring committee rooms ........ 24.35 
Eromu. Treacy & Spcrry Co . ............ 1 lI typewriter paper 2.50 ............................ 1 file 3 5  

.................. 60 records books 96.00 .............. . 2 dm uaner knives 16.00 . .  . .............. 2 doz knives in cases 42.66 ............. 6 typewriter ribbous 6.00 .................. Ledger aud files 2.45 
L . C . Smith Typewriter Co . ................ Rentals and covers 7.00 
Louis F . Dow Co . .... Tickets for Roosevelt reception 7.00 
Tbe Pioneer Co . ...... Typewriter paper and ribbons 16.50 
Louis F . Dom Co . ............. 6 boses and 6 arches 2.00 ................... 1 gross pencils 9.00 .................... 2 balls twine 1.50 .......................... 1 ledger 5.50 
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H. H. Dnnn A. D. Stephens .................. 3 days extra signing bills, etc.  .... 15.00 Legislative tr ip 38.31: 
0. F. Doyle Some extra salaries ............. .$1,220.70 

Drainage investigation ............ 8.88 Drainage investigation ............ 1,547.SG 
N. W. Elec. Eooinment Co. \Vit:~esses, election contests ...... 988.22 

Lights for cbmmittee rooms.. ..... 32.63 Committee junkets- 
Globes for commitee rooms.. ...... 47.24 House .......................... 1,445.&1 

A. A. Christenson Scnate ......................... 454.13 
. . . . . . . . . .  Rent of taxicab to  bring in absent Rent of typewriters, c t c . .  6S-1.30 

melnbers of Senate ............. 11.00 *Telelhone rent and tolls.. . . .  R3S.75 

*Twin City and long distance calls were paid for by individual mem. 
bers a t  the time of talking, none of which are included in this item. 

Chief Clerk Arneson secured rebates on some of the House pur- 
chases amounting to nearly $2,000, which were turned back into the 
treasury. 

4: * * 
INEFPECTUAL INSURGENT PROTESTS. 

When the Kunze resolution, giving the Chief Clerk authority and 
instructions to purchase supplies, was presented to the House, Clintpn 
Robinson alone voted against it. H e  was a new member, with an in- 
stinctive nose for graft. H e  did not speak upon the Kunze motion, but 
told me afterward that he thought supplies ought to  be purchased by a 
c6nlmittee, with every opportunity for competition, economy and proper 
checking. 

W. A. Campbell was another House member who recognized the op- 
'portunity for graft or extravagance in the customary method and on 
January 10th he presented this resolution and forced its adoption: 

"Resolved, t h a t  al l  unpaid bills for supplies purchased or to be purchased by the Chief 
Clerk pursuant to  the resolntiou adopted January 3rd, shall not be paid until audited and 
approved by the Committee ou Legislative Bkpenses. The Committee ou Legislative Espeuses 
shnll meet on the 1s t  aud 15th of each month and a s  much oftener a s  necessary during the  
legislative session for the purpose of passing upon and auditing such bills and shall keep a 
public record of the details of al l  meetings held for tha t  purpose." 

The  Committee on Legislative Expenses, thus empowered to check 
and prevent graft o r  extravagance, consisted of Messrs. Perry, Greene, 
Edwards, J. E.  Peterson and Knapp. The  first two were old reactionary 
members; the others inexperienced men. I shall make no comment on 
the manner in which this committee met their opportunity to  serve the 
people. 

Kerry E. Conley paved the way for publicity in the of 
supplies through the following amendment to  the rules which he offered 
January 10th: 

The Chief Clerk shall reauire an itemized invoice in dnnlicate form of all nr~rrhnsis uf 
supplies made by him, the original invoice to  accompany theeordcr for payment 'to the S t a t c  
Auditor, who shall file the same. 

Mr. Conley's own comment on this and his later resolution, which 
follows, is astonishing. H e  said: "From time immemorial, it has been 
the custom to purchase large amounts of furniture and fixtures. and 
when the next session came around no trace could be found of it." I t  
was to  save something for the state that Mr. Conley introduced and 
had adopted this resolution on the last day of the session: 

Whereas, there v n s  a committee appointed during the early part of the session to audit  
al l  accounts; and 

Whereas, the invoices for large amounts of SUPPliCS, office furniture, etc., have just been 
turned in  with apparently no check or  approval of the committee: and 

Whereas, the purchasing powers of this  House have invested the sum of $2,451.00 in o 5 c e  
furniture and $1.559.50 in  o5ce  fixtures: 

Resolved, ' that  the committee appointed to  check up these accounts be instructed t o  
proceed to  complete i t s  work and to turn over t o  the Custodian of the Capitol al l  items accord- 
ing to the rules of this  House. 

Previous to  the passage of Mr. Conley's resolution. on March 14t11, 
the following was introduced by John 0. Rustad. It was blocked tem- 
porarily by George M. Nye, but was adopted a few days later and be- 
came a law of the legislature: 
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Resolved, by the House of Representatives, !!?hat it shall be the  duty of each officer and 
employee of the  House of Representatives, a t  the  close of the present session, to deliver a l l  
s t a te  property and supplies in his or her possession to the Chief Clerk, and i t  shall be the  duty 
of the Chief Clerk t o  make a n  inventory of a l l  such property and supplies and deliver the 
same aud the inveutory thereof t o  the  Custodian of the State Capitol, t o  be by him kept  and 
delivered t o  the  Chief Clerk of the House of the nes t  succeeding legislature. The Chief Clerk 
shall t ake  the Custodian's rec4ipts for such property and supplies i n  duplicate and file one 
of the  same n-ith the Goverlior of the state.  

Dr. W. T. Stone had in mind the valuable law books carted away 
after each session when he presented this resolution on April 5th: 

Resolved, by the House of Represcutntives that ,  begiuuiug with the 38th Session of the  
State Legislature, each membcr of the IIouse s l~n l l  be provided with an  annotated copy of the  
Revised Laws of 1005, or later  compiled statute,  by the Chief Clerk of the House, aud shnll, 
upon receipt of snme, sign a voucher, therefor, whicll slloll be filed by tlle Chief Clerk of the  
House with the Secretary of State. At the euA of tilt: session each member sllall surrender 
his book t o  thc Secrerary of State, whereut~oii said voucher shall be returned to him. The  
Secl.rtnry of StnCe shnll safely keep said books for use a t  snbsetlucnt sessions. The Secretary 
of Sta te  shall make a l is t  of a l l  vouchers uncnlled for, mhich shall  be submitted t o  the  Ilouse 
of the uczt soccecding Legislature alld cutt,:.ed oil the Joui'l~al u f  the IIouso. 

J. .T. Johnson introduced a most important measure to  reform these 
conditions. I t  provided that supplies should be purchased by the Board 
of Control. But plunder is a part of politics and his bill was defeated. 
I regret that there isn't space here to give further credit to  Mr. Johnson 
and other insurgents for their efforts to  bring about competition, econ- 
omy and conservation in the matter of supplies. 

The  phase of it, all which seems most deplorable is the spirit of 
plunder which preralled about the capitol. "The state pays for it; get 
all you can," was apparently the attitude of many members and employ- 
e e s  I t  is significant and shocking that conditions would have been even 
worse had it not been f o r  the vigilance of the insurgents. If not re- 
sponsible, the Speaker of the House at  least had the power and the op- 
portunity to  remedy the evil. H e  could have named a Committee on 
Legislative Expenses made up of old members who would have displayed 
experience, patrotism and activity in the discharge of their duties. More 
than that, vouchers were signed by the Speaker, as well as the Chief 
Clerk, which enabled him to have full knowledge of what was happen- 
ing. * * :g 

THE T H I R D  HOUSE. 

Statesmen require assistance in making laws-and playing politics. 
Congressmen, especially the stand-pat kind, experience little difficulty in 
building a machine composed mostly of postmasters. Legislators have 
no such legitimate opportunity t o  supply places for their campaign work- 
ers, but improvise means of rewarding a horde of petty politicians at  
public expense by having them appointed door-keepers, gallery sergeants, 
clerks, etc., etc., in the legislature. Practically all of these political ap- 
pointments are dependent upon the speakership and are important fac- 
tors in deciding the incumbency of that all-powerful position. 

The  elective positions in the House, the legitimacy or necessity of 
which should not be questioned, are: Chief Clerk, Oscar Arneson, whose 
regular salary of $10.00 a day was augmented by $200 for indexing the  
jo~irnal and $30.00 for "extra clerk services;" G. 0. Hage and Jerome 
J. Rice, assistant clerks, a t  a salary of $7.00 a day, with $84.00 cash for 
extra clerk services; Sheldon Crawford and Reuben G. Thoreen, engross- 
ing and enrolling clerks, a t  $5.00 a day, with $15 and $20.00 for extra 
services; George H. Deans and B. F. Seiz, sergeants-at-arms, a t  $5.00 
each a day, with $267.50 extra pay voted to each and $131.40 for serving 
subpoenas; W. J. Scanlon and Ole 0. Holmen, pastmaster and assist- 
ant, a t  salaries of $5.00 each per day; and Rev. Moses E. Maxwell, who 
zhaplained the performances at  a daily stipend of $5.00. David W. Knowl- 
ton was appointed reading clerk at  $10.00 a day. T. V. Knatvold was 
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appointed Speaker's clerk a t  a salary of $10.00 a day and Mary V. Robert- 
son, Speaker's stenographer, a t  half that salary. 

Claude C. MacKenzie, a son of George MacKenzie, floor leader of 
the administration, landed the best clerkship. that of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, a t  a salary of $1000 a day. Mr. MacKenzie was called away on  
his own legal business for about a week at  one time during the session, 
but the Judiciary Committee managed t o  struggle along, nor did the pay- 
roll profit by his absence. H e  was assisted by Frank E. Reed a t  a salary 
of $5.00 a day. 

The Reapportionment Committee proved quite expensive to  the 
state. N. T. Moen drew $10.00 a day from January 16th to  the end of 
the session as clerk of that committee and Roy H.  Currie, a draftsman, 
mas placed upon the payroll a t  $10.00 a day February 1st and stuck 
through t o  the finish. And there were other expenses. Of course there 
was much drawing of maps and redistricting schemes, but I am not the 
only one who belleves that all the work actually necessary could have 
been performed by a $5.00 a day man in a week. 

The cloak room keepers were also a luxury. There were three in 
the House-George E. Byers, Gust Bender and J. B. Conley-at $5.00 a 
day each. They were forced t o  operate in a little corner where not 
more than one could easily labor a t  a time. The  others acted as re- 
serves. I n  1909 Kerry E. Conley introduced a bill to  replace these 
cloak room keepers with a locker for  each member. Besides being bet- 
ter in every way the change would hate  saved the state many thousand 
dollars in the course of a decade. But the politicians preferred to keep 
this plunder for their friends. Again a t  the last session L. Wisniewslci 
championed a similar measure, which was defeated in the Senate. 

William Lovely was "sergeant of the reserve gallery;" other gallery 
keepers were James Hunter, Franklin L. Stauffer, Guy Bye, Joseph 
Cousineau, Sr., and Thomas Liddy. Perhaps one of these might have 
been necessary, but there certainly W ~ S  no excuse for reinforcements, 
yet William J. Pomplun was appointed a gallery keeper on March 28th. 
The  House journal states that he was named "in place of F. L. Stauff- 
er." My report from the state treasurer's office shows, however, that  
Mr. Stauffer drew pay until the close of the session. These were all 
$5.00 a day men. 

The  sergeants of committee rooms were Alex Herbst,  A. J. Reibes- 
tein, Frank L. Waren, Gordon T. Bright and M. A. Giere, five $5.00 a 
day idlers. made so mostly by the unnecessary and unstrenuous nature 
of their occupation. And the door keepers-there were eight of them, 
Georae J. Schillo, C. W .  Borgey, Richard Thomas, Rudolph Paul, Har-  
vey Gordon, Thomas M. Quinn, John C. McLaren, and Albert E. Dorff, 
costing the state $400 every ten day:. 

W .  J. Brown was a special clerk at  $10.00 a day. The $5.00 a day 
clerks -were numerous and niftv. includinc T. M. Pecken~auzh .  K. G. 
Oldre, Robert B. Forrest, C. A. * ~ e i l ,  ~ e n r y  Siernering, ~ol ;n  oft oft us, 
E. B. Dahl, Clarence R. Anderson, John McMillan. C. S. Broton. A. G. 
Rutledge, and S. W .  Frasier-setting the state back $600 every ten clays. 
With the exception of a special clerk, of honest intentions and equipped 
to draft bills, all the others in this class could be eliminated. The aver- 
age clerk did not work half an hour a day and even then his labor could 
have been performed by some committee member without removing his 
feet from the table. The little that is done by clerks should be added 
to the duties of the stenographers and their number increased accord- 
ingly. Two stenographers would be worth more in actual service than 
a dozen clerks-but not for political purposes. 

About the only department of service that was not overdone was 
that cf the stenographers. There were a dozen of these ladies and most 
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of them earned their $5.00 salaries. And a small minority of the seven 
pages, some of them sons of members, were needed. But it can safely 
be said that two-thirds of the entire list of employees are  absolutely un- 
necessary. 

In  the House, the Committee on Rules provided for the appoint- 
ment of practically all of the employees of that body by the Speaker, 
who bestowed most of the plums upon his supporters in the spealtership 
contest. A part of the rule on this subject is as follows: "No employee 
of the House shall receive any pay for any time prior to  the time of 
appointment," yet on the last day this resolution was presented by  
Messrs. Frankson, Henion, Hopkins, Converse, Crane, Bouck, Ferguson 
and Kunze, in behalf of that number of clerks: 

Be  i t  Resolved, T h a t  the  Chief Clerk of the  EIouse be, and he hereby is, instructed t o  
d raw and deliver t o  the  f o l l o ~ i u g  named persons warriults for  the  sums se t  opposite t h e  
respective names the  same being fo r  the  per diem of such persons he txeen  the  t ime  they 
respectively reported for  du ty  aud the t ime of their  appointment, a t  thc  rnte of five dollars 
per day, ~ i e . :  8. R. Soule, $45.00: Leonard Lyman, $50.00; E. B. Dahl, $45.00; J. M. Peckin- 
paugh, $40.00; Charles Rcil, $45.00; Guy Bye, $45.00; Joseph Cousineau, $45.00, and Albert 
DorE, $45.00. 

W .  A. Campbell blocked this attempt. H e  and other insurgents 
saved the state from several similar assaults upon the treasury. 

Andrew Davis originated a measure t o  completely correct these pa- 
tronage abuses. W. I. Nolan and George H.  Mattson joined with him 
as joint authors of the bill, which eliminated about two-thirds of the 
employees and provided proper safeguards for the future. The  bill was 
defeated in the Senate. The upper branch could have had no interest in 
it and apparently permitted it to  die on general orders, a t  the request 
of certain representatives who did not dare to go on record against so  
meritorious a measure in the House and yet wanted it  killed. The  his- 
tory of the Wisniewski locker bill is identically the same. Keep in mind 
this lack of team work between House and Senate. I t  saved the corpor- 
ations and politicians on numerous critical occasions. 

* * *  
SENATE PATRONAGE PARASITES 

The  presiding and organizing officer of the Senate is the Lieutenant 
Governor, elected by the people. The power of patronage can in no 
way influence his selection. Accordingly, the politicians have taken the 
whole matter into their own hands. I t  is customary for the Republican 
majority members to  caucus and apportion the pelf. This is done be- 
fore the session assembles. After filling the elective positions, on the 
opening day, Senator L. 0. Coolte presented the usual "omnibus" patron- 
age resoIution, the result of the customary caucus: 

Rcsolvcd, T h a t  the  following named pcrsons he and the  same a re  hereby appointed fo r  the  
session, aud a t  the  compensation s c t  opposite their  respective names, to-wit: S ~ c r e t n r y  t o  
Lientcnant-Governor, J. S. Ariiesou, $7.00 per day ;  JIesscnger to  Lieiitenant-Governor, F. C. 
Tutt le ,  $5.00 per day ;  Chaplaiu, Nr.  Andrcw D. Sto~ve,  $5.00 per day;  Second Assistant S e c r o  
t a w ,  C. A. d ~ ~ d c r s o n ,  $7.00 per day ;  Third Assistant Secretary, E. A. Nelson, $7.00 per day;  
Foul.th Assistant Secretary, D. IT'. hfcelier, Si.00 Der day ;  Ass i s t a~ l t  Enrolling Clerk. W. E. 
Hutchinsoil, $5.00 pcr day ;  Assistant Engrossiug Clerk, Wm. E .  JlcGee, $5.00 per  day;  F i r s t  
Assistant Sergeant-at-Arms, A. A. Cllristianson, $5.00 per day ;  Sccond Assistant Sergenut-at- 
Arms, S. E. F:w, $5.00 per day ;  Cnmmittre Clerk, I-Icnry Lokensganrd, $6.00 per day ;  Jani tor  
Senate Chamiwr, Xr. 11. Lakr,  $3.00 uer daj-; Assistaut Jani tor ,  John H .  Dillingham, $5.00 
Per day;  Postofficr hlessengrr, Wm, Jones, $5.00 pcr day ;  Keeper of Cloak Room, Albert 
Bocmcr, $6.00 per day ;  DoorI<eepcr, Olc Anderson, $5.00 per  day ;  Assistant Doorkeeper, 
M. D'. Doty, $5.00 per day ;  Servan t -a t -Amls  of Gallery, N. H. Hanson, $6.00 per day ;  
Sergeant-at-Arms of Retir ing RO& Jolm Bnclaiell, $6.00 per day;  Sergeant of Committee 
Rooms. S te re  Ekluncl, $5.00 per day ;  Sergeant of Committee Rooms, Anton Hanson, $5.00 per  
day;  File Clerk, 0. E. Dieson, $5.00 per  (lay; Assistnrlt Bile Clerk, Alfred 0. Schmidt, $6.00 
Per day ;  Clerk Judiciary Committrc W. FI. IIodgman, $10.00 per d a y  Assistant Clerk 
Judiciary Committe, James  D. ~ o r a ; ,  $5.00 per day ;  Committee Clerks, 'A. H. Brosbaug, 
0. N. Hem,  C. B. Jo l i~~son ,  B. A. Wilson, Roy Johnson, C. 31. Wilkinson, R. S. Hyers, 
W. W. Williams, D. Donahne, 0. 0. Distfld, I?. FI. Simmons, Llye J. Johnson, N. 0. Iioel, 
Annie Connors, ench $5.00 per day; Stenographers, Henry Lemont, Miss I<. H. Hanson, Ninnie 
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I<nllestad, Mrs. W. A. Norred, Annie Fering, Alta Kingsley, Minnie H. Wilson, Elienbetb 
C. Cook, and Louise Christinnson, each $5.00 per day. And tha t  the First  Assistnut Seere- 
tnry be paid $3.00 per day, for the session, additional compensation. 

Eight days later, on January l l t h ,  i t  was discoyered that there were 
still a few politicians t o  be provided for and Senator J. D. Denegre came 
t o  the rescce with the  following: 

Resolved, Tha t  the folloming named persons be and the same are hereby nppointcd for  
the session, and n t  the compensation se t  opposite their names, to-wit: Assistant Janitor. 
Senate Chamber, Charles Engstrum, $5.00 per day; I-Iellry 11. Gallngher, Committee Clerk, 
$5.00 per day; M. D. Fritz, Committee Clerk, $3.00 per day; Andrew J. Rus, Committee Clerk, 
$5.00 per day; C. F. Swnnson, Janitor, $5.00 ger day, and Spencer Folkednl, Committee Clerk, 
$5.00 per day. 

This  resolution was referred t o  the .  Comn~it tee  on  Rules, recom- 
mended to  pass by that body and adopted by the Senate, with only one 
dissenting vote, that of Senator A. L. Hanson. 

Lieutenant-Governor G ~ r d o n  was permitted t o  appoint the seven 
pages of the Senate, presumably because they were not adult politicians 
capable of contributing t o  the machine. 

I n  addition t o  regular salaries, these gratuities or additions t o  sal- 
aries, were voted by the Senate: 

A. A. Christinuson ................ .$267.50 Cl?arlcs Wnxner . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  50.00 
Emma S. Pnulson .................. 160.00 .John XcColl ........................ 50.00 
Paul Colburn, pnae ................. 50.00 i'hnrlvs Cuu~mings . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  60.00 
Carl R. Andwson . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  50.00 J a m ~ s  >I. Eaa . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  517.90 - - .. 
C. F. .Swanson ...................... 50.00 1). V. 31cclccr . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  300.00 
Donnld Iiulk-n . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  50.00 \\'ni. J .  Hardy . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  117.00 
S. G. Philligs . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  21.00 S. D. Bnp . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  267.50 

Even the telephone girls, paid regularly by the telephone companies 
which employed them, came in for gratuities, Mollie Seebick, Sarah Red- 
mond and Lucetta IGng each being voted $150.00 of the  people's money 
t o  sh'ow that the Senate was well-to-do and kindly disposed. 

There  is still plenty of paint and inspiration and landscape, but we 
must leave this picture of political piracy and depart to  fields of greater 
fundamental importance. 



CHAPTER 11. 
FUNDAMENTAL LEGISLATIVE LAW. 

Monarchial England is making more progress toward democracy 
than is republican America. This is because she lias no supreme court 
with higher authority than her Iaw-making body and no written con- 
stitution for the judiciary to  interpret. The  legislature of this state is, 
in miniature, a reproduction of the national problem in this respect. 
The enemies of the people operate through the rules, which correspond 
in function to the constitution. Yet there is this difference: Nationally, 
the corporations and politicians are at  times compelled to  interpret from 
or even enact into the fundamental law of the land a spirit and pur- 
pose which do not exist; legislatively, the special interests and their 
servants encounter no such handicap-they make the rules, their con- 
stitutional authority, in the first instance. 

T h e  Committee on Rules far exceeds in importance any standing 
committee of the House. These five men virtually create all the other 
committees. The rules they report provide for the enlployees discussed 
in the preceding chapter and regulate the whole course of legislation. 
This committee i s  looked upon as the personal committee of the Speak- 
er, and its chairman is regarded as the floor leader of the Speaker's ad- 
ministration, or organization. Speaker Dunn appointed as his commit- 
tee on rules, George A. MacKenzie, of Sibley County, Chairman; Chester 
A. Congdon, of Duluth, Charles R. Fowler, of Minneapolis, C. E. Stone, 
of St. Paul, and W.  H. Wescott, of Dakota County. Consider the po- 
litical character and inclinations of these men: 

Mr. MacKenzie was recognized as the representative of the brewery 
interests. I do not know whether or not he was their attorney, and 
his legislative activity in their behalf may have been due to unselfish 
convictions. That is immaterial. The point is that  he was considered 
by the insurgents as the special advocate of the liquor forces. 

Mr. Congdon, beyond question, stood for the iron ore interests of 
northern Minnesota. 

Mr. Fowler was an attorney for the Val Blatz Brewing Company 
and his legal firm also represented a number of liability insurance com- 
panies. 

Mr. Stone came t o  the legislature from the Great Northern Railway 
Conlpany. 

Mr. Wescott was a professional politician and throughout the ses- 
sion was known among his colleagues as the Speaker's "handy man." 
So much for the personnel of the committee. The  vital thing is w-hat 
the;. did. 

Recognizing that most of the evils of legislation are due to  the work 
of standing committees, the progressives of the House. always a minor- 
ity, demanded two vital reforms in the regulation of these committees: 
(1) that standing committees should keep a public record of their acts; 
and (2) that there should be a reasonable limit as to  the time standing 
committees could keep business pigeon-holed away from the House. 
Both of these demands, in the form of written amendments, were pre- 
sented to  the Committee on Rules, but the first was not included in their 
report which was presented to the House for adoption on the third day 
of the session, January 5th. W. I. Nolan, of Minneapolis, one of the 
insurgent leaders, then offered this "publicity" amendment, which was 
in substance wha.t the committee had rejected: 
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"The final action on al l  bills and resolutions in committee shal l  be by roll cnll, and t h e  
roll cal l  shall be a pa r t  of al l  committee reports, s t a t ing  thc final nction tnkcu on a l l  bills and 
resolutions." 

The  roll call on this Nolan amendment furnished the first real "line- 
up" of progressives and reactionaries. I n  my opinion it is one of the 
four supreme tests of whether House members were there to  represent 
the people or the special interests. Those who voted "aye" favored let- 
ting the light shine into the committee rooms; those voting "no" pre- 
ferred the politician method of giving the people no opportunity t o  know 
what transpired behind closed doors. , 

Those voting in the  a5rmat1ve were: A. V. Anderson, J. J. Anderson, Burnquist, Cnmp- 
bell, Conlry, Crnne, Dnvies, Davis, Edwards, Fnrley, Fisher, Frankson, Harding, Haugc, 
FIillmnu, Hoffman, Holmberg, Holten, C. E. Johnson, J. N. Johnson, J. T. Johnson. Just, 
Klemer, I<unae, I. J. Lee, J .  F. Lre,  Liudberg, Luudcen, McMartin, Morton, Nolan, O'Neill, 
Orr, Palmer, A. J. Peterson, J. 1. Peterson, Putnnm, Robinsou, Rustad, Sampson, Skartum, 
W. T.  Stone, Sulerud, Voxland, E. Warner and W h i t i n g 4 6 .  

Those who voted in the  negative were: Aker, And. Anderson, Boothroyd, Borgen, Bouck, 
G. W. Brown, Christie, Clarke, Congdon, Converse, Denzer, R. C. Dunn, Berguson, Fowler, 
Buchs, Greene, HnfPten, Elcraberg, I-Iopkins. Rurley, Jelinek, Reefe, IZnapp, Kneeland, Iinut- 
son, S. N. Lee, Lennon, Libera, Lydiard, McDonald, AlncIienaie, Mattson, Mettling, Minette, 
Moriarity, A. Nelson, H .  Nelson, Nye, Nygren, O'Brien, Paplie, Perry,  Peters ,  0. Peterson, 
Pfnender, Reed, Rice, Robertson, Schuler, Schn'artz, Spooner, C. E. Stone, Sullivau. Thielcn 
Utecht, Virtue, C. H. Warner, Webb, Wescolt, White, Wisuiewski, Speaker H. H. ~unn-62: 

Following the rejection of this amendment there was a storm of 
protest from all parts of the state. The  reactionaries became alarmed 
and, on January 12t11, reported to  the House a modification of the Nolan 
amendment, but without even mentioning Mr. Nolan's name, and recom- 
mended its adoption. I t  was as  follows: 

"62 (a)  The  final action on a l l  bills and resolutions in committee shnll  be by roll cnll 
showing the  vote of ench member present. 

"(b) A record of the  Eunl vote on al l  bills and resolutions shnll be kept  by the  chairman 
of each committee showing the names of those present and the  vote of ench member, which 
record as to  ench bill o r  resolution, shall be filed fo r  public use by the  chairman of the  com- 
mi t t ee  with tbe  Chief Clerk of the  House within twenty-four hours a f t e r  final action on such 
bill or resolution. At  the  close of the  session such reports  shall be Eled with the  Secretary 
of S ta te  for  public use. Such record shal l  not  be entered i n  t h e  House Journal  e scep t  upon 
a majority vote of the  House." 

This was adopted by a vote of 104 to 5 on January 19th. Mr. Spoon- 
e r  and others spoke against it, but voted for it. The five negative votes 
were cast by Borgen, Bouck, L. D. Brown, Clarke and Hurley. Andrew 
Anderson voted "no," but before the result was announced arose, as 
though to changc his vote. The  journal does not record him as voting 
either way. Such is the history of the progressives' semi-successful 
fig111 to bring about publicity in committee rooms. Although ignored in 
some cases. the change accomplished a great deal in the direction in- 
tended. 

A WHOLE FAMILY OF WOODCHUCXS. 

The second reform demanded by the progressives was "conceded," 
and it was a most marvelous concession. Read it carefully, remember- 
ing that it was intended to prevent the delaying and distorting of bills 
in committee: 

Evcry bill, other than  fo r  nppropriations, claims o r  reapportionment, referred to  a stnnd- 
ing  committee shnll be reported therefrom within tmenty duys a f t e r  i t s  receipt by the  com- 
mittee. 

Any such bill not so reported within such period, unless such period i s  extended by a vote 
of the  House, shall, Eve days  n f i f r  any member gives notice i n  the  House t h a t  he  requires 
such bill to  be reported to  the  House, unless sooner duly reported, be delivered t o  the  Speaker 
with or without a reuort of tbe  committee and lie on the  table of the  House. 

There were no less than five woodchucl<s in this one concession to 
the reformers. Here is the list: 

Joker No. 1.-The amendment proposed by W. A. Campbell for the 
progressives provided that the rule should apply both to  bills and reso- 
lutions. The rules committee omitted the reference to resolutions. 

Joker No. 2.-This wonderful new rule provided for its own viola- 
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tion. Instead o f  stating honestly and specifically that a bill or resolu- 
tion should be reported back within twenty, or twenty-five days, it pro- 
vided that i f  a bill were not reported back within a given time, then 
any member might demand its return. In  other words, i f  the committee 
did not report the bill and no  member asked for its return to  the House, 
it remained in  the committee indefinitely as under the old order o f  things. 
And that was the way it worked. It was a clever subterfuge, far too 
clever t o  be accidental, as the committee claimed when its mask was 
removed. 

Joker No. 3.-If a bill were forced out o f  a committee under this 
rule, it would come before the House "five days after any member gave 
notice"-the reactionaries would know exactly when it was coming and 
couiil prepare for it or be absent i f  i t  were anything they wished t o  
dodge. 

Joker No. 4.-The best parliamentarians held that this "concession" 
destroyed the right o f  the majority t o  recall a bill from a committee 
in any other manner than that specifically provided. 

Joker No. 5.-The regular course for a bill coming f rom a commit- 
tee is for it t o  go on general orders, the next step toward the statute 
books. T h i s  "concession" provided that it should "lie on the table," 
where it had little parliamentary advantage over being in committee. 

'The progressives demanded this reform in order that business might 
be kept moving. T h e  reactionaries did not want any "time-limit rule" 
that would work, for they desired t o  defeat all reform- measures b y  de- 
laying and congesting business at the end o f  the session. Everyone who 
watched the last legislature knows that this rule was exactly what the 
Rules Committee must have intended it t o  be-a farcical failure. Under 
it there was delay and disorder and chaos at the close, a condition which 
accomplished the defeat o f  many a measure o f  the deepest fundamental 
importance. T h e  session adjourned with final action pending on the state- 
wide primary, the recall, the initiative and referendum, the income tax, 
etc., etc. I f  there had been even one day more a dozen vital laws might 
have been enacted. Had this rule not been full o f  jokers, and honestly 
enforced, the entire program o f  reform measures woud have been reached 
weeks before adjournment. W e r e  it the only purpose o f  this book to  
give the main reason why  the last session proved a cemetery for anti- 
corporation bills, it might well end here with the story o f  this "con- 
cession," for without this rule and the reactionary rules committee which 
created it no coterie o f  brewery representatives could have saved their 
masters by  guarding the clock at the finish. 

T h e  vicious character o f  the rules extended in other directions. By  
providing for three times as many standing committees as were neces- 
sary they enabled the Speaker to  pack the important ones with reaction- 
aries and sidetrack the progressives upon committees which had little 
to  do with legislation. Th is  will be discussed in a later chapter. T h e  
rules gave the Speaker and his Committee on Rules almost absolute 
control o f  patronage-a most effective means o f  building an organization 
and o f  holding members "in line." Read Rule 35 on this point: 

35. All propositions for  appo i~~ tn l r t l t  of uu lg loyr~~s  of the  Ilousc other  tnun those pro- 
vided by lam shall be referred t o  the  Co~nrni t tee on Rules, and no nppointmrnt  shall be made  
unless reported favorably by said committee, or  i t s  report be overruled by three-fourths vote 
of t h e  whole I-louse, and said conimittee shnll report  t o  t h e  House t h e  amount  of compensa- 
tion t h a t  shnll be paid each of said employees. 

T h e  new rules were reported b y  the Committee on 'Rules on the 
third day o f  the session, read and immediately adopted. T h e y  contained 
changes which the progressives desired a little time to  consider, but 
when J .  A .  A .  Burnquist made a motion t o  have them printed in the 
journal and acted upon the following day, it was voted down and the 
rules railroaded thrcugh. W h e n  once adopted they could not be changed 
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except by a two-thirds vote and the progressives were helpless, unles: 
they could bring public opinion t o  bear upon the administration, as  wa: 
done when the Nolan amendment was carried and the right of a major 
i ty t o  recall a bill from a committee established. Custom has decreec 
that it is the very extreme of insurgen'cy t o  vote against the final adop 
tion of the rules, yet Ernest  Lundeen, of Minneapolis, did that, casting 
thc only negative vote. 

4: :g :i; 

I h e  progressives ill the  Senate also demanded a time limit r~i le ,  an( 
a straightforward provision was reported by the Rules Committee of tha'  
body, as follows: 

'70. A11 C~~mn~iLLces,  e s c q ~ t  Fin;~uce Co~nmil!r~r. t o  \vhich nny bill o r  resolution has heel 
referred, shnll rciuru tlrc s ;u i~e  to tbe  Sollate with or wi l lnu t  i t s  r ~ r o m m ~ ~ ~ l t i o r  and regor 
not liltllr than t \wn t~ . - i ive  d:l).s f rom the  d:lte of ~ E ~ C Y F ~ I C ( ~ ,  11111e8s a t  111~ SoPmal request  of thl 
c o ~ n m i t t r c  the  Scnote has ;rantrd n dcfi~i i tc  e s t r~ r s ion  of the  time, during which the  bill o 
~ ~ r s o l u t i o n  may he held for  considcrni-ion ill con~nli t tce.  

However? this was not adopted with the other rules, but was re- 
ferred back t o  the Committee on Rules. I n  the meantime s o ~ n e  influ 
ence was a t  work and when the rule was re-reported t o  the Senate anc 
:~tiopted, it was practically the same as the vicious I-1o11se law and cer 
tainly accomplished the same purpose. 

4: :i: >i; 

After it had become apparent that the Rules Committee o f  tht 
EIouse was packed with politicians, Clinton Robinson offered this Reso- 
lution: 

Resolved, Tha t  the Committee on R n l m  be incrcnsed by t b r  nddition of one member fron 
Pach congressionnl dis tr ic t  a s  follows: Yirst District, John 0. Rus tad ;  Second District, W. A 
J u s t ;  Third District, A. V. Anderson; Fourth Distr ic t ,  C. N. Or r ;  F i f th  District, W. A 
Campbell; S i s t b  Dls tdc t ,  J. 6. Lee;  Seventh District, A. J. Peterson;  E igh th  District, Andrer 
Davis; Ninth District, EI. A. F n t n a m ;  and  one a t  large, J. N. Johnson. 

I t  was referred t o  the Committee on Rules and later reported fol 
"indefinite postponement" by that body, which recommendation wa: 
sustained by the House without a roll call. Ordinarily committees art 
appointed by  the Speaker, and Mr. Robinson was asked why he hac 
named the members in his resolution. "Because I wanted some pro, 
gressives on the committee," he answered. Yet he was not  Klemerized 



"This house as at  present organized with its sixty-ttuo standing com- 
mittees is a farce and a burlesque on the rights of the people of this 
great state of Minnesota. * * * Half of the membership are on com- 
mittees that amount to  nothing at all. * * ;'; T h e  committees are 

in the interest of the special interests and with the intent and 
uuruose to  defeat good and wholesome legislation."-Representative 
ii'. L. Klemer. 

Growing out of the Klemer.controversy, his colleague and fellow- 
insurgent, Dr. W. T. Stone, introduced a resolution making specific 
charges, and also denlanding an impartial investigation into the whole 
matter of special interest domination of the legislature. A part of the 
long preamble was as  follows: "The mover further believes an impar- 
tial investigation will bring to light facts and circumstances sufficient to  
convince impartial members that the election of the Speaker and the 
organization of the committees of this House were due in a large meas- 
ure to the influence of the special interests and for the purpose of fur- 
thering and perpetuating the control of the government of this state by 
the said special interests." 

There are districts in this state where the special interests indicated 
a friendliness toward the candidacy of certain statesmen by sending 
substantial contributions to  aid in their election. Some of these checks 
were returned, after being photographed. Others were neither returned 
nor photographed. The brewery combine was obviously interested in 
the defeat of Mr. Burnquist for Speaker. I assume that if Mr. Klemer 
and Dr. Stone had been given an impartial investigating committee they 
would have gone into the situation herein suggested. And that ought 
to  have been done. But it was not necessary for them to go outside the 
records of the session to prove their charges. 

Twelve reactionary members were so placed upon the most i m p -  
tant committees that they practically controlled the conduct of the legls- - 
lature. The dozen thus entrusted with this opportunity and power were: 
L. D. Brown, of Little Falls; C. A. Congdon, of Duluth; R. C. Dunn, of 
Princeton; C. R. Fowler, of Minneapolis; John G. Lennon, of Minne- 
apolis; George A. MacKenzie, of Gaylord; Albert Pfaender, of New 
Ulm; L. C. Spooner, of Morris; C. E. Stone, of St. Paul; Leonard Vir- 
tue, of Blooming Prairie; W. H. Wescott, of West  St. Paul, and Harri- 
!son White, of Luverne. 
1 First, let me explain how I classified reactionaries and progressives. 
The four supreme tests were: (1) The  vote on the Nolan publicity 
[amendment to  the rules; (2) the roll call killing the Sulerud bill to give 
Ithe people the right to change their own consritution by a majority of 
t h e  votes cast for any amendment; (3) the first vote t o  advance an honest I initiative and referendum bill; and (4) the vote censuring Klemer with- 
/out a semblance of a trial o r  hearing on his charges of corruption. T h e  
bote on a number of progressive measures meant little, because the reac- 
bionary House leaders included some features which they knew the Senate 
!would not endorse, and vice versa. The  fact that both branches voted 
/for many reforms which a lack of team work, o r  rather a subtle, skill- 
;fully contrived and executed lack of team work, defeated, proves this. 
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The Twelve-Ten o f  them were Republicans; two,  Pfaender anc 
Virtue, were Democrats. All o f  the republicans supported H.  H. Dunr 
for Speaker. All o f  the twelve, excepting L. D. Brown, who dld no; 
respond t o  the roll call, voted against the Nolan amendment. -411 oi 
them voted against the Sulerud constitutional change bill. Every one o: 
the twelve voted against making the progressive initiative and refer. 
endum bill a special order where it could be acted upon speedily in the 
open with some chance o f  passage. T h e  entire twelve voted t o  censure 
Klemer without a hearing. Mr. Pfaender was the only one o f  the twelve 
t o  vote against the attempt o f  the tax committee t o  kill the tonnage 
tax bill in committee, and he also voted against the measure on its fina: 
passage. All o f  them except R. C. Dunn, and Spooner who  was absent 
voted to  take away from the majority the right to  make a special o r d e ~  
o f  a bill, thus giving one-third o f  the membership the power to  defeat 
legislation by  delaying action. This  might be continued, but I have 
sug~estecl sufficient t o  show the reactionary inclinations o f  the twelve. 
T h e  same general basis o f  judgment was used to  determine whether or 
not other members were for the conditions favored b y  the special in- 
terests. 

T h e  standing committees of which the twelve leading lieutenants 
o f  Spealcer Dunn had absolute control were: (1) T h e  crucial Committee 
on Rules, where they had all five places; (2) T h e  Committee on General 
Legislation, next in importance, where they had nine out o f  seventeen 
places; and (3) the Committee on Taxes and T a x  Laws, where they had 
nine out o f  seventeen places. T h e y  had eight out o f  twenty-one places 
on Appropriations and six out o f  fi f teen on Temperance. O f  the 75 
places on these five most important committees, these twelve, or one- 
tenth o f  the membership o f  the House, had 37, or about half o f  the 
whole committee strength. O n  these same five committees, the most 
liberal construction o f  the word "progressive" could not muster more 
than 17 out o f  the 75, and they were not in control o f  any one o f  these 
committees. 

Adding five more, making a list which includes the ten most impor- 
tant committees which the Spealcer had to appoint, a comparison shows: 

Plscrs  by the Other Pro- 
Name of Committee Twrlve Renc tiounries gressives 

Rules ................................. 5 0 0 
General Lrgialation .................... 9 7 1 
Tnses and Tax  Lnws .................. 9 5 3 

G 7 
6 5 
8 5 
10 0 
21 G 
12 3 
4 - 1 - 
70 31 

Every informed person knows that one-third o f  a committee, with 
the harmony o f  act and inclination which characterizes those carrying 
out "a program," can control. T h e  twelve had more than one-third o f  
the total number o f  places on the ten committees which determined the 
results o f  the session. T h e y  had almost twice as many places on these 
'committees as all o f  the forty-odd progressives put together. O n  these 
ten committees the ratio o f  reactionaries t o  progressives was almost 5 
to  1. 

T h e  Twelve had six of ten chairmanships on these committees. 
T h e y  had 37 out o f  75 places on the first five committees, while all o f  
the Burnquist supporters were given only a total o f  1 1  o f  these 75. T h e  
progressives who voted against Dunn for Speaker were given only 20 
o f  the 166 places on the ten committees o f  paramount importance. Not 

E I P C ~ ~ O ~ S  .............................. 4 
Public Henlth and Pure Food .......... 3 
Rena~ort ioumeut ...................... 8 
Railroads ............................. 4 
Legislative Expenses .................. 0 - 

Totnl plnces . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  56 
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' one of the four prohibitionists was named on any of these committees. 
Compare the Twelve now with 43 progressives. Messrs. A. V. And- 

erson, J. J. Anderson, Burnquist, Campbell, Conley. Farley, Fisher. 
Harding, J. N. Johnson, Klemer, J. F. Lee, Lundeen, McMartin, Morton, 
Nolan, Rustad, A. J. Peterson, Putnam, Robinson, Sampson, Schwartz, 
W. T. Stone, Sulerud, Voxland, and E. Warner-25-were not given 
a single place on the ten most important committees; while Messrs. 
Crane, Davies, Davis, Frankson. Ilillman, Holmberg, Holten, C. E. John- 
son, J. T. Johnson, I.  J. Lee, Lindberg, Orr, Palmer, J. E. Peterson, 
Rines, Skartum, Webb and Whiting-18-were given only a total of 28 of 
these places. The Twelve each had an average of nearly five places on 
these ten committees: forty-three progressives each an average of a little 
more than half a man on all the ten. 

In  these comparisons I have not considered either the Judiciary 
or Tri-County Committees for the reason that Speaker Dunn had little 
to do with them, more than to appoint a chairman, who in each case 
was a reactionary. The  Judiciary Committee was composed of all the 
lawyers in the House and the Tri-County Committee of all the members 
from the three big counties, Hennepin, Ramsey, and St. Louis. Adding 
these two to the ten already considered gives the legislature all the 
standing committees that are really necessary or essential t o  the best 
interests of the people. If the whole membership of the House were 
distributed wisely among twelve committees it  would not be possible 
to contrive a condition where a few could control legislation in the 
formative period and dominate the situation throughout the session. 

Sixty-two standing committees affords the Speaker an opportunity 
to pack the few important ones accordinq to the interests he serves and 
use the unimportant ones t o  sidetrack the progressives. As an example 
of this consider the committee assignments of F. L. Klemer. 

Klemer-Logs and Lumber, Manufactures, Public Buildings, School 
for Defectives, Enrollment. 

The  total number of bills referred to  all of these committees was 
five, which gave Mr. Klemer an opportunity t o  consider in committee 
only that number. 

Here is a partial list of the committees which served no necessary 
purpose save that of giving the Speaker an opportunity to  pigeonhole the 
progressives where they could do the least harm to the special interests. 
the total number of bills referred to  each also being given: Soldiers' 
Home, 5; State Libraries, 5; Printing, 3; Immigration, 3; Manufactures. 
2; Board of Control, 2; Logs and Lumber, 2; State Hospitals, 2; State 
Normal Schools, 3; Local Bills. 1;  Public Buildings, 1;  State Training 
School, 1; Sleeping Cars, 0; Binding Twine, 0;  Horticulture. 0; Prison 
Labor, 0; School fo r  Defectives, 0; School a t  Owatonna, 0; Enrollment, 
0; Engrossment, 0. 

Continuing the comparison, the records show that the Twelve had 
an opportunit; to  consider in committee 3,658 bills, or an average of 
more than 300 to cach member, while all of the progressives who voted 
for Burnquist for Speaker, with the four prohibitionists, the one socialist 
and the twc unvarying insurgent democrats, had an opportunity to  con- 
sider in committee only 3,537 bills, or 121 less than the Twelve. The  
partiality of Speaker Dunn toward his own followers, who were with 
few exceptions reactionaries. is illustrated in a general way in the above 
comparison, but more specifically in the respective committee opportuni- 
ties which he gave to Alva Henion, reactionary, and F. L. Klemer, in- 
surgent. Both were new members and equal so far as experience 
counted; in all other respects Mr. Klemer's equipment for public service 
was supenor. Mr. Henion's committee assignments enabled him to con- 
sider 205 bills; Mr. Iclemer had an opportunity to  consider just five 
in committee. 
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All of The Twelve were old members, which naturally gave ther 
preference over new members upon committees. Rut W. I. Nolan, a, 
insurgent of the highest ability and serving his fourth term was not give] 
even a chairmanship-an unprecedented thing. Nor were such conspicu 
ous progressives as  J. N. Johnson, Kerry E. Conley, J. A. A. Burnquisi 
H. A. Putnam, John 0. Rustad, I.  J. Lee, N. J. Holmberg, J. T. John 
son, Finlay McMartin, C. E. Johnson, and John A. Sampson, all 011 
members, placeci where they could accomplish results for the people. 

The machinery of legislation in the lower body was given into t h  
hands of politicians, unprogressives and representatives of the specia 
interests. That  interpretation of the situation would only be furthe 
emphasized i f  I were to  continue the comparisons already indicated i~ 
this chapter. A select list of reactionaries, about twenty in number 
were placed upon so many committess that they could not attend ha1 
the meetings scheduled. On the other hand, an inspection of the HOLIS,  
chamber a t  almost any time when the committees were in session showec 
practically all of the insnrgents idle so far as committee room work wa 
concerned. 

Speaker Dunn proved himself a poor politician by overdoing thc 
"packing of committees." A cIever reactionary organizer would havt 
presented some semblance of fairness in his appointments; but the or 
ganizing of the 1911 legislature was done apparently upon the theory tha 
five reactionaries to  one proqressive was better than a ratio of three tc 
two. The  result was reports from these stacked committees so obri  
ously crude and unjust that hardly a week passed in which the House 
did not rebuke the organization by overturning some Cannonistic ac t io~  
of a committee. Examples of this will come later. 

I have it upon good authority that it was the intention to make thc 
conunittee on General Legislation the "steering committee" of the ad- 
ministration. Therefore its personnel will be interesting at  this time 
Speaker Dunn appointed upon this committee: George H. Mattson 
chairman; C. R. Fowler, R. C. Dunn, C. A. Congdon, George A. Mac. 
Kenzie, W. D. Washburn, Harrison White, Alva Henion, W. H. Wes- 
cott, E. G. Perry, John P. Nash, C. E. Stone, John G. Lennon, Georgc 
G. Reed, George M. Nye, L. C. Spooner, and Charles W. Eouck. 

Now we are ready to consider the House machine. 



CHAPTER IV. 
MAKING AND MANIPULATING T H E  MACHINE. 

"The system has been in full  swing on other issues concerning the corporations and poll- 
tlcians. On Thursday the Robinson resolution calling for n n  investigation into the campaign 
receipts.and expenditures of the s ta te  central committees was chloroformed, and interred 
before i t  had a chance to regaiu consciousness. The manner in which the administration forces 
rode roughshod over Robinson r as a sight to make men and angels weep. First  the Com- 
mittee on General Legislation delayed consideration a s  long a s  i t  possibly could and then 
Imposed the usual sentence-doath by "Indefinite postl~ouement." Their report mas opposed 
by the fighting insurgent father of the resolution. But shackled and muzzled, he mas led to 
the slaughter. As soon a s  the matter  mas placed before the House Alex Nelson, of Ottertail 
County, shut off all debate by the cowardly device of moving "the previous question." Hls 
position was sustained by a majority, which of course prevented Mr. Robinsou or any other 
member from setting forth his reasous for asking the inquiry into special interest activity in  
state politics. Then there mas a general justification of votes against the investigation on 
the ground tha t  the House had not su5cient  evidence to marranr: such action. And they voted 
i t  down. Whereupon there mas great  rejoicing among the brewers and professional poli- 
ticians."-From News Letter, March 13, 1911. 

On  February 7th, Clinton Robinson introduced the resolution re- 
ferred to, calling for a committee to  inquire into the campaign contribu- 
tions of the special interests in Minnesota. Back of it were a number of 
progressives outside of the legislature who were prepared t o  uncover a 
lot of political corruption, if given the machinery t o  investigate. Some 
members themselves would have been involved and, of course, there was 
a scurrying for cover. Politicians and special interests members joined 
hands to  kill the resolution. First, John G. Lennon blocked it by giving 
"notice of debate." The next day Mr. Robinson attempted to force a 
vote upon it, and Mr. Lennon made a substitute motion that it be "in- 
definitely postponed." Then L. C. Spooner averted a roll call by carry- 
ing a motion that it  be referred to  the Cornfnittee on General Legisla- 
tion, which had alrkady become known as the cemetery." This gave 
the reactionaries more time to muster their forces. 

In  spite of repeated protests, the Committee on General Legislation 
kept the resolution buried for more than a n~onth .  On March 9th it 
was reported by the committee for "indefinite postponement." Mr. Rob- 
inson made a substitute motion that it  be adopted. A number dodged 
the roll call on the resolution, which was as  follows, those voting "aye" 
being for  the investigation and those voting "no" against it. 

Those who voted in  the  affirmative mere: A. V. Anderson, J. J. Anderson, Borgen, 
Burnquist, Conley, Cmne, Davies, Edwards, Frankson, Hardiog, Hillman, C. E. Johnson, 
J. N. Johnson, J. T. Johnson, Just ,  I. J. Lee, J. F. Lee, Lundeen, Minette. Morton Nolan 
Nygren, A. J .  Peterson, Putnam, Robinson, Rustad, Schuler, Skartum, W. T. Stone, kulerud: 
~ l l d  Wisnl~~skl- .?1.  --- 

Those %Go-voted 
Brown, L. D. Brown, 
Herzherg, Holmberg, 
S. N. Lee, Lennon, 
A. Nelson, H. Nelson 
Reed, Ribenack, Ric 
C. H .  Warner, E. W 
Dunn-61. 

in the negative were: Alcer, And. Anderson, Boothroyd, Bouck, G .  W. 
Clarke, Denzer, R. C. Dunn, Ferguson, Fomler, Fuchs Hafften Henion, 
Hopkins, Hurley, ~ e l i i e k ,  ITeefe, ITlerner, Kneeland: Knutsod. Runze. 
Libern, Lydiard, MacIZenzie, MeMartin, McNeil, Mattson, Mettling. 

, Nye, O'Neill, Orr, Palmer, Pnpke, Perry, J. E. Peterson 0 Peterson 
e, Saggau, Sampson, C. E. Stone, Sullivan, Thielen, udtiedt ,  virtue: 
arner, Washburn, Webb, Wescott, White, Whiting, and Speaker H. H. 

An entire chapter might be written about this incident. I t  has a 
place here because it serves to  suggest that there were many reactionary 
reasons for a House machine in addition to  the main object of defeating 
reform legislation. The  means and methods of creating a combination 
through which the politicians control for themselves and the special in- 
terests are interesting. 

The first essential element is what I call "a corporation cabinet." 
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a carefully chosen coterie of the shrewdest politicians whose duty it is 
to  make and manipulate the machine. Some members of the cabinet 
in this case were within, some without the legislature. Half of their task 
is accomplished with the election of a satisfactory Speaker who will 
"pack" the important committees as they desire. Without favorable 
rules they are badly handicapped and in constant danger of disruption. 
Assuming that the initial step, the selection of an obedient organizing 
officer, has been accomplished, the system of the "corporation cabinet" 
is about as  follows: 

1. The  Nucleus-There can be no doubt that a number of members 
owed their election to liquor money and were directly controlled by the 
brewery combine. I t  is equally obvious that certain rcpresentatives 
were the political property of the steel trust. Others were tllere pri- 
marily to serve the railroad ring, or the public utility companies. All 
such statesmen responded easily to  the efforts of the corporation cabi- 
net, it only being necessary to  get them to working in a pool. 

2. Chairmanships-This influence brings no small number into the 
con~bination. I t  is a most in~portant  factor in the selection of the Speak- 
er, and subsequently if his organization is attacked in any way or has a 
program of any kind to carry out those securing good chairmanships 
feel forced to fight with the administration. Some of the representatives 
chiefly responsible for Speaker Dunn's election were rewarded with 
chairmanships as  follows: L. C. Spootier, Appropriations; Thomas 
Kneeland, Judiciary; R. C. Dunn, Taxes and T a x  Laws; W .  F. Kunze, 
Education; C. H. Warner, Public Lands; W .  D. Washburn, Railroads. 
These were all county option men, yet stood with the organization 
through practically all of the session. 

3. Patronage-The opportunity to  pay political debts through the 
appointment of employees appeals to  some and always results in re- 
cruits for the combination. I t  is claimed that every supporter of Speaker 
Dunn had the naming of at  least one member of the third house. John 
Holten refused to vote at the speakership caucus, which may possibly 
be explained by the fact that he had a son who was a candidate for an 
appointive position. The  Speaker and his Rules Committee had almost 
absolute authority over employees, which might have been used as a 
club to compel members to adhere religiously to  the program. 

4. Appropriations-Log-rolling, or trading in appropriations, is the 
chief instrument through which the cabinet constructs a controlling com- 
bination. I t  adds more to the machine than almost all other influences. 
As a rule, every member goes to St. Paul with the idea of obtaining 
some special thing for his district. The  result is simply this: the reac- 
tionaries get possession of the organization in general and the commit- 
tee on Appropriations in particular; then they are in a positlon t o  say 
to  representatives desiring local appropriations? "You stand with LIS and 
we will pass your bills." The result is two-fold: ( l j  The country 
member secures something special for his community and thus becomes 
a big man at  home by being small and "useful" in St. Paul; and (2) 
there are appropriations for the people to pay aggregating about $16,000,- 
000.00, which doubles the tax levy of the state. 

I shall recite one complete story to  illustrate this practice. There 
might be a score of similar tales, but this one is typical and should 
suffice. P. L. Converse of Becker County wanted a fish hatchery for 
the City of Detroit. That  was the beainning and the end of it. 

Mr. Converse introduced H. F. No. 93, appropriating money for  a 
fish hatchery at  Detroit, on January 17th. The bill was referred to  the 
Game and Fish Committee. In due time it was reported from that com- 
mittee with a favorable recommendation and placed upon general orders. 
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O n  February 14th the bill was sent to  the Appropriations Committee, 
"retaining its place on general orders." There it was pigeon-holed for 
a month and seven days while the work of disciplining and making sure 
of its author went on. Mr. Converse hacl voted for D L I I I ~  for Speaker 
and against the Nolan p~tblicity amendment-satisfactory reactionary 
conduct. But a t  this period of the session he was wavering. H e  seemed 
uncertain on county option. The reactionaries also discovered that he 
had pledged his people to  vote for a tonnage tax. But far worse than 
that, after voting with the majority against malcing a special order of the 
progressive initiative and referendum bill? Mr. Conve~se  seconded a mo- 
tion to  reconsider the vote and voted with the insurgents on that vital 
question. So the pigeon-hole held its prey and it looked bad for the 
Detroit fish hatchery. 

The Appropriations Committee kept his pet bill, while its sponsor 
fretted and fumed. Finally, according to the story he told to  me, Mr. 
Converse went to  the chairman of the sub-committee which was holding 
his bill and reiterated his de~nand  that action be taken upon it. That  
b a s  the day before the first test vote on the tonnage tax and it was 
proposed that if he woul '~  vote against that bill something would be done 
for the fish hatchery. But I promised BjorgeV--began Mr. Converse. 
"To hell with the Norwegian," responded the statesman on the lid. Mr. 
Converse voted for the tonnage tax and his bill remained in the Appro4 
pria:ions Committee. Then there came a change. 

About the middle of March a letter ready to sign, with one of Mr. 
Converse's envelopes, was found upon the desk of Dr. W. T. Stone 
where it had seemingly been dropped during a conversation with his col- 
league. Mr. Converse has denied either writing or  mailing this letter 
and, I understand, also threatened a libel snit if 1 published it in this 
book. I t  was as follows: 

Narc11 17111, 1011. 
"Mr. 1). L. Durkin, 

Fmaee, Alinn. 
"Dear Sir: (This flrst part  of the let ter  rclated to an appointment the writer was trylng 

to secure for the one addressed, and is omittud. Thrn the letter goes oi?)- 
"I have been working hard every day to get  the Fish H a t c b ~ r y  for Ik t ro i t .  I have been 

voting with the gang right along 3Ud if I don't sncrced in getting i t ,  i t  mill be because when 
the time comes tlley will go back on their Promisr to  m?. I t  vns reported out of the Fish and 
Game Committee immediately and i s  now in  the Appropriations Committee, and the  boys 
promised me yesterday to  report i t  out a t  owe. 

"Ponrs very truly," 

Subsequent events tend to substantiate this letter, even if it never 
was written or sent by Mr. Converse. A few days later? the Klemer 
controversy arrived and Converse certainly "voted with the gang." On 
March 23rd the Appropriations Committee raised the embargo on his 
bill and it passed the House by the following vote five days later: 

Those nrho voted in the aWrmative were: Alier, And. .hndrrson, J .  J. Anderson, Booth- 
royd. Borgen, Bouck, L. D. Brown, Burnquist, Campbell, Chrislir, Clark, Converse, Dnviea, 
Davis, Denaer, Dieusner, R. C. Dunn, Edwards, Fnchs, Greene, Hafften, Henion, Heraberg, 
Hillman, Hoffmsn, Holmbrrg, Holten, Hopkins. Hurley, Jelinek, C. E. Johnson, Just ,  Reefe. 
Iiellg, Iinagp. lineeland, Iiunae, S. N. Lee, Lemon, Libera. Lundeen, Lsdinrd, NarIirnzie, 
McJlartin, McNeil, Mattson, Nettling, Minette, Moriarity, Morton, O'Neill, Orr, Palmer, 
Papkc, Peters, 0. Peterson, Ribenack, Rice, Robertson, Robinson, Snggau. Snapson, Schuler, 
Sch\xxrte, C. E. Stone, Sulerud, Sullivan, Thielen, Untiedt, Utecht, Virtoe, Vouland, C. H. 
Warner, Washbum, Wescott, Whlte, Wisniewski, and Speaker H. H. Dunn-78. 

Those who voted in the negative mere: Conley, J .  N. Johnson, Iilemer, I. J .  Lee, J. F. 
Lee, A. Nelson, Nygren, A. J. Peterson, J. E. Peterson, Pntnam, Riues, Rustad, W. T. Stone, 
E. Warner and Whiting-15. 

When the result was announced a number of cabinet officials and 
even some ordinary reactionaries looked over at  Mr. Converse with 
knowing nods and smiles, as  much as t o  say: "Didn't we tell you it 
would pass?" 

5 .  Ambitions-Some statesmen cannot be reached by the reaction- 
arie.s except through an appeal t o  their ambitions. Many a man will 
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yield to  that influence, when none other would move him. George H. 
Mattson, althoiigh he voted for Burnquist, acted as one of Dunn's com- 
missioners to settle the speakership contest, and during the early part of 
the session stood quite consistently w ~ t h  the organization. I t  was freely 
suggested about the capitol that he had been brought into the reaction- 
ary camp through his ambition to  be Secretary of State. Whatever 
the reason, it shouId be said that Mr. Mattson reversed himself and 
fought with the insurgents during the closing weeks of the session. I 
know of members of both branches who were taken up onto a high 
mountain and given an enchanting view of the political universe which 
lay open before them, i f  they wonld adopt the "safe and easy" course. 
Senators Lende and Boyle, brilliant young men, were two of these. 
Both bade Satan to  get behind them. Others were not so patriotic, o r  
so strong. 

6. Flattery-There are always some who like to  be told through 
attentions of various kinds that they are great men. T h e  opportunity 
to  make speeches makes a strong appeal to weak men's vanity. I t  is 
my belief that Knute Knutson was one of the members amenable to 
this subtle influence. 

7. The Corporation Press-Akin to the influence of flattery was the 
work of reporters in this respect. Members who would "play the game" 
with the reactionaries, even if their ability did not entitle them to  any 
distinction, were praised and paraded before the people as great states- 
men, while the insurgents were mentioned only when it was necessary 
and often in a manner to  belittle their ability and discredit their inten-- 
tions. 

8. Good Fellowship-"You are hereby requested to  be at  the Ryan 
Hotel on Thursday evening, March 2nd, a t  7:30 P. M. to  join with the 
Representative Hurley in a journey to  the Yoerg Brewery to be enter- 
tained to  a Dutch Lunch. Yours for a good time, J. J. Hurley." This  
typical invitation to a "brewery banquet" was addressed to  a democratic 
member who instead of attending gave me the letter. 

On the last night before the big battle on the initiative and refer- 
endum bills, Albert Pfaencler, bell wether of the democrats. had his 
crowd in one end of Carling's, while W .  H.  Wescott, rounder for the re- 
actionary republicans, was holding forth with his followers in another 
part of the same cafe. Presumably it was figured, and rightly, too. 
the "good time" would not be forgotten when the voting took place. 
While organizing the democrats for this gladsome event, Mr. Pfaen- 
der called Clinton Robinson aside and invited him, explaining that h e  
had been made. the floor leader for his party and to show his apprecra- 
tion of this honor he was giving a dinner to  the boys at  Carling's that 
evening. "What is Wescott showing his appreciation for?" asked Mr. 
Robinson, who further intimated his belief that the banquet had a deeper 
sianificance. Messrs. Farley and Robinson were two of the twenty-six 
House democrats who did not attend. 

Free theater tickets represent another phase of .tl?e good fellow- 
ship influence. Understanding human nature and real lz~ng that the ac- 
ceptance of such a favor would make the recinient easier of control, some 
of the reactionary leaders made it possible for country members to sc- 
cure passes to  the theaters. Probably some of them did not know that 
the theaters had been "held up" for these t ic l i~ts .  Thi- is hoiv it hap- 
pened at the last session, and it was the (1:- hotl lo^ method: O n  January 
16th, Charles W. Bouck introduced H. F. Xo 71: "A hill prohibiting 
theatrical pcrforrnances on the sabbath," which was sent to ''tile ceme- 
tery," the Co:nmittee o n  General Legislatinn. Of coviw t ! ~ e  hill tiicc'.: 
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but the free ticket tank was tap- 
ped and i t  was possible for those 
controlling the pass output to  
place unsuspecting members un- 
der obligations to them. 

Desiring some evidence I in- 
duced an insurgent friend to pro- 
cure some theatre tickets, which 
he did from a Minneapolis mem- 
ber. One was photographed and 
looked like this: 
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Brjou OPERA HOUSE 
MINNEAPOLIS. MINN. 

L" AND (rmraucD 
">.OW.L& M W A o E m  

Tneo r^ B*ls 
llLIrnPUT .(I"*..* 

P 

Pass TWO NOT GOOD SUNDAYS 
DMR not1 DAYS 

9. Bribery-I believe that the buying and selling of votes for so  
much cold cash has been reduced to the minimum; but there are many 
indirect ways of accomplishing the same result. Option schemes a're 
sometimes used, as are also other methods almost too subtle for com- 
prehension and so clever as t o  place both briber and bribee beyond the 
reach of the law. Poker has been a favorite means of bribery and during 
recent sessions there were three different "legislative games" patronized 
regularly by members. I t  worked like this: If the representative of 
some special interest or some "held-up" institution desired to  get into 
the good graces of a certain Senator o r  Representative, it somehow 
happened that both would meet a t  the same poker table. Assuming 
that $100 would do the required business, during the night the outsider 
seeking legislative favors would lose that  amount and the legislator 
would win it. Both understood why one lost and the other won, yet 
technically and legally it was not bribery. 

10. Blackmail-Wine and women have enabled the cabinet t o  con- 
trol many a member. In  times past, when all other influences had 
failed, good men have been led into paths of intemperance and while in- 
toxicated directed into the "red light district." Following that "orders" 
were rarely disobeyed. 

At the last session a tragic thing resulted from this weaDon of drink. 
I t  is a sad story, but every citizen Tn the state should know it. One of 
the staunchest insurgents was J. J. Anderson, of Alexandria. H e  was an 
excellent legislator, with the deepest convictions and most patriotic puf- 
poses. Clean, courageous and immovably opposed to special privilege In 
every form, he took his stand with the progressives and remained there 
to the end. Earlier in his life there was a period when he used intoxi- 
cants freely; but he conquered the old habit and for years before coming 
to the legislature had been master of his appetite. The brewery mem- 
bers knew of this weakness (they always possess each man's history 
from childhood up), and for honest John Anderson the session became 
more than a battle between special interests and the people. The 
enemies of good government wanted t o  control his conduct and with 
diabolical subtlety they labored to revive the old love of liquor. Think 
of this man's struggle! The  idea of drink, drink, drink, was kept con- 
stantly before him for weeks. Finally the persistence of his persecutors 
prevailed. They induced him merely to taste. That  was enough, for the 
flood gates of appetite gave way completely to  the pushing, piled up, 
torrent of dozens of daily temptations and he fell before it. For  a week 
he drank, drank, drank, and soon after adjournment, he died. T h e  "sys- 
tem" had added murder to  its other crimes. 

* * *  
Battling against all of these machine influences, always outnum- 

bered, but acting under the wisest and most patrjotic leadership I have 
ever seen, were this band of forty-three progressives, occasionally reln- 
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forced by a few others who wavered between the two elements: J. J, 
Akderson, J. A. A. Burnquist, Wm. A. Campbell, Kerry F. Conley, Ralph 
E. Crane. Jos. Davies, Andrew Davis, W. A. Fisher, Thomas Frank- 
son, W. A. Harding, N. J. Holmberg, John Holten, C. E.  Johnson, J. N. 
Johnson, J. T. Johnson, F. L. Klemer, Iver J. Lee, J. F. Lee, R. J. Lind- 
berg, Ernest Lundeen, F ~ n l a y  MdIar t in ,  W. I. Nolan, Charles N. Orr ,  
F. L. Palmer, A. J. Peterson, J. E. Peterson, H. A. Putnam, Henry 
Rines. John 0. Rustad, John A. Sampson, K. G. Skartum, W. T. Stone, 
E. Warner, Henry P. Webb. and E. F. Whiting-35 republicans; Clinton 
Robinson, F., L, Farley, and Martin Schwartz-3 democrats; A. V. 
Anderson, Rufus P. Norton, C. L. Sulerud, and George H. Voxland-4 
prohibitionists; and N. S. Hillman, socialist. 



CHAPTER V. 

KLEMERITIS AND S T O N E  BRUISES. 

Senatorial courtesy and tory tradition have decreed that it  is unpar- 
lianlentary for a member of any legislative body to tell the truth con- 
cernlng his colleagues. Accordingly, when F. L. Klemer, of Faribault, 
charged ;!at the committees of the House were "packed for the special 
interests, he created a sensation unprecedented and unparalleled in 
the annals of Minnesota law-making. 

The  "Klemer incident," with its antecedent conditions of corruption, 
had a most appropriate background-the Sulerud bill granting t o  the 
people the right to  change their own constitution by a majority of the 
votes cast on any amendment. At present it requires a majority of all 
the votes cast a t  the election to adopt any constitutional amendment. 
The law which the Sulerud bill sought to  change in the interest of the 
people was passed in 1897 through the influence and a t  the instigation 
of the brewers. W. W. Dunn, attorney and legislative agent of the 
Hamin Brewing Company and law-mal<ing representative in general of 
the brewery combine, was at  that time a member of the House (he is 
now a state senator), and he introduced and pushed through the legis- 
lature the provision which Sulerud and the insurgents were trying to 
amend. By requiring a majority of all the votes of an election, it was 
made practically impossible ever to  change the constitution. This safe- 
guarded the brewers and all the other special interests, because most of 
the vital fundamental reforms such as the initiative and referendum, the 
recall, and woman suffrage, could come only through con'stitutional 
amendments. That is why the vote on the Sulerud bill is one of the 
best tests of the entire session. The  only vote upon this measure re- 
sulted as follows: 

For  t h e  Sulerud Bill Giving the  People a Legit imate Chance t o  Change Their  Own Consti- 
tution: A. V. Anderson, J. J. Anderson, Campbell,-Christie, Conley, Converse, Crane, Farley, 
Franknon, Hnrding, Hillmnn, Holten, C. E. Johnson, J. N. Johnson, IZlemer, I. J. Lee, 
Lfndbew,  Lundeen, MrNeil, Morton, A. Nelson, Nolan, O'Neill, A. J. Peterson, J. 1. Peterson, 
Putnam. Robertson. Robinson. RustaB. Samnson. Schmartz, Sknrtum. Sulerud, Voxland, and . - 
1. Warner-35. . 

Against the  Sulerud bill: Alier, And. Anderson, Boothroyd, Borgen, Bouck, G. W. Brown, 
L. D. Bromn, Clarke, Congdon, Davies, Davis, Denzer, Diessuer, R. C. Dunn, Edwards,  Fer- 
guson, Fowler, Fucbs, Greene, HafPten, Renion, Herzberg, Hoffman, Holmberg, Hopkins, 
H o r l e ~ ,  Jr l inek,  Jus t ,  Keefe, IZelly, ICnnpp, ICneelnnd, ICnutson, Icunze, J. F. Lee S. N. Lee, 
Lennon, Libern, Lydiard, MacDonald, lIacI<enzie, Mcllar t in ,  Alattsou, Mettling, Alinette, 
Moriarity, H .  Nelson, Nse, Nsgren,  O'Brien, Orr, Palmer.  Pnpke, Perry,  Peters ,  0. Peterson, 
Pfarnder ,  Rced, Ribenack, Rice, Rines. Saggau,  Schuler, Spooner, C. E. Stone W.  T. Stone 
Thielen, Untiedt, Utecht, Virtue, C. H .  Warner ,  Washburn, Webb, Wescott, White ,  W d  
niemski, and Speaker  H. H.  Dunn-77. 

Mr. Klemer made his sensational charges on March 22nd when the 
Jndiciary Committee was astraddle this Sulerud bill and slowly strang- 
ling it into insensibility. The committee had reported the bill for "in- 
definite postponement" and it was upon Sulerud's substitute motion that 
the bill be advanced to general orders that the test vote was taken. 
The administration forces had pummelled almost the last expiring gasp 
from the helpless measure when Mr. Klemer, mild and unarmored, en- 
tered the arena. John G. Lennon -had just reuttered that convenient 
sentiment, always and forever the refuge of the reactionary-"stand by 



38 T H E  MINNESOTA LEGISLATURE O F  1911 

the committee; we must uphold the report of the committee." Then 
Mr. Iclemer arose and in a soft, gentle, voice reminded him and the 
House that the committees were packed for ' the  special interests. The  
howl that went up proved that his charges were true. If unfounded and 
"spoken only in the heat of debate," they would have been jokingly cast 
aside-which wo~:ld have been an excellent way for the reactionaries. 
Rut Klerner had touched a tender spot. They were guilty. 

There was another reason for their unrestrained fury. Mr. Klemer 
is a slender gentleman and very, very meek. His face is kindly and 
his voice exceedingly sweet and tender in all its tones. That  was why 
the reactionaries blundered. Up to that time Klemer had stood consist- 
ently with the insurgents, but had said little. H e  was mild and it seemed 
safe, perfectly safe, for the administration machine to proclaim their 
political purity at his expense. Others had made statements more "un- 
parliamentary" than his. W. I. N.olan, of Minneapolis, had asserted that 
the brewers were busy as bees In the present legislature. Special in- 
terest members will stand for almost any accusation rather than that 
they are subject to the unscrupulous brewery combine. But they knew 
that Mr. Nolan was experienced and forceful and fearless. I t  was dif- 
ferent with Mr. Klemer. H e  did not look loaded, so the bulldozing 
brigade proceeded to make an example of him. 

A number of machine members simply could not restrain their 
"righteous indignation," and with a display of voices and fists and teeth 
intended to induce the mild-mannered Mr. Klemer to  retire through the 
keyhole, they demanded that he apologize. Next, Speaker H.  H. Dunn 
hied himself into the blustering business and threatened physical restitu- 
tion for the insult. Mr. Klemer, still meek and mild! arose to  reply- 
and, of course, t o  apologize. But he didn't. The  blustering had been 
overdone. Instead, he reiterated his charges. Whereupon the bluffing 
began again and R. C. Dunn moved the appointment of a committee of 
three to  inquire into the Klemer charges. Speaker Dunn appointed R. C. 
Dunn, L. C. Spooner, and Albert Pfaender. 

The following morning this specially packed investigating commit- 
tee reported in part as follows: 

"We fiod t1:at the  lnngunpe osrd rrns not  only highly improper and grossly onparl ia .  
mentnry, bu t  also t h a t  i t  constituted a grnve and serious reflection upon the honor and 
integri ty  of the  Honornhle Speaker  of tbis  House and upon the ent i re  memhership of th i s  
Honse, and we  rccornmrnd t h a t  the  said mcmher be r e q n i r d  forthmlth to npologiae to the  
H o ~ o r a h l c  Sp<%lier of this  House and to the nwmhers of this  House in uncondltionnl l a n y n g e  
nnd t h a t  in  addition thereto he be requirrd Porthn'lth t o  specifically retract  the charges made 
und m c h  nnd every thereof, or  t h a t  in  defaul t  thereof, he be cellsured therefor by a vote of 
this  House." 

Instead of apologizing, Mr. Iclemer made this statement: 
"Mr. Spraker:  I n  my remarks r e s t r rday  on the Boor of t l9s  House, I said t h n t  the  com- 

mit tees  of this  House n-ere packed in the interests  of the  sprclal interests. I simply said 
w h a t  I believed t o  be t rue  from n-hat I hnve learned since my election; I a m  no t  the only 
person in this  s t a t e  who enter tains  this  belief. I a m  simply voicing the  sent iments  of a large 
proportion of the genernl public. A g rea t  deal of indigllation lins h e m  espressrd on the Boor 
of th i s  House on account of mv rrmnrlis, nnd I have heen n s h d  t o  mnke a pohlic apology in  
order t o  esonernte the Speaker and his  appointres. I wish t o  sny frankly tbnt  anything I 
might  say a t  this  t lme would not help t o  change puhlic selrtlmrnt or  add any honor t o  any 
nwmher of this  body. Th i s  ma t t e r  has heen give11 wide publication in  the  public press and 
will be discussed generally throughont tlle s tnte .  

"I a m  willing to npologiat~ for  wha t  I Lave said f f ,  a f t e r  a thorough and impart ial  inves- 
tiga;ion by this  House i t  sh i~ l l  uppear thnt  my convictions and the co~~vic t lons  of the  puhlic 
a re  not wvll fonnrlrd. I thrreforc nropnsr, Mr. S p ~ n l w r ,  thnt  a commlttve of srven un'mhers 
be n p p o i ~ ~ t r d ,  of which I shall he a l l o \ ~ ( ~ I  t o  name th r re  mrmhers  and the  Speaker th r re  and  
the six members so appoint(~d he n u t l i o r l s ~ ~ ~ l  to  Ilnmr the srvelltll rn~lulrw,  for  the  porpose of 
investigating the chnrgrs  tha t  I have mad?, alld thn t  sncb cornmittre be r iven f :~l l  Dower 
to s u h i w n n  w1tnessc.s and compel the production of books !ind pnptsrs btwrinp b n  this  qrle.stion, 
and I hrg Ienve to express the wish tha t  i t  may conclusivc~ly Cllilenr tha t  this  House itas been 
orgnnized In the interests  of tlle prnplr of this  s t a t e  and not p n c k d  for  the  special interests ,  
Until srlch time. I rrsprctful ly request tha t  my apolngy be def~'rred." 

Next, Mr. Klemer further surprised and completely routed the re- 
actionaries by offering the resolution which follows. At this point ocd 
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slrrred the most unparliamentary incident of the whole controversy, when 
Speaker Dunn sneeringly referred to  the Klemer resolution as being 
unfit for consideration by any parliamentary body. And the Speaker 
was saved from presenting it  to the House by Mr. Spooner's motion for 
a recess. The  reactionaries sought safety from the meek, mild little 
man from Faribault in adjournment. His resolution was as follows: 

Be I t  Resolved, by the House of Representatives, t ha t  a committre  of seven be named, 
three members of sald committee t o  be nanled by t h e  mover of this  resolotion, and three mem- 
bers of such committee t o  be appointed by the  Spenlirr, and t h a t  t h e  six memhers s o  alrpointed 
be authorized t o  name t h e  seventh member of said committee;  t h a t  the committee so named 
he collstituted a committee of th l s  House for  the  purpose of invest igat ing the charges made by 
me yestrrday,  nam'dy, "Thnt this  Honse and i t s  commlttres  bavr  been packed in the  Inter- 
&s of the  special interests," and t h a t  such committee be given Cull powers t o  subpoena and 
smear witnesses, t o  Conlpel the  productfon of books and papers, and tha t  such committee he 
required t o  report back t o  t h e  House a l l  the testimony and proceedings in the  premises. 

Mr. Klemer had put them in a desperate dilemma. I believe that the 
reactionaries reasoned like this: If we give Klemer an impartial com- 
mittee, appointed partly by himself, he will prove his charges; so  we 
can't do that. But if we attempt t o  discipline him without the hearing 
he demands, if will be so obviously unfair that the people will not stand 
for the injustice. Yet the reactionaries risked the latter. The  next day, 
March 24th, they attempted a vote of censure against Iclemer. But they 
could muster only 68 votes, whereas they needed SO to do the deed at 
that time under a suspension of the rules. The  vote was as  follows: 

T o  Censure I i lemer Without  a Hearing: Aker. And. Anderson, Borgen, Bonck, G. W. 
Bmmn, L. D. Brown. Clarke, Denzrr, Dlrssner, R. C. Dunn, Fergncon. Fowler. Fuehs. Crrene,  
HaKtm,  Hnuge, Hraly.  Henlon, Rerzberg, Hoffman, Hopkins, Flurley, Jr l inek.  Just .  Reefe, 
Kelly. Knnpp. ICnerlnnd. Runae, S. N. Lre, Lennon, Libern. Lydiard, MncIienele, McDonald, 
McNeil, Mettllng, hioriarlty, H. Nelson. Nye. O'Brirn, O'Neill. Orr, Papke, Perry.  Peters ,  0. 
Peterson, Pfaender ,  Rihenack, Rice, Robertson, Saggau,  Schuler. Sch~vnrtz .  Spooner O .  E. 
Stone, Sullivan, Thlelen, Untiedt, Utecht, Vlr tor ,  C. H. Warner ,  E. Warner ,  Washburn. 
Wescott, White ,  Whlt ing,  and S ~ e n k e r  8. R .  Dunn-68. 

For  Tilemer: A. V. Anderson. 3. J. Anderson. Boothroyd. Burnquist. Camphell, Christle. 
Conley, Crnne, Dnvles. Davis. Farlry,  Frankson, Rarding.  Hillmnn. Holmberg, Holten, C. B. 
Johnson, J. N. Johnson, J. T. Johnson, I i l rmer,  Iinotson. I. J. Lee, J .  F. Lee. Lindherg. 
Lundern, illcnlartln, Mattson, Mlnrt te ,  Morton, A. Nelson, Nolan. N.vgren. Palmer,  A. 3. 
Peterson, J. E. Peterson, Pu tnam,  Rines, Robinson, Rustad,  Sampson, Skartnm, W. T. Stone. 
Sulerud, and W i s n l e w s k i 4 4 .  

The  reactionaries rested and thought it over until March 27th. They 
realized that something would have to be done, and the unequal fiqht 
was resumed-I say unequal because the machine had the majority and 
the inclination to use the "steam roller." Mr. Pfaender had read into 
the resolution of censure and the records a long statement which had 
been prepared for Mr. Klem:r to  sign. At this point Mr. Iclemer made 
the following apology for unparliamentary" language but refused t o  
retract the truth of his statement: 

"Mr. Speaker: I n  my  remarks before th i s  House l a s t  WrAncsday I believe t h a t  my 
langunge w a s  unpnrlinmrntnry, and I hereby wish to o g r r  an  npoloey t o  t h e  Speaker  and  the  
rnembrrs of thls  House in  so f a r  a s  my language was nuparl iamcl~tary."  

Still ignoring his resolution demanding an impartial investigation, 
not even having made it a part of the records, the House reactionaries 
censured Mr. Klemer bv the follow in^ vote: - 

Those Who Votrrl t o  CPnsnre IZlrmrr n 7 r r r :  Akrr. And. Anderson. Boothrord. Borcen. .. - -  . .- ~. ~ .~ -- 

B O U C ~ ~ ~ G ~  W. Rrown, L. D. Brown, Cln~.ke, Congdon. Convrrse. Dmzer,  ~ l e s s n c r ,  k . ' ~ .  ~ & a ;  
Ferguson, Fon-ler. Fucna. Greene, Hnfften. Hnnge. Herzbrrg. Hillmnn, Hoffman, Ropkins, 
Hur1r.v. Jel inrk.  Jus t ,  K d l y ,  I < I I R ~ ~ ,  ICne~Innd, I.:UIIZC, S. N. Lee. Lennnn, L i b ~ r n ,  L.vdinrd. 
Xcnonnld. JlncKenzie. hlrNell. N r t t l i ~ ~ a .  Bllnrttr. h1nrlnritp. Nash. R. Nrlson. Nse. O'Brlen. 
O'Nrill, Orr, Pnpke, Perry,  P e t w s ,  Pfnrnder .  Rlhrnnrli, Rice, Rohrrtson, Snggnu, Schuler, 
S~ooner ,  C. E. Stone, Sullivan, Thielen, Untiedt ,  Utecht, Virtue, C. 13. Warner,  Wescott, and 
White-GG - - - - - - . 

Those Who Voted in  the  Negat ive Were:  A. V. Andrrson, T. J. Anderson. Burnqnist, 
Campbell, Christie, Conley. Cmne,  Davies. Dnvls, E0warrls, Farley, Fmnkson, Hnrdlng. 
Flolmherg, Rolteti, C. &. Johnson. J. N. Joh~rson.  J. T. .Johrrson, Knlltson. I. J. Lee, J .  F. Lee, 
Llndherg, Lundeen, hlchlartin, hlattson, itlorton, A. Nelson, Nolnn, Nygren, Pulmcr, A. J. 
Peterson, J. E. Peterson, Putnnm, Rines. Robinson, Rustad,  Skar tum,  W. T. Stone, Sulerud. 
E. Warner ,  Webb, and W l s n i e n s k i 4 2 .  
' . 
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Then Mr. Klemer reintroduced his resolution for an investigation 
and moved its adoption. I n  the turmoil which followed, Speaker Dunn, 
who was on the floor of the House, suddenly moved that Mr. Klemer 
and Dr. W. T. Stone be ordered before the bar of the House t o  specify 
which committees had been "packed" and by which members. Dr. Stone 
was thus honored because in the debate he had expressed the opinion 
that Klemer had only told the truth. J. N. Johnson offered an amend- 
ment to  the motion of Speaker Dunn that they be given until the morn- 
ing of March 29th to  prepare their charges in writing. But the reac- 
tionaries did not want specific charges in writing and voted down the 
Johnson amendment, 66 to 40. as follows: 

To Give IClemer and Stone Time To Prepare Their Charges: A. V. Anderson, J .  J, An- 
derson, Burnquist, Campbell, Christie, Conley, Crane. Davles, Edwards, Farley, Berguson, 
Frankson, Harding, Hillman, Holmberg, Holten, Hopklus, C. E. Johnson, J. N. Johnson, J. T. 
Johnson, Klemer, I. J. Lee. J. F. Lee, Lindberg, Lundeen, MeMartin. Mnttson, Morton, Nolan, 
OW, A. J.  Peterson, J. E. Peterson, Putnam, Riues, Robinson, Rustnd, Skartum, Sulerud, 
1. Warner, and Web-0. 

For The Steam Roller Method: Aker, And. Anderson, Boothroyd, Borgen, Bouck, G. W. 
Brown, L. D. Brown, Clarke, Congdon, Converse, Denzer, Diessner, R. C. Dnnn, Fowler, 
Buchs. Greene, Hafften. Herzberg, Hoffman, Hurley, Jelinek, Just, Iieefe, Kelly, Knapp, Knee- 
land, 1inutso11, Kunze, S. N. Lee, Lennon, Lihera, Lydiard, McDonald, MacK~nzie,  NcNeil, 
Mettling, Minette, Moriarity, Nash, A. Nelson, 8. Nelson, Nye, Nygren, O'Brien, O'Neill, 
Palmer, Papke. Perry, Peters. FPaender, Ribenack, Robertson, Saggau, Schuler, Spooner. 
C. E. Stone, Sullivan, Thleleu, Untledt. Utecht, Virtue, C. H. Warner, Wescott, White, 
Wisniewski, and Speaker H. H. Dunu-66. 

Speaker Dunn's motion then carried and Mr. Klemer and Dr. Stone 
were ordered before the bar of the House. An attempt was made t o  
heckle and embarrass them, but both refused to make specific charges. 
without being given time to prepare them in writing. 

Following that, Speaker H.  H. Dunn was ill for several days, John 
G. Lennon being elected Speaker pro tem, and there were no further 
incidents or developments in the controversy until April 4th. Then Dr. 
Stone made specific charges, and more, too, in a resolution in part as 
follows: 

Whereas, On the 27th day of March, 1911, F. L. Klemer, a member of this  House, was  
censured for using unparliamentnry language and for making certain charges against the  
Spealier and the organiantion of this Honse, which appear more fully tn the record of the 
journal, reference to mhich i s  hereby made; and 

Wherms, Upon the snnle dny, upon a motion made by the Speaker of thls House and 
carried by the vote of said Speaker and other members against mhom the charges bad been 
made, in violntion of the rules of this House and contrary to  all parliamentary practice, 
said F. L. Iilemer and W. T. Stone, members of this House, mere called to the  bar of the 
House and a demand made for an immediate specification of the individuals and the corumlttees 
upon which i s  based the belief tha t  "Commlttees are packed In the interest of the interests;" 
and 

Whereas, The F. L. IClemer and W. T. Stone before the bar of the House, each requested 
additional time in which to  formulate a proper statement of the basis of these charges, which 
request mns preemptorily refused by the FIousc: and 

Whereas, I t  appears from the Journal of the House and the records of the proceeding8 of 
the present session tha t  12 members control the importaut Committees aud through them the  
less important: and 

Whereas, Said W. T. Stone proposes t o  show by the records and journal of this  House an8  
by other testimony tha t  the most important legislation thnt  has come before this  legislature, 
including the bills on the initiative, referendum, recall, corrupt practice act ,  and direct 
primary have been controlled and Billed hy the committees above named. That  these com- 
mlttees are not only packed but jointly packed, there i s  no lack of proof. hiembers of this  
House have boasted tha t  they are able to hold up any bill they see fit and are able t o  kill 
any Iegislntion progoswl. This has been doue time and again; and 

Whereas. The clinrees for mhich F. L. IClemer and W. T. Stone mere broueht before the 
bar of this House c a n n ~ t  in fairness be pronounced untrue without the most ample investlga- 
tion for the wason that  i t  i s  common knowledge thronghoot the state and country thnt  there 
i s  a well defined political faction existing in both parties not only within the State of Mlnnc- 
sota, but  within every state iu the Union, and in the National Government, known a s  "Stand- 
patters" or URractionaries." Tha t  a considerable nunlher of this faction have been elected 
through the lnfiuence of the corporations aud individuals enjoying spcclal privileges. That 
the  nosition and aim of this  faction In the zovernment of the different s ta tes  and i n  the 
~ a t i o n a 1  Govr~nment is to  prevent any legislniion thnt  will increase and further government 
by the people, or restrlct special pr!vilrg~% That in the Stnte of Minnesota there i s  a well 
known combination of corporations of this  character including the railroads, the breweries. 
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w d  liquor interests, the street  railway companies .of the  three large cities, the U. S. Steel 
COmpany and the Medical Trust. with other combinations and interests: and .. 

Whereas, the mover of these resolutions sincerely believes tha t  a n  impartial investigation 
will show t h a t  a t  the last  election the corporations and interests above mentioned and known 
as the special interests contributed large slims of money to the S ta te  Central Committee of 
the RepnbliCan party, of which Es-Senator E. E. Smith was chairman, for the purpose, 
among. other things, of electing a s  many members a s  possible of this  House favorable to  the 
said special interests; and 

Whereas, The mover further believes a n  impartial investigation mill bring t o  l ight  facts  
and c!rcumstnnces sufficient t o  convince impartial members tha t  the electon of the Speaker 
and the organization of the committees of this  House were due in a large measure to  the 
Influence of the special interests and for the purpose of furthering and perpetuating the con- 
trol of the government of this  S ta te  by the said special interests above mentioned; and 

Whereas, The Legislature of the S ta te  of Minnesota i s  the only body in the State tha t  
has full  power and authority to order an investigation tha t  i s  public and tha t  can properly 
lay the fac t s  in relation to ihe control of this  State Government by said interests before the 
people; nov, therefore, be i t  

Resolved, by the House of Representatives cf the State of Minnesota, t h a t  a committee 
of seven he constituted from the members of this  House, three of whom to  be selected by the 
mover of this  resolution three t o  he selected by the Speaker and the s i s  so named to  choose 
a seventh member, for )the purpose of iuvestigating rbe matters herein se t  forth. Tha t  said 
committee i s  given full  power and authority to  subpoena witnesses, compel the production of 
hooks and papers, to  take  testimony under oath, concerniug the funds used by the State 
Central Committees of both the Republican and Democrntic Parties, during the last  campaign 
in  the  election of members of this Legislature. Tha t  i t  he further empowered and directed 
to  investigate the nomination and election of the Speaker of this  House, the appointment 
of the committees of snid House and the organization of the committees and further authorized 
and directed t o  hold public sessions and to  permit the mover of this  resolution to he repre- 
sented before the committee by attorneys to  he selected by him without cost to the State, 
who shall he allowed to  esamine witnesses and to designate such witnesses a s  they desire 
to he called. Tha t  snid committee i s  further requested and directed to  keep a stenographic 
report of the testimony taken before them and to report the same back t o  this  Houae MtB 
such recornmendations a s  to  them may seem proper. 

Neither the Klemer nor Stone resolutions demanding impartial in- 
vestigations was ever acted upon, and the legislature adjourned without 
having in any way met the issue of corruption raised by these resalw 
tions. 



CHAPTER VI. 

THE SPEAKERSHIP CONTEST. 

The  Speaker of the House of Representatives should be judged: 
(1) by the character and political program of his supporters; (2) by 
his attitude toward political plunder as  that element is represented in 
patronage and supplies; (3) by his Committee on Rules and the funda- 
mental legislative laws which are made to govern the session; and (4) by 
his organization of the House. Some of these avenues of judgment have 
been approached in preceding chapters. The Klemer-Stone clash with 
the reactionary organization also served to emphasize the importance of 
the speakership and to prepare you for the s tory of the contest for that 
position. Before beginning that recital let me present one concrete 
incident bearing upon the subject, which was thus discussed in a news 
letter April 8th: 

"Were you watching the  lower House of the  Legislature l a s t  Wednesday? A most 
interesting and significant thing happened. First ,  l e t  me offer a Pew explanatio~m and i n t m  
duce a few characters. 

"Previously the Senate had passed a bill extending the  primary t o  the  liomfnation of 
atate  omcers. The  House reactionaries did not intend thn t  this  bill should become a law. 
Accordingly i t  was  sent  t o  the  Elections Committee where it mas to  he held indefinitely. 
The Elections Committee had a reactionury chairman and n reactionary maiority, which was  
s good and sr~fflcient guarantee to  the  special interests  and professional politicians t h a t  this  
primary hill would not he reuortrd out  in t ime fo r  its passage. I n  order t o  understand the  
&tuntion sou must  know thn t  business had become so contested i n  the  House a s  to  render 
the  assassination of nny measure safe and easy. T h a t  i s  the  modern method-the one Con- 
gress employed to  kill the non-partlsan tariff commission. A t  thn t  t ime there were so  m a n s  
hills on general orders and the  calendar thn t  there v a s  not the  least  posslb1Iity of anx 
fundamental reform being reached unless i t  w a s  advanced out of i t s  regular order. A 
reactlonary ruler and reactlonary rules were a t  hand to  see t h a t  no impo&nt progressive 
measure was  given precedence. A reactionary one-third, under the  Cannonistic conditions 
which prevailed, could delay and defeat  any and a11 reforms, and th i s  desire fo r  dea tb  
included a number of measures hesides the  primary. 

"Nest  consider a vns:l? different sort  of measure. Minneapolis has a liquor license 
sane. I t  l imits  the  terr i tory in which saloons can legally exist. Two large hotels-the 
Dsckman and the  Rndlsso'n-are outside this  zone. A blll was introd~lced t o  mnke nn 
esception of these two hotels and permit them to  dispose of Intoxicants. The  people of 
h5iuneapolis were violently opposed t o  the  granting of th i s  special privilege, which amounts 
to  a n  estension of their  patrol limits. Hence i t  can readily he seen t h a t  th i s  particular bill 
must  hnve had substantial  impetus, personal and otherwise, t o  make it move under such 
conditions. 

"Now meet  the  characters  i n  the  play. Speaker H. H.  Dunn waa i l l  and unable t o  a c t  
his part. His  understudy, the  epenker pro-tem, w a s  John G. Lennon. Mr. Lennon i s  a 
reactionary and a n  exponent of the  modern method-congestion and obstruction. B e  held 
t h a t  a majority had not tne  power to  advance a measure a t  a cr i t ical  time. This  speaker 
pro-tem ~ w s  opposed to  the  primary, and progressive ideas generally. On the  other hand, 
he mas author of the  hotel license hill and entrusted with the  responsibility of passing 
t t  through the  House. I n e s t  present a group of progressives, naming only two, N. J. 
Nolmhtvg, of Renville, and Henry Rines, of Uora. Between forty and Bfty others mlght  
he included in the l is t  of those who carried on the  almost hopeless fight for  fundamental 
reforms. But  hlessrs. Rines and Holmberg acted the  s tel lar  parts  on this  occasion. 

"Let us assume tha t  this  happened before the  session star ted that  morning: Mr. Holm- 
berg songht the speaker pro-tem and informed him t h a t  the  progressives were determined 
to  unlock the death grasp ?f the  Electious Committee up011 the  throat  of the  prfmary bill 
and hri11g t h a t  measnre before tine House where i t  could be acted upon in the  open. S t in  
assuming, the speaker pro-tem sought to discourage this  insurgency by informing the  ex- 
pollent of progl'sss tha t  the Chair would hold t h a t  i t  took a two-thirds vote to  recall a bill 
from a comn~l t t ee  awl mnke i t  a special order. Of course, Mr. Flolmhrrg was  sorry and to 
emphasize his grief prohably threatened to  connect the  Incident with the  Iilemer-Stone 
cliergrs of spvcial interest  control of the organimtion. Whereupon the  speaker pro-tem'a 
voice became loner  and more oily, and he made this  proposition t o  the  progressive leader: 
If sou ant1 a few of your followers will vote for my hotel hill, I ' l l  le t  the  priulary bill 
ilc ~dva l l ced  in th i s  way-when we reach motions and resolutions iu the  order of bnsinesa. 
I asill find an excuse t o  vacate the  chaiv and will call upou any one you name to preside. 
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While I am ou t  you can make yonr motioll and your mall wil l  rule t h a t  i t  takes only a 
majority vote to  make a special order of the  bill. Mr. Holmherg accepted in co~isiderably 
less than a secoud aud Mr. Rines, another dependable progressive, w a s  selected to  pleside 
during the brlef, but  epochical period during which Mr. Leunon was  summoued from the  
&amber. 

"The rest  is simple and comparatively unimportant. Mr. Lennon vacated the  chair, 
according to  Contract. hlr. Rines was  called up011 to  preside. N ~ x t  Mr. Holmberg moved 
t h a t  the  primary bill be recalled from the Elections Committee and made a special order 
for April 12ih. A reactiouary raised the  poiut of order t h a t  i t  would require eighty votem 
to carry the  motion. *Acting Speaker Rines ruled t h a t  a mnjority could do whatever they 
pleaeed with the bill. T h a t  settled the  questiou aud the reactionaries, a f t e r  being defeated, 
rlamkred aboard the  band wagon. All present, excepting Greene, Hoffman, Lydiard, H. 
Nelson, O'Brien, and C. E. Stone, voted with the progressives. 

"Do you comprehend what  a l l  this  means? The  fa te  of the  primary election bill de- 
pended absolutely and alone upon the  man in the chair. It should not require very many 
more expellsive lessons in politics like the  present session t o  convillce people of the  para- 
-t importance of the  spenkerrthip." 

* * *  
The  result of the elections made the legislative situation look threat- 

ening t o  the politicians and their masters. When the battle of ballots 
was over it was apparent that the brewery combine had won a safe 
majority against county option, but there was a general demand for the 
initiative. and referendum, the recall, extension of the primary and other 
progresswe measures, all of which menaced the political supremacy of 
the brewers and associated special interests. Their only safeguard lay 
in a reactionary organization of the House-which meant the election of 
a "safe" Speaker. 

J. A. A. Burnquist, of St. Paul, a progressive with an excellent legis- 
lative record, was the first t o  announce his candidacy for the speakership, 
the public being informed on September 3rd, 1910. that he was an 
aspirant for the position. The belief is general that the reactionaries 
had agreed upon their candidate, H. H .  Dunn, of Albert Lea, long before 
this time. But he was not publicly in the field until all indications 
pointed to  the success of Mr. Burnquist. I t  was probably a part of the 
game t o  keep Mr. Dunn in the background and thus encourage other 
progressives to  enter the race and divide the Burnquist strength, which 
was the way the insurgents were finally defeated. 

As the crisis of the contest approached, the only candidates were 
J. A. A. Burnquist and H.  H. Dunn, progressive and reactionary, re- 
spectively. Mr. Burnquist seemed certain of success. H e  had been 
given repeated assurances of support from several of the Hennepin 
county delegation and was generally the choice of county option mem- 
bers from all sections of the state, especially the Seventh and Ninth 
congressional districts. Mr. Dunn was favored openly by reactionary 
republicans like John G. Lennon and others of the political character of 
MacKenzie and Wescott. There is evidence also tkat he was the choice 
of reactionary state officials and "alumni coaches. Nor can it be dis- 
puted that political agents of the brewers were active in his behalf. 

Through strategy, spoils and misrepresentation, the supporters of 
Mr. Dunn succeeded in overcoming the handicap of the earlier situation, 
and defeated the progressive candidate. This is how it was done. 

1. Dividing the Progressives.-The reactionaries played the old, old 
game of bringinq other candidates into the field and scattering the 
strength of Mr. Burnquist. thus creatinq dissension and delay until such 
time as they could bring enough recruits into their camp to win. This 
had to be done in the Seventh and Ninth districts where the pro- 
aressives were strongest. At the proper time for their purposes, J. T. 
yohnson, of Fergus Falls, began to be "mentioned" as  a speakership 

*Spea l<~r  Duriu n-ould probnbly have ruled, a s  did Mr. Rines, t h a t  a majority could 
' make a special order of x hill, which rlces uot  affect my point, t h a t  of the  presiding 

~Bjcer's pon.pr to  coutrol legislation. 
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candidate. Upon Mr. Spooner's invitation, Mr. Johnson went to  Morris 
for a conference. which gave further impetus t o  his candidacy. But 
events in this direction soon traveled too fast for the reactionaries. 
From their standpoint two dangers developed out of the Johnson candi- 
dacy: (1) it grew in the Ninth district to  such a n  extent that there was 
a remote possibiltiy that he might win; and (2) Mr. Johnson was a bona 
fide progressive who would hardly consent t o  having his following 
"delivered" to  the enemy. 

Neither of these dangers appeared to apply t o  Mr. Spooner, so  he 
became the candidate who ultimately accomplished the "dividing" which 
defeated the progressives. T h e  Seventh congressional district caucussed 
at  Willmar on November 28th and those present adopted a resolution 
inviting Mr. Spooner t o  be a candidate, but supporting Mr. Burnquist 
in case Mr. Spooner did not enter the race. Most of the Twin City 
papers published the misleading information that the Willmar meeting 
had unanimously indorsed Mr. Spooner for Speaker. Following this, 
and influenced no doubt by the misrepresentation of what actually was 
done by the Seventh district, the Ninth congressional district caucussed 
a t  Crookston November 30th and indorsed Mr. Spooner. 

The  day previous, November 29th, the Fourth Congressional Dis- 
trict caucussed on the speakership a t  the Merchants Hotel in St. Paul, 
all of the delegation being present excepting C. E. Stone. Mr. Burnquist 
was endorsed by a vote of six to  two, Messrs. Perry and Greene oppos- 
ing the endorsement. Almost immediately the brewery interests in 
Ramsey county became busy and Messrs. Perry, Fuchs and Jelinek 
signed a call for another meeting of the Ramsey delegation the next day, 
a t  which a steering committee was appointed and a resolution adopted 
which practically rescinded the previous action in behalf of Burnquist. 
A St. Paul business man overheard a conversation in a St. Paul brewery 
in which it was stated that "it took us three hours" to  get one of the men 
to change from Eurnquist t o  their candidate. When the Fourth district 
caucussed again, Burnquist had only three votes. 

At a meeting of the Northern Development Association in Brainerd. 
December 1st and Znd, attended larqely by legislators, it was intended 
t o  settle the speakership contest. Mr. Spooner had developed his full 
strength which, of course, was insufficient for him t o  win. I t  had 
seemingly served the "dividing" purpose and all that remained was the 
"getting them together" process of the Dunn leaders. 

There was an attempt to  rally the insurgents but the mischief had 
been accomplished and the combination of alleged progressives had a 
sufficient number ready for "delivery" to  elect the reactionary candidate 
On December 5th the Seventh Congressional district held a second 
caucus at  Granite Falls, and nine out of eleven, either in person or  by 
proxy, adopted these resolutions: 

"We, the undersigned, melnllers elect of the Seventh Con~ressionnl DistTict, assemblrd 
a t  Granite Falls. Decrrnber 5th, 1910, adopt the f o l l o ~ ~ i n g  rrsolution: 

Whereas a majorits of the mcm1;el.s r l w t  of said district had previously in caucus iu 
said district, held a t  Willrnnr. Kovrruher 25111, 1910, prowispd ttrrir vote and support to &I:.. 
3. A. A. Burnquist, of St. Panl,  fo r  Spcalier of the ues t  Ilousc; and, 

Whcrens a t  said cnucus a large number of snid members who had so pledged themse1vt.s 
were absent; and, 

Wherens, n t  snid caucus n resolution was passed inviting Ur. L. C. Spooner to  brcomr 
a candidate for Sneaker. and to  sumor t  ssid h1r. Burufluist iu  the eveut tha t  Yr. S~oone!' 
would not herome-n candidnte: and: - 

Whereas the members elect of this district r h o  mere absent a t  said cnucus a t  Willmar 
refusrd to  concur in  said n c t i o ~  tttkeu a t  saia cnucus held a t  Willmnr; nnd, 

Whereas they have come to the conclusion tha t  said Mr. Spooner ca~rnot receive th r  
nominetion; 

Therefore, Be i t  Now Resolved, Tha t  v e  unani~nously vote to  rescind the actiou al 
t h e  Willmar caucus and to pledge oureclves to  vote for and support to the end Mr. J. A. A. 
Barnqulst." 
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2. Boarding the Band Wagon.-Despite this action, which was 
known to them, on the same evening the Hennepin county delegation met 
and indorsed Mr. Dunn. At  that meeting it  was represented t o  the 
Minneapolis members that Mr. Dunn had the unanimous support of the 
First, Seconrd and Third Congressional Districts and was therefore cer- 
tain of election. The  following day, when the Dunn leaders were trying 
to carry a caucus of the First district, which a t  the time of the Minne- 
apolis meeting stood only six out of eleven for Dunn, they argued that 
the action of Hennepin county made his election sure and that the band 
wagon was both comfortable and commodions. Nor did Mr. Dunn ever 
have the unanimous support of either the Second or  Third districts. The  
Spooner candidacy paved the way, and the clever manipulation of mis- 
representations as  t o  the real status of the contest, together with the 
endorsement of Ilennepin county at  the critical time, completed the 
stampede to Dunn which cost the state all that has been suggested in 
preceding chapters. 

April 22nd, after the final adjournment of the legislature, the Satur- 
day Lunch Club of Minneapolis, devoted a meeting, attended by 150 of 
its members, to  a review of the records of the Hennepin county delega- 
tion. This militant reform organization had taken an active interest in 
the legislative elections and was largely responsible for the successful 
candidacy of more than a majority of the Minneapolis house members. 
On this occasion Mr. S. R. Child, Chairman of the Executive Committee 
of the Club, spoke on the subject of the speakership, in part, a s  follows: 

"The Saturday Lunch Club had no set legislative program. T h e  
only principles enumerated were those as a general basis of selecting 
candidates for the legislature and were the following: 

"1. A canaidate should be a man of strong character, with a record for honorable deal- 
ings, wlth convictions on matters of public policy, and capable of maintaining his position 
with force and emciency. 

"2. He should show a favorable attitude toward couuty option and be opposed to  an7 
Pstensiou of the patrol limits of the City of Jlim~eapolis. 

"3. EIo should show a disposition t o  reform tl!c r n l w  of the lesis!ative body. 
"4. He sllould have a higher regnrd for people than for property and for community 

interests than for private intrrrsts, 
"5. He should show a fnvo~able attitude towards the iititiative snd refercndum." 

"I would strongly advise that in the next campaign we add a s ixth,  
principle, or pledge, as  follows: 

"We recognize that in the state legislature there is a party representing the special in- 
terests whose copreme effort is  to selrct the speaker, thus controlling patronage, committee 
assignments and to a great extent influencing legislation. To this party me are nnalterahlr 
opposed. Will yon pledge yonrself if elected, not to surrender yourself upon the question of 
thc organiention to that pnrtg?" 

Continuing, Mr. Child said: "This Club endorsed as  progressive 
Kunze, Palmer, Fowler, Fisher, Washburn, Kneeland, Lundeen, Camp- 
bell and Nolan. I t  strongly opposed Lennon, Nash, Lydiard and Nye as  
reactionaries on their record. Those four reactionary members were 
for Dunn from the start, while the nine progressives were presumed to 
be for some progressive member. That  these nine should have yielded 
to the four was another case of the lion and the lamb lying down to- 
gether, but wonderful to  relate-'the lion inside the lamb'." 

Then followed a clear cut recital of how the Hennepin county "pro- 
gressives" had been stampeded for Dunn and what each had received 
from the organization, presumably in consideration of their support, and 
in this connection Mr. Child pointed out that Messrs. Nolan and Lun- 
deen, who refused t o  climb aboard the band wagon and voted for Burn- 
quist, were the only Minneapolis republicans who were not awarded with 
chairmanships. 

3. Patronage and Chairmanships.-It is conceded by the keenest 
politcal observers that Mr. Rurnquist could have won the Speakership if 
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he had made the usual promises; but he refused to barter away a single 
piece of plunder or to  be bound by a single "concession" in reference 
to  the organization. On the other hand assurances were given to those 
supporting Dunn that they would be "cared for" and it is asserted on 
good authority that every member who voted for Mr. Dunn was given 
the appointment of a t  least one employee. W .  H. Wescott, the profes- 
sional politician who was most active in the Speakership fight, did most 
of the "promising," perhaps far  in excess of his authority or ability to 
deliver, but it had the desired effect and undoubtedly influenced enough 
members to  decide the contest. As has been shown in the chapter on the 
House organization, the best committee chairmanships were bestowed 
upon Dunn's supporters, Spooner, Kneeland, R. C. Dunn, Wescott, Mac- 
Kenzie, Congdon, Washburn, Perry and L. D. Brown getting the choicest 
plums. 

* * *  
Mr. Burnquist was criticised for continuing the fight to  the beginnin:: 

of the session. The  advocates of "harmony" urged him to withdraw 
when it became apparent that his strength had been successfully "divid- 
ed." But he refused, and no more patriotic thing was ever done. H e  
knew that if he eliminated himself it would mean either Dunn or 
Spooner, both reactionary, so  he kept up the fight for ~rogress ive  - - - 
principles. 

The  republican caucus of House members, which finally settled the 
contest, was held on the evening before the opening of the session. 
The followers of both Dunn and Burnquist held meetings previous to  the 
caucus and each selected three commissioners authorized to make final 
arrangements. Mr. Dunn's commissioners were L. C. Spooner, R. C. 
Dunn and Geo. H. Mattson, although the latter voted for Burnquist in 
the caucus. Mr. Burnquist's commissioners were W. I. Nolan, Andrew 
Davis and Kerry E. Conley. 

At  the republican caucus held in the House Chamber a t  8 o'clock 
p. m., January Znd, H. H. Dunn was nominated for Speaker by L. C. 
Spooner and J. A. A. Burnquist by W. I. Nolan. Mr. Dunn's nomina- 
tion was seconded by Messrs. MacKenzie, Fowler and Hopkins. Messrs. 
J. N. Jphnson and Ernest Lundeen seconded the nomination of Mr. 
Burnquist. 

T h e  vote of the caucus was as  follows: 
For Dunu-Alier, Andrew Anderson, Boothroyd, Borpen, Bouek, Q. W. Bromn, IG. O. 

Brovn, Campbell, Cungdon, Christie, Converse, Cmne, Denzer, Diessner, R. C. Dunn, Ed- 
wards, Ferguson, Fisher, F o ~ l e r ,  Prnnkson, Pucbs, Greene, Hafften, Iiauge, Henly, Heniou, 
Hofr'man, Hophius, Jelinek, Iiunpp, Iineeland, IiunZe, S. N. Lee, Lennon, Libera. Lydiard. 
MncIieneie, NcNeil ,  Nnsh, A. Nelson, H. Nelson, Piye, Palmer, Papke, Perry, 0. Peterson. 
Reed, Rice, Spooner, C. E. Stone, C. H. Warner, Washburn, Wescott, White and H .  R .  
Dunn-55. 

For Bnrnquist-J. J. Anderson, Burnquist, Conley, Davis, Hnrding, Holmberg, C. E. 
Johnson, J. N. Johnson, J. T. Johnson, Iilempr, I i l l ~ t S ~ n ,  I. J. Lee, J. F .  Lee, Lfndberg, 
Lundeen, McXnrtin, Mattson, Nolnn, O'Nrill, Orr, A. J. Peterson, J. E.  Petersou, Putnarn, 
Hines, Robertson, Rustad, Sampson, E. Wnrnrr, nnd WebG2O.  
- John Holten, although present a t  the caucus, asked t o  be excused 
from voting. Joseph Davies, K. G. Skartum, W .  T. Stone and E. F. 
Whiting, Burnquist supporters, did not arrive in time to attend the 
caucus. 

Among those voting for Mr. Dunn, W. A. Campbell, Ralph Crane. 
W. A. Fisher, Thos. Frankson and F. L. Palmer opposed the reactionary 
machine through all the session and did excellent work with the insur- 
gents. Of those voting for Mr. Burnquist, Knute Knutson, conspicu- 
ously, and Donald Robertson, a t  times, stood with the reactionaries. 

* * *  
Although Mr. Burnquist should have controlled the caucus of the 
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Republican party, which was the majority and, according to precedent, 
the organizing party, yet I do not believe that even then it  would have 
been possible for him t o  be elected Speaker. T h e  incumbency of that 
position meant too much t o  the brewery interests for them ever to  con- 
sent t o  the seating of a progressive of his uncompromising character. 
I am convinced that if Mr. Burnquist had been able to  control the votes 
of all the county option republicans in the caucus, which would have giv- 
en him a majority of that party, the reactionary republicans, would have 
bolted and joined with the anti-county option democrats, electing either 
Dunn or some democrat like Pfaender. If a n  unprecedented "bolt" of 
that kind had been necessary, judging members by their records through 
the session, the result would have been about as follows: 

F o r  Dunn or Pfaender-Republicans, 43; democrats, 23; total, 66, o r  
a majority of 5. 

F o r  Burnquist-Republicans, 46; prohibitionists, 4; democrats, 3;  
socialist, 1; total, 54. 

But nothing of that revolutionary nature was necessary, and the 
triumph of Mr. Dunn in the r e p ~ b l i c a n ~ c a u c u s  left undisturbed the 
"party solidarity" when the formal vote was taken on the opening day. 
Mr. Dunn received the total republican vote, except that of Alex McNeil 
who was detained a t  home by quarantine, and the 26 democrats voted 
for Albert Pfaender. The  four prohibitionists voted for C. L. Sulerud. 
N. S. Hillman, the lone socialist, could not with modesty nominate and 
support himself, so  voted with the majority. 



CHAPTER VII. 

A t  the time of the Klemer excitement in the House some one sug- 
..ested that the Senate committees also were "packed" and Lieutenant- 
tovernor  Gordon is reported as answering: "They are packed-with the 
best men in the Senate-and I did it all myself." Tha t  was quite gener- 
ally true. For  the first time in a decade, the most important committees 
were given into the hands of progressives and the remnants of the old 
guard machine were placed in  the less consequential positions. The 
upper body was organized in the interest of the people, an advantage 
which it took the reactionary majority two-thirds of the session t o  over- 
come. 

T h e  nine most important committees, Rules, General Legislatioc, 
Elections, Finance, Temperance, Taxes, Reapportionment, Railroads, and 
Public Health had 127 places and the ratio of progressives and reaction- 
a r m  on these nlne was 73 to 54. The best chairmanships went to  
progressives like Gunderson, Sundberg, Haycraft, V. L. Johnson, Bed- 
ford, I-Iackney, Boyle, Lende, and Dwinnell. 

The appointment of Carl Wallace, supposedly progressive, as chair- 
man of the committee on Taxes and Tax  Laws was probably what de- 
feated the income tax amendment to  the federal constitution, as that 
bill mas pigeon-holed in the conlmittee until too late for it to  be acted 
upon in the Senate. 

Eut by far the worst coplmittee o i  the Senate was the Judiciary. 
'Ihe Lieutenant-Governor had nothing to do with the personnel of this 
committee more than to name its chairman, F. E.  Putnam, of Blue 
Earth. Senator Putnam appointed as his sub-committee on Constitutional 
Law, Messrs. Cunn, Wilson, Gunderson, Rockne and Duxbury. This 
body was headed by the attorney of the I l amm Brewing Company, who 
thus had an opportunity to block any 2nd all reforms through consti- 
tutional amendmects. The bills on the initiative and referendum were.al1 
referred to  this su!,-committee which contained oilly one real progresswe, 
Senator Gunderson, and rigeon-holed until the very end of the session. 

The  Senate had no cowmittee on Legislative Exl~enses, whereas it 
needed several. 



T H E  FIGHT FOR DIRECT LEGISLATION. 
"llirect 1,eg.lslation conslsts of the Initiutive, R6'ferrndum nnd Recall. 

accord n.it11 our  theory of j s n v r ~ ~ u ~ t ~ l ~ t .  I t  I rnds to c'lticirnt and just  appl 
g iv r s  a hus i~ms l i l i e  ndnli~listralioil of the affairs of s tn t r ,  city and t<~ \vn ;  i w  
pronlptnrss atid ~~Mcic i l ry  in doing the 1111siwss of the people and for  al l  

'favor or  rtrnft for  anvbodv. I t  ile111s ~ O ~ ~ ~ ~ I I I I I ~ ~ L I ~  for  the r~twt~lc. nnd not 

I t  i s  in  direct  
icntiou of lam, 
I.WSI.S economy, 

al ike with no 
tlla t co~ldi t ion 

wl~rr t!  t b e ~ ~ ~ c o p l e  s~.c.nr' to  ix cre : l t t i fo r - the  goverumeut. I<  heiys t o  cu t  out  the hoodlero 
rind so nssist the politicians to  be good. 

"Thr only oppoilc.t~ts of I l iwct  Lrpislntion a r e  those who seek t o  explolt t h e  people, 
those svvkillg spPci ;~l  favors tlirough I?gisliltion. 

"I)iri,ct 1,cgislatirm requires :I c r ~ l ~ s t i t i t l i < r ~ ~ : ~ l  amendment  providing tha t  while  the IeFfs- 
lotive pon'rr P P I U ~ I ~ I I S  the s a u ~ e  as i t  uo\v is. the ptwiile resrrvr  to  t h ~ w s ? l v r s  t h r  power t o  
pro:~ose l aws  rind n ~ u e n d m t ~ n t s  t o  tile constitutiun a ~ ~ d  to enac t  and r r j ec t  the same a t  t h ~  
nolls, i t l d r ! ~ r ~ ~ d r ~ t t  of thv icpisiiltlire. l'liis [muer  r iscrvtd 11,s tllv ~ c o l ~ l c  is c u i l < ~ l  the '111iti- 
a t iv r '  nuil the 'Iti~i:.r~-ndum' tllnt is, t h r  r ight  of the ~ I ' I I I I ~ I '  to  iilillilt~' ~ I I I ~  t o  r~',it.~.t I q i s -  
k t i u n .  In s t a t e s  where the  Iuitintive i s  in practice, i t  requires a certnln p r r  cent  of the  
1eg:lI rot,-rs ( I IS I I : I I I~  eight  per c r n t )  to  prnpnse ally mensllre by petition nud every such 
petition ru~ l s t  include t h r  ful l  t v s t  of the wt2nsure so pro[~osrd. 

"'I'lit~ swond ! ~ o ~ ~ e r  xh ich  1)irwt  Ltyislotion sc rks  to  restore t o  the  people is t h t  of 
tile " R ~ ~ f c r r ~ ~ d u l n , "  tlle r ight  uf t l l ~  people to [ l~lss  npoll, to  rn t i fy  or  rPj1Tt nliy inw tha t  is 
p ~ s s e f  liy the lrgislnture. T l ~ e  'R~~ft . r?ndum' is a~~ t l lo r i z r l l  x f t e r  a c r r t i l i l~  pvr cttirt of the  
l eg t~ i  votvrs linvc 1wt i t ion~d  ( ~ ~ s u n i l y  livv ~ f ' r  c ~ l l t ) ,  lllltl tlle 11coPlc vllt? I I I ~ I I U  the law. 

" U u d ~ r  the 'R~.cnl l '  any public ofticcr may be c a l l ~ d  upoll to r d g n  by the 61itlg of a 
petition si-nml liy a cer tain prsr c r n t  of the I txal  vott'rs who p:~rt ic i i~at tvl  in the last  ]we- 
ceding c l ~ c t i n ~ ~  in  the  otlirinl's e lwtion district. (The  perce1lt:lpe is n s ~ t ; ~ l l y  twruty-t i re  
oer c rn t . )  T!ie petition I I I I IS~  se t  f,)rtll the P ~ ~ ~ S O I I S  for  the  rwnll  and if the officer doen 
not r c , s i ~ ~ ~  in  B V C  days  : l f t ~ r  the  petitioll i s  11r0111'riy Bird, a SIl~ciaI  ~ l I w t i ~ ~ l l  mllst he beld 
n-it!liib tweniv d n r s  n t  which tLe vctcrs  of the dis tr ic t  determine n%etller the oUicial i s  t o  

THE BEST TEST ON THE INITIATIVE AND REFERENDUM. 
Anaww An~lr~.r;on. A.  V. An~lorsnn, .I. J. A ~ ~ B w s o n ,  Boothroyd, R u r n q ~ ~ i s t ,  Camphell, 

'bhrlntit. ,  Conlry. Csn~ie. D:~virs ,  Ihlvis. Par1r.y. Frsgusan. I ~ I I ~ S I I I I ,  Hard l~ ig ,  Hillinno. Holm- 
btsrz. IIoltvn. IIopkins, C .  R. .Tnilllsnn, J. N. .Jclinst~i~. J. T. . Joi~,~son,  I< lcn~r r ,  l i ~ ~ w l i ~ n d ,  I < I I I I ~ -  
son. I. J .  L w ,  ,I. 1' Lce, I . ic~t lh?r~,  Lundeen. i \ I r>Inrt i~l ,  hlnttson, hlortoi~,  11. NI*ISOII. Nnian. 
O'NdII, Orr, Palmer.  A.  J. Pt ' t~rsnl l ,  .J. E. Ft~terSoI1. Plltllnm, Ril~cs.  RoI1ins011. Rustad. 
Satupson, Si inr t l~m, W. T. S t o w ,  SnlprnA. Vnsl~llid, R .  Warnt'r, K ~ S I I I I I I ~ I I ,  nnll Wehl-51 
-voted. on Ft~broarv 21st. to  ulnlre the progressive I~ l i t i a t ive  nud Rvferendum hill a sptTinl .. ~. - 
order n.11rri. i t  hnd some show of passage. 

Al;t%s, Ilorpcn. Xoncl;, G. W. Rrn\v;~. L. D. Rrorrn. Clnt'ke, Conzdon, Cnnvcrsc, Dcnzer. 
R .  C. I ) I~ I I I .  Edwards, Fowlrr, Fuchs. Grcene. IInfPtrn, Aange, I IwIy .  Hrniou. Hvrshe~~g ,  
HnfC~uan, n n r l ~ a f ,  Jelj~~e!;, Just ,  Kruf?. K ~ l l p ,  ICll~lIp, I < I I I ~ Z I ~ ,  S .  N. 1,er. I,eunot~. Ltbvra. 1,s- 
d i ;~ rd .  I l c n o r ~ ; ~ l d ,  AI>~cI;r~lair, AIrNeil, hlt'tt1111g. Rlillcttr, ~ Io r i t l r i tp .  A. h'l'lson. Nye. Xygren, 
O'Bri,vr. Pnllkr, Perry,  Petrrs ,  0. Petcrsoll, P f a r ~ ~ d r r .  Rred. R i i i e ~ ~ n c l ~ ,  Rlcv, Rnl~rl,tson, Sag- 
gall, Sc l~n l r r ,  Srhn-nrtz, Spnonvr. C. E. Stoue. Sullivntr. Thivlen. Unti t~dt ,  Utecht, Virtue, 
C. 11. Warner ,  K e s r n t t ,  White, Win~licn'skl. and Speaker  EI. 1-1. Duun-65 voted aga ins t  
ndvauciug a n  honest iui t int ive aud Referendum bill. 

S. A. Stockwell, one of Minneapolis' most useful citizens, was for- 
merly a State Senator. When in the Senate Chamber. early in January, 
he was areeted by Mr. Blank, of a well known printing firm, who 
inquired why he was there. 

"I am interested in direct leaislation," answered Stockwell. 
"By that you mean the initiative and referendum?" 
"Yes ,  and the recall," said Stockwell. 
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"They have the  initiative and referendum in South  Dakota,  and the  
ballot is several feet long?" ventured Mr. Blank. 

"Yes, but in Oregon the ballot is more  like the  page of a newspaper," 
said Stockwell. 

"I know," returned Mr. Blank, "we a re  printing some samples of 
both  of them." 

"Who is having them printed?" asked Stockwell. - 
"Zollman," was  the answer. 
F r o m  which Mr. Stockwell r ightly inferred that  t he  brewers were  

busy. Mr. Zollman is attorney for the Minnesota Liquor Dealers Asso- 
ciation. Obviously the brewery combine was  a t  tha t  early date arming 
i t s  legislative agents with arguments  with which to  oppose the  pro- 
gressives in their battles for the initiative, referendum and recall. Wi th  
those brewery printed documents a s  evidence, the professional politi- 
cians were to  hold up to  legislators "the spectre of expense and the  plea 
of  impracticability." W h y  were the brewers and associated special inter-  
es ts  concerned above all else in the defeat of direct legislation? 

I n  a national sense, the combined property power in politics is  repre- 
sented by three great  groups:  (1) the transportation t rus t ;  (2) the  
industrial corporations,  like Standard Oil;  and (3) the  public utility 
companies. All of these were  opposed t o  the  enactment of a bona fida 
initiative and referendum law by the Minnesota Legislature, because this 
s ta te  is a par t  of the whole federal held in which they harvest  a monthly 
crop of special privilege through their control of politics and politicians. 
Direct legislation would restore government to  the  people and serve tc 
re-establish equality of industrial and political opportunities.  I n  thiv 
s ta te  the "system" is conlposed of five elements:  ( 1 )  the  steel t rus t ;  
(2) the  railroad companies;  (3) a nun i l~e r  of "tramp" corporations,  like 
the  Twin City Rapid Transi t  Co.; (4) the liquor interests;  and (5) scores 
of professional politicians. F o r  reasons that  a re  obvious this state 
machine influenced the situation sufficiently t o  make necessary this 
unpleasant recital of the story.  

E i d i t  direct l e ~ i s l a t i o n  bills were  introduced in the  House-No. 13 
by L.  ?. Spooner,  E o .  17 by W .  A. Campbell, No. 24 by J:N. Johnson, 
No. 35 by F. L. Kelly, No. 47 by N. S. Hillman, No. 101 by Albert  
Pfaender.  No. 191 by W. T .  Stone and No. 285 bv M. T. Sullivan. T h e  
number  of bills presented was  not  s o  much an kvidence of the  popu- 
lari ty of the  idea a s  it was  of the  system a t  work. With  that  condition 
i t  was  easier for the  reactionaries t o  bring about controversy and dis- 
cord among  the  various authors  of these bills. T o  dissipate the  pro- 
gressive s t rength  is always the  initial manoeuvre of the amalgamated 
special interests led by the brewers. Of these authors  Messrs. Spooner,  
Pfaencler, and Kelly voted against  the initiative and referendum in tho 
1909 session. T h e  Pfaender  bill provided that  35 per cent should be 
required to  initiate laws, which made the measure practically worthlesn 
and u n ~ ~ s a b l e .  I t  was  the opinion of leading progressives that  thc 
spurious Pfaender bill was  presented for the  main purpose of defeating 
a n  honest,  effective initiative and referendum measure. 

All of these initiative and referendum bills were  referred t o  the  
Committee on Elections, excepting the Pfaender  bill, which for some 
reason not known to  me was  first referred to  the  Committee on  General 
Legislation, but later sent t o  the  same committee a s  the others.  If this 
all- important Conin~i t tee  on Elections had been picked by the brewers 
and acted under their direction it could not have been more  accommodat- 
ing t o  the arch enemies of  direct legislation. Th i s  committee held all 
t he  initiative and referendum bills away from the House  until February  
21st, when the  entire eight were  dumped back in to  the  House ,  without 
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recommendations o i  a n y  lii'fid; k i t h  the  ~ f a e i i e r  "subterfuge" a t  the 
head of the list. 

T h e  progressives among  the  authors  of these bills had agreed t o  
unite upon H. F. No. 17, the Campbell measure, and to  a t tempt  to  make 
i t  a "special order" where  it cou!d be actcd upon speedily and out in 
the  open. T h e  program of t l ~ e  brewery members and their  dissimulat- 
ing assistants was  to  piace the  biils upon gener-a1 orders where  it would 
be possible to  contrivc delay after dclay and prevent a final vote until 
t oo  near the end of the session for any bill to become a law. According- 
ly, when the  reports of the elections cominittee came in on that  mem- 
orable morning, with the Pfaender  ljill in the lead, L[r. Pfaender  prompt- 
ly had it placed upon gencral ordcrs,  whcl-eas if he had been honestly 
and intelligently interested in having it bccome a law, it seems that  he 
would at  least have attempted to  advance it t o  the  special order  stage. 
T h e  progressives' measure,  1-1. F. No. 17, came fifth in the  list and wheil 
i t  was  reached, Mr. Campbell moved that  it be made a special order  
for  t he  following week. T h e  roll call on  that  motion separated the  
real friends and the real enemies of  direct legislation better than any  
subsequent vote. T h a t  is the roll call given in the beginning of this 
chapter.  T h r e e  days  later, when Mr.  Pfaender  was  absent,  there was a 
second and successful a t tempt  to  advance the Campbell bill. O n  mo- 
tion of Mr. Edwards,  seconded by Mr. Converse, the  previous vote was  
reconsidered and H. F. No. 17 made a special order  for blarch 9th  by 
the  following vote:  

To Advance H. F. No. '17.-A. V. Anderson,  J. 3. Anderson,  I l n o t l ~ r o y d .  B ~ t r n q n i s t ,  Camp-  
bell. Christiet,  C n l ~ l ~ s ,  C m v ~ v s ~ ,  Cr i~l lo ,  I)itvi,.s. D:tvis, T ) ~ ~ s s I I I ' ~ .  ICtl\~t~i.ds. F ~ t r I c ~ y ,  li .rrgl~son, 
F r a n k s o n .  I I i ~ r d i ~ ~ g ,  11:11tpe. I I i l l ~ l t i l r ~ ,  I l u I ~ u I ~ r x ,  I10ltt.11, I-luplti~ls,  C. E. .7111t11son. J .  N. 
J n i t t ~ s n ~ ~ ,  ,J, T. . J o I t ~ ~ s o t ~ ,  I<vefe ,  I < l ~ t u ~ ~ r ,  K I ~ ~ ~ c ~ I ~ I I I I I .  K I I I I ~ ,  I .  .J, l , w ,  ,J, F. IAY, Ll1111lwrg, 
Lunder t l .  X l c J I n r t i ~ l ,  h l n t t m u ,  hl<,rtr,tl. A. K,.ls<>n, Xoliln, S ~ g r r n ,  O'?Jt.ill. Orr ,  P ; l l o ~ e r ,  
A. J. Peterson.  .I. E. I ' r t , -won,  I'lltllam, n i l lvs ,  R ~ ~ l ~ i t ~ s o t l .  I ~ ~ t s t ; t r l .  S c l ~ n . a r t a .  S i iur tum,  W. 
T. Stonr,  S ~ ~ I v r n r l ,  V n r l ; ~ ~ ~ l ,  &. Tnr11t.r.  7Y1,\11>, T l ~ i t i n g ,  nnrl Tiisllir~n.slii-57. 

Against the Specia l  Order.-.llier. A t t d r ~ ~ ~ v  . - \ I I I ~ . I . S ~ I ~ I .  P.org1.11, IMrlrli, G .  W. Rrown.  L. D. 
B r n w ~ ,  CItirk?, I )vuL,~? ,  R ,  C. DIIIIII,  ~ ~ ' o K I ~ ~ I ~ ,  I ~ u ~ l t s ,  ( ; r ~ v ~ ~ w .  I I t ~ n l y ,  l l ( ,~ t ion ,  I I t ~ w l ~ r g ,  Tioff- 
man,  J u s t .  S. N. L w ,  1.1~11nolt. I.ilwr;l. Ly1li:11~~1. S I ~ . r ) i ~ i ~ t l l d .  >l;ll.l<t.ttaiv. X c S t ~ i l .  h I ( . t t l i ~ ~ g ,  
M i ~ l e t t e ,  Xloriarity, %'wh. 11. Xvlsnn, Kye,  0 ' 1 3 r i ~ 1 1 ,  P v r r s ,  l+ tvrs ,  0. I ' e t t ~ w ~ i ~  R w l ,  ILiIwn- 
a c k ,  Rice, Rrrlx~rlson. S a g g a o ,  S c l ~ n l r r ,  Slrmlrr. C. E. Statlt', Sul l ivnu,  U u t i e d t ,  Utecht ,  Vir- 
tue, C. I-I. R'nrltes,  W c s c o t t ,  TJhl ta ,  and S g e a k w  II .  1-1. Dunu-50. 

Meanwhile, a new progressive bill had been prepared and substi- 
tuted for H.  F. No. 17. Th i s  was  H. F. No. 651. And Mr.  Pfaender 
had added his bill, 1-1. F. No. 101. later replaced by  his redrafted bill, 
H. F. No. 715. t o  the  s ~ e c i a l  order  f o r  March 9th. T h e  Sullivan hill - --  
mas left upon general orders ;  all the  o thers  were  disposed of in some 
way, which left only the  Campbell and Pfaender  measures for the  big 
battle, a t  the time of the special order.  

- 
T h e  brewcrs  fashioned the fight f rom inception t o  finish. The i r  

lobbiests, in and out  of the legislature, made and manipulated the com- 
bination that  finally yielded the sixty-two votes against  the people. A 
few were  "fooled" into taking the  position that  they did. Rut the  brew- 
ery  machine was built, an? I have never seen a more  compact and per- 
fectly operating organizat~on.  Not  once during the two  days' struggle 
did the  politicians make a mistake or  lose control of the  combination. 

W h e n  the  batt le began a t  eleven o'clock H. F. No. 651 was a good 
bill, one  of the best that could be drawn on the subject. Tlirough five 
hours  of  speeches and attempted amendments  tlie measure remained 
practically the same. And in that connec thn  occurred a legis!ative anom- 
aly that  I never expect to see equalled. 1 lie progressives tried to  make 
the bill worse by amendments.  T h e  brewery leaders s~iccessfully 09- 
~ o s e d  every important change for  the worse. T h e  progressives knew 
that  the  r'actionaries would not support  the  measure w i t l ~ o ~ i t  certain 
  on cessions and according1 of the  bill tr ied t o  yield enougl; 



to add a few votes. T h e  b r e q e r y  crowd knew that  t hey  had votes 
enough t o  kill the  bill in the effective form in which it was  introduced 
and they opposed every vital amendment  to  make it less effective through 
fear that  it might become s o  bad that  some of their  men would vote for  
it. T h e  people ought to  know that  a number  of members  w h o  were  a 
par t  of the combination wllich opposed the  adoption of certain amend-  
ments  urged the  failure to  incorporate these amendments  in the  bill a s  
their  excuse for  voting against  it on  i ts  final passage. Verily, "the voice 
was  Jacob's voice, but the hands  were  the  hands  of Esau." 

T h e  enemies of the initiative and referendum, led by Charles R. 
Fowler ,  a brewery attorney, and Geo. W. Brown, attempted t o  amend 
the Campbell bill s o  a s  to  render it inapplicable to  measures except by a 
majority of all the votcs cast a t  the election, instead of a majority of the  
votes cast for any  measure itself-the point raised in the Sulerud bill dis- 
cussed in another  c1ial:ter. Thomas  Knceland also objected to  the  meas- 
ure  on the ground that  it made it too  easy i o r  the people to  change their  
own  constitution and proposed an amendment  eliminating constitutional 
changes f rom the initiative provisions of the I~il l .  All of these and other  
amendments  were  voted down, and 11. F. No. 681 was  placed upon its  
final passage in a f o r m  which would have played havoc with the special 
interests and professional politicians of h'Iinnesota, had it been passed 
and adopted into the  constitution of the  state. I t  was  defeated by the 
following vote, Messrs. Kunze and Spooner voting for it under protes t :  

For t h e  P r o g r e s s i v e  I n i t i a t i v e  a n d  R e f e r e n d u m  Bill.-A. V. . % n d ~ . ~ s n n .  J. J. A n f l ~ r s o n ,  
E o o t l l r c ~ y ~ l ,  I l l l r l l ~ ~ l t i s t .  Cnn1p1~1'11. Chr is t i? .  Cmllt,)., CI)IIVL.I.SC. C r n ~ ~ t ' ,  I)avi?s, n > l v i s ,  ls.i~rltly, 
Pt.rpr1sn11, Fl';~l~l;sr,n. G ~ , , P ? I I > .  I I : ~ i . ~ l i l ~ z ,  11111111i111, I I o I u I I I v ~ ~ ,  T i o l t ~ ~ n .  C. E. .JO~IIICOII. .l. N. 
. J o h ~ l s o t ~ ,  .J. T. J o l ~ i ~ s o n .  li l<.n~t.r.  l i ~ l ~ ~ z v ,  I .  .I. L w .  J .  F. I.w, I.i111!11rrg, L r l ~ ~ l l < ~ + % n .  ;\IcJlnrtln, 
h l a t t s o n .  U n r t o n ,  >\. h't'lso~:, Srrlilu. N s g r v n ,  O ' S ~ , i l l .  0 r r .  P:1lmvr. A.  J .  1'1~trrsolt .  J. E. 
P v t ~ , r s o n ,  P n t ~ l r ~ ~ n ,  R i t ~ v ~ ~ i ~ c k ,  R ~ I I ( ' s ,  RII~N~I .?SI . I I I .  R O I I ~ I I S I ~ .  R11sti18l. Sarnpson, Slial.tum, S p m n -  
er, W. T. Stone .  Sill~~l.lul.  VIISIOIIII, E. Wnrl ler ,  W r l t i ~ ,  Wllitiilg-54. 

A ~ a i n s t  a n  Effec t ive  I n i t i a t i v e  a n d  R e f e r e n d u m  Bill.-Al;r,r,, dnArpm A n ~ l e r s o n ,  R o r n r n ,  
Boncl;. G .  W. Bron.11, L. D. 1:l~nn'n. (:1111.1;1~, 1)('11zt*r, 1 ) i t ~ ~ s t i t ~ r .  R. C .  L>~IIIII,  E , I w n ~ ~ d s ,  F u w l ~ r ,  
F ~ ~ c l l s ,  I-lilRtt>n, I ~ : I I I K I . ,  II~a1.v. 1Ii~Lli1~:l. I l e l ~ z I ~ ~ r g .  1l0[1lti11s. I I I I I ' I c ~ ~ ,  .IPIIII~'B, d u s t ,  lie,.fe, 
Iir.lly. linilpll, K I ~ I V ~ ~ I I I I ~ .  1illl l ts~111. S. K. I.I~I, .  I . I . I I I I~>II .  I.ilwr:l. T . ? . ~ l ~ i i l ~ ~ i ,  . \ l v l ) ~ ~ ~ ~ i ~ l ~ i .  3lilclit~1:zic. 
nlrh'~.ill ,  i \ I r t t l i ~ g .  l l i : ~ r . t t r ,  Alnrinrity. h'nsh. 11. h'r*lson, N y r ,  O'Brivn, Papl ie ,  P ~ r v y ,  P ~ t e r s .  
0. l't.lt.rson, Pfnentlt .r ,  R(,r(i .  R~I.I. ,  Silzgnu. Srht l l r r .  S c h w u r t z ,  C. E. S t n n r ,  S l ~ l l i v i l n .  Thie l -  
en ,  U n t i r d t ,  U t e c h t ,  Vir tue ,  R 'ashl~l l r l l ,  n ' e s c u t t ,  W h i t e ,  W i s u i e w s k i ,  nlld S p e a k e r  H. H. 
Duun-(72. 

T h e  foilowing morning the  special order  was  continued. and the  
Pfaender  bill was  considered. Th i s  bill was  bad a t  the beg~nn lng .  But 
it was  not deemed sufficient that it provided for percentages which made 
it practically woi-thless. I t s  friends. the brewery element,  made it even 
worse by amendments.  T h e y  wanted to make it s o  bad that the progres- 
sives would join with those o f  their forces w h o  were  bold enough t o  
oppose any  bill on  the  subject, and vote against  it. 

First ,  Mr. Pfaender  had adopted an amendment  which made it im- 
possible later t o  initiate legislation with less percentages than those 
named in his bill. 

T h e n  an amendment  was  adopted which made it impossible for  t he  
people to  initiate constitutional amendments  as they could other  laws. 
Th i s  was  aimed a t  such questions a s  woman suffrage. 

Next  Mr. Fowler  championed an amendinent which provided a 
fur ther  and almost insurmountable handicap for the people by requiring 
that  each !aw initiated by them must receive a tnajority of all votes 
cast a t  the election, instead of a majority of those  vot ing on  that  par- 
ticular question. 

-4s a final safeguard f o r  the  interests,  t w o  amendments  aimed a t  
Qrganized labor were  voted into the  bill. T h e  first, offered by Mr.  Hop-  
kins, provided that  the  people should not have the  right t o  initiate a 
law unless i t  had been before  the  legislature and had received a t  least  
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20 per  cent of the  votes of either House  o r  Senate ;  which would n o t  en- 
able labor t o  use the law on many of  the  r e fo rms  they a r e  working for, 
because a large number  of otheir  measures a re  killed by committees 
and  never ge t  even one vote on their  final passage. T h e  other  amend- 
men t  against  organized labor  was  offered by Mr. Pfaender,  and pro- 
vided that the signers of an  initiative petition must be "So distributed 
a s  t o  include a t  least seven percentum of the  legal voters in each o f  a t  
least  three-fifths of  the counties of the state." Th i s  "wise" p r o v w o n  
would have made it impossible for the labor element t o  initiate a n y  law 
because their  forces are  conjested in a few centers.  

Wi th  these many and ample "safeguards," the  Pfaender  bill was 
passed by the  following vote of 63 t o  50: 

Those Voting in tbe N ~ c a t i v e  Were: Aker, Antlrfv Ar~drrson, Borgrn, Bonck, 0. W. 
Brown, L. U. Rrmvn. Christi?, Conlt's, Convl.rst', I)c~izrr, Ditssru*r, R. C. DIIIIII .  Edwnrdq 
Fuc l~s ,  Grwnr, IIafftw,  I I i ~ ~ ~ l i i l g ,  1 I i i11g~ .  Ilt.nly. I1<~11ion, J,.ll:~t'l;. J. N.  .Johnson, Iiullze, 
Lilwrn. L.vdi:lrd, hlcl)m~nld, .\Iclirr~zie, iVcJlnrtill, l l w i i ~ r i t g ,  A .  K\'(~lson, Nolnn. Orr, P~plce ,  
Prl.rs, P ~ t e r s .  A .  J .  Pc.I~rson, J. E. I'etrrsm. 0. I'rtt'rso~l. Rwd,  Snggiuu, Slinrt~lm, C. I% 
Stolir. W. T. S t o w ,  Tliieleu, Uutiedt, Virtue, C. U. R'nrwr, E. n'uruer, WescoLt, aud 
Speakr-I- 13. H. 1)1111n-50. 

T h e  fifty-four w h o  supported the  honest  measure divided on  the 
final passage of the  Pfaender bill. But  I think all the  progressives were  
agreed that  it was  worthless.  Because of that  conviction a number  voted 
agalnst  it. O the r  insurgents voted for it in the  hope that  the  Senate  
would amend it in to  effective form. Figure  it a n y  way  you will, the 
brewers  won  the  I-Iouse battle. 

I n  the  Senate progressive initiative and referendum bills were  in- 
troduced by 0. A. Lende and John Moonan. These  measures were  
pigeon-holed in a subcommittee of the  judiciary headed by W. W .  Dunn, 
brewery a t torney,  throughout the  session. T h e  Pfaender  bill, a f ter  i t s  
passage by the  I-Iouse, was  also given in to  the  custody of  this same sub- 
committee where  it remained until too  late for any  action by the  Senate. 
A n d  yet there  are  citizens of the  state w h o  will maintain that  t he  brew- 
e r y  combine did no t  dominate the  session and  control  i ts  mos t  vital 
actlons. * * *  

THE RECALL. 

S. F. No. 8, b y  John Moonan,  providing for  t he  recall of puhlic 06 
cials, except judges, passed the  Senate  March 2Sth by the  following vote: 

For the Recall.-Alirn:lnn, Tit~lfoid. R P I I ~ O I I ,  P.ogir., Cnrp~~ i tvr ,  C n s l ~ n ~ n i ~ ,  C111wlle. Cli~gue, 
C. G. Cnok, Dillt., Dcilrgrt3, I ) n i ~ n l ~ l s o ~ ~ ,  Dura. D \ v i ~ i ~ ~ ( d l ,  Eln't.11, Fosswn.  I'rnslir~~~g, G111ider- 
son, ITPCGIIPS. 11u11sn11, II:lycl.i~tt, C. D. dol insn~~,  V. L. .J<>lii~son, .Iol~nstnn, Iilvin. I.rlide, 
L't lwault ,  BIrGlxth, i l lard~n.  Jloo~inn, Xurrar, Ndsnn. Orlvll, PnuIy, Prtersnn. Porlilrq 
Rorkne, R ~ ~ s t i l d ,  S:lgelig, Saugstud, Schnller, J. D. Sullivan, Sondberg. Tboe, Wallace, Weis, 
Wilson, Works--18. 

Against the Recall.--Antlrrson. Coller, L. 0. Coolie, Dunn, Duxbury, Gunrr, Hundlan, 
Pugh, G .  R. S ~ i l l i v i ~ ~ i ,  Van Iloven-10. 

This  bill then passed in to  the  House  and was  referred t o  the  C o r n  
mittee on Elections. f rom which it was  recalled April 10th and made a 
special order  for April 13th. I-Tere occurred some of the  notorious 
"team work" between House  and Senate.  T h e  reactionary House  leaders 
knew that  t he  Senate was  seeking an excuse t o  defeat tlie reczll bill 
and provided that  excuse by amending S. I;. No. S so  that  it applied t o  
judges, which the  upper body had excepted. Amended in tha t  form 
the  Moonan recall bill passed the  House  by  the  following vote:  
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Wis l~ i twsk i ,  S I I I . I I ~ W  11. 11. VUIIII-104. 
Against the Reeal1.-Cliirlie. C I I I I ~ I ~ ~ I I ,  R. C. Dulln. Hrnly. TIrnion, Hurley, Knutson, 

Uae l i e~~ i l iv ,  hluriiirit~., I'a[~lie, Suggnu, C. E. Stout., T i> i t . l c~~ ,  Virtu-14. 

Of course the Senate refused to  concur in the  I-Iouse amendments  
t o  S. F. No. S. When  Senator  Moonan moved that the bill be placed 
on i ts  repassage a s  amended, Senator Pu tnam made a substi tute motion 
that a conference conlmittee be appointed, which carried, thereby de- 
feating the recall. 

T h e  conference committee consisted of Senators  Pu tnam,  Moonan 
and Coller, appointed by Lieutenant-Governor Gordon, and Representa- 
tives Kneeland, J. N. Johnson, and Congdon, appointed by Speaker Dunn. 
Th i s  committee reported late in the arternoon of the last  day, recom- 
mending that the bill be passed with the  judges eliminated, and the con- 
ference report  was adopted by both  branches,  and the  bill repassed the  
House  by the  following vote:  

For the  3ecall.-Alwr, t \ ~ ~ ~ l r ~ . m  Andrrson, A. T'. Andei'son, Bnotllroyd, Boucli, C .  W. 
Browu. B ~ ~ r n q ~ ~ i s t .  CIIIII~~IN'II ,  C l ~ r i s t i ~ ,  cu1111.y. COUYPIW.  C ~ I I I I P ,  D8vit.s. I)IIVIS, 1:11rlt~', Fer- 
guson. Fowler, ~ ~ ' I ' I I I I ~ ~ ~ L I I I ,  G r r ~ w e .  1I;tBtt.n. Ilnugt., Ilc.:tly, Ilil1111ii11. I I ~ I I I I I I N ~ ~ ~ ,  k l u l t t ~ ~ ~ ,  H o p  
Bins. C. E. dol111so11, J .  N. Jul l~~soi i ,  J .  T. Juhnson. J ~ i s t .  livlly, 1ile111,~1., Ii11111111, I i u e ~ ~ l ~ l ~ l d ,  
I i~i l le t~,  1. J. IA.~ . ,  J .  F. Lee. S. N. Ltv?, L ~ I I I I O I I ,  LIIN~I.~I .  L111dlwrg. 1.1111111~1~11, L y d i ~ r d ,  Blc- 
DOIUIIII, hIc1lnrti11. BIcNt~il. B l ~ ~ t t s o n ,  h l i~wt te ,  blortrr~~.  Xi~sli. A .  Xt*lsorl, Nulnli, Nye, Ny- 
$~I . I I ,  O'Bri~.ll, O'Nc'ill. Orr. Fill~ller, I'~'rr,y, A.  J. I ' ~ ~ t t ~ r s o ~ ~ ,  .J. E. I ' ~ ~ t ~ ~ r s o ~ i .  0. P ~ t e r s o n ,  
Plltllnlll, Ilwtl. Rilll~ltiicli. IIiw. [I~IIR's .  R < ~ ~ > I ~ ~ S O I I ,  Rus~ : I I I ,  S I I IU~ISOII ,  S(.11111<.r, S ( . l~ \ ( .~ r t z ,  Skar- 
tuln, \V. 'r. Stolrr, S111t.riid. L ' twbt .  \ 7 0 s l : ~ ~ ~ ~ l .  C. 11. \Vnrllrr, E. Waruer ,  Washburn, Webb, 
White. V'bitiiic. K i s ~ ~ i t ~ w s k i .  alld Suc.nl;er 11. 11. DIIIIII-65. -. 

Against the  Recall.-Borgen, L. D. Bro\an, Clarke, Congdon, Diessncr, R. C. Dunn. 
E X ~ P I I I I ~ I I .  Illll~lt'y, Jl:l(.li<'l~zi(., I\IorIarit~., U. Pielson, I 'L .~L~~s ,  Siiggilu, C. E. S~IJIE. Sullivan, 
Thiv1t.n. U ~ l t i ~ d t ,  Virtw-18. 

T h e  best test in the House  on  the  recall came on April loth,  when 
T h o m a s  Kneeland moved that  S. F. Yo. S be withdrawn f rom the  Com- 
mittee on Elections and made a special order. following voted 
against  that a t tempt  t o  advance the bill and to  make its  passage possible: 

A I I ( ~ .  BI I I~PI 'S~I I ,  B0rg1.n. E o ~ ~ r l i .  G. IT'. Rrov'n, I.. I). I<ron-11. Congrlon. D I ~ I I Z ~ ~ ~ .  Vitssslrer, 
R. C. I)IIIIII ,  I?11\\.11rds. I~'iirIvy, i l ~ r f t ~ . ~ ~ ,  I Iw~ly .  1l~llio11. I I I I ~ I ~ ' ? . ,  I i~~u t so I I ,  S. N .  1.w. I.I,III!O~, 
Lydinrd, BlcL)vl~;~l(l, blclitwzie, Jlcltiillg. Kye, O'L:ricw, I ' r r rs ,  Rctd.  I l ibe~~xc l i ,  Rice, Suggau, 
C. E. Stulle, Sullivall, T l ~ i c i c ~ i ,  Virtuc, C. 13. TYaruer, TYcscoLr, FYhitc aud Sycalicr H. H. 
Duun-37. 

But final adjournment ,  through a mistake in announcing the  vote, 
saved the politicians in the Senate. T h e  recall bill had been reached 
and the  report  of the  conference committee adopted. All that remained 
was for S. F. No. S to  be put upon its final passage, and it would have 
become a law, with the Governor's signature. T h e  reactionaries. led 
by George H. Sullivan, were fighting desperately. I t  was  t!ie last night, 
remember,  and adjournment  was their only hope. A motion to  adjourn 
h a d  already been voted down. Then  there was a last  attempt-and the 
mistake which cost the people both the recall and the primary extension. 
Senator  Moonan had moved that the roll be called on the repassage of 
the recall bill, when Senator  Dunn, brewery a t torney,  made a substi tute 
motion that  the Senate adjourn, sine die. W h a t  follows is an  exact 
copy of the Senate record: 

"Mr. Dunn  moved that  the  Senate  adjourn until 11 o'clock tomor row 
morning. 

"The question being taken on  the  adoption of the  motion, 
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"And the  roll being called, there were  yeas 33 and  nays  30, a s  follows: 
"Those who  voted in the a a r m a t i v e  were:  

Lndersou 1W1sIraug P I I , " ~  
8 o s l e  Glotel~t~ch Rwlme 
Carlitater Gulrlr Rrrelild 
Clr~goe C. D. Johnson Stt.ltl~i~rs 
Collcr Joll IISOU G. 11. Sulllvan 
I,. 0. Cooke I<ll>in J. D. Sullivan 
Deuegre hl:anlrn S!~:rttsou 
DIIIIU n l l~r l .uy  Vtru lloven 
Dushury 0h1r \Y:~lluce 
L*ossaen Poel~ler Weis  

Those  who voted in the negative were: 
Ahmann Gurrili.rson O(1~ll 
Brdford Ilnclil~ry I?r~rly 
Bt,nsr~n ITxr~llt~n - 

l11lll~llll 
llayerwft 
V.  L. Johnson 

Dale Lr~rrle S r l ~ > ~ l l r r  
Donoldeon * L'IIvrault Slrttill~erg 
Duea McGrnth Tlroe 
Dainnell  31iwnun Wilson 
Elwell Nelson Works 

"So the  Senate  was  declared adjourned." 
T h e  motion to  adjourn was  lost-33 to  30-but Assistant Secretary 

Simonton reversed the figures in handing the result t o  Lieutenant-Gov- 
e rnor  Gordon and that  official announced that  the Senate stood ad- 
journed. Instantly almost there was  such a scattering of  members tha t  
it seemed impossible t o  reassemble the  Senate when the  mistake was  dis- 
covered. 

T h e  thirty-three w h o  voted against  adjournment  would undoubted- 
ly  have voted for both the recall and the  primary. Mr. Sirnonton's 
mistake was  an  expensive blunder. 

I n  both House  and Senate the  reactionaries depended upon the  
general policy of delay and subtly contrived, shrewdly masked discord 
between the two  bodies. A simple, straightforward rule limiting the  
t ime standing committees could keep bills pigeon-holed would have pre- 
vented the pitiable congestion of business which existed a t  the close, 
and made possible the success of their scheme. T h e  people should under- 
s tand that there was  nothing accidental in this condition, which enabled 
a majority in both branches to  say, "we voted for all progressive meas- 
ures"-only one of which was  enacted into law. I t  is indeed difficult t o  
procure reforms f rom legislators whose only interest  i n  reform is to 
escape the  wra th  of the  people in subsequent elections. 



CHAPTER IX. 

ELECTION MEASURES. 

Tel l ing the  truth is unpleasant. I t  would be far  more  agreeable to 
pass over certain incidents in the fight for reform and progress in the  
election laws of the  state.  Fo r  example, I should very niuch prefer t o  
give everyone connected with the  passage of the  Keefe bill full credit 
for  honest intentions.  T h a t  measure, which provides for the  popular 
election of United Sta tes  Senators,  was  voluntarily reported f rom the 
House  Committee on Elections with the recommendation that  it "do 
pass"-which made one wonder.  Then,  a few clays later, i t  passed the 
House  unanimously, which was  more  wondrous still. 

Possibly one reason was  unintentionally indicated by  Mr. Fowler  
when in arguing against  the  initiative and referendum he suggested that  
direct legislation was  wholly unnecessary. "The people can get  anything 
they want  f rom the legislature. See how easily the Keefe bill was  
passed." I t  certainly came in handy fo r  such purposes a t  tha t  critical 
time. But  it is my belief that  it journeyed through the  House ,  prac- 
tically unopposed, because the reactionaries thought  it could ultimately 
be  defeated in tlle same way that  the  recall, the primary and other  vital 
measures were  killed-through a lack of  team work  between the  t w o  
bodies. 

Precisely the  same  situation prevailed in reference t o  the  income 
t ax  amendment  t o  the  federal constitution. T h e  Clinton Robinson in- 
come t ax  bill passed the House  unanimously, a s  did the Keefe bill. But  
some of the  reactionaries had intended t o  fight the  income t ax  and a t  
least  one speech was  carefully prepared f o r  delivery against  it. Suddenly 
all signs of opposition subsided and when the  measure was  placed upon 
i t s  final passage there was  not a single negative vote. I believe this was  
because i ts  enemies knew that the bill would be  killed in the  Senate,  a s  
it was. I t  is also my belief that the politicians permitted the  Keefe bill 
t o  sail smoothly  through the  House  because they had the same unfalter- 
i ng  faith in the  ability of certain political pirates t o  wreck the  measure 
i n t h e  Senate. 

T h e  Keefe bill was  substantially the  Oregon law which provides that  
par ty  candidates for United States Senator  shall be nominated by the  
people a t  the  primary elcction, and then pledges legislators t o  vote for 
the  one receiving the  highest number  of votes a t  the  general election, 
regardless of which party he represents. After i ts  passage by the  House, 
Senators  Lende and W o r k s  sidetracked their  bills covering the  same  
ground, giving precedence t o  the  House  measure. 

I t  was  on April 7th that  the  notorious "team work"-the House  pull- 
i ng  in one direction, the  Senate in another-began on the  Keefe hill. I t  
was  necessary, of  course, for the  Senate t o  have a substi tute with which 
t o  oppose the  progressive measure. Th i s  was  supplied in S. F .  No. 14, 
introduced by Frank Murray, a partisan measure,  eliminating all possi- 
bility of the election of a democratic United Sta tes  Senator  by a republi- 
can legislature, and vice versa. T h e  Keefe bill was the Oregon idaa; the  
Murray bill followed the less progressive plan adopted in North  Dakota.  
I t  was  expected, I believe, that  the  House  would pass one,  tlle Senate 
the other-and the  people would ge t  neither. But  Senators  Lende, Boyle, 
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Haycraft ,  Moonan, W o r k s  and  others  outgeneralled the  reactionaries; 
and the  Keefe bill became a law, the  only vital reform accomplished at 
the last session. 

T h e  t w o  "team work  bills," H. F. No. 127 by  Keefe, and S. F. 14 by 
Murray, were  considered by the  Senate a s  a special order  April 7th. Af- 
t e r  an  unsuccessful a t tempt  to  have the  Keefe bill considered first? a s  i t  
should have been, the  Murray bill was  passed by the  following vote: 

T l m e  Who Votrd in  the  Affirmrltive Wpre: Al~derson,  Bedford. B r ~ ~ s o n ,  Boyle, Cnsh- 
man, Clsgor ,  Collcr, L. 0. Cookr, Dale, Diwrgre. DIIP;~. Dnnn, V\rinnt-ll, Elwell, Yossrrn, 
Froshaug. Gunderson. Gunn, I l a c h ~ r p .  Il811san. I Isycl . ;~f t ,  V. L. ~ O ~ I I I S O I I .  J011nston. I<leiu, 
Lellde, n l i ~ r d m ,  hloonnn, Murri~y,  N ~ l s o n .  011d1, Olson, Pnuly, Peterson, Pogh, P o t ~ ~ u m ,  
B o c k n ~ ,  Saogstad, S F e b l ~ i ~ ~ s ,  G. 11. Sul l ivi~n,  Sundbvrg, S\rauson, Thoe, Wallace, W i l s o ~ ~ .  

Those Who V o t d  In the Negotive Wtsre: Ahmilnn, C h r ~ ~ r l l r ,  C. F. Cook, Do~~uldson,  
Dus l~ury ,  Glo tz l~nr l~ ,  An~~r l l an ,  C. D. Johnson, L 'Heraul t ,  Poehler, Sageng, Schaller, J. D. 
Sullivxn, Van I-Ioven, Weis. Works. 

But the  progressives had outwitted the  reactionaries in this;  several 
voted for  the Murray bill with the  understanding that  the  Keefe bill 
would a t  once be placed a t  the  head of the calendar and remain there,  
ready for  final action, whenever the Senate should decide t o  consider it. 

T h e n  for a t ime the  usual "team work" situation prevailed. T h e  
House  had passed the Keefe bill and sent it in to  the  Senate.  T h e  Senate  
had passed the  Murray bill and sent it into the  House .  Both branches 
were  in a position t o  say t o  their consti tuents:  "We voted for a bill 
providing for the  popular election of United Sta tes  Senators," and yet  
such a law had not  been enacted. E u t  for  once, and the only time dur- 
ing the  session, on a vital issue, the  House  democrats  exerted their  bal- 
ance of power in behalf of the  people and refused t o  consider the  Mur- 
(ray bill. Whereupon the  Senate  was  forced t o  take  up and pass the  
Keefe bill, which was  done on  the  las t  day, April  lSth, by  the  following 
vote:  

Those Who Voted In t h e  Amrmative Were:  Ahmnnn. Anderson. Bedford. Rrnson, Eoyle, 
Cashman, Clwndle, Clngue, COIIPI, C. P. Cook, L. 0. Cnol t~ ,  D v n q r e ,  Do~~!lldson, D n s h ~ ~ r y ,  
Dwinn1.11, Elnf.ll. Fnsset.n, I+nshal:g, Glotzlmch, G n ~ ~ d t ~ r s o n ,  Ilarlzln~y. ITt~nilli~n, I l a ~ s o n ,  
Playcraft. C. D. Johnson, V. I,. .Jr11111son, J<hns ton ,  Rlv111. L V I I ~ P ,  L ' l I ~ ~ r ~ ~ n l t ,  i\lrOl.iith. h111rtl~11, 
Moonan, h11lrrn.r. Xvlson. Odell, Olsnn, Pau l s ,  Petvrsnn, Pcwhler, I 'otnn~n. Roclne,  Sxgeng, 
Snupstild. Schalli,r, StvlMns,  J. D. Sullivan, Sondberg, S~rauson ,  Thoe, Van Iloven, Walluce, 
Weis, Wilson, Works.-55. 

Those Who Voted in  the  Negat ive Were:  Carpenter, Dale, Dunn, Gunn, Pugh,  G. H. 
Sullivan.-6. 

But  this was  not  accomplished until a f ter  t he  reactionaries, led by  
Geo. H .  Sullivan, had made a desperate a t tempt  t o  kill the  bill by attach- 
ing a t  least  one  amendment.  Even the  changing of one word would 
have necessitated i ts  repassage by the  House ,  and it was  the  last  day, 
remember.  Th i s  roll call upon one of Mr.  Sullivan's proposed amend- 
ments  is  significant a s  indicating many of the  "team work" Senators :  

For the  Amendment: Andrvson. C~t rpen tw.  I,. 0. Conke. D;I~P,  D~nryzre. DIIIIII. Dnshory. 
Dwinnc4l. &I\rrll,  Gnnn, Johnston, Iill.in. JInrden, Mnrrny. Xc*lson, Olson, Pngh,  Putuum, 
Bockne, Rustad.  S t rb l~ ins .  G. H. Sullivan. S w u ~ ~ s c n ,  Thoe, T17allace, Wilson.-26. 

Against  the  Amendment: A l ~ n ~ n n n ,  Rtvlford, R v ~ ~ s o n .  Boylr. Cnshn~itn, Chrnille. Clngue, 
Col1f.r. C. F. Cool;, I)nni~l~lson, Dlwa, Fosstxen, F ros l r a~~g .  Olr~tal~nch,  Onnrlf~mon, H n r k n ~ y ,  
Haudlnn, f l i~nson.  TIn.~rraft, C. n. .Toh~~srrn, V. I.. dohnson, Lrncle, L ' I leraul t ,  AIeGrnth, 
Mooman, Odvll, Panlp,  Pvtrrsnn, Poehler, Sageng, Snugstad, Schaller, J. D. Sullivan, Suud- 
berg, Van Hoven, Weis, Works.-37. 

CORRUPT PRACTICES ACT. 

A complete revision and reform of the corrupt  practices ac t  w a s  
provided for in bills introduced in the House  by W. A. Fisher and W. T. 
Stone. T h e  latter followed the  Oregon s ta tu te  and included the  "pub- 
licity pamphlet" which has accomplislled s o  much for political education 
and  purification, in that progressive state. Both were  "indefinitely post- 
poned" by the  Committee on  Elections, bu t  Dr.  Stone succeeded in hav- 
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i n g  the  repor t  of  the  committee overturned on  March 7th, and  his bill 
placed on general orders  by the following vote:  

To Advance the Stone Corrupt Pract ioes Bill: A. V. bnilerson, 3. J. Anderson, G .  W. 
Rrown. 131tr11ilttist, C a n ~ l ~ l ~ e l l .  Christie. C~mlcy.  Cortvrrsr, Crnue, Ditvic.s, Dnvls. Diessnrr, Far-  
ley, F e r p ~ t s ~ m ,  Fr:tlllisoll. G r w t ,  IIardi~t&r, I l i l~tgr .  Hfv~ ion .  IIillnt:tt~, I I o f f u ~ a ~ ~ ,  Holtnl~erg, 
Hnlten. I I n ~ ~ k i ~ l s ,  C. E. Jul~nsotr, J. N. Jollttson. J. T. .lol~rtsr~tt, J l ~ s t .  RIe*rnrr. Iinnpp, Iinee- 
ln1111. I i r t~t tso~t .  I. J. Ltle, J. F. Lve. I.III:I~I(~~.Z. I m l d t w ,  \Ic.\I:trtitt. JIcNI~II. \lnttson. WllettR, 
Mnrinrity, A.  F d s o n ,  11. Krlson, N n l a ~ ~ ,  N w r ~ m ,  O'Kvill. Orr, I ' t ~ I m ~ t ~ ,  Peters. A: J. Pt,ter- 
8011. a. E. Pc~trrsnn,  0. P r t ~ r s o t t ,  I'f;w~ldcr, Putl~ium, R i w ,  B ~ I I I ' S ,  R~lwrtsot i ,  Rol,inson, Rnstad, 
Snlul~soll. S C I I ~ I ~ W .  Srbwartz ,  Skartum, SpOOner, W. T. Stone, Sulerud, Untiedt, Uteeht, 
Webb, ~Tisu i r~ \ ' s l~ i - iO .  

To  Kil l  the Bill in Committee: Aker. And. Anderson, Borgen. Rouck. L. D. Brown, 
C I ~ r k e .  Congd~~t l ,  I)ettzer, R. C. Ullnn, F o ~ l r r ,  Fnrlts. FIttRtt~tt. 1Iml.v. Ile~.aherg, Flurley, 
Iicllg. I<ttnat.. S. N. I e r ,  L(~tllolt, 1.ytliitrd. 31cDnnnl1l. ~ l i l c l i ~ t : % i r ,  >lrtt111tg. Nyr, O'Rrlen. 
F ~ i p k r ,  P w I ~ .  Rccd. Rlltmnck, S I I Y ~ I I I I ,  C. E. S t m e ,  T l t i t~ le~ l ,  Virtue, C. H. Waruer ,  Pf. 
W a r w r ,  n ' i ~ s l ~ t n ~ r ~ i ,  Wcscolt, White, Sprulier 11. H. Dunn.-39. 

T h e  Stone bill never progressed beyond general orders. I t  fell a 
victim to  the  general congestion of business and  was  not  considered o n  
i t s  final passage. * * *  

PRESIDEXTIAL DELEGATES. 

Ea rnes t  Lundeen introduced a bill providinq for  a pr imary election 
to  choose delegates t o  national conventions. Th i s  was  a copy of the  
excellent Wisconsin law, which would have interfered with the  opera- 
tion of the federal machine; accordingly i t  w a s  held in the  Committee o n  
Elections until April 12th-too la te  for  it t o  survive the  general conges- 
tion. 

* I *  

THE STATE-WIDE PRIMARY. 

S. F. No. 603, extending the  primary election law t o  s ta te  officers, 
passed the Senate,  A4arch 24th, by the following vote:  

For  State-wide Primary:  . Al~ntano. Attd~.rson, B r d f o ~ ~ l ,  Rr~tsnn.  Boylp, Carpenter, Cash- 
man. C l ~ ( ~ n # ! l ~ ,  C l i tg~~e ,  I h l r ,  D t ~ l t ~ ~ g r t ~ .  Dot~nlrl?;on. D u s l n ~ ~ y .  Dwirrt~vll, Elwell. Fnsseen. Fros- 
hnng. GIIIII~PISOII .  I I I I c I ~ I I ~ ' . ~ .  I l n t ~ s ~ m ,  II:t\-crtlft. V. L. J ~ ~ I I I S ~ ~ I I ,  Johnston. KIein. Lende, 
L ' l l t ~ a u l t .  Jlr(:ruth, & l o r d e ~ ~ ,  Mowiin. ? i lnr~ny,  Nrlson, Odell, Olson, Peterson, Pugh, i'utaam, 
Roci;~tr Rtlsti~d Sngcnr.. Saugst:ud, Schaller, Stebbins, J. D. Sullivan, Suudberg, Snanson,  
Thoe. lbnlluce. h e l s ,  Wllst~~~.--lO. 

Against  S. I?. No. 603: Culler, C. F. Cook, L. 0. Cooke, Dunn, Gunn, C. D. Johnson, 
G. 1-1. S~~l l iv i tn ,  Vat1 1Ioven.-8. 

T h e n  the "team work" began. Th i s  bill wen t  t o  the  House  Commit- 
tee on  Elections, f rom which it was recalled April 5th and made a spe- 
cial order.  T h e  s tory  of that  incident has  already been told in the 
chapter on the speakership. Following that  unexpected advantage for  
the  progressives, there  were  hurried gatherings of "alumni coaches" a n d  
representatives of the s ta te  and federal machines. Finally, af ter  several 
adjournments  of the  special order  to  give the  reactionaries more  time, 
S. F. No. 603 passed the House  on  April 15th, three  days  before final 
adjournment .  by the following vote :  

Those nrlm Voted in the Affirmntive Were:  Alwr. And. Anderson, A. V. Anderson, 
Bonck, G. W. Rro\\'n. L. D. Btvwu, Rurt t~l~l is t ,  Cnm[~t~r l l .  Christit~, Cot~lry,  Converse, Crane, 
D>~vie?;, D:~vl% Drl~scr .  Fowler, F rn l l t sw .  I.'ucbs, 1Titfftv11. R i~r~ l i l tg ,  Ehuge, Hettlon. Fivr%h~.rg, 
Aillutan, Floluthrt~g, Rolten, Hol,liltts. A I I ~ I P S .  J1'1itteB. C. E. Juhnso~t. 3. N. Johnson. Just. 
Rtwfe, l i r l ly ,  lilt*rnrr, I ina [~p ,  I ~ I I ~ ~ ( ~ ~ H I I ~ ~ ,  I i l l ~ ~ t w ~ t .  I i u t ~ a t ~ ,  I. J .  I@e. 3. F. Lee, Lr~tnon,  
Lilwrn, I , I I I I I I I P ~ ~ ,  ImiB~.en. Ily~ll:tr~l, 81?JI>1rtilt. J l rSe i l ,  \Iattson. l\lt.ttling, Mlt l t~t t r ,  Morlnrity. 
hiorton. Knsh, Kulat~. Kye. Nggrvn. O ' B ~ ~ C I I ,  O ' N ~ i l l ,  01.1'. I ' n l n ~ ~ r .  Perry,  A. J. Petersn~t ,  0. 
P(~ t t~ r son .  Pf:l?~tder, Putttnm, Ril~ettnck. RIce, Rincs. R I I I I I ' ~ ~ S I ) I I ,  Rohli~snn, Rtlstad. Snmpson, 
Srlnllrr. Schwnrtz. S k a r t u u ~ ,  Si~oouvr, W. T. S to l~e ,  Su l r rad ,  T1iivl1.n. Utttlc~dt. Utecht, Vox- 
land. C. 11. Wiirner, E. Warner ,  Washburn, Webb, Wescott, Whitiug, Wisuiewski, Speaker  
H. H. Dutt11.-92. 

Those Who Voted in  the  N e ~ n t i v e  Were:  Borgen, Dlessner, R. C. Dunn. Edwards. Healy, 
HoW~uttn, ;\lncIienaie, A. Nelson, H. Nelson, Papke,  Peters, Reed, Saggnu, C. E. Stone, Vlrtue. 
White.-16. 

O f  course the bill had been amended by Pfaender  and others  and had  
to b e  repassed by the  Senate. O n  April 17th Senator  Haycra f t  moved 
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that the Senate concur in the House amendments. Senator Rockne 
moved a substitute motion that the Senate do not concur, but appoint a 
conference con~n~i t tee ,  which carried by a vote of 32 to 30, thereby de- 
feating the state-wide primary. The  vote was as follows: 

To Delay the Passage of S. F. 603: B~~dfnr i l .  Cnrlwnter, Clngor. Coller. Dpnegre. Duea, 
Dunn, I )~~s ln~r . r .  U\rillr~rll, Elnrell. Posst*rn. F r o s l ~ n ~ ~ g .  GUII I~ ,  Hackney, C. D. Johrlsol~, Joh~lston,  
Klelll. I . ' l l r r , ~ ~ ~ l t ,  .\larden, Blurrny, Nrls?n, Olsoii, P u ~ 1 1 ,  Putuaru, Rockne, Rustad, Scllaller, 
Stebbius. G. 8. Sullivan, Swanson, Wnlloce, Wilsou-32. 

To Repass the P r imary  Bill: Ahmanu, An(1rrsnn. Brnson, Boyle, Cashman. Cheadle, 0. 
R. Cook, 1>:1Ic., D o ~ ~ a l d s o l ~ ,  Glc8tzl~neh. Gul~dr r so~ l .  I-Ia~idIan, IIanson, FIa.vcrnft, V. L. Johnson, 
Lewle, Mr(:lntll, I\luouan, Odv11. Pau l s ,  I'ettwxm, Poehler, Sugeug, Snugstad, J. D. Sullivan 
Bundbt.rg, Thoe, Van tloven, Weis, Works.-30. 
' 

The  Conference Committee consisted of Senators Rockne, Haycraft 
and Putnam, appointed by Lieutenant-Governor Gordon, and Representa- 
tives Holmburg, R. C. Dunn and MacKenzie, by Speaker Dunn. Their 
report was never considered by either body. In both branches the poli- 
ticians and special interests were saved by final adjournment. 



CHAPTER X. 

LIQUOR LEGIS.LATPON. 

T h e  brewery combine is corrupt.  Th i s  element probably spends 
more  money t o  elect "controllable" members  than all the  o ther  special 
interests placed together.  I shall not a t t empt  t o  suggest the  number  of 
!egislathe candidates who received a "small contribution f rom friends" 
in liquor circles t o  help ou t  with campaign expenses. A check for  $500.00 
was  "small." 

T h e  brewers exert .  an  immeasurably evil influence in Minnesota poli- 
tics. The i r  profligacy and unscrupulous practices in campaigns make 
the  better class of citizens hesitate to  become candidates for the legis- 
lature,  and results directly in the election of law makers  lacking both in 
a patriotic conception of their duties and in the  character which should 
accompany such responsibility. T h e  liquor interests do  not  require a 
high order  of intelligence in the  ordinary legislator elected through their  
aid, and only suHicient integrity to  insure that he will s tay  bought af ter  
being paid for  in campaign expenses. T h e  logical and inevitable sequel 
is  wha t  is known legislatively a s  the "brewery bunch," whose  chief re- 
quisite for statesmanship,  f rom the  saloon point of view, is a faithful fol- 
lowing of a few shrewd bell wethers,  of which the  special interests a re  
never in need. 

I t  has  already been indicated w h y  the  brewery combine wanted t o  
elect members  and dominate the  session, a s  they undoubtedly did. A 
number  of measures of the deepest fundamental importance,-the initia- 
tive and referendum, the  recall, the  bill making it possible for the  people 
t o  change their  own consti tution, extension of the  primary, etc.,-men- 
aced their  political supremacy and h,ad t o  be killed. T h e n  there  were  
many attempted reforms relating directly t o  their  own  field of business. 
T h i s  chapter deals with them. 

T h e  Temperance Comnlittee appointed by Speaker Dunn  consisted 
of F. L. Palmer,  chairman, and four o ther  progressives, H e n r y  P. Webb,  
J. E. Peterson,  E. F. Whit ing and Ralph E. Crane, t he  last  three  of 
whom, like the  chairman, were  new members  and inexperienced in com- 
mittee room controversy;  Alex. Nelson, a ra ther  unprogressive county 
optionist;  and Harr ison White ,  Albert  Pfaencter, Leonard Virtue,  Geo. 
A. MacKenzie, L .  D. Brown, W. H .  Wescot t ,  W .  A. Just, E. J. Fuchs,  and  
H e n r y  A. Hoffman, reactionaries. the  first six being experienced, espe- 
cially shrewd, and loyal t o  the  liquor interests. I n  the Senate Lieutenant- 
Governor Gordon appointed a Temperance Committee composed of V. L. 
Johnson, chairman, Julius E. Haycraf t ,  C. J. Gunderson, T. E. Cashman, 
Geo. H .  Elwell, C. W. Odell and A. L. Hanson,  progressives;  and Julius 
Coller and T. M. Pugh,  anti-county optionists. These  committees a re  
given here because they  had vital connection with the  measures t o  be 
considered. * * f 

COUNTY OPTION. 

Speaker Dunn  promised the  appointment of a Temperance Commit 
tee which would report  out  a county option bill. T h a t  was  done, and 
much more. Henry  Rines introduced H.  F. No. .201, the county option 
bill of the  Anti-Saloon League, on  January 25th. Wi th in  less than 2 
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week the  Temperance Committee acted upon i t  a t  a meet ing attended 
by  Speaker Dunn. A t  his request the  bill was  sent  t o  the  House  with 
the  recommendation that  it be made a special order  for February  3rd, 
t w o  days  later. Mr. Rines protested, but in vain. T h e  administration 
was  determined no t  only t o  redeem its promise to  ac t  promptly,  but to 
push the  bill s o  fast  tha t  i ts  advocates would not  have t ime t o  prepare 
adequately for  the  debate." T w o  years before the  politicians had shu t  
off discussion by moving the previous question;" this was  an  a t tempt  
t o  diminish the  dreaded debate by precipitating final action before the  
friends of the bill were  ready. 

T h e  action of the  Temperance Committee was  s o  obviously unfair 
tha t  their  recommendation was  repudiated by a vote of 65 to  48, one 
of the  most crushing rebukes of the entire session. W h e n  Mr. Palmer '  
moved that  the  committee report ,  fixing the  t ime for the  special order  
on  February  3rd. be adopted. Mr. Rines moved that  the  bill be made a 
special order  for February  7th. T h e  substi tute mot ion prevailed by the  
following vote:  

To Overturn the  Temperance Committee Report: AIwr. And. Anderson, A. V. Anderson, 
J .  J. A I I ~ ~ P ~ S O I I ,  Rnothroy;l, RO~PI ' I I ,  R~trnquist .  Cnml~lwll. Cbristir, CnngAnn. Conlep. Cou- 
vcrse, CWII(',  Davi(~s,  I)i~vIs. D I > I I Z P ~ ,  I~:~l\viirds, I ~ n r l t ~ y ,  F I . ~ ~ I I S O U .  I:on.ler, Fr~tnksnn.  CIreme, 
Hanlinp.  Il:~rtg~*, I I o l ~ n l ~ r r g .  I-Iolten. I i t ~ l ~ l ; i ~ ~ s ,  C. E. ,IO~IIISOTI, ,I. N. .Johnsnn, J .  T. Jol~nsou,  
I i Ivu~?r .  Iinilp11, IinuIson. I<unzt~. I. .I. Ltv,  J .  F. Im*, S. N. T.rc. Li l~t l l~erg,  Lund(*en, I\IcJIar- 
t in ,  Nnttson. Jlorton, Nssh, A. Nrlson, 11. Xvlmn, Noliin. Sge.  Ky~r t ' l i ,  Orr. P r r rp ,  A. J. 
I't.t?rsort. J. E. Pt.t~.rson, Plitnalu, R i w s ,  R c ~ h ~ r t s o n .  R O ~ I ~ I I S O I I ,  Rnstad.  S~;IIITIIIU, Spooner, 
W. T. Stone, Snlrrnd,  Voslnnd, C. EI. TI'nr~l<.r. E. W a r l ~ e r ,  TVnbhl~~trn, Wrl!b-132. 

To Sustain the  Committee: Ro11r1;. C..  W. I{ro!vn. L. D. Rrown. Clnrlie, L)Jt~ssner, R. 0. 
Dnun, I'u?hs, Il:~lTt<%. Htsaly, ~ I C - I I ~ O I I ,  I I<~rzh?rg,  Ilillmnn. IloKnlnn, Ititrlf~y, J~l i iwIc.  Jus t ,  
I h t ~ f e .  l i ~ ~ l l g .  Iinecla~irl, Lenxou, Lihc.r:1. 1,)-diard. i \ l ;~cIi t~nzic.  l I c S ~ ~ l l ,  Alrttlinp, h l l~wt te ,  
itIoriarity, O'Zriun, Palmer,  P:lplie, I'vters. 0 .  I ' I ~ ~ I ~ ~ s o I I ,  I'Pil~'!rilrr. Rwd.  R l l ~ ~ n n c l i .  Rice, 
Sngg:~n,  Schula,r, Scl~wxrtz .  C .  12. Stone, Sullivail, Thieleu, Uuticdt, Uiecht, Virtue, Wescott, 
Wisnie!rslii, Spmlier  11. 1-1. DUIIII-~S. 

T h e n  came Fcbruary  7th, the  day of the  special order ,  and the  county  
spt ion bill was  placed on i ts  final passa,ge, where  a direct vote could be  
taken, for t he  first t ime in years. H. F. No. 201 was  defeated by the  
following vote : 

For County Option: A. V. Anderson, J. J. Anderson. Bnrnqnist, Cnmphcll, Cnnley, Crnne, 
Dnvies, I)nvis, 1%. C. I h n n .  P r r c n s o ~ ~ .  F r a ~ ~ k s o n ,  II:lnlii~g. I I i l l u~ ;~n ,  H o I I I I I I ~ ' ~ ~ ,  IIolten, C. E. 
Johmon. 6. h'. Johiisnn, J .  T. J u l ~ ~ ~ s o n ,  I<lrmw. I.;~u,t'la!~~l. I . ; I I I I ~ S I ~ ,  I i r~ t~zv ,  I. 3. Leu, J. F. 
Let,. I.intlhrrg, >lr>I:?rtin, ; \ l n t t so~~ ,  LIo r t~~n ,  A. X ~ ~ l s o n .  Nolan, O 'S~d l l .  Orr. Pi~lnlvr ,  A. J. 
Peterson,  J. E. rt'tersnn, Putuam, Rinvs, R ~ l ~ r r t s t ~ ~ ~ .  Ri~sf;~rl .  Sampson, S k ~ ~ r t ~ t m ,  Sponner, 
W. T. Stone, Snlrrud. Vosl:tt~d, C. 11. V'nruvr. E. R'arnrr ,  Wasblmrn, Wehh, Whiting-50. 

Against  County Ogticn: Al;c,r. And. A I I I ~ T ~ O I I ,  Boothrogd. I3orpe11. Rwr l i .  G .  W. Brown, 
L. D. Grunn ,  Cliristic~. Cl;~i'l;e, Cong~loi~.  Col~v<*rr~ ' .  D ~ ~ n z f ~ r ,  i ) i < w m ~ r .  Edn-nr~le. I~'nrl?g. Fouvler, 
FIICIIS, G r w t u ~ ,  IInKtPn, 11:1ugl~, I i ~ w l s .  IIt~11iot1, I I ~ ~ r x i l ~ ~ r g ,  I I~~ITulsn,  I i ~ ~ p l i l ! ~ s ,  F I I I ~ I ~ ~ ~ ,  .Jeliwk, 
Just ,  1<1~.fv, i.;~~lI.s, I i n ; ~ p ~ ) ,  S. N. Lre,  LPIIIIOII .  Li l~cra,  LI I I IC~P~ ' I I .  Lytliilrit, McI )o~~i~ ld .  MnrKen- 
zie, hIcS?il, 11citlillg. Xinct te .  J lor iar i ts ,  Nssh. 11. Nl~lsnlt. Nye. Sygl.t.n. O'BrIvn, I'nl~lc?, 
Pt%rry. I'pt?rs. 0. P v t ~ ~ r s o n ,  Pfao~iBvr, Rtwl, R i l ~ r l ~ a r l i ,  Rice, Rol~lnsou, Snggi~u. Schuler, 
Sch!r,lrtz. C. E. Stone. SulIlvu11, T l ~ i ~ ~ l c n ,  Unticdt, Utecht, Virtue, Wescott, White ,  R'isuiew- 
ski ,  Spcvtkrr 11. H. Du~lt~--(iB. 

I n  the  Senate the  same  county  option bill was  introduced by  V. L. 
Johnson. I t  was  reported f o r  passage by the  Temperance Committee 
and made a special order  f o r  February  ZOth, when i t  was  defeated by  the  
following vote:  

For  County Option: Rrdfwd  Cnshmnn, Ilnle, Dn-innell, Elwell, Fosseen, Froshaug, Gun- 
derson, Har i i~wp.  1Ial1son. I-i2l.rcrnft, V. L. .Jrhneon. Lelldt,. K~lsr ln,  Odell, Peterson, Putnam. 
Rustad.  Sagt.rlg, S n r ~ g s t ~ ~ d ,  S ~ u d l ~ r g ,  Thoe, Wnllnce, Wilaorr-24. 

Azainst  County Option: A h m n n ,  A ~ ~ l t ~ s c n .  Ilenson, Rwle .  Carpenter, Chendle, Clapue, 
Collpr, C. I?. Cook. L. 0. Cnokr. Dcv~rgrt.. I)lwn. DUUII,  D l ~ s l ~ u r y .  Glotzlr~~ch.  Gunn, EI~tttdlan, 
6. D. Johnson, Johnston, I i le i~l ,  L 'JI twult ,  AlcGrnth, AIard~w. hlurr~lp,  Olson. P H I I I ~ ,  Puvhler, 
Pugh, Rochue, Schaller. Stebbins, G .  E. Sullivan, J. U. Sullivan, Swanson, VauHoven, Weis, 
Works-37. * * *  

STATE-WIDE PROHIBITION. 

A. V. Anderson introduced H. F. 389, providing fo r  state-wide pro- 
hibition, on February  8;h. T h e  Temperance Committee reported i t  for 
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"indefinite postponement" March 3rd. T h e  report of the Committee was  
overturned and the bill placed upon general orders by the following vote: 

Those Who Voted in the  Afirmative Were:  A k v ,  A. V. A1111t~rsot1, J.  d .  Allllrrroll, 
Boothro?d, I111rll(llli~t. Chrisf i t~,  Colllty, C L I I I V ~ ~ S P ,  C:WN?, I):~civs, 1); i~is .  Ed\\-i~rtls. l.i:~rleyr 
Frnnkwn, I i n ~ ~ g r .  Ililltunn, T1uti'111:in, H o l m l ~ ~ r g ,  Ilolton, Ilopkitts. C. E. .JoIti~soi~, J. N. .IUIID 
son, J.  T. J011it~l111, I<lt'~lter. I < I I I I I I I ) .  I ~ I I I I ~ S O U ,  I i u t i ~ t ~ .  I. J .  I.w, J .  P. I.re, S. K. I.Pc, Lind- 
berg, Lu~irl~'tw, Nri\ltirtiu. I \ I :~ t f s~m,  Uurt:m, 11. Nt~lson, N1111111. O'Xvill, Orr, Pa l~ t iw,  A. 3. 
Yrttmolt, J .  E. I'?trrsou, O P<.trrson, I ' u t ~ ~ s m ,  Rice, R i w s ,  Rolrtvtaort, 12r~lr111sm1, Rirstnd, 
Saml~son,  Scllwilrtz. S l ; l l ~ ' t ~ i ~ ~ ,  Spuourr, W. T. Stone, Solerod, Vosiuild, TVasl~born, Webb, 
Whiting, n'isnir\\-skl-60. 

Those W!lo Voted in the  Negative Were:  And. Anderson, Bnrgt'n, Boi~cl;, G .  W. B r o w a  
E. D. Brown, C n ~ ~ ~ p l w l i ,  Clark~:, l w t w r ,  I)iess~wr, R. C. rh1t111, I ~ C T ~ S O I I ,  l~owlc~r ,  i?~icbs, 
Grernr. IIttlYtrn, 1I~~;t ly.  FIe~tiirti. I l t~ r rb r rg ,  . l ~ ~ l l t ~ r l ~ ,  Just ,  lit.<,t3c, liellg. I i t ~ ~ ~ l i \ ~ l ( l ,  I . ~ I I I I ~ I U ,  
Lfbrra, I.?di;trrl, I l r l > ~ ~ l t n l ~ l .  , \ l . rcI i~~tiai~,  blcSt,il, Mettliug, .\littt.tte, J10ri:iritg. I\.asb, Nyc, 
Kygren, O'Brir11, I'itpke, I'erry. I'r.t~.rs. !'f;~el~der, Rcwl, Rilwtint.k, Sn;:':iu, S ~ h u I v r ,  C. lQ. 
Stone, Sullivan, Th iekn ,  Uutiedt, Virtue, C. H. R'nruer, Wescott, Whit<:, Spe2ikt.r H. B. 
Dunu-53. 

The session adjourned with this measure still on general orders. 
* * *  

A "daylight lid law" was introduced in the House by J. N. Johnson 
and in the Senate by 0. A. Lende. This  measure provided that saloons 
should close at eight o'clock. Bills prohibiting lunches in saloons and 
forbidding screens, chairs or tables in saloons were also presented by 
these members, but never reached a final vote. All three were "indefi- 
nitely postponed" by the House Temperance Committee. 

S F. No. 287, by Senator Lende, making saloon keepers liable for 
damages in cases of injury resulting from the sale of liquor, became a 
law, after first being amended by Senator Dunn, brewery attorney, to 
make it  apply only to  the "unlawful" sale of intoxicants. 

S. F. No. 423, by Senator Hanson, prohibiting the  sale of ma!t ex- 
cept in licensed saloons, also passed both branches. 

* * * 
H. F. No. 296, by  Palmer  and Hopkins. prohibiting treating in saloons 

was defeated in the House, April 4th, by the following vote, 61 affirmative 
votes being necessary for the passage of a bill: 

Against Public Treat ing:  A. V. A~tdrl.son. J. J. Anderson, Barnq~ils t ,  Cam(lhcl1, Conley, 
Convt3rsr, Duvirs. I h r i s ,  R. C. Diinn. F t q y s o o .  Ih"ulrson, II:~rdill", I l i i t ~ g ~ ,  Ililli~tnti, HoItn- 
berg, H o l t ~ n ,  IIo~~liIns.  C. E. Johnson, J. N. .Johnson, 3. T. Joliuson, Iivllp, I i l ~ ~ r n ~ ~ r ,  Atietl- 
lnzd, Rnutson. Iilrlize, I. 3. Lee, .I. IT. Lee. L i t l d l ~ ~ r g ,  I.~tndren, I ,~dl~1.d.  hlc1\lartin. hI:tttson, 
'Norton, H. Nelson. Nolan. O'Nrill, l';iltner, A. .J. Pett,rsnn, J. E. Prtcrson, 0. Petersou, 
Putnam, R i n w  Rnstad. Snml,son. Srl i i~lrr .  SlinlTum, Spooner, W. T. Stone, Solerud, Vos- 
land, C. 11. Warner, E. Wsrnvr, Qfebb. n'llltillg-54. 

For Public Treat ing:  Alirr, And. AtiO6~rsnn, Bnothroyd, Rorgen, Boiich, G .  W. Brown. 
E. D. Brown, Cbvistie, Clarke, Drtizer, Divsstirr. Ecl\\'nrrls, Furlts. Gr~vnc.. Il:~U'ten, n ~ l y ,  
Henion, Ht%alirrg, IlofPrnan, H u r l t , ~ ,  Jr l inrk,  Just ,  I<eef?, I,ilr~~rn, 81rI)tmiild, hInrKtwxle, 
McNril, Mr t t l l i~g .  Blinntte, Nse, Nl.grcn, 0'Rrit.n. PtWy, Peters ,  PParti~ler, Rcwl, Ribenack, 
Rohlnsoli, Sagnii, Schwartx, C. E. Stone, Thielen, Untiedt, Utecht, Virtue, Washburn, We% 
mtt, White, Wisuiemski-50. 

* * * 
THE DUNN ROAD EIO'JSE BILL. 

H. F. No. 637 was introduced by E. C. Dunn, February 28th. It was 
, reported f rom the Temperance Comnilttee w~t l lou t  recon~mendation and 

made a special order for April 11th. T h e  purpose of the bill was to  pre- 
vent the licensing of saloons by county conin~issioners in little country 
places which were unincorporated and without local police regulations. 
I t  was aimed principally at "road house" resorts. This  measure passed 
the House, but not  until it had been hopelessly emasculated by an amend- 
ment. 

This  amendment was offered by L. H. Rice. I t  may have been pre- 
pared by some legislat~ve agent of the brewers and given to  Mr. Rice t o  
present in the  hope that i t  would attract less opposition than if intro- 
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duced b y  some more  prominent reactionary, Mr. Rice being only a pri- 
vate in the  ranks.  I t  provided that the law should not apply t o  any  "rail- 
road town I~av ing  a 1:ostoffice and one or  more  general s tores  and g ram 
elevators, and where  passenger and f rc ight  trains make regular stops,," 
which, of course, included scores of  just such little hamlets as the  bill 
was intended t o  protect.  Th i s  "safety" clause was  voted into the meas- 
ure  without a roll call, but later Mr. Iclemer moved to  reconsider the  
vote, whereby the  Rice amendment  was  adopted. T h e  Iclerner motion 
was  defeated 51 t o  61, but it serves t o  show who wanted an  effective 
"road house" law. T h e  vote was  a s  follows: 

Against  the  Rice Amendment: A. V. Antlwson, J .  J. Anderson, Burnqnist, Camplit-11, 
Co111ey. Crane, Davit% h v i s ,  It,  C. I)IIIIII, Vnrky,  1<'ra11kstm, I I :~ r~ l ing ,  Ilauge, I ~ I i l l ~ ~ ~ n n ,  
Holmlierg, IIoltt'u, I - Io~k i~ l s ,  C. E. Jol~nson,  J .  N. J o l ~ ~ ~ s o n ,  3 .  T. d o l ~ r i s o ~ ~ .  1<1,'111(~r, I inv r l t i~~d ,  
Iiuilrre, Iinlltson, I. J. Lcsci, .J. F. L w .  I.irlAberg, L l i l ~ i l t ~ r ~ ,  3lcJli1rtin. h l a t t s o ~ ~ ,  hll,rton, A. 
Nelson. Nolnn, O'Nrill. P n l m ( ~ ,  A. J. P r t r r s o ~ ~ ,  J. E. l',.terson, P u t ~ i a m .  Rilles, Rol,ertson, 
Bustad,  S a r ~ ~ ~ i s o u ,  S l ~ ~ l ' t r l u ~ ,  Spoooer, IV. T.  Stone, Solerod, Vosland, C. 8. Wtrrner, 1. 
Warner ,  Welrb, Whitiug-51. 

For the Rice Amendment: Aker. And. Andtvson. Ilorzen. Bollcli. G .  W. Bromn. L. D. . . ,  
Brown. Clarlir. C O X I Z ~ < I I I .  I I t ,~~zr r .  D l ~ ~ s s n c ~ r .  E d ~ v i ~ ~ ~ l s .  FV~L'IISOII.  R11v1~~1.. F t i ~ h s  GIVPIIC. TlnR- . - . ~ '. , c. . , - . . . . . . . . . , . . . . - 
ten. Hc%ly. 1Irl1io11, I l t~ral l t~rg,  1.1nR111al1, IIllrlc~y, .Tt~li~lvli. .Tust, Tivt'fts, Iic~lly, Iillnpp, S. N. I.t.e, 
Lennon, hlcDoln~ld, bl i~cl i twzit~,  31cS~nil, b l c t t l i ~ ~ g .  h l i~ l ,~ t t e ,  I\lori:~rit.r, SII~II.  11. Ntalso~~, Nye, 
i'iygren G'Bvien, Paplie, 1't.r~~'. Pt.ter.9, 0. Pc~tcrson, I ' f : ~ r ~ ~ ( l ~ * r .  R w d ,  R i l ~ e ~ ~ n c l i ,  Rice, Rol~io-  
son. Soggao. Scholer, Sch\wrtn,  C .  E. Stoue, Sullivan, Thir len,  Untiedt, Utecht, Virtue, 
Wash l~uru .  Wescott. White. Wisnie\\-slii-61. 

After an  a t tempt '  t o  further amend the  bill by  Mr. Kelly had failed, 
H. F. No. 637 passed the House  by the  following vote:  

Ayes: A. V. Andrrson, J. J. Anilersan, ~ r ~ r n q n l s t ;  C ~ ~ n ~ p l w l l ,  Congilon, Conley, Crane, 
Drtvira, Davis. R. C. I ) I I I I ~ ,  1krlr.y. I'er.nsr~n, I.'o\vlrr, Fr:~ill;son. I l a r d i ~ ~ g .  IIauge, I-lilln~an, 
Eolmbere.  Holten. I l o n l d ~ ~ s .  Jr~lint~l;. C. E. Jo l lnso r~  J .  N. J ~ ~ I I I W I I .  J. T. J o l ~ r ~ s o ~ ~ .  dust. I<wfe.  

Webb. White ,  Whi t i l~z ,  Spealier FI. El. Dul111.-67. - .  

Noes: Alier, All(!. Al~dwson,  Borgen. Boucli. G. W. R r n \ ~ n ,  L. D. Brown. Clnt'lre, Denzer, 
Diessner, Edn.nrds, i*'nclls, Grwne ,  I1:1Wtr.n. IIc~alp, Tlrnion, J I ~ r a l ~ e r g .  I Inb!l~:~n,  Rur l rp ,  
Kelly, S. N. Lre, McDonnlA, ~ I I I c I ~ P I I % ~ C ,  i\lcNf'il, l l t ~ t t l i ~ ~ g ,  iblinkllte, hlnrinl,it,~, 11. N1.1soi1, Nse, 
Nygren, O'Eritw, P:~l?lit!, Ptvry,  Pe t r r s ,  0. Petc.rsou, I'fntwler. Ilcwl. I l i l ~ e ~ ~ a r t ,  Snggnu, Schul- 
er. C. 1. Stoue, Sullivan, Thicleo, Uutiudt, Utccht, Virtue, Wescott, Wisuien'sh--17. 

* * *  
Senator  Olson slipped a saloon measure  through the  Senate.  I t  was  

S. F. No. 131 t o  repeal a special law enacted to  prevent a certain town 
in Jackson County f rom issuing licenses. T h e  bill was  not  unmasked 
until a f t e r  it had passed the  upper branch and only the  heroic work of 
f .  N. Johnson defeated i t  in the  House. I t  failed t o  pass on  April 13th 

u vote: by t h e  followin, 
Ayes: Alier, Borgen, Eoncli, G. W. Brown: L. D. Bromn, Clarke, Crane, Denzer, Farley,  

Fomlrr, Fucbs, Greew,  Flwion, HofPman. H o p l i ~ r ~ s ,  1311rlry. .Jnst, K w f r ,  Iivlly. Iimlse, S. N, 
Lee, Lihern. MacKenzic, i\IcDonald, hlel!nrtin, Mettlinz. J l i l~t , t te ,  3ioriarity, Knsh, 11. Nrlson, 
Nye, O'Rrien, O'Scil. Pnplie, I'?rry, J. B. Pet?r$on. Rerd, Ril~ellncl;, R inw,  Snggnn. Sr1111lt-r, 
Schwartz, Untiedt, Utt-cht, Virtue, C. H. Warner ,  Webb, WeScott, White, Wisuiewski, 
Speaker  E. H. Dunn-50. 

Noes: A. V. A~lderson, J. J. dnfierson, BoothroyA, Bllrnquist, Cnmpb~l l .  Coniey, Con- 
verse. Dnvies, Frrguson, Fr.inkson, IInr'ding, I l i l l n~an .  I Iolrnl~t~rg.  Ilr,ltt~n, C. E .  . J o h ~ ~ s t ~ n ,  J. N. 
Johnson, J. T. Jnhnsnn, Iilerner, I. J. I.er, .J. F. I.re. L u ~ ~ i l e r n .  Lgdiard, Mattson, hlorton, 
Nolan Palmrs.  P t a e ~ ~ i l e r .  Potnam. Robiuson. S a m ~ ~ s o n ,  Sliartum, W. T. Stone, Sulerud, - .-.. . ~ 

Vorlaud, E. Wnrner-35. 

T h e n  Albert  Pfaender  came t o  the  rescue of the  measure,  had the  
vote whereby it was  defeated reconsidered, and the  bill placed upon gen- 
eral  orders. I t  was  no t  reached again. 

* * * 
TEE ROT?Ii.TSON "BREWERY BILL." 

H. F. 745, by  Clinton Robinson, w a s  in a class with county  option as 
a real bona fide menace t o  the  breweries. I t  provided tha t  all brewery 
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wagons should be  licensed and specified as t o  how they should be  regu- 
lated. T h e  bill was  aimed chiefly a t  houses of prosti tution and blind 
p ~ g s ,  and would have resulted in a greatly decreased illegal sale of liquor. 
I t  was  of such importance that  one of the  fiercest fights of t he  session 
was  waged about  it. 

T h e  Temnerance Committee voted t o  "indefinitelv ~ o s t ~ o n e "  this 
bill, but neve; made tha t  recommendation t o  the  ~ o u s e .  - ~ f t e r  learning 
of this action Mr. Robinson quietly intimated t o  members  of that  com- 
mittee that  he would make a speech the  next morning on  the  specific 
question of brewery infliience in the  legislature. T h e  1C.lemer incident 
was  still fresh in the  minds of these law givers and,  following a hasty 
consultation, the Temperance Committee was  called together  in extra- 
ordinary session, the previous kill in^ of the Robinson brewery bill recon- 
sidered, and the measure sent  t o  the  House  with the  u n a n i ~ ~ ~ o u s  recom- 
mendation that  it be placed on general orclers. 

Subsequently H. F. 745 was made a special order  and put  upon i t s  
final passage April 11th. I t  was  defeated by the following vote:  

d y e s :  A. V. A t l d ~ v n n ,  J. J. Anilcrsnn, noo t l~ ro rd .  73itr1iq11ist, Cnrnl~l~vll. Christie, 

Rollinson, Rnstntl, Stlni!wm. Sclllvnl'ts, S k a r t ~ ~ r i ~ .  Spoonl'r, W. T. Stuue, Sulerud, Voslru~d, 
C. It. \Yarn[~r. E. T n r n e r ,  W t ~ s l ~ h n r n ,  WI'IIII, TTbiling-5i. 

LOCAL OPTIOK FOR CITIES O F  TEIE FOUXTE CLASS. 

T h e  opnonents of county option justify their position b y  espousing 
the other  theor>--local option. ThercFore the  s tory  of wha t  an  anti- 
county ontion legislature did to  the  bills t o  extend local option t o  cities 
of  the fourth class will be both interestinn and instrilctive. 

0 1 1  February  3rd. J. N. Johnson intz-oduced 13. F. No. 329, es tending 
the  riqlit t o  vote on the  license question to  cities of the  fourth class. 
T h e  bill did not  disturb the prescnt law in so  far a s  it relates t o  o i l l a ~ e s ,  
where  the  question of license or  n o  license can be submitted t o  the voters  
if a petition is siqned by  ten citizens. T h e  I-Touse Temnerance Commit- 
tee considered this measure February  lGth and it was  "indefinitely post- 
poned." T h e  n e s t  mornin? Mr. Johnson made one of the  sensational 
sneeches of the session in suppor t  o f  this measure and the  majority of the  
Temperance Comrnit!ee w h o  reported killing the  bill were  overwhelm- 
ingly repudiated by the following vote:  

Hillmnn. Rofflrlnn. I lolmlwrr ,  Floltr~rl, Aopl;ins, ,J<, l l~~vli ,  C. E. .Tolinson. J .  N. Johnson, J. T. 
Jnllnson, Alvtncr, Rlinnp. I~litv~l:lr~Il. 1<1llltSnll. Ii1111zt~. 1. .T. TPC, J .  IF. I,W, S. N. 1.w. Llnnnn, 
r.i~rr11,oro T.nnrl~r,,. I.wIinrr1. IIcI!artin. BlcNril. J I l n ~ t t ~ .  hlnrton. Nasli. A.  Nelson. R. Nrl- - . , , . . . . . . , -. . . . 
son. Nolan. K,&;i)'l\'cill. 0'i.r. ~ x l l n c r ,  Pelt'?. .4. J .  Pvirrson. .T: 15. Petrrsnn. 0. '~r&l.b&, 
p i i t ~ ~ n r n  R e d .  Rice, Rinrs ,  Rolwrtson, Robinson, Rns t~u i ,  S n n i ~ ~ s o n ,  S c l i r ~ i r t z .  Sknrtnm 
~noonrr . '  TT'. 1.. Stnnc, Sulernd, Voslaud, C. 8. Warner,  E. Warner ,  Wasllburn, Webb, Whit: 
&, Wlsnirv.ski-84. 

To Permi t  the  Committee t o  Kill  the Bill: Andrew AnArrson, Bonrk, L. D. Bromn, 
Clnrlie, Cnnvrrsr, Divssnrr. Foriis. TIWly, Henion. Hwzher r .  TTitrlry, Jns t ,  Kerfe,  Kelly, 
Li l~ern,  ~IcDonnld,  aracliPllzir, >j txt t l inr ,  ?-~nI'i:lritr. ~ r z r t ~ r l ,  Panlie. PetPrs. Pfwlldrr .  Ribe- 
nncl<. Sassnu .  S c l i n l t ~ .  C. I. Stone, Thielen, Untiedt. Utecht. Virtue, Wescott, White ,  an6 
Speaker IT. H. Dulln-~4. 

Th i s  vote was  s o  large that  it hecame apparent  that  such a bill would 
pass. T h e n  i t  was  tha t  Speaker Dunn  i s  said to have gone t o  his Tem-  
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perance Committee and insisted on their  introducing a committee bill 
on  the  same  subject. H. F. No. 892 was  the  result. T h e  substitute, 
known among  legislators a s  Speaker Dunn's bill, was  probably presented 
for  two  reasons: (1) t o  take away f rom Mr. Johnson the credit of pass- 
i ng  such a measure through the  House  and give that needed glory to 
the  reactionary e lement ;  and (2) t o  replace his bill, which was  a good one, 
with a substi tute full of features more  favorable t o  the  breweries. H., F. 
No. 892 contained three bad provisions not in the Johnson bill over which 
it was  given precedence. First ,  it changed the  number  of signers re- 
quired t o  submit the  license question by petition in villages and towns 
f rom ten voters to twenty-five per cent of the  voters. Second, it pro- 
vided that  a majority of those voting on the license question could carry  
for license, whereas  the old law required a majority of all voting a t  the  
election Third ,  it exempted cities with home rule charters.  

13. F. No. 892, containing all these saieguards for the  ,liquor interests, 
although introduced after the Johnson bill was  on general orders,  was  
given the  right of way. T h e  day of its introduction L. C Spooner  moved 
that  it be made a special order  for March 15th. I t  passed the  House  on 
that  date by a vote of 84 t o  27, several of the  progressives and temper- 
ance members  voting against  it. 

Thnse W l ~ o  V o t ~ l  in tlie Afirmative Were:  Aker. Andr,~rn Anderson. J. J. Andemon, 

. .  . 
Pl- t( ' r f i~n,  Rwtl , '  ~ i b e n a < k ,  Ricr. ~ o l ; i ~ l s o n .  ~ i ; g g a u .  S;~ml,sr~n, Srli~ilr.r, Sclin.:~rtz. S ] N X ) I I ~ ~ ~ .  
C. E. Stolle. Sullivnn. Tliit~ltw. Untl t~dt ,  Virtlle, C. H. Ti'arllt~, Kashburii, Ti'escutt, White, 
Whiting, n'isniv\rski, and Spt.alittr H. El. Dune-84. 

Thost. Who Votrd i n  the Nepntive WPW: A. V. Andersnn, navies. li.eytlSn11. IInrdiug. 
C. E. Johnso~i ,  J. T. J o h ~ i s o ~ ~ ,  Klrmer. I. J .  L r r ,  J. E'. l . ~ ,  I.indlwg, M c J l i ~ ~ ~ t i ~ l .  31attson. 
tdi~~t . t te .  A. Nvlson. Nolan, P f a v ~ ~ d e r .  Potn:lm, Rilles, Robertson, Rustad, Sknrtum, W. T. 
Stunr, Sul(~rnd,  Utwht .  Voslnnd, B. Karl ler ,  Kvltll-27. 

I t  then passed into the Senate.  The re  it was  amended by Senator  
Haycraf t  and others,  restoring the old s ta tus  of villages and towns, and 
extending its application t o  cities with home rule charters. W h e n  the bill 
was  reached on general orders,  April ICth, Senator  Dunn, brewery attor- 
ney, had it amended, striking out the reference to  home rule cities, and  
in that  form it passed the Senate unanitnously April 17th. 

I t s  next journey was  back t o  the  House  for concurrence in the  
Senate amendments.  Mr. MacKenzie moved that  the  House  do not con- 
cur  and asked for a conference committee.  Mr. Davies made a suhsti- 
tu te  motion that  the  House  do  concur and repass the bill. Th i s  substi- 
tu te  motion was lost ,  52 t o  56, thereby defeating the a t tempt  t o  extend 
local option t o  cities of the  fourth class. Th i s  vote,  which was the real 
test on the  question of extending local option to  cities of the  fourth class, 
was  a s  follows, those voting "aye" being in favor of the  bill: 

Those n'ho Voted in the  Affirn~at ive Were:  A. V. At~dt~rso!!. Rnnthroyrl. Dnrnqnist. Camp- 
bell, Coiile).. Converse. Crane. DI IV~I%,  Davis. Farlyy. Ft,I'gllson. Freiltsnn. FTi~r( l i~~g.  II~t lgt . ,  
Hillman, Rol~nlwrg.  Holtrn.  Hopkins. C. E. J o h ~ ~ s r ~ l l .  J. N. .1ol111so11. J .  T. .Jnl~~lson. Klt.1111~r. 
Iiunze, I. J. 1,ee. J. P. Let., I h d h t ~ r g ,  1 .nnd~en.  i\leJIiirti~i, J1atts1111. J111rtol1, A.  Nc~lst~n, 
Iiolnn. O'N(.ill, Pa1m1.r. A.  J. Pvterson, J. E. Pett 'rso~i. I ' I I ~ I I ~ I U ,  Rines, R ~ I ~ I ~ I I S O I ~ .  K~~s tn r l ,  
Sanipson, Sclirrertz. Skartnm, Sponnrr, Ti'. T. Stone. Sulrrnd,  Vos l i i~~d ,  C. H. W u r w r .  E. 
Warner. Wnshl~urti. n'hitinz. Wisl1irn'slii-52. . . , . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . -. . . . . . - . . . - 

W. Brown, L. D. Rronn,  Christie, Clarlw. Conpdon. D V I I ~ I T ,  nirsswr.. E(ln.nrds, Fnn.lc,r. 
Fnchs, Grr(,ne. F111fftr11, ITri11,v. 1Tenin11. Flcwl~vrg. I l o f f n i a ~ ~ .  F111rl<~.  .111st. Rw,f t - .  litsll$ S. N. 
Le(', 1,ennnn. I,ll,rm. Lydiarcl, h1cT)onnld. AlacKt~~iei t~.  hlcNeil. J I t , t t l l ~ ~ a .  hIori t~~' i ty ,  Ni1811. H. 
N~lsr ,u,  Nyr, O'Rrirn. Pa l~ke .  Pvrry, P ~ ~ t v r s .  0. P ~ t e r s o n .  I ' f n e ~ , r l ~ ~ r .  R I W ~ ,  Rilu~or~r.k. Rice. 
Sazgnn. Srhnlvr. C. b. Stone. Sullivan, Thir l rn,  I l n t i ~ d t ,  Utrcht. Vivtue, W ~ c o t t ,  White, and 
I p r i ~ l i r r  R. H .  Dnnn-5% 

T h e  conference committee on this bill consisted of Senators Hay-  
craft, Sageng and Lende, and  Representatives MacKenzie, Wesco t t  and  
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Palmer.  The i r  repor t  was  never acted upon in the I louse ,  and was  one 
of the things responsible for the disgraceful disorder which marked the  
final adjournment.  

I t  has always been the  custom in Minnesota on the last  night of 
the  session to  set the clock back and thus work after midnight. O n  this 
occasion, with action upon H. F. No. 892. and a number of  the  most vital 
measures pending, a crowd of saloon sympathizers f rom among  the mem- 
bers gathered about the clock and r e u s e d  to permit officers of the House 
t o  touch it. Th i s  "brewery bunch, a s  they have become known. were 
reinforced by a gang of rowdies, some third house members,  in the south 
gallery, who  prevented the insurgents f rom reaching the clock from that 
direction. The re  is a suspicion that  the whole affair was  engineered by 
brewery lobbyists. 

T h u s  surrounded and possessed, the  clock looked down upon a scene 
of disorder almost without precedent, even in the  annals of tenderloin 
saloon brawls, and ticked away the fateful minutes until midnight ar- 
rived. Then  ignoring all that an  -hour more  might have meant  to  the  
s ta te ,  T .  J .  Greene moved that the House  do  adjourn. T h a t  motion was 
defeated by a vote of 37 to  70. But the reactionaries were  not  t o  be de- 
nied T h e y  bad protected the clock; now the clock must protect them. 
I t s  hands pointed to  twelve. Th i s  "protest" was  sent  t o  the  Speaker, 
read and made a par t  of the record: 

"We, the  undersigned, members of t he  House  of Representatives of 
the  Minnesota Legislature, do, pursuant t o  section sixteen, of article four, 
of the State Constitution, protest  against  and dissent f r o m  the  considera- 
tion and passage by this House  of any  hill or  resolution, upon the ground 
that  it is now after twelve o'clock midnight of Tuesday, April lStIi, A. D. 
1911, and therefore this session has now exceeded the term of ninety leg- 
islative days and this House  has  n o  power t o  consider any  such bill o r  
resolution, and the  reasons for this dissent w e  wish entered upon the 
Journal. 

(Signed) "T. M. Ferguson, Geo. A. MacKenzie, W .  H .  Wescot t ,  Har-  
rison White ,  Chester A. Congdon, C. E. Stone, L. Virtue,  P. J. Mettling, 
M. J. Sullivan, Geo. M.  Nye." 

T h e  Speaker ruled that the hour  of twelve had arrived and that  t he  
legislative session under the  Constitution was  over. A. J. Peterson ap- 
pealed from the  decision of the chair, but the  Speaker was  sustained by 
a vote of 65 to  45. I t  was a fitting finish to  a session dominated through- 
out by the liquor element. T h a t  adjournment  should be taken with fins! 
action pending on s o  many important measures was  an  appropriate cli- 
m a x  t o  the  session-long policy of delay pursued by  the  special interest  
members.  

T h e  following day Speaker Dunn is quoted a s  saying that  he  "ought 
t o  have smashed the  clock." T h e  better,  saner,  safer course would have 
been t o  have smashed the  reactionary House  machine months  before. 



CHAPTER XI. 

DEFEATING THE DISTANCE TARIFF.  

T h e r e  are  only two  elements in politics-property and patriotism. 
T h e  conflict between special privilege on one hand and equality of op- 
~ o r t u n i t y  on the  other  is as eternal a s  the ages.  In past political epochs 
this property power in politics manifested itself and maintained i ts  ad- 
vantage over the people through such crude means a s  the colonization 
of voters,  the bribery of election officials, the purchasing of law makers 
and executives. I n  later years sentiment has  become aroused and un- 
compromising in i ts  condemnation of  such practices. Accordingly the 
corporations have been compelled to  modernize their  methods. T h e  
predatory interests n o  longer depend solely upon boss and boodleism 
for the  continuance of their comn~ercia l  supremacy. Instead they g o  
directly to  the  people and through the  subtle, insidious misdirection of 
public opinion shape legislation a s  they desire. I t  would be impossible 
t o  find a better illustration of this than in the fight over the Cashtnan 
distance tariff bill. A decade ago  the railroads might have accon~pl ished 
i t s  defeat directly by bribery or  blackmail, o r  both.  But a t  this session 
the  transportation trust  attacked the  measure indirectly, through the  
agencies of publicity which were controlled by selfish interests and ob- 
viously used by them t o  misdirect the  public mind and dull the public 
conscience. 

First ,  a word about the  bill. Eve ry  informed person knows that  the  
lailroads have corrupted politics: tha t  through their  control of conven- 
t ions and commissions and legislatures and executives they have com- 
pelled the  public to  pay dividends on  stock that is a t  least half water, 
But  exorbitant rates are  not  s o  evil in their influence upon individuals 
and industrialism as  are  discriminative rates. Because they have been 
permitted t o  fix rates almost a t  will, discriminating a s  they chose, the  
railroads have been able t o  coldly decree which communities should 
flourish and which decay and die. T h e  map of America has been made 
b y  the  transportation trust .  T h e  ebb  and flow of population has  been 
determined not  by the  character and industry of people, o r  by the  natural  
advantages of one section over another ,  but by the  desire of "empire 
builders" to  s o  mani l~ula te  the  relative growth of communities a s  t o  
make the  maximum of business for the railroads. 

T h e r e  a re  t w o  transportation theories, which preat railroad minds 
understand t o  be fundamentally different. O n e  deals with the smallest 
possible number  of large centers. This ,  in a word,  means  that both 
the  producer and the consumer have t o  pay the  maximum of transporta- 
tion taxes. T h e  other  theory deals with the  greatest  number  of small  
manufacturing and distributing centers, each serving. its surrounding ter-  
ritory. Th i s  would mean the minimum of hoth freight and passenger 
business for the  railroads, and a corresponding saving fo r  the people. 

Throuch  discriminative rates the railroads have contributed largely 
t o  the  building of one great center-%. Paul and Minneapolis.-at the  
exnense of every other  section of  the state.  T h e y  could not keep Du- 
111th f rom growth because of its lake port  advantages,  so  that enternris- 
i ng  city was  given the  same rates a s  the Twin Cities. Rut hundreds of 
country  towns  in the  state have not been permitted t o  grow beyond the  
importance of little retailing villages. A s  a direct result it can safely 



68 T H E  M I N N E S O T A  L E G I S L A T U R E  O F  1911 

be  said that  htinnesota has  a transportation tribute no t  only  exorbitantly 
high, but  for  a n  aggregate  distance a t  least  twice a s  great,  conse- 
quently twice a s  burdensome, a s  it would have been had not  the  rail- 
roads  ar rogant ly  directed the  population and industries of t he  s ta te  in to  
great centers. 

T h e  Cashman distance tariff bill was  aimed a t  discriminative rates. 
Under  i ts  provisions a manulacturer o r  wholesaler in the  smallest  town 
would have had to  pay the same  freight charges a s  his competitor in 
the  largest  city. I t  would have operated to  distribute population more  
evenly throughout  the  state.  I t  would have ended discrimination by 
making ra tes  equal for the  same distance all over the  state.  

Senator  Thomas  E .  Cashman first introduced his distance tariff bill 
in 1907. T h e n  it was  defeated, largely t h r ~ u g h  the  influence of a hostile 
Senate  Committee on Railroads appointed by Lieutenant-Governor Eber- 
hart .  Senator  Cashman again introduced the same measure in 19C9, and 
again it could not  survive an unfriendly, unfair organization of the  Seq- 
ate. But  in the 1911 session conditions seemed more  prol!itious. Lieu- 
tenant-Governor Gordon named a Committee on Railroads which was  
headed by Senator  Sundberg and contained a majority of progressives. 
More  than that,  Senator  Cashman had led in a movernent, extending 
over the  entire state and continued for  four years,  to educate the rural  
dommunities a s  t o  the evil effect of  railroad ra te  disct-iminations. T h e  
result of this was  the  injection of the  distance tariff idea in to  many dis- 
tricts a s  a campaign issue and the election of numerous members  in both 
branches interested in i t s  enactment which was in itself a notable achive- 
ment  for  the determined author  of the  bill. 

T h e  distance tariff bill-S. F. No. 5-placing freipht ra tes  upon a 
mileage basis, was  introduced by Senator  Cashman on January 5th. All 
indications pointed t o  i ts  passage, and there  a t  once began one of the  
most .modern, spectacular legislative batt les ever wayed anywhere  in 
A m e r ~ c a .  T h e  phase of this contest  w l~ ich  every citizen of the  s ta te  
should understand is that  the railroad r ing pressed the  button that  set  
ip motion the whole special interest  system of improvising public opinion 
against  the measure. Simultaneously the  large city jobbers and the  large 
city dailies chorused their objections to  the  bill. T h e n  subservient in- 
teres ts  here, there and everywhere chimed in with a resounding note of 
protest. T h e  result was  a state of sentiment,  almost wholly mechanical, 
which befogged the  issue and made it appear that  the  very  communities 
t o  be most  benefited by the bill were  up in a r m s  agains t  it. Sena to r  
Cashman had this subtle, insidious influence t o  fight. 

T h e  Railroad and Warehouse  Commission opposed the  measure,  per- 
haps honestly and without bias. 

But mightier than all the  combined forces of t h e  Transpor ta t ion 
Trust ,  Big Business, the  Twin Cities and the Metropolitan Press ,  w a s  
the  verdict of the  Attorney-General and the  lawyers w h o  had been and 
for  some time will be representing the  state in litigation with the rail- 
roads. These  a t torneys  held and I have n o  doubt it was  their  honest  
o,pinion, that  the  enactment  of the  distance tariff law would th row ou t  

f cour t  the  commodity rate cases then pending a decision. Senator  8 ashman insisted that  his bill could not have that  effect since i t  did no t  
fix rates,  but only provided that rates should be  equal;  and he  predicted 
that  it would not  mat ter  anyway, because the s ta te  would lose the  deci- 
sion, which was  borne  out when Judqe Sanborn handed down his pro- 
railroad opinion shortly before adjournment.  T h e  contention of Messrs. 
$ilnnson and Young  influenced enough Senators like Bedford, V. L. 
Johnson, Sundherg and Thoe  t o  decide the issue and on February 24th 
the  Cashman distance tariff hill was  defeated for  t he  th i rd  t ime in a s  
many consecutive sessions, by the  following vote: 
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For t h e  Distance Tariff: Andrrson, Benson, Cashman. Collrr. C. F. Cook, L. 0. Cook% 
Dale. D o ~ i n l d s w  I+osliu~~g, Glntzlucll, Gr~nderson, 1l;111son. I l a s c m f t .  C. D. d o h ~ ~ s o n .  JIIIIIIL* 
ton. Leude, ~ ~ O O I I I I I I ,  \111rr:1y, Olsm, I ' v t e r s~u ,  Poebler, Pn t l l au ,  Rockue, Rustad,  S a g ~ g ,  
Snugstud, Schrillvr, Weis, atld Wo~ks-29. 

Against the  Distance Tariff: Al~lnnnn, Bedford. Boyle, Csrprnter ,  Chradle, Clnglle 
Denvgrc, I)ilei~. UUIIH, 1)\\1111wll. EI\vc.ll, I.'OSSWII. G u m ,  I l i~~kn t> .v .  I I I I I I~ IHI I ,  V. I.. JUIIIISIII~ 
Klrill. L ' I I P ~ z I I I I ~ .  Ur(:~.i~tli, ;\1:11116~11, Otlvll, I':~uly, Pngh,  S t~ ld t ins ,  G .  E l .  Sullivan, J .  D. 
Sullivan, Suud lwg ,  S\!'ausol~, Thoe, V s n  1lov~11.  \Vnll:lce R I I ~  Wils~m-32. 

1 N o  friend of the  people ever batt led against  bigger obstacles o r  with 
greater  credit t o  himself than did Senator Cashman in his advocacy of  
the  distance tariff idea. H e  fought practically alone; on the railroad 
side were a full score of traffic experts, railroad a t torneys  and represent- , 
atives of Twin City wholesale interests. Yet two  votes changed would 
have passed the  bill in the Senate,  and it is generally conceded that  five 
t imes that number  were  saved t o  the  railroads because Judge S a n b o r n ' ~  
decisicn had not been rendered. 

I n  the  House  the same bill was  introduced by Ralph E. Crane. The 
Committee on Railroads had the  measure i~ineon-holed f rom Tanuary 18th 
t o  April loth,  a condition made possible b y t h e  joker in thd reactconar 
rules. T h e n  on motion of Mr. Crane, H. F. No. 106 was  recalled f r o A  
the  committee and made a special order  for  April  12th, when i t  passed 
by the following vote: 

For the  Distance Tariff: Alzer, Andrew And~rson ,  A. V. Anderson, J. J. Anderson, Bonek, 
G: \V. Bro \w,  L. D. Bro\rn. Chrihtip. COIIIFS. C o n v ~ ~ r s ~ ~ .  Crane, I ~ I Y ~ P S ,  D ~ n z e r .  D i w s ~ ~ e r ,  FnB- 
ley, Frnukson, IlnEttw, I l ;~rdIng,  Hrtuge, I I ~ I I ~ O I I ,  1Ioff1ln111. IIOIIB~IIS,  C. E. JOIIIILOII. 1 .  W 
Jolillson, .J. T. J I I ~ I I I S ~ I I .  I\vlly. l i l t~n~ t . r ,  KUII~SOII ,  I. J .  1 , ~ .  J .  F. Lee, S. N. Lee. I l l ~ ~ d I ~ t ~ r &  
NncKenzir, A l e l I ~ ~ r t i ~ ~ ,  Ni~l t . t t r ,  Dloriarity, A. N,.lson. Nygren, l'nl,lie, P(bt~'rs, A. J .  I 'etrb 
son. 0. I'vteVSOIL l'lltllam, Rvtd, Rirlwrtson, Roh i~~son ,  Rustad, Saggnu, Salupsnn, Scb\!'nrta 
S l t a r tun~ ,  W. T. Stone, S l ~ l e r ~ ~ d ,  Utwht .  I 'irtur. Vosland, C. H. Warner ,  E. Wnruer, \ ~ \ . e &  
eot t ,  White ,  Wl~ i t ing ,  and S y ~ d w r  El. 11. DUIIII-62. 

Against  the Distance Tariff: Ro:~thruyd, Borgrn, Burnqnist, Cnmph~l l ,  Clnrke, Con-dnD, 
R. C. I)IIIIII. ISd\!'i~rtls. ~ ~ ' P ~ ~ I I S O I I ,  I2u\vlt5r, FIICIIS. (;rt'('n,'. I11wIy. I l t ~ w l ~ ~ . r ~ ,  Hilitnnn, 1 ~ 0 l d -  
berg, R d t e o ,  IIurlep, J ~ I I I I P ~ ~ ,  dnst ,  Kwfc ,  l i ~ l a p p ,  A I I W ~ ~ I I ~ ,  KIIIIW, L I ~ I O I I ,  L I I I P ~ ~ ,  J.III* 
d w n ,  Lydiurd, l l r l ) o ~ ~ e l ~ l .  \lrNvil. b l a t t~111 ,  hJ t t t t l i~~g ,  Norton. NZIS~I.  A. NPISOII. N ~ ~ $ I I .  NyBj 
O'Brirn, O ' S d i ,  Orr, P n l ~ u ~ r ,  Perry.  .J. E. Peterson, Pfn(s~~d,*t', Rllwnnrk, Rirr .  Rilws. S e h u  
ler. Spooner, C. E. Stolle, Sullivan, Thielrn,  Uutiedt, Washburn, W ~ b b  nud Nisni t~\ \~ski-5& 

Th i s  eleventh hour  action of the  House ,  although accompanied by 
much t rumpetry ,  counted for nothing. I t  came too late in the  sessiori  
If the  friends of the bill had made an earlier interference with its hiber- 
nation in-the Railroad Committee and sent it in to  the Senate it would un- 
doubtedly have passed that  body a f t e r  the  Sanborn decision became pub- 
lic. At it was,  there were  only four more  Senate  days  af ter  the  distance 
tariff measure passed the  House, which made i t  impossible for  i t  t o  sur- 
vive the  congestion of business a t  t he  close. 



CHAPTEW XXI. 

Before me as  I write is a great  stack of newspaper clippings. T h e y  
consist both of editorials and excerpts f rom news columns. All relate 
to  the Congdon reapportionment measure. Before me also is a copy 
of the bill itself. T h e  papers and the bill do  not tell the same story.  

Almost every citizen who will read this analysis of the rea1)portion- 
rnent situation will already have had the newspaper view, which w a s  
not  an  honest o r  just interpretation. With  the exception of the  Minne- 
apolis Daily News, nearly every large paper in Minneapolis, S t .  Paul, 
and Duluth deliberately, and designedly, I believe, misrepresented the  
scope and scheme of the  Congdon bill. T h e  modern manipulation of 
puhlic opinion for corporation purposes probably never had a better illus- 
tration than in this a t tempt  on the part  of the press t o  force through 
the legislature a reapportionment bill iavoring the  special interests of 
Minnesota. 

T h e  press asserted that  the  brewery influence was  against  the  Cong- 
don bill: the bill itself shows that the brewery combine would have been 
benefited by i ts  enactment.  T h e  press paraded the measure before  the  
people a s  one in harmony with the  spirit and letter of the  constitution, 
which provides that  reapportjonment shall he upon a hasis of 'popula- 
tion, while the provisions of the  bill proves that  it was full of inequalities 
a s  unfair a s  those it was  intended to  correct.  T h e  press maligned and im- 
pugned such members a s  Senators  Lende and Haycraft ,  who  bore the  
brunt of  the batt le again? it, whkreas they should have been credited 
with the most patriotic ~n ten t ions .  I n  brief, the  almost omnipotent 
power of tlie press was employed to  deceive the  people and misdirect 
puhlic oninion in hehalf of a reapportionment scheme which would have 
operated primarily to  perpetuate the  influence of the  steel t rus t  in s ta te  
politics. 

T h e  bill seeniingly was  d rawn:  (1) t o  safeguard the interest  of t he  
steel t ru s t ;  (2) to  benefit the hrewers:  and (3) to  get  votes enougli t o  
pass the measure. These  considerations obviously overshadowed any  
desire t o  reapportion in tlie interest  of tlie people o r  on a basis of popu- 
lation. Le t  us s tudy the measure from these view points. 

1. The Steel Trust.-Under the  Congdon scheme of reapportion- 
ment  the  iron ore  interests would have been practically certain of  an  
anti-tonnage t ax  legislature for years to  come. T o  accomplish this. 
control of only one hranch was  necessary and the Senate was  the one 
selected for this purpose. T h e  Conndon 11iIl eliminated einlit Senators  
fron? the  First ,  Second and Third  congressional districts-tonnage t a x  
territory. T w o  of these were  provided for hy cutting down the total  
number of Senators  f rom 63 t o  61; five of them were  given to  Minne- 
apolis, St .  Paul,  and St. Louis county-allti-tonna,qe tax  ter r i tory;  and 
districts were so  manipulated that only the remaining one went into the  
over-populated Eielith and Ninth districts, and in such a way that  only 
half of that  one Senator would he in tonnage tax  terri tory.  

N o  one could find any fault with the decreased Senatorial repre- 
sentation in southern Minnesota if a fair share  of it had gone t o  the  
agricultural  sections of the  north.  Th i s  is wha t  actuaIly happened: 
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St.  Louis county  with a population of 163,270 was  given an  increase 
of t w o  Senators,  making a total of five. T h e  five big districts in north- 
western Minnesota represented by Senators Sagenq,  Marden, Saugstad, 
Hanson,  and Sundberg, with a population of 215.757, were  given an  
increase of only half of one Senator  by the removal of Beltrami county  
with a populati,n of 19.337 from the empire comprising Senator  Han-  
son's district. Th i s  left Senators Sundberg, Hanson,  Saugstad, Sageng, 
and Marden. in tonnage tax  terri tory,  t o  represent 196.420, while the  
same number  of Senators  in St. Louis county would represent 163,270 
people. 

But that  does not  begin t o  express the difference. T h e  population 
of St .  Louis county is swelled many thousands by the  unnaturalized 
foreigners from southern Europe employed on the  Range. Expressed 
in citizenship the  inequality is much more  than doubled. T h e  total  num- 
ber of votes cast for all candidates for Sta te  Senator  in St .  Louis county 
a t  the last election, according to  the Blue Book, was  14.026. T h e  total  
number of votes cast for the  five Senators from northwestern Minne- 
sota in the  districts given to  them in the C o n ~ d o n  bill was  30.884. 

Another  vicious feature of the Conqdon bill was the gerrymander ing 
of the  districts in S t .  Louis county. T h e  five districts were manipulated 
in to  "shoe string" shape. in order  t o  apportion the city of Duluth among  
them. Th i s  was  t o  safeguard the steel trust  in its own doorvard. Du- 
111th is beginning to  manifest signs of insurgency and it was feared that  
progressives might be elected regularly from that city, s o  "the Zenith 
City" was  parcelled out, with enough of the Range in each district to 
make them all "safe." 

2. T h e  Brewery Combine.-The newspaper claim that  the  brewery 
influence was against  reapportionment is ridiculous. T h e  press reasoned 
and asked the people t o  believe that because the brewery combine al- 
ready had an anti-county option Senate,  they would not care t o  face a 
reversal of that situation through an election, the result of reapportion- 
ment ,  In two  years. O n  the contrary,  the brewers consider decades, and 
not  bienniums. T h e y  saw an  opportunity to  so  redistrict the state a s  
t o  lessen the  chances of county option for years to  come. But the brew- 
ery  combine s o  subtly masked its  moves in this connection, and was  
given such skillful and persistent aid by the large newspapers, that the  
county  option element,  both in and out  of the legislature, was deceived 
in to  the  belief that  the Congdon scheme of reapportionment was  in the  
interest  of the anti-saloon element. 

Like the  steel t rus t ,  the brewery combine would be satisfied 'with 
the  control of one branch of the legislature. They ,  too, evidently con- 
sidered the Senate  sufficient. L e t  us see how the Congdon bill would 
have affected the Senate.  f rom a county option point of view. 

T h e  First ,  Second, and Third  Congressional districts lost eight Sen- 
a tors .  These  three districts had twenty-five Senators before. O n  the  
question of county option they stood seven f ~ r  to  eighteen against. 
W a s  it accidental that under the  Congdon bill districts were  so  nianipu- 
lated that  in all probability five of the seven county option Senators 
would be eliminated? And does that bear out the oft repeated, over 
emphasized, consolidated newspaper claim that the brewers were  opposed 
t o  reappor t ionment?  

Elimination No. I.-Julius E. Haycraf t ,  county optionist, represent- 
ing the  Twelfth district, comprising die  counties of Watonwan and 
Jackson, would have been succeeded by an anti-county optionist. T h e  
s to ry  of that bit of gerrymandering is doubly and deeply significant. 
I t  also involved one other  adjoining district. 

As  it was  drawn and presented to  the House, the Congdon bill le f t  
t he  Watonwan-Mart in  district a s  i t  was  with one Senator  for  the  district  
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and a House  member  for  each of the  t w o  counties, only i ts  number  was  
changed to  Nine. T h e  counties of Jackson. Cottonwood, and  M u r r l y  
were  placed in another  district, No. 10, with one Senator  and two  Repre- 
sentatives elected a t  large. T h e  sentimknt of one of these five counties, 
Watonwan, ,  was s t iongly  for county option; the  o ther  four were  ant i -  
county optlon territory. As the  Congdon bill was  first presented the  
Watonwan-Mart in  district would with almost absolute certainty have 
elected a county  option Senator  and one county option Representative. 
Now note what  was  done a t  the  eleventh hour. 

O n  February  21st, when the  Congdon bill was  made a special order  
in the  House. the  administration had an  iron-clad organization back of 
it. A big majority of the  whole House  membership had agreed to  vote 
down every a t tempt  t o  change the measure by amendment.  Congdon 
was  in command. But obviously, a t  the last minute, it was  discovered 
that  they were  overlooking an opportunity t o  eliminate a couple of 
county optionists, s o  he himself proposed an  amendment  changing dis- 
tr icts Nos. 9 and 10. W h a t  follows is an  exact copy f rom the  House  
Journal,  pages 5 and 6 of the 33d day:  

"Mr. Congdon moved to  amend 13. F. No. 477 by striking out  lines 
ten ,  eleven, twelve, thirteen, fourteen, fifteen, sixteen and seventeen of 
page three  of the  original bill, being lines forty-four t o  forty'-nine in- 
clusive, of page three of the printed bill, and inserting in lieu thereof 
the  following: 

"The Ninth district shall be composed of the  Counties of Mart in  
and Jackson and  shall be  entitled t o  elect one Senator  and  t w o  Rep- 
resentatives. 

"The representative districts shall be divided a s  follows: 
"The County  of Martin shall consti tute one district and shall be 

entitled t o  elect one Representative. 
"The County  of Jackson shall consti tute one  district  and  shall be 

entitled t o  elect one Representative. 
"And also by  striking out  lines nineteen, twenty  and twenty-one of 

the  original bill, being lines fifty-one and  fifty-two of the  printed bill 
and  inserting in lieu thereof the  following: 

"The Ten th  district shall be composed of the  Counties of Watonwan,  
Cottonwood and Murray and shall be entitled t o  elect one Senator  and 
t w o  Representatives. 

"The question being taken on  the  adoption of the  amendment .  
"And the  roll being called there  were  yeas  73 and  nays  38, a s  fa& 

lows: 
"Those w h o  voted in the  affirmative were:  

Aker  
AnAermn, And. 
Andrrson, J. J. 
Boraen 
Bonck 
Brown, G. TV. 
lirown. 1,. D. 
Cnrnphell 
Clnrlce 
Covg%m 
Dnnn, R. C. 
Ednnrr is  
Ferguson 
Fov.ler 
Fochs 
Greene 
H a ~ l g e  
Hes ly  
Henion 

FIwzhrrg 
Hil lman 
Hnr l ry  
Jr l inr l i  
Jol l l ls~n,  3. 
J u s t  
K r r f e  
Jielly 
J<nnpp 
K ~ i e r l a n d  
Knutson 
Jillnzc 
L ~ v n n n  
1A1,Ahm-g 
Loridem 
I r A i : ~  !,A 
3lrDnnnld 
J l c l i ~ ~ n z i e  
n i c x r l l  

Msttson 
h l i n ~ t t e  
l lnr inr i ty  
A'~lso!~, A. 

T. Nolnn 
NYP 
O'Rrien 
O'Nri l l  
Orr 
Palmer 
Pe r ry  
Petrrson.  0. 
Pintwder 
Pu tnam 
Rihrnuck 
Rice 
R i m s  
Rnhrvtson 
Snggau 

Stnne. C .  m. 
Stnnr.  W. T. 
Sl1ll.1~llil 
S :~ l l i rnn  
Thir,l?n 
TlntirdC 
U t ~ C l l t  
Vir tue 
V'nriier. C. H. 
Tl'nqhburn 
Tl'rhii 
wt'<cott 
W h i t r  
Wisn i rndc i  
Speaker  H. 8. Donn 
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"Those who  voted in the  negative were: 
Anderson. A. V. Fl~:lrtl;son Lw, J. F. P r t r r son ,  A. J. 
Boothroyd Haf f tvn  1.w. S. N. Pt>tvrson, J. 1. 
R o r n q ~ ~ i s t  I-larding Lilrzrn Rtvd 
Chl'istie I-Iol11111~rg U e J l i ~ r t i n  Rnlrinson 
Conlry I-Ioltm i\lt.ttlillg R w t a d  
Crnne 1-Io~l:iils Blol'ton Sl;artllm 
D:~vi?s Jnh~ison,  C. m. N~*lson,  8. V o s l a ~ ~ d  
Davis  J o l i ~ ~ s o n ,  J. N. Nygreu Warner ,  P. 
U w z w  K l c ~ u r ~ ~  P n l ~ k e  
Furley 1.w. I. J. P r t r r s  

"So the  amendment was adopted." 
Joseph Davies vigorously opposed this amendment. In  advocating 

the change, Mr. Congdon said on the floor of the House. that it was 
made because a majority of the members in the districts affected desired 
it ;  that otherwise the amendment would not have been offered. T h e  
five members from the counties involved were: Joseph Davies, Waton-  
wan;  H. hJelson, Murray; E. Warner,  Cottonwood; Henry Untiedt, Jack- 
son, and H.  A. Saggau, ixartin. A moment later, .as will be seen by the 
roll call on the amendment,  the first three of these, o r  a majority, voted 
against the change. Even after this fact was pointed out t o  Mr. Cong- 
don, which by the  way was absolute proof of his insincerity in the  
matter, he refused t o  surrender the advantage for the special interests 
and a motion to  reconsider the vote whereby his amendment was adopted 
was voted down. 

W h a t  was accomplished by this eleventh hour amendment,  "proposed 
in compliance with the wishes of a majorityv-who voted against i t?  By 
placing Jackson and Martin counties together it united two anti-county 
option counties and insured the election of one Senator and two Rep- 
resentatives favoring the antis. By placing Watonwan, county option, 
with two counties, Murray and Cottonwood. anti-county option, it prac- 
tically insured the election of a Senator in favor with the liquor element; 
and by taking Watonwan out of a Representative district by itself and 
compelling I-Iouse candidates to  run at large in the three counties, the 
Congdon amendment undoubtedly eliminated a county option House 
member. Since county option members are  usually progressive on all 
other issues, and the anti-county option members are inclined t o  work 
with the  special interest combination on other issues, i t  will be seen 
that the  steel trust was also concerned in the change. 

Elimination No. 2.-The Congdon bill placed Steele and Waseca 
counties together in a district. These counties were each in a district 
and were represented respectively by Senators Cashman and Moonan, 
both of whom voted for county option and made much trouble for the  
special interests on all other questions. T h e  Congdon .scheme would 
have eliminated one, and possibly both, of these progressives. 

Elimination No. 3.-Nobles county was represented by S. B. Bed- 
ford, a sturdy insurgent and county optionist. T h e  Congdon bill joined 
his county with Pipestone and Rock counties, anti-county option terri- 
tory. 

Elimination No. 4.-Dodge county, represented b y  Peter  J. Thoe, 
county optionist, was placed in a district with Mower, more populous 
and with an anti-county option Senator. 

Elimination No. 5.-Fillmore county, with a county option Senator, 
but s o  evenly divided that it elected a House member on each side of 
the auestion, was ioined with Houston county. represented by a n  anti- - .  - 
county option Senator. 

All of the foregoing relates t o  the changes in the  First, Second. and 
Third congressional districts. In  that territory the Congdon bill elimin- 
ated eight Senators and in all probability five of them would have been 
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fo r  county  option and progressive principles generally. T h a t  such 3 
marked advantage should have been given to  the special interests does  
not  seem accidental when one considers those three congressional dis- 
tr icts had only seven county option Senators  out of a total  of twenty-five. 

T h e  comparison might be continued. F o r  example, Kandiyohi and  
Meeker counties, each with a county option Senator,  were  placed in a 
district together.  And  the failure t o  give the over-populated districts 
in northwestern Minnesota the  representation t o  which they were  en- 
titled operated in favor of the  brewery combine, a s  i t  did the  steel  t rus t  
and  other  special interests. 

3. To  Get Votes.-After these principal special interest  considera- 
tions, which have been suqgested, instead of observing the population 
basis about which the  oninion moulding agencies shouted s o  loudly and 
s o  long, the  Congdon bill was  so  drafted a s  to  minimize the  opposition 
and secure enough votes for  i t s  passage. O n  this point, Senator  Hay-  
craft  said: 

''I doubt  not ,  with m y  own county, with a trifle less than twelve 
thousand people. tha t  if I would vote fo r  this bill I could have a Senator- 
ial district in that  county alone. Th i s  district was  rearranged a little 
different than it was  first put in here. T h a t  was t o  suit the members  in 
t h e  House. T h e  night before the special order  in the  House  a change 
w a s  made and that  chance was  made upon the  floor of the  House. 
Five House  members  in this s ta te  were  the  only ones  affected by that  
change in the I-louse, and when the  roll was  called three of the  five, a 
majority,  voted against  the  change, there were  only two  in favor of it, and 
t h e  will of the majority was  disregarded and my district was  outraged. 
T w o  reasons existed for that  change. O n e  man in the  House  claimed 
control  of a bunch of votes, six in number. and he agreed t o  and did 
deliver those votes for that  bill. T h e  other  rea5on was  t o  put myself 
in the  position of goinq before this Committee and asking t o  have the 
bill chanqed back t o  where  it was  before my dis t r ic t 'was  outraged, in 
order  that it mich t  be  granted me. Arguing, then I could not  in all 
fairness opnose the bill. Le t  me say  t o  you that  that  scheme s o  far a s  
I a m  concerned did not  work." 

W A Harding,  in a scathing. a t tack unon the  iniquities of the Cons- 
don bill. told of h o v ~  his own distiict, Faribault  county,  had first heen 
placed with Martin county,  but later left by itself, evidently with the  
expectation that  he would be placated and  not  fight t he  measure. Con- 
t inuing he said: 

"I d o  not know that  Farihault  county with less than 20,000 popula- 
t ion was  made a district by itself a s  a sop f o r  me t o  keep quiet, hut T 
d o  know that  t he  realienment was  made to  placate some  others  and se- 
cure another  vote  o r  t w o  for  the  bill Th i s  bill was  f ramed on the  
plan of takinq district by district and pleasing a s  many as  possible in 
each diqtrict w i t h o ~ i t  any  particular disnosition t o  elaborate on what  a re  
the  chanqes elsewhere or  general effects thrnuqhout the whole state. 
T h e  developments he re  on the  floor of the House  an hour  a q o  when 
-that amendment  forcinq a chanqe in the Second conqressional district 
w a s  adopted proves this assertion absolutely true. T h e  amendment  to  
the  bill carried with it the  assurance of six democratic votes instead of 
t w o  o r  possibly three a s  the  former  cbance had done. s o  it wen t  through 
rough shod over the protest  of those directly affected." 

Note  these inequalities in the  Congdon bill: 
District  and Counties. Population No. of Senators  

49. Ottertail  . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . 46 036 1 
7, Faribault  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... . . . . . . . 19,949 1 
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59, Pennington,  Red Lake. Clearwater, 
Alahnonien and Norman-an empire 39,501 1 

45, Grant,  Stevens and Trave r se . .  ...... 27,456 1 
61, Kittson, Marshall and Roseau. .  ..... 37,345 1 

5, Freeborn ........................... 22,282 1 
............................ 43, Stearns  47,733 1 

17, Dakota  ............................. 25,171 1 
These  few comparisons are  sufficient t o  prove that  the  over-adver- 

tised basis of population was  not  ohserved when it served the  special 
interests o r  brought  votes for  the  bill t o  ignore it. Judging the  Cong- 
don scheme by the voting s t rength  of the  different districts shows even 
greater  inequities. I quote f rom Senator  Lende's argument :  

"There is one peculiar th ing that  has come to  my notice dur ing 
the  progress of this debate. Usually when a bill comes before the  
Senate the  men who  oppose the  measure must s tand upon this floor and 
defend their position, but in this instance the case is reversed. Those  in 
favor of this bill a re  defending it t o  the best of their  ability against  the  
indictment brought against  it, while those opposed t o  the bill a r e  simply 
presenting to  this Senate  the  case in behalf of the  people of the  Sta te  
of Minnesota. 

"Let us analyze this Congdon bill. W e  proceed now, not  upon a 
basis of population. but upon the next best basis, the number  of votes 
cast in each district. By  the  provisions of this bill the Senate is de- 
creased in number  f rom sixty-three t o  s~x ty -one .  Representation is 
taken f rom Southern  Minnesota supposedly t o  be given t o  the  Northern  
part  of the  Sta te  which has  been clamoring for more  representation, hut 
in reality the Northern  par t  of the Sta te  outside of what  may be called 
the  iron belt, under this Congdon outrage, is qiven the magnanimous in- 
crease of one-half of onc Senator.  By examining the re turns  of the  las t  
election you will find that the districts of Southern  Minnesota have 
more  votes than most  of the  districts in Hennepin,  Ramsey, and St.  
Louis counties. Ye:, representation must be taken f rom the  Southern  
part  of the Sta te  and given to these three  counties T h e  same  is t rue  of 
the  districts in northwestern Minnesota. Still only two  districts ge t  in- 
creased representation while the  o thers  remain unchanged 

"Let us now compare the different d i ~ t r i c t s .  T h e  Senator  from 
the  Thirty-eighth District  (Senator L 'Heraul t )  comes in to  the Senate  
with a vote of 1,616. T h e  combined vote in his district a t  the  last  elec- 
t ion was  2,742. I ran  without opposition in m y  district and I received 
2,120 votes more  than all three of those candidates put toqether,  o r  t o  
put it in another  way, those three men togethe! go t  only 348 votes more  
than the reqistered number  of votes in Dodge county,  the  smallest 
county in the  State.  T h e  followinq Senators  have received in their  
districts more  votes than the Senator  f rom the  Thirty-eighth (Senator  
L 'Heraul t ) ,  namely: Senators Duxbury, McGrath.  L.  0 .  Cooke, C F. 
Cook, Nelson, Stebbins, Cashman, Anderson, Works ,  Putnam,  Hay-  
craft, Olson, Eledford, Dale, Claque, ii4urrav. Peterson.  Donaldson, Klein, 
Coller, Weis,  Glotzbach. Rockne, Poehler,  Odell and myself." 

Senator  Lende next compared all t he  o ther  districts in Hennepin  
and Ramsey counties, and proceeded: 1 

"Next we come t o  St.  Louis county. I well remember  the  state- 
ments  of the  Senator  f rom St. Louis county,  w h o  preceded me (Senator  

I 
Goyle) O n  the  2nd day of February  he made the s ta tement  that  he 
represented upon the  floor of this Senate somethinq like 87,000 peoplf ;  
t he  people of his district havinq only one-fifth the representation in 
this Senate  that  the people of Dodye ccunty had, represented by Senator  
Thoe .  L e t  u s  consider his district. Senator  Boyle comes here  with 
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5.144 votes. The  combined votes of the two men running against each 
other were 7,223 votes, or 582 votes less than the registered number 
of votes in my district, and 2,312 votes less than the combined votes in 
Senator Hanson's district. 

"From the Fiftieth District Senator Pugh comes here with 1,649 
votes, elected from St 1.ouis county upon the issue of reapportionment 
Think of it! On that important issue of reapportionment and just repre- 
sentation upon this floor, he is elected by 1,619 votes! Isn't it an out- 
rage not to be granted more representation? 

"Senator Pugh ran with opposition and the two together got 2,639 
votes, 913 votes less than Senator Cashman. T h e  two together got 
1,667 votes less than Senator Gunderson. The two of them together 
got 638 votes less than the Senator from Kandiyohi (Senator Odell), 
or 794 votes less than the Senator from Meeker (Senator Peterson). 
Kandiyohi and Meeker must be reduced, but the Fiftieth district must 
be increased. I s  this fair? I must not forget my little friend. the 
Senator from Dodge (Senator Thoe). The  combined votes in Senator 
Pugh's district were only 245 more than the registered number of votes 
of Dodge county, the smallest county in the state. 

"Now we come to Senator Manson's district. Senator Hanson's com- 
bined vote is 9.545 votes. The combined vote of Senator Gunn and his 
opponent is 7,925. Senator Hanson today represents 9.550 combined 
votes and he is given the maenificent concession of one-half of one 
Senator. Senator Gunn with 7.900 votes representing today the counties 
of Carlton, Aitkin, Cass, Itasca and Koochiching, with some 1,500 less 
than Hanson's district, is given a senator and a half. Is there any 
justice in that?  I can conceive of only one reason why the Senator 
from Itasca (Senator Gunn) is given a senator and a half, and that is 
because it is pretty cloqe to  the west line of St. Louis county and near 
the operation; of the United States Steel Corporation 

"Senators Boyle, Pugh, and Cheadle come upon the floor of this 
Senate with a combined vote of 14,027, and they are given two more 
Senators. Under the new hill five senators would represent 14,027 votes 
which means that each senator would have the honor of representing 
on this floor the enormous number of 2,805 votes. The  districtJ repre- 
sented by Senators Hanson and Gunn get one senator together, three 
senators to  represent 17,470 votes, o r  each senator renresenting 5823 
vbtes. In St. Louis county each senator representing. 2.505 votes and in 
these other counties each senator representing 5.823 votes. 

"I am firm in the conviction that this bill is one of the most vicious 
and outrageous bills which was ever presented to any legislature. Talk 
about this cry for reapnortionment! I am in favor of reapportionment 
and I sincerely hope that a bill can be drafted which will do justice 
to the people up north This Congdon bill has given to our friends in - the north, in order to  get their votes for  this bill, only the crumbs which 
fell from the overloaded table. When I listen t o  the clarion call for 
reapportionment coming from the people of the north, when T read the 
Republican and Democratic ~ l a t f o r m s  upon the question of reapportion- 
ment, and when I analyze the vicious and outrageous provisions of this 
C o n ~ d o n  bill, I am forced to exclaim that 'The voice is Jacob's voice, 
but the hands are the hands of Esau.' 

"Under the present law, and at  this time the counties of Hennepin, 
Ramsey, and St Louis are represented upon this floor by fifteen senators, 
less than one-fourth of the number of members of this Senate. Under 
the new bill, if this hill should become a law, they would be renresented 
upon the floor of this Senate by twenty men, or cne-third of the Senate. 
Think of it,-one-third of the members of this body would mean practi- 
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cally t o  surrender  entirely the agricultural par t  of t he  state, the  greates t  
and best part  of the s ta te ,  t o  the  three counties. 

"The men up north have not  been treated right in this bill. I t  is  
no t  a just reapportionment.  T h e  bill has  concentrated all of i ts  efforts 
t o  centralizing the power in these three counties (Hennepin ,  Ramsey, 
and St. Louis). I s  there  any wonder that  we are  opposed to  surrender- 
i ng  the birth-rights of the people of this state to  this Congdon bill and  
t o  put it in plain English, t o  the United Sta tes  Steel Corporation." 

O n  this point I want  to  quote from Julius E. Haycraft ,  a county  
optionist and one of the most consistent insurgents in the  Senate. H e  
began his speech against  the Congdon bill by saying: 

"There has  grown up in this s ta te  quite a cry for reapportionment.  
An organization was  perfected in the  north known a s  the Northern  
Minnesota Development Association, with a Secretary and a President,  
w h o  devote their entire time fo  this matter.  By whom these officers 
a re  employed and by whom they are  paid I do  not  know, hence I make 
n o  comments,  but the systematic reapportionment scheme which they 
have carried out has  not been a fair one. 

"I doubt if one thousand people in the Sta te  of Minnesota out  of 
the two million and over realize the real intent and purpor t  of the pres- 
ent  bill. Pe rhaps  a majority of the members  of this body thouyht that  
reapportionment meant to  render due justice t o  the  great  agricultufal  
section of the north.  I t  was  carefully guarded that  the great  counties 
of Hennepin,  Ramsey, and St. Louis should he the  chief beneficiaries of 
this bill, yet  that is exactly what  occurred when the bill was  drawn. 
No t  only has  that agitation fo r  reapportionment been spread over this 
s ta te  through a systematic campaign, but every method of maligning the  
members  of this Senate in advance. has been resorted to. W e  have coine 
down here and upon n o  cause a t  all have been maligned and libeled for 
wha t  we might or  might not do  T h a t  thin? has  gone on here f rom 
day to  day with the  idea of drawing any kind of a bill and pushing 
it through the  House  and the Senate irrespective of what  it did in the  
way of reapportionment." 

T h e  following comparisons,  f rom a speech in the  House  by W. A. 
Zarding,  indicate some of the changes attempted in the  Congdon bill: 
T h e  First  District H a d . .  .......... 10 Senators and 16 Representatives 
Congdon Bill Gave Firs t  Dis t . .  .... 6 Senators  and 13 Representatives - - 

A Loss  of ................ 4 Senators  and 3 Representatives 

Second District Had  ............... 6 Senators  and I1 Representatives 
Congdon Bill Gave Second Dis t . .  .. 5 Senators  and 10 Representatives - - 

A Loss  of ................ 1 Senator  and 1 Representative 

Third  District H a d  ................ 9 Senators  and 14 Representatives 
.... Congdon Bill'Gave Th i rd  Dis t . .  6 Senators  and 10 Representatives - - 

A loss of ................ 3 Senators  and 4 Representatives 

Under  the Conqdon bill the  Fi rs t ,  Second, and Third  Congressional I 
Districts lost  eight Senators  and eight Representatives. W h a t  was  done 
with them?  1 

T h e  Sixth,  Seventh,  Ninth and Eiqhth ,  outside of St. Louis county, 
compri<ing ahout two-thirds of the area of the state. and the s rc t ion 
which stood moqt in need of reapportionment,  gained in the Congdon 
bill only one Senator  and six Representatives, the latter heinq the num- 
ber of House  members  added under the  new plan. Even that  does  not  
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express the unfairness of the Congdon schen~e,  f o r  in reality only a half 
a Senator went to  the Ninth district in anti-steel trust territory, the 
other one-half being given to Senator Gunn's district whicll adjoined 
St. Louis county and could be counted as "safe" for the iron ore interests. 

The  eight Senators and eight Representatives lost to  the First, Sec- 
ond, and Third districts were disposed of as follows:~. One Senator went 
to  the northern county outside of St. Louis county, and the districts were 
so manipulated that the steel trust was not likely to suffer more than 
half a member; two were disposed of by cutting down the number of 
Senat+; and the other five went to  St. Louis, Ramsey and I-Iennepin 
counties. 

The  Congdon bill passed the House February 21st by the following 
vote: 

Those Who Voted in  the  Affirmative Were:  ALer, Andrew Andrrson, A. V. Andrrson, 
J. J. Anderson, Rnntlrroyd. Rorgt.11. Ronck. 1,. D. Ri~own, Rnrnquist, C:~mpl~rl l ,  Con:.dou, 
Converse. Davis, R. C. D u m ,  ICrl!vnrds. 1~'c'rgoson. Fon.l,~r. Fuchs, Grcrnr ,  IInCTten, F!ailgc, 
Hcnl?, Htwinn, ~ c + a l ~ e r g .  I-lillinan, IIolrul~erg. E-Iolten. .Irllnt~l;, C .  li:. do l inso~~ .  J .  N. .Toltn- 
son, J. T. Johnson, Jus t ,  iievft., I<ellp, ICnnllp. I i n r r l n ~ ~ d .  Riintsnn, ICnnzv, I. J. Lee, ,J. 
I". 1 . c~ .  S. N. Lee. T.e~!non. 1.indlwrg. Imldeen,  I.s(Ii:~rd, iV:lcIirnzif~. i\lcNril, BIxttson, 
1\iettling, BI in~ t t e ,  nlrwton, N:ish, A .  N I ~ I s ~ I ,  Nolan, Nye, O'NriII, Or?, Palmer.  P t ~ r y ,  
.4. .J. Pr~trrson,  0. Prterson,  Pfnendw, Pntnam, R i h ~ i ~ n c k .  Rire. R ~ I I C S .  R011rrtso11. S a g g ~ n ,  
Sampson. Sl;:\rtnrn, Spooncr, C. E. Stoiw, W.  T. S t o w ,  Suit-rnA, Sullivan. Ui~t iedt .  Utecht, 
Birtoe. Vosland, C. H. Wanler ,  Washburn, Webb, White ,  R'isniewski, and Speaker  13. JX 
Dunn-55. 

Those Who Voted in the Negative Were:  G. IV. Brown, Christie, Clnrke, Conley. 
Crane, Daric.s. Dtwztsr, Fnrlryv. I~rnmikson, Ilnrding, 13offm$n, Flopkins. I l i~ r l eg ,  IClrmer. 
Libera. B I r n o ~ ~ n l d  Blrllnrtin. Alorinritp, Fi. Nrlsnn, Nggren, Papke, P r t r r s .  J. E. Peterson, 
Reed, Robinson, Rustad. Schulrr ,  Srhwnrtz, Thielen, E. Warner,  TVrscntt-31. 

It was defeated in the Senate March lGth by the following vote: 
For  the  C o n d o n  Bill: Ahrnnnn, Rnplr. Chcnrllr, Di'negre, Dnnn. Dwinnell, ElwrlS 

Bosspen, Frosl~nug,  Gnnrlrrson. G u m ,  Hrlclme?. Ilansnn, C. D. Jnhnsnn, V. L. Johnsnn, 
.Tohnston, L'Heranlt. Panlg,  Pugli, Rustad,  Sngeng, Snugstad, G. 13. Sullivan, J. I). Sulli- 
van. Sundlmc. Wnllace. Wilson-27. 

Aaainst  the  Conedon Bill: Andwson. Redford. Rrnson. Cnrnrnter. Cnshmnn. Clneue. - - 

~ o l l r r ;  C. F. Cool:. 1,. 0. Cooke, naltx. '~oneldso",  Dnm,  nnsb;lrg. Glntzl~nrh,  HanAlnn, 
F in r rmf t ,  Iilein, Lrnde. McGmth. Bfardm, lIoonnn, hlurray, Nrlson. Odrll, Olson. Prtrrson,  
Poehler, Putnam, Rockne, Schaller, Stebbins, Swanson, Thoe, Van Hoven, Weis, Works-36. 

* * I  

S. F. No. 360, by Senators Duxbury, Moonan, Waycraft, and Weis, 
mas introduced February 14th. I t  met the country vs. the city issue 
squarely by providing for a constitutional amendment limiting the num- 
ber of Senators any county could have. As amended in the House, it 
would have made it impossible for any subsequent reapportionment t a  
give t o  either Ramsey, Hennepin, or  St. Louis counties more than seven 
Senators, regardless of their population. T h e  bill passed the House 
April 17th by the following vote: 

- F o r  the  Seven-Senator Bil l :  Andrew Anderson, A. V. Anderson, B o o t h r o ~ d ,  G. W. Brown, 
L. D. Brown. Christir. Conle?, Convers~~ ,  Crane. Dnviw, Denzer, D~L~SSIIPI., Etl~vnrds, Fnr lw ,  
Prankson, E-Iafften, Harding, Rnnge. Henio!~, Hr rz t~ r rg .  13o€€man, Hol tm,  C. E. Jnhi~snn,  
6 .  N. .Johnson, J. T. Johnson, Jus t .  I ierfe .  Iielly, I i l rmr r ,  Ii!lutson, I. J. Lee, S. N. Lee, 
T..iher~. Lindlwrg, AIcMurtin, hliliette, Moriaritg, Nnrton, A. Eelson, Npgrrn, Papke,  Peters ,  
h. J. Peterson. J. E. Prterson. 0. Petemon, Pfavnder, Pntnaui ,  Reed, Rol~inson, Rnstad, 
:?:~gpau, Sumpson, Schulrr ,  Schn.nrtz, Skartnm. W. T. Stonr ,  S~~le l ' ud .  Kllltlf~dt, Utecht, 
Vosland, E. Warner ,  Wescott, Whit ing,  Wisniewslii, and Spenker H. H. Dunn-65. 

P,zainst S. F. No. 360: Aker, B o r ~ c n .  Boncl:, Burnrlnist, Campbell. Clarke, Congrlon, 
Davis. R C. Dwm, Fc.rguson, Fowler, Fuchs, Greene, FIvnlp, Hlllmnn, FIolmlwrg, Nopkins, 
i-iurleg. Jelinek, Iinapll, Iiiireln~rrl, Knnze. J. 8. Lee, Lenrion, I m ~ d e e n .  I,.vdi~rd, afcnnnnld, 
3IacICrnaie, alcNeil, Muttson, Nasll. H. h'txlson, Nolnn, Nye, O'Brien, O'Neill. Orr, Palmer. 
Purrs .  R i h v n c k ,  Rice. Rlnrs, Robertson, Spooner, C. E. Stoue, Sullivan, Thielen, Virtue. 
C. H. Wdrner, Washhorn, Webb, White--52. 

Then the bill went back to  the Senate for concurrence and was 
finally repassed on the last day, after hours of spectacular controversy, 
as follows: 

Those Who Voted i n  t h e  AErm-tive Were:  Ahrnrlnn, Anderson. Redford. Brnson, Car- 
penter, Cashman, Coller, C. F. Cook, L. 0. Cooke, Dale, Donald.son, Duea, Duxbury. Frer- 
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baug, Glotzhaeh, Hnycmft, Johnston, Rlein, Lende, McGrath, Marden, Moonan, JIur~ily. 
Iielson, 0 1 ~ 1 ,  I'rtelson, Poehler, Putuam, Rustad, Schnller, Stebblus, J. D. Sullivan, Thoe, 
Weis, Works-35. 

Those Who Voted in  the Negative Were: Bovle, Chendle, Clngue, Denegre, Dunu. 
Dwin~~el l .  E l v ~ ~ l l ,  I~'ussrc~1. G ~ l ~ ~ d r r s o n ,  GUIIII, H a r k ~ ~ e y ,  Hal ldIn~~,  111111so11, C. I). Je1111sor1. 
V. L. Juhuson, L 'H~ruul t ,  Odvll, Pat11y. Pugh, Riickue, Sageng, Snugstad, G. H. Sullivnn, 
Sundberg, Snauson, Van Hoven, Wallace, Wilson-28. 

* * 
T h e  Congdon scheme of reapportionment failed, but i t  served one 

useful purpose for the special interests T h e  fight, long drawn out, 
bitter and often spectacular, took u p  days of time in both branches, and 
fitted nicely into the general policy oi delay. T w o  years before much 
of the session was given t o  anticipating mythical smells from "an Armour 
packing plant," which never materialized. But in this case, real odors 
might have developed. 



CHAPTER XIII. 

DULWTWANDTWETOMNAGETAX. 

H. F. No. 404 was  the  sequel of H .  F. No. 477. A s  soon a s  the  nature  
of  the Congdon scheme of  reapportionment was  revealed, even before 
the  bill was  introduced, certain insurgents began t o  "back fire" with a 
bill imposing a tonnage t ax  on iron ore. 

I t  is safe  to  asser t  that this measure would not have been presented, 
had it not been for Mr. Congdon's a t tempt  to  ride, rough shod, over the  
progressives and railroad through the reapportionment bill described in 
the  preceding chapter.  By that  I d o  not  infer that  those  pushing t h e  
tonnage tax  idea were  insincere; but  I think they realized that it was  a 
hopeless fight and a waste of effort. I t  was  the  opinion of many t h ~ t  
even though such a measure could be passed in both branches, it would 
be  vetoed by the  Governor. And later the impression that  a Big Poli- 
tician might a t tempt  t o  use this veto for personal purposes, helped to  de- 
feat  the bill in the House. 

H. F. No. 404, by Frankson, J. N. Johnson and  Moriarity, was  intro- 
duced February  .9th and referred to  the Committee on Taxes  and T a x  
Laws. T h a t  committee. packed especially for that  purpose, reported 
the  bill for "indefinite postponement" on March 8th by a vote of sixteen 
t o  one, Henry  A. Hoffman heing the  only member  out of seventeen t o  
sign the  minority report .  T h e  real meaning of this action can best be 
understood when one considers that  it was  an  a t tempt  t o  "kill in com- 
mittee" a measure involving millions of dollars and of state-wide interest. 
T o  sustain the repor t  of  the  sixteen meant  that  there  would be n o  
opportunity t o  c h a n ~ e  the bill by amendment  o r  t o  get  a direct vote upon 
It. I have n o  criticism of anyone w h o  finally opposed the tonnage tax, 
many of i ts  enemies being honestly against  t ha t  method and princi!)le 
of taxation, but  there  does not seem to  be any  justification for t h o i s  
who  supported the  T a x  Committee in i ts  Cannonistic t rea tment  of the  
measure.  An overwhelming majority of the  House  evidently took this 
same view, for  they repudiated the  sixteen and adopted the  minority 
recommendation of Mr. Hoffman making H. F. No. 404 a special o rde r  
for March 16th. 

W h e n  R. C. Dunn. Chairman of the  Committee o n  Taxes ,  moved tha t  
the majority report  killing the  tonnage t ax  bill in committee,  be adopted, 
Thomas  Frankson made a substi tute motion that  Mr. Hoffman's minority 
repor t  be adopted, which carried by the following significant vote:  

To Sustain the O l e :  Aildrew Anderson, A .  V. Anderson. J. J. Al~iierson, G .  W. Brown, 
Rurnquist, Ct~mpbrll, Christie, Colllry, Convl~rse, Cl'nlle, Dnvies. Denzer. Diessnrr, Edwards. 
Ih~anksoi~.  Gr~.e!ie. Hnfften, I-Iardinz, Hnoge. Herzt~erg. I-Iolmher~, Holten. Hopkins. C. E. 
Jnh~lson. J. N. Joh~ison, J. T. Johnson. Just. 1;ell.r. Iilemer. Knutson, I .  J. Lrr. J. F. Lee, 
S.  N. Lee, Lihrra, Lindberg. 1.nndt~e11, hlcDonnld. hfcl\lartin. M c S ~ i l ,  Mettliug, Llinette, Nor- 
ton. A.  Nclso~i ,  H .  N ~ l s o n ,  Nolnu, R'ygreli, 0'Brit.n. O'Neill. Palmw. Paplzr, Peters. A. J. 
I'rtvrson, .J. E. P t ~ t e ~ s o u .  P f n ~ ~ d r r ,  Pntnnm. Reed. Rohwtson. Rolrinson. Rustad, Snmpson, 
Srhulv~.. Srhn-nrte, Skartum, W. T. Stone, Sulerud, Untiedt, Utecht, E. Warner. Whiting, 
Wisnirn'sk-70. 

To Sustain the Sixteen: Akcr. Eorgen. Bonck. L. D. Brown. Clarke. Congdon. Davis. R. 0. 
Dunn, I+rpl~son, Pr,n.lt~r, Purhs, Hr.nly, Hillmnn. I lnrlf~g.  J ~ ~ l i r ~ e l i .  Iioapp. I incela~~tl .  Iilinae, 
Lf~nnon, Lydiard, MarIienzir. Mnttsw,  hloriarity, Knsh, Nye. Orr. Perry, 0. P ~ t ~ ~ r n m ,  
Riht-naclz. Rir?, Rinrs. Saggnu, S'pooner. C. E. Stone, Thielen, Virtue, C. H. Warner, Wash- 
burn, Webb, White and Spekker H. H. D u n n 4 1 .  
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I t  will be noted that J. J. Moriarity, one of the authors of the bill, 
voted with the organization. Mr. Moriarity had previously changed 
front on this bill, and had his name removed from the list of its authors. 

After a bitter fight on the day of the special order, March 16th, H. F. 
/ No. 404 was defeated decisivelv. The vote was as follows: 

For  t h e  Tonnage Tax :  Andrew Anderson, A. V. Andcrson, J. J .  Andcrson, Boothroyd, 
Campbell, Co i l l e~ ,  Converse, Cmne, Davics, Diessncr, Farley,  Frankson, IIaff ten,  Harding. 
Hnuge, Henion, Hoffman, Holmberg, Iiolton, C. E. Johnson, J. N. Johnsoi~,  J. T .  Johnson, 
Klcmcr, Iinutson, I. J. Lee, J. P. Lee, S. N. Lee, Lineberg, LIcMartin, Lfinette. A. Nelson, 
Papke,  A. J. Peterson,  J. E.  Peterson,  Pu tnam,  Reed, Robwtson, Rohinsoll, Rustad,  Snmpsou, 
Schuler, Schwartz. Skartum, Sulerud, Vosland, E. R'arncr, TVescott, Whiting-4s. 

Against  the  Tonnage T a x :  Aker, Borgen, Bouck, C .  TV. Bron.11, L. D. Brown, Boroqnist, 
Christie, Clarke, Congdon, Davis, Denoer, R. C. Duuo, Edn.ards, Rergusoii, Fowler, Fuchs, 
Greene, Henly, Hillman, Hopkins, Elurlcy, Jelinek, Jus t ,  Kerfe,  Kelly, ICuapp, Kneeland, 
Iiunse, Lemon ,  Libera, Lundeen, Lydiard, McDo~iald, hIacICcneic, McNeil, Mattson, h l e t t l i ~ ~ g ,  
Moriarity, Morton, Nash, H. Nelson, Nolan, Nye, Xygren, O'Brian, O'Neill, Orr, Palmer,  
Pe r ry ,  Pe te r s ,  0. Peterson,  Pfaender ,  Ribmacl;, Rice, Rincs, Saggnu, Spooncr, C. E. Stone, 
W. T. Stone, Sullivan, Thielen, Untiedt, Utecht, Virtue, C. H.  Warner ,  Washburn,  Webb, 
White, Wisniemski, Speaker EI. H. Dui~n-70. 

Nine of the old members who voted against the Franlrson-Johnson 
tonnage tax measure voted for the Bjorge bill on the same subject in 
the 1909 session. They were L. C. Spooner, Albert Pfaender, Geo. H. 
Mattson. Alex McNeil. F. L. Kellv. H. Nelson. G. EI. Denzer. Tos. Peters - ,  , - 
and 0. peterson. 

Several unusual influences entered into that roll call. In  previous 
sessions most of the supporters of the tonnage tax bill were progres- 
sives. and most of its enemies reactionaries. I n  this case "the lion and 
the lamb" were often found together against the measure. A few in- 
surgents, like J. A. A. Burnquist, opposed the principle of taxation in- 
volved. Other progressives, like Andrew Davis, obeyed the sentiment 
of their districts in voting negatively. But the bulk of the progressive 
opposition came from two exceptional causes: 

First, the Veto Possibility.-It has already been hinted that some of 
the progressives were fearful that Governor Eberhart would not sign 
the bill, if it were passed. Later a story started which indicated that 
an "alumni coach" might profit in a political way by having the bill go 
through both branches and reach the veto stage. Accordingly, some 
map have regarded it as a duty to  defeat the measure a t  the first odpor- 
tunity. 

Second, Progressives from St. Louis.-The 1911 session was the first 
in years in which "the Duluth delegation" in both House and Senate 
had not been solidly reactionary. They had stood with the brewery com- 
bine, the railroad ring and the special interests generally. Because they 
were universally "wrong" on all other fundamental and moral questions, 
the insurgents who had not made a personal study of the tonnage tax 
naturally reasoned that the St. Louis county members must be wrong 
also in their position on that question. Accordingly they refused to be 
influenced in the slightest degree by what the Duluth members said or 
did against the Bjorge bill. 

But a t  this session the situation was different. Although most of 
the Duluth delegation in the House were reactionary t o  the core and 
dominated by Mr. Congdon, there were exceptions. N. S. Hillman was 
an unvarying insurgent, and E. R. Ribenack had progressive inclinations 
and performed excellent service for his home sity on local issues. I n  
the Senate, Boyle and Cheadle were both progressive on all fundamen- 
tally democratic questions. Because of this fact, they developed laroe 
influence among the insurgent element, which had its effect on the to%- 
nage tax situation in the House. * * *  

T h e  lesson of the 1911 session should not be lost upon Duluth and 



the iron range region. All that was accomplished for that  section came 
through the influence of the few progressives in their delegations. Sen- 
ator  Cheadle and Representative Ribenack were chiefly responsible for 
the enactment of the special law giving to Duluth the opportunity to  
escape from a local concern which had a practical monopoly of the elec- 
ti-ic supply for the city. 

The  failure of the reapportionment bill was due to  the greed of the 
reactionaries back of it-they were seeking too much advantage for 
the special interests; as a result St. Louis county received nothing in 
that direction, and it was entitled to  a great deal. 

The  time has passed when even "a master of men" like Chester A. 
Congdon can dominate through the usual methods of combination. Mr. 
Congdon is of a splendid type. Intellectually, he was one of the strong- 
est individuals in the legislature. But he sacrificed all his fine qualities 
and worked hand in hand with brewery representatives and professional 
politicians through all the session-associations for which superior men- 
tality and personal character could not atone in the eyes of the better 
class. H e  had the opportunity and the power to make the 1911 legisla- 
ture truly representative of the people, but instead he permitted, even 
aided, the re-establishment of the old alliance between the brewery 
combine and the other special interests. Duluth lost what would have 
been gained by a different course. 



CHAPTER XIV. 

TZE FARRINGITON-FRClS.MAUG CONTEST. 

I t  is bad cnough to win an clection, Lorimer-like, by buying votes; 
it is immeasurably more immoral and more criminal to  change an elec- 
tion after the votes have been cast and counted. This is the story of 
liow the Minnesota State Senate was saved the disgrace of giving ap- 
proval to such ballot box tampering by only a single vote. 

T h e  56th Legislative District, comprising the counties of Swift and 
Big Stone, witnessed a Senatorial race among S. J. Froshaug, prohibi- 
tionist, Ray G. Farrington, democrat, and T. J. McElligott, republican. 
Froshaug won by a plurality of twenty-one votes over Farrington, WHO 
in turn led McElligott by a few votes. The  "friends" of Farrington 
instituted a contest and the ballots were recounted, giving Farrington 
a plurality of twenty-two over Froshaug. Mr. McElligott was evidently 
not an issue with those who prepared for  and prosecuted the recount, 
for his total did not differ materially from the figures of the first re- 
turns. T h e  canvassing boards gave Froshaug 1,406, Farrington 1,385; 
in the recount Farrington had 1,393, Froshaug 1,371. The  difference 
meant that a clean cut. independent, progressive member would be un- 
seated and his place in the Senate filled by a politician in every sense 
satisfactory t o  the brewery combine; but the change itself was not so 
serious or menacing as  the fact of its accomplishment by the grossest, 
most palpable election frauds. 

All criminality should be considered from two viewpoints: (1) the 
motive, and (2) the method. The  motive of Farrington's "friends" is 
obvious-the liquor element were enraged over the election of a party 
prohibitionist, especially in a district served by one of their most faith- 
ful followers, and they resorted to  the only possible method, that  of 
entering ballot boxes and deliberately altering enough ballots t o  re- 
verse the verdict of the voters. This was done in five precincts, Grace- 
ville, Clinton, Odessa. and Ortonville in Big Stone county, and Edison 
in Swift county, resulting as  follows: 

Election Returns. Recoonr. 
Precinct. Parrington. Froshaug. Farrfngtou. Froshang. 

Graceville ...................... 140 6 150 3 
Glinton ......................... 39 20 43 21 
Odessa ......................... 61 42 68 36 
Ortonville ...................... 235 81 236 73 
Edison ......................... 4 13 4 - - - S - 

Totals ...................... 491 171 501 141 

T h e  gain for Farrington in these five precincts, where ballot boxes 
were entered and votes changed, was forty. 

Lieutenant-Governor Gordon appointed a Committee on Elections 
consisting of J. E. Haycraft, chairman; C. F. Cook, T .  E. Cashman, F. 
E. Putnam, 0. G. Dale. J. M. I-Iackney, James P. Boyle, Carl Wallace, 
and C. J. Gunderson. T o  this body was entrusted the task of investigat- 
ing this contest, which they did with a thoroughness and patriotic devo- 
tion t o  duty which has rarely been equalled by public servants any- 
where. For  weeks they delved deeper and still more deeply into the case 
and finally, in the boxes themselves, found undisputab!e evidence of 
the fraud. If that committee had been even a trifle less conscientious 
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and determined to get a t  the truth, the dastardly crime would have been 
condoned by the sanction of the Senate. After nearly a month and a 
half of investigation, a period of almost continuous personal work on 
the part of several members of the Elections Committee, a majority 
report, recommending that Dr. Froshaug retain his seat, was sent to  
the Senate February 15th. Much of the story is told in that report. I 
quote from that document: 

"From the evidence brought to  the attention of your committee, 
the following combination of circumstances and conditions appear: 

"First. The  character of the ballot boses in all but one of these dis- 
puted precincts is shown to have been peculiar and different f rom boxers 
ordinarily used for the purpose intended, and boxes affording easy 
means of access to  their contents. 

"Second. I t  appears that the care and custody of all but one of 
these ballot boxes was not as  required by law, in one or two instances 
a ballot box not being in the care and custody of the legal custodian at  
all. 

"Third. The  testimony shows that the character and custody of the 
ballot boxes in dispute was such as  to  afford ample opportunity for 
tampering with the same. 

"Fourth. I t  appears i rom this testimony that when the ballot boxes 
were opened, the contents examined and the ballots recounted, extra- 
ordinary and exceptional conditions were found to exist in each box, 
discrepancies of an unusual and unnatural character, and discrepancies 
which have never been in any manner explained. I t  further appears 
that crosses were made on ballots by persons other than the voter vot- 
ing the ballot. 

"Fifth. I t  appears that there was an exceptional and extraordinary 
number of ballots double crossed for candidates for Senator, to  an ex- 
tent making these five precincts differ abnormally from all other pre- 
cincts in the district. 

"Sixth. I t  is reasonable t o  presume that if these double crosses 
were placed thereon by the voter voting the ballot, the same conditions 
would have been found to exist in other offices for which there were 
two candidates on the same ballot, whereas an examination shows exactly 
the contrary t o  exist. 

"Seventh. Out  of the remaining thirty-seven precincts in this dis- 
trict re-counted by the inspectors, no irregularities such as stated above 
were found to exist a t  all, and this fact is conceded by both parties to 
this contest  Tha t  one of these conditions might exist alone and yet 
admit of explanation may be conceded; but that all of these conditions 
should exist together and concur cannot be explained or reconciled. 
The  chain of circumstances proven by the existence and concurence of 
these unusual, abnormal conditions constitutes almost absolute proof that 
these ballots and ballot boxes have not only not been properly kept, 
but in fact have been tampered with; and such testimony and chain 
of c'rcumstances prohibit a finding which could affect the correctness 
of th& original returns." 

T h e  majority report: of the Elections Committee considered separ-' 
ately each of the five precincts in which ballots had been tampered 
with, describing the conditions and changes as  follows: 

"Odessa.-The ballot box used in this precinct was a wooden box, 
lid on hinges, locked in front with a padlock, sealed with paper and 
sealing wax. This box was kept under the stage in the village hall. 
This  hall was used for entertainments, lectures, dances, band practice, 
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and public functions in general. T h e  marshal had a key to  the build- 
ing, a s  did also another. T h e  apartment under the siage containing the 
box was not locked. The  building was sometimes left unlocked for the 
use of the band boys, and left with no one in care of it. T h e  custodian 
had no key to the building. H e  kept the township seal, an  impression 
of which was placed upon the sealing wax when the box was locked 
and sealed on the night of election, in his desk a t  home. in which desk 
he kept township records, which records were examined by people other 
than custodian and family. 

"The judges and clerks of election all testified before your Commit- 
tee. I t  is shown from this testimony that one or two ballots were 
double crossed for senator, meaning by double crossed, where two candi- 
dates for senator were attempted to  be voted for. The  people testifying 
included the judge who read the ballots and the judge who watched him 
read them. 

"When the box was opened by your committee and the ballots re- 
counted, it was found that s ixba l lo t s  were double crossed for senator, 
while on the contested election for representative there were none 
double crossed. There were four double crossed for sheriff and two ap- 
parently in dispute. T h e  original count in this precinct gave Froshaug 42, 
Farrington 61, and McElligott IS. T h e  recount showed Froshaug 36, 
Farrington 68, and McElligott 16. Froshaug lost six votes, McEl l~got t  
two, and Farrington gained seven. There was one Froshaug ballot 
with the initials D. A. on the bottom thereof, and one with the initials 
M. F." 

T h e  returns of the canvassing board showed that several of those 
voting a t  the November election did not vote for any candidate for 
State Senator; but the recount showed every ballot marked for that 
office. Senators Haycraft and Gunderson of the Committee on Elec- 
tions made a careful inspection of all the ballots in this precinct t o  ex- 
plain the discrepancy. They first placed the ballots in three piles- 
Farrington's in one, Froshaug's in another, and I\iIcElligott's in a third. 
Then they studied each for signs of fraud. I n  the Farrington pile they 
found seven with an X after his name which had obviously not been 
marked by the same person who made the other X's upon the ballot. 
I n  addition to  being different from the regular marks of the voter, all 
of the seven-the number not originally voted fo r  State Senator in that 
village and the number which Farrington gained in that precinct-were 
of similar style, as though written by the same person. 

"Gracevi!!e.-The ballot box in this precinct was a fifty-pound lard 
can made of tin. had one hinge in the back and a hasp in the front. I t  
locked with a padlock. T h e  evidence shows that after the ballots were 
counted by the judges on the night of election, they were placed in this 
ballot box and the box closcd and locked. A strip of paper attached 
to  the can near the hinge was drawn across the top and attached to  
the can near the lock, both ends being scaled with sealing wax,-that the 
sealing wax and paper failed t o  adhere to  one side. T h e  clerk, Williams, 
testifies that the paper failed to  adhere to  the can probably on the hinged 
side. Inspector Thornton testifies that the paper was loose on the lock 
side and that when he opened the box to  recount the ballots, he opened 
the same without breaking the papcr. 

"This box was kept in a vault in the village hall t o  which vault the 
custodian Williams and at  least one other person, a Judge McDonald, 
knew the combination. I t  also appears that  the members of the village 
council had access to  the room in which the vault was situated. Such 
was the character of the box and such was the character of its care 
and custody. 
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" W e  next considered the condition o f  affairs when the box was 
opened. W h e n  the box was opened b y  your committee, it was found 
upon the recount that Froshaug had six votes, Farrington 150, and Mc- 
Elligott 44, whereas on the original count Froshaug had 9, Farrington 
149, and McElligott 44. It appears that Froshaug lost 3 votes, or one- 
third o f  his entire vote on his original count, Farrington gained 1 vote, 
while McElligott's was the same. There were two  ballots upon which 
t w o  candidates for Senator had been crossed. There were two  Froshaug 
ballots with the initials E. T .  S .  on the bottom thereof,  one Farrington 
ballot with the name Paul Mahoney on the back thereof,  and one with 
the initials J .  K. on the back thereof." 

"Ortonvi1le.-The box used in this precinct was a peculiar box-a 
round metal box with a rod extending up in the center f rom the bot tom 
o f  the box, with a thread on the end o f  the rod. T h e  lid was fastened 
down b y  the rod, extended through a hole in the center o f  the lid, upon 
which a peculiar piece o f  iron with handle was screwed onto the rod, 
holding the lid down. I t  was then locked with t w o  ordinary padlocks. 
T h e  box  was not sealed in any manner. It was kept in the room o f  
the custodian, Matthews. T h e  keys and the padlocks were kept in an 
ordinary envelope in the unlocked desk o f  the custodian in the same 
room. Custodian was a few times away f rom his room when it was 
not locked, once being called t o  Graceville upon a sort o f  fictitious, un- 
explained telephone message for a purpose in which it was known 
custodian was interested, but which trip when so made proved t o  be o f  
no  consequence for anybody, the man agreeing over the telephone t o  
meet him failing t o  appear. 

"The  judges and clerks o f  election testified that there were three 
or four double crossed ballots for Senator. It also appears that a young 
man occupied the room with the custodian in which the ballot box 
was kept. 

" T h e  original count in this precinct was Froshaug 81, Farrington 
238, McElligott 31. W h e n  the box was opened and the contents ex- 
amined and the ballots recounted, it was found that Froshaug had.73 
votes, Farrington 236, and McElligott 31; McElligott's vote remaining 
the same, Farrington losing t w o  and Froshaug losing eight. In this 
precinct thirteen ballots were found double crossed for Senator. Upon  
examination o f  these ballots, it conclusively appears that some o f  the 
double crossed ballots for Senator had one o f  the crosses placed thereon 
b y  some person other than the voter voting the ballot. Th is  also ap- 
pears in the precincts o f  Clinton and Odessa Whi le  there was the un- 
usual and unreasonable number o f  thirteen ballots double crossed for 
Senator. thereby being absolutely inconsistent with the test in~ony o f  
the judges o f  election. there was only one ballot double crossed for 
sheriff ,  a hotly contested election, and none whatever double crossed 
on the contest for Representatives. Ortonville is contestant's home 
precinct." 

T h e  telephone message referred t o  in the report seemed full o f  
mystery and significance. Mr. Matthews, the custodian o f  the Ortonville 
ballot box,  was sun~moned to  Graceville, by  telel~hone, to  meet a ptrang&r 
on a matter o f  business in which lie was interested. Upon  arrivlng in 
Graceville he discovered that no such man was awaiting him there. 
T h e  trip took him away from his office, where the ballot box was kept, 
for a part o f  one day and night. Later it was found that instcad o f  
coining from Graceville, as Mr. Matthews was led to  believe, the fake 
telephone message had been sent f rom a public booth in the Saint Paul 
Hotel. T h e  logical conclusion is that some one had telephoned f r o m  
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St. Paul for the purpose of getting Mr. Matthews out of town and giv- 
ing the Ortonville artists an opportunity to open the ballot box in his 
absence. 

If you will turn to  the first inside page of the cover you will see evi- 
dence that the Ortonville box was opened and tampered with, either then 
or at  some other time before the recount. Two sides of an Ortonville 
ballot were photographed and they tell the story almost as well as  does 
the ballot itself. Only one end of the front and back of this ballot is 
shown in the cut. Note the peculiar, trembly appearance of the X placed 
after the name of S. J. Froshaug, which is almost identically the same 
as  all the other X's on the ballot, except the much larger and in every 
way different one placed after the name of Ray G. Farrington. Obviously 
that X was made when the box was opened, for the purpose of invalidat- 
ing the ballot and throwing out a vote for Froshaug, which, of course, 
i t  did. 

But even more striking proof of fraud is shown by the back of this 
particular ballot. T h e  voter had evidently marked his ballot writing 
on a rough board surface, which, together with unusual pressure of the 
pencil, made an impression clear through the ballot. On  the back of 
that ballot every X is plainly visible, excepting only the extra X which 
invalidated it, which indicates that that X was not made by the same 
person and under the same conditions as the others. Those back side 
impressions were so  plain that it was possible to  photograph most of 
them, as is shown in the cut. The corresponding number, 1-1, 2-2, 3-3, 
etc., show the original X's and where the same ones are impressed on 
the back of the ballot. The  0 ' s  show the spurious X on the front and 
the corresponding place on the back of the ballot where there is not 
the slightest sign of it. Other ballots might have been photographed 
to testify to  similar signs of tampering. 

"Clinton.-This box was a wooden box and not locked-in fact, i t  
never had a lock, being fastened with a nail-the cover fastened with 
hinges. I t  was sealed with paper and sealing wax in front, the paper 
extending over the lid. The  clerk was not present when the box was 
sealed, but the witness, Blair. was present when it was sealed and fas- 
tened with a nail as  aforesaid. This box was kept in a vacant store 
building used by J. D. Ross for the keeping of extras to  machinery. T h e  
store building was a frame building on Main street in the village of 
Clinton. Mr. Ross and his two sons had keys to  the doors. There were 
two windows in the rear of the building. The building was an old one- 
one of the oldest in town. The  box was in plain sight. 

"It appears from the returns and the testimony of the election offi- 
cials that there were SO votes cast in this precinct and 79 of them cast 
for  Senator, the original count being Froshaug 29, Farrington 39, Mc- 
Elligott 11. When the box was opened and the contents examined and 
ballots counted by your committee, it was found that Froshaug had 21, 
a loss of 8 votes, McElligott 10, a loss of one vote, and Farrington 43, 
a gain of four votes. There were also found six ballots upon which two " 
candidates for Senator had been crossed. There were two other offices 
contested in Big Stone county, viz.: representative to  legislature and 
sheriff. There were two ballots upon which two candidates for sheriff 
had been crossed, but none where two candidates for representative 
had been voted for." 

"Edison.-The box in this precinct was an ordinary metal box, lid 
on hinges, fastened in front with an ordinary padlock. This box was 
produced before the inspectors at  Benson, Minnesota, last December, by 
the custodian, Fred I-Iallaway, who had kept it a t  his house. I t  was 



85 T H E  MINNESOTA LEGISLATURE O F  1911 

sealed and locked. T h e  box was brought by the custodian to Benson 
and taken t o  the Aldrich hotel shortly before midnight preceding the 
day on which it was recounted. I t  was placed in the office room of the 
hotel near the cigar case during the night. I t  had two coverings of paper 
around it and the string wrapped around the paper in a particular man- 
ner. When the custod~an reached the box the following morning, to  
take it to  the court house to  be recounted, he immediately discovered 
that the box had been tampercd with, the first thing being noticed was 
that  the string was tied around the box in a different manner. I-Ie made 
this known to everybody who cared to hear there in the office of the 
hotel, including the attorneys for contestee and one Thomas B. Boyle, 
the custodian of the ballot box from another precinct in Swift county. 
T h e  matter was talked about the hotel, the box taken to the court 
house, and the statements relative to its tampering reiterated in the 
presence of all there, including contestant. When the papers were re- 
moved from the box, the seal was found to be broken. I t  conclusively 
appears to  your committee that this box had been opened the night 
preceding the recount a t  Benson. 

"The clerk and one of the judges of election testified that in this 
precinct there was one ballot double crossed for Senator, and which 
was not counted, there being 45 votes cast and 44 counted for Senator. 

"When the box was opened by your committee and the contents 
noted and the ballots counted, there were found to be six ballots double 
crossed for Senator, five more than were double crossed on the original 
count as shown by the evidence of the clerk and judge of election, and 
it  is significant that contestee lost just five votes, and these ballots 
so  double crossed for Senator are all ballots upon which a cross appears 
opposite to  the name of contestee. The original count in this precinct 
showed 13 votes for Froshaug, 27 for McElligott, and four for Farring- 
ton The  recount showed Farrington's the same, but Froshaug's eight. 
a loss of five votes, losing about 40 per cent of his entire vote. The 
offices in Swift county for which there were more than one candidate 
were the offices of Representative, Treasurer, Sheriff, and County At- 
torney, and it appears there was a sharp contest in this precinct for 
all these offices. There was one ballot double crossed for Sheriff, one 
double crossed for Representative, and none double crossed for the 
other offices enumerated. 

"An examination of each double crossed ballot convinces your com- 
mittee that with the exception of one, there was a cross placed thereon 
for Senator by some person other than the voter who voted the ballot. 
I t  is somewhat significant that the judges testified that there was one 
ballot double crossed for  Senator on the original count, and your com- 
mittee's examination of all crossed ballots confirms that statement." 

On the inside back page of the cover is reproduced a photograph 
of one of the changed ballots in this precinct. If there were not other 
absolute proof that the Edison ballot box was entered, this cut would 
tell the story. You will notice that all of the X's are almost uniform 
and obviously marked by the voter, exceptmg the extra X after the 
name of Thomas J. McElligott, which invalidated the ballot and made 
one less vote for Dr. Froshaug On the original ballot, the voter. evi- 
dently some methodical citizen, drew his lines from corner to  corner 
of the squares, while the spurious X was much smaller and in no way 
harmonized with the others. * * *  

T h e  minority report of the Committee on Elections, signed by C. F. 
Cook, ended with this conclusion: 
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"There is no direct evidence at  all, and no satisfactory evidence of 
any nature that any of these ballot boxes, or  of the ballots therein, had 
been tampered with between the date of the election and the date of the 
recount by the inspectors, and the differences in the result of the recount 
of the inspectors and the return made by the judges of election must be 
attributed to  mistakes of the judges and clerlcs of election." 

Senator Cook in this connection, recommended the adoption of the 
following: 

"Resolved, Tha t  Ray G. Farrington was duly elected Senator of the 
56th Senatorial District a t  the General Election l?eld November 8th, 1910, 
and that he is entitled to  and be given the seat of Senator of that District 
in this Senate." 

* * *  
I n  order to  get another view of the fight for Farrington, it is neces- 

sa ry  to  give brief consideration to  one other contest for a seat in the 
Senate. John Saugstad and A. D. Stephens were candidates for the Re- 
publican nomination for State Senator in Pollc county. Mr. Stephens 
won. Then  Mr. Saugstad's friends instituted a "sticker" carnpalgn, and 
by the use of stickers he defeated Mr. Stephens in the November elec- 
tion. Next Mr. Stephens prosecuted a contest, which was considered by 
the Committee on Elections. O n  February 2nd this body reported unani- 
mously in favor of Saugstad, finding that 111s plurality over Stephens 
was 202. The  mill of the voters was exuressed more unmistakably 
than those figures indicated, a great many Saugstad votes being thrown 
out because they were improperly marked. 

Mr. Stephens was a reactionary of the most pronounced and un- 
alterable type. Mr. Saugstad was a progressive in politics. But that was 
not  the issue in the contest between them, which the Senate had to  de- 
cide. T h e  citizens of Polk county preferred Saugstad and gave him a 
majority of several hundred votes. H e  was elected and had every right, 
moral and legal, to  retain his seat. I studied this Stephens-Saugstad con- 
test from all possible angles. Every point of view led to the one inevit- 
able. conclusion: I t s  institutors must have been mistaken in their esti- 
mate of the probity of the Senate. There was nothing else upon which 
to  hope for success in the attempt to  thwart the plainly expressed will 
of the people and seat a Senator who had not been elected. Mr. Stephens 
had not the slightest legal o r  nloral right to  a place in the Senate, yet 
the reactionaries almost succeeded in creating a combination with votes 
enough to  accomplish the dual disgrace of seating both him and Farring- - 
ton. 

T h e  real test in the Saugstad-Stephens contest came on February 
7th, the day fixed for final action on the case. The  Froshaug-Farring- 
ton special order had been postponed to  give the Committee on Elections 
more time to  investigate. T h e  brewery mfluences back of the combina- 
tion wanted the Farrington matter settled first and if they had succeeded 
in that effort Farrington wollld have received enough support from 
Stephens' friends to  have been seated, and the combination would prob- 
ably have held together for the other contest. Everybody understood 
the issue when on February 7th, Senator Duxbury moved that  final ac- 
tion in the Stephens contest be postponed until February 15th. Study 
the roll call on that motion and note the changes when the vote was 
taken on the question of seating Farrington. Senators Duxbury and 
Marden voted to  postpone the Stephens contest. If that  had been done 
in all probability they would have voted for Farrington, had his case 
been settled first. Even one of those two votes would have seated him. 
T h e  roll call on the Duxbury motion resulted as follows, those voting 
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"aye" being either knowingly or unknowingly in favor of the objects of 
the combination for Farrington and Stephens: 

Those Who Voted in the  AErmat ive  Were:  Anderson, Carpenter, Coller, C. I. Cook, L. 0. 
Cooke, Denegre, Do~~nldson ,  Durn, Duxbury, Glotabach, Gunn, Handlan,  C. D. Johnson, John- 
ston, L 'Heraul t ,  AIcOrath. Mnrden, M o o n a ~ ~ ,  Pauly,  Poehler, Pugh,  Schaller, Stebbius, G .  H. 
Sullivan, J. D. Sullivan, Vau Eloven, Wcis, Works-28. 

Those Who Voted in t h e  Negative Were:  Ahmnnn, Bedford, Boyle, Cnshman, Chendle. 
Clague, Dale, Duea, Dwiunell, Elwell, Fosseen. Froshnug, Gunderson, Hackney, Hunsou, Has -  
c ra f t ,  V. L. Johnson, Iileill, Lende, iVorruy, Nelson, Odell, Olson, Peterson, Putnam, Rockue, 
Rustnd,  Sageug, Sundhcrg, Swanson, Thoe, Wallace, and bilson-33. 

After failing in this, only six Senators actually voted' for Stephens 
when final action was taken later the same day. Chairman Haycraft of 
the  Committee on Elections moved that the resolution seating Saugstad 
be adopted. Geo. H. Sullivan made a substitute motion that Stephens 
be seated. The  vote was as follows: 

For  S.tephens: L. 0. Cooke, Dunn, Glotzbnch, O .  D. Johnson, O. H. Sullivan, Works--6. 
For  Saugstad:  Ahmanu, Anderson, Bedford, Boyle, Carpenter, Cnshman, Chendle, Clngue, 

Coller, C. I. Cook, Dale, Denegre, Donaldson, Duea, Duxbury, Dwinuell, Elwell, Fosseen, 
Froshaug, Gunderson, Gunn, I-Iackney, n n l ~ d l a n ,  Hnnson, Hngcmf t ,  V. L. Johnson, Johnston, 
Kleln, Lende, L'HeraoIt, McGrath, Marden, Moonan. Murray, Nelson, Odell, Olson, Pauly,  
Peterson, Poehler, Pugh,  Putl!am, Rockne, Rustad,  Sngeug, Schaller, Stebbins, J. D. Sullivan, 
Sundhera. Smanson. Thoe. Van Hoven, Wallace. Weis. Wilson-55. 

A-difference of three votes on the Duxbury motion might have kept 
the combination intact against Froshaug, but its failure removed the 
Stephens element from the Farrington contest and undoubtedly pre- ' 
vented the disgrace which only the heroic work of Senators like Hay- 
craft, Sageng, Gunderson, Putnam and Boyle, averted as it was. 

* * * 
There were four distinct stages in the fight for Farrington. First, 

the early indications were that the figures of the recount would stand. 
Next, the Elections Committee probed deeper into the case and discov- 
ered additional and conclusive evidence that ballot boxes had been en- 
tered and votes changed, which turned the tide in Froshaug's favor. 
This condition continued almost up to  the day before the contest was 
decided and it was the general opinion that Farrington would not receive 
more than twenty votes. 

Then came the final effort for Farrington. They cracked the party 
whip over the Democrats. Farrington's personal popularity was em- 
ployed to bring some of his old senatorial associates into line. Votes 
for the Congdon reapportionment bill were traded for votes against 
Froshaug. Most potent, however, was the brewery organization, which 
brought into the new combination a number of the "old guard." Still 
a few were lacking on the day before final action and these were sup- 
plied, only the Lord knows how, in a last all-night hunt for votes. As 
a result, Farrington's friends, jaded but happy, entered the contest, 
claiming 34 who either did not understand the situation or else believed 
not in the will of the majority. 

The  last stage was the closing hour of the debate in which "the 
four" swung back t o  Froshaug and gave him the victory. Tha t  debate 
was dramatic and of epochical importance to  the state. Senators Put- 
nam, Gunderson, Sageng, Haycraft, and Boyle bore the brunt of the 
battle for the integrity of the ballot and the latter two closed the de- 
bate with a challenge to every friend of Farrington to inspect the 
changed ballots, which were in the building, before voting to unseat the 
man who was being cheated out of his position by an election fraud a6 
heinous as it was obvious. That  debate lasted five hours. I t  was so  
intense. so conclusive, that even Duxbury, one of the Senators who spoke 
for Farrington voted against him. 

When Senator Haycraft moved that S. J. Froshaug retain his seat, 
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Senator Works, leader of the Farrington forces, made a substitute mo- 
tion that Ray G. Farrington be seated. The roll call resulted as  follows, 
Senator Hackney being absent, and Froshaug not voting: 

For  Farrington: Ahmann, Anderson, Carpenter, Cheadle, Coller, C. F. Cook. L. 0. Cooke, 
Denegre Donaldson, Dunn, Glotzbach, G u m ,  Haudlan. C. D. Johnson, Johnston, L'Herault, 
~ c ~ r n t ; ,  Moonnn, Morray, Olson, Panly,  Poehlec, Pugh, Schaller, Stebbins, G .  H. Sullivan, 
J. D. SulIivan. Van Hoven, Weis, Works-30. 

For Froshaug: Bedford, Bcnson, Boyle, Cnshman, Clague, Dale, Duea, Dusbury, Dminnell, 
Elmell, Fosseen, Gundcrson, Hanson Haycraft ,  V. L. Johnson, Klein, Lende, Marden, Nelson, 
Ddrll. Peterson. Putnam, Rocline.' Rustnd, Sageng, Saugstad, Sundherg, Swanson, Thoe, 
W n l ~ i c e ,  ~ i l son-31 .  

Perhaps the people of Minnesota needed just such a disgrace as 
was averted by one vote, t o  arouse them to a realization that the brew- 
e r y  combine does not consider suffrage a sacred thing. 



CHAPTER XV. 

LABOR AND T H E  LEGISLATURE. 

The  proletariat is beginning to understand the significance of gov- 
ernment. Political conditions always outweigh industrial conditions in 
the battle for bread. Laws more than labor determine how much of this 
world's wealth each shall possess and enjoy-which applies equally to 
overlord and layman. I t  is because men and women now realize that 
government means more, not in sentiment, but in dollars and cents, 
than any one's business, that they are rising everywhere to  drive special 
interests and professional politicians out of power. The  tidal wave of 
reform sentiment that is sweeping the country, is not due to  a moral 
impulse on the part of the people-its origin and impetus exist in that 
uncompromising law of self-interest and self-preservation which ulti- 
mately actuates every race, and nine-tenths of .America is in the ranks 
of toil. 

Commercial conditions, the sequel of political conditions, are  fast 
converting industrial democracy into a state where the rank and file 
are dependent upon more than their labor. There is neither competi- 
tion nor co-operation to lessen the high cost of living for those who toil. 
Competition has been superseded by monopoly, and co-operation by pa- 
ternalism in business. Both competition and co-operation, the only 
safeguards for the many, depend upon politics, controlled by the few. 
Legislation is becoming a matter of millions for the special interests 
and of bread and butter for all who contribute their mite. 

What  did the Minnesota Legislature of 1911 do in respect to labor? 
I shall only recite enough t o  suggest the general situation. 

Labor was supremely interested in the enactment of an initiative 
and referendum amendment. The  story of that struggle and of its phases 
of special importance to organized labor. has already been told. The  
Joint Labor Legislation Board published a report after the session, signed 
by Robert E. Jones, Dennis J. Hayes, and T o m  J. McGrath, in which 
this issue was discussed as follows: 

"Several bills on this subject were introduced by different House 
members. The Joint Board endorsed the bill known as H.  F. 651, which 
provided that legislation might be initiated upon the petition of 10 per 
cent of the legal voters of the state, and that the referendum might be 
invoked by 7 per cent of the voters. The  only pronounced opposition 
to  tl;jis bill emanated from the brewery interests. 

However, we  have every reason to believe that the bill would have 
passed had not the President of the Minnesota State Federation and its 
legislative agent, without the knowledge or authority of the Board and 
in violation of its by-laws, attempted both verbally and through the 
press to  release members of the Legislature from the pledges made to 
the Board to  vote for the bill. The following named members of the 
House pledged themselves without qualification to vote for the Initiative 
and Referendum bill which might be endorsed by the board, and then 
afterwards repudiated their pledges by voting against the bill; K. S. 
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Akei., Neillsville; C. W. Bouck, Royalton; R. J. Clarke, St. Paul; Moyle 
Edwards, Breckenridge; E.  J. Fuchs, St. Paul; John A. Healey, Hibbing; 
Frank Hopkins, Fairfax; J. J. Hurley. St. Paul; J. P. Jelinek, St. Paul; 
Jos. Peters, Farmington; Frank Mmette, Sauk Center, and C. P.  Schuler, 
Winona. 

"After a discussion of the proposition, which consunled two days 
of this session. the so-called Pfaender Gill, H. H. 715, passed the House 
by a vote of 63 to 50. The  percentages in this bill were so high as to  
make the bill impracticable and inoperative and therefore we publicly 
denounced the bill, which failed of passage in the Senate." 

* * * 

This session, like its predecessor, succeeded in averting any final 
action on an employers' liability bill. Several measures were introduced, 
which accomplished the usual condition of chaos and discord. This leg- 
islation was of more importance to  the laboring element than any other, 
excepting the initiative and referendum. Yet it was defeated almost 
without effort. 

* * * 
T k I E  T,U?JDEEH BILL. 

In  this connection, after the hardest kind of a struggle, Ernest Lun- 
deen did succeed in securing the passage of a bill increasing the amount 
for  damages which could be collected for "wrongful death" from $5,C00 
to $7.500. This was H.  F. No. &4, introduced January 17th. I t  met with 
many parliamentary obstructions, imposed in its path by Alex Nelson 
and others, but finally passed the House February 24th by the follow- 
ing vote: 

Those Who Voted i n  the  Affirmative Were:  Aker, And. Anderson, A. V. Anderson, J. J. 
Andrrsun. Boothrosd, Borgen, Bouck, G .  '(V. Eron7n, L. D. Bromn, Burnquist, Campbell, 
Christie, Clarke, Conlcy, Converse, Crane, Dnvics, Diessner, R. C. Duun, Edwards, Farley, 
Ferguson. Fonrler, Frankson, Fucbs, Greene, Earding,  Hauge, Heraberg, Hillman, Holmberg, 
Hopkins, Hurles,  C .  E. Johnson, J. N. Johnson, Just ,  Iieefe, ICnapp. I inee lm~d,  Iinnze, I. J. 
Lre J. F. Lcc, S. A'. Lee. Lennou, Libera, Lundeen. L ~ d i a r d ,  McDonald, MacIicnaie, McXartin, 
~ c h e i l ,  Mattson, Mettling, Minette, AIorinrity, Morton, Nash, 13. Nelson, Nolan, O'Brien, Orr, 
Palmer,  Perry, Peters ,  A. J. Peterson, J. E. Peterson, Rced, Ribenack, Rice, Rines. Robertson, 
Robinson, Rustad,  Saggau, Schulcr, Slcartum, Spooner, W. T. Stone, Solerud, Utecht. C. H. 
Warner 1. Wnrner, y e s t c o t t ,  White, Whiting, Wisnie\~slci, and Sgeaker H.  1-1. Dunn--87. 

~ h d s e  Who Voted m the  Negative Were: Denzer, Henion, Hoffman, Holten, J. T. Johnson, 
Rlemrr,  Iinutson, Lindbcrg, A. Nelson, Nse, Nygren, O'Neill, 0. Peterson, Putnam, Schwartz, 
C. 8. Stonc, Sullivan, Thielen, Untiedt, Virtue-PO. 

T h e  measure had even more difficulty in the Senate. After surviving 
an onslaught in the Judiciary Committee, it passed the upper branch on 
the last day by a vote of 33 to 30, as follows: 

Those Who Voted i n  the  A W a t i v e  Were:  Ahmann, Bedford, Boyle, Cashman, Cheadle. 
C. F. Cook, Dusbury, Fosseen, Gunderson, Hackney, Handlan, Haycmf t ,  Johnston, Lende, 
L 'Hrrnult ,  AIcGrat11, Marden, Moonnn, Murray, Nelson, OdelI, Olson, Panly, Peterson. Pugh,  
Pu tnam,  Rustad,  Sageng, Snugstad, Schnller, Sundberg, Van Hoven, Works-33. 

Those Who Voted in the  Negative Were: iindersou, Benson. Carpenter, Clagne, Coller, 
L. 0. Cooke, Dale, Denegre, Donaldson, Duea, Dunn, Dm-innell, E l ~ e l l ,  Froshaug, Glotzbnch, 
Gunn, Hanson, C. D. Johnson, V. L. Johnson, IClrin, Poehlcr, Rockne, Stebbins, G .  H. Sulli- 
van, J. D. Sullivan, Smanson, Thoe, Wallace, Weis, Wilson-SO. 

* * * 
TPHS KXUTSON BILL. 

The  report of the Joint Labor Legislation Board discussed an at- 
tempt a t  "constructitre" work as follows: 

"Another bill of vital interest t o  the laboring men was H. F. 455, 
introduced on February 14th, by Knute Icnutson, of Swift Falls. It 
was referred to  the Committee on General Legislation and reported 
back March 3rd. The  bill in substance purported to  compel the submis- 
sion of industrial disputes to  a board of arbitration, before a strike could 
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be declared. T h e  bill was so  drafted that a strike could not be called 
within a period of seventy-five days from the time the controversy arose, 
without subjecting the participants to a severe penalty, while the em- 
ployer might discharge his men any time during that period. The  bill 
in  its other features was so inequitable and unfair that we deemed it 
to  the best interests of the laboring men to use our influence in killing 
it, which we accordingly did." 

This Knutson bill was placed upon its final passage in the House 
March 29th, and defeated: 

For the  Xnutson Bil l  and Against l a b o r :  And. Anderson, A. V. Anderson, Congdon, Con- 
verse, R. C. Duun, Ferguson, Hnrdiug, Huuge, Iloffman, Holten, I-Iopkins, I i n u i s o ~ ~ ,  Le~iuon, 
MacI ie~~s ie ,  bfcMartin, McNail, i\lattson, Alorton, H. Nelson, h'ygren, O'Xtdl, A. J. Peterson, 
J. El. peter sol^, 0. Peterson, Rines, Robertson, Snmpsou, Schn'artz, Siinltum, Spoouer, C. 8. 
Warner,  'A7ashburn, White, Wisuiemski-34. 

Against H. F.  No. 465: Alrer, J. J. Anderson, Boothroyd, Borgen, Bonck, G .  W. Brown, 
L. D. Brown, Bunlquist, Campbell, Christie, Cl:lrke, Coulcy, Crnue, Davies, Drnzer, Diessuer, 
Edwards, Barley, Fowler, Branlison, li'uchs, Gicene, HaBten, IIralg,  Iseraberg, Hillman, 
Holmberg, Hurley, Jelinek, C. E. Johl~sou, J. N. Jobnson, J. T. Johnsou, Jus t .  Keefe, Iielley, 
Klemer, Knnpp, Kneeland, Kunee, I. J .  Lee, J. F .  Le?, S. N. Lee, Lindberg, Loudsen, L y d ~ a n l ,  
McDonald, Mettliiig, Eiiinelte, Moriarity, Hash, A.  Nelson, Nolan,, Nye, O'Brien, Orr, F'almer, 
Papke,  Perry, Peters ,  Pfaender, Putnam, Reed, Ribrnack, Robiuson, Rustad,  Saggau, Schuler, 
W. T. Stone, Sulerud, Sullivan, Thirlen, Untiedt, Utecht, Virtue, Vosland, E.  Warner, Wes- 
cott, Whiting, and Spcraker H. H. Dunn-79. 

* I *  

CHILD LABOR LAW. 

H. F. No. 558, by W. A. Campbell, of the Committee on Labor, was  
a n  excellent measure designed to protect both the morals and health 
af the young. f t  was drafted with especial reference to  the white slave 
i~aff ic  in young girls. But it went down to defeat because it  would 
have interfered a little with the employing class. "Team work" and the 
"brewery bunch" accomplished the killing. The bill passed the House 
and was held in the Senate until a few minutes before twelve on t h e  
last night. The  upper branch had amended the measure by striking out 
one word, necessitating its repassage by the House-which was the 
"team work." T h e  "brewery bunch" was guarding the clock and forced 
final adjournment before it could be acted upon. 

* * ii: 

THE FHRE32EN'S BILE. 

H. F. No. 66, by Mr. Fuchs. authorized street railway companies to 
grant  free transportation t o  firemen and policemen. I t  passed t h e  
House January 26th, by a vote of 77 to  32, many of the progressives op- 
posing on the ground that it conflicted with the  principle of the anti- 
pass law. The  vote was as  follows: 

Those Who Voted in the  Affirmative Were:  Aker, And. Anderson, Boothroyd, Borgen, 
Bouck, O.  W. Brown, L. D. Brown, Burnquist, Campbell, Christie, Clarke, Congdon, Converse, 
Denzer Diessner, Fnrley, Ferguson, Fowler, Fuchs, Greene, Hauge, Healy, Heniou, Herzberg, 
~lillrna)n, Hoffman, Hurley, Jehnek,  Jus t ,  ICeefe, Iiellcy, iinapp, Kneeland, Kunae, S. N. Lee, 
Lennon Libera Luudeen, Lydiard XcDonnld, MacIienzie, McMartin, McXeil, Nettling, 
~ i n e t t d  Noriarity, Norton, H.  els son, Nolan, O'Brien, O'Neill, Orr, Palmer, Papke,  Perry, 
Peters ,  '0. Peterson, Pfaender, Reed, Ribcnacli, Rice. Robinson, Saggau, Schuler, Schwartz, 
a. 1. Stone, y. T. Stone, Sullivan, Thielen, Untiedt, Virtue, E. Warner, Washburn, Westcott ,  
Whi te  W h i t ~ n g  and Speaker H. H.  Dunn-77.   dose Who 'voted in the Negative Were:  J. J. Anderson, Conley, Crane, Davies, Davis, 
Edwards, Fmnksou, Hafften, Hardiug, Holmberg. Holten, I-lopkins, C. E. Johnson, J. N. 
Johnson, Klemer, Iinutson, I. J. Lee, J. F. Lee, Lindberg, Mattson, A. Nelson, Nygren, A. J. 
Peterson J. E. Peterson, Putnam, Rines, Robertson, Rustad, Sampson, Skartum, Spooner. 
Sularud, 'Vosland, Webb, and Wisniemski-32. 

T h e  fireman's bill passed the Senate March 9th by the following vote. 
Those Who Voted in the  A*mative Ware:  Cheadle, Clague, Coller, C. F. Cook, Denegre, 

Dues Dunn Dusbury, Dminuell, Elmell, Fosseen, Froshnug, Hackney, Hnndlan, Haycraft ,  
V. L: ~ o h n s b n ,  L 'Bemul t ,  McGmth, DIoouan, Nelson, Pauly,  Poebler, Pugh,  Rockne, Rustad, 
Saugstad,  Schaller, J. D. Sullivan, Smanson, Van Hoven, Wallace, Weis, Wilson-33. 

Those Who Voted in the  Negative Were:  Ahmann, Anderson, Bedford, Benson, Boyle, 
Carpenter, Bashman, L. 0. Cooke, Dale, Donaldson, Glotzbach, G u m ,  Hanson, 0. D. Johnson, 
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Jolillste~~, Klein, Lende, itlarden, Murray, Odell, 'Olson, Peterson, Sugen~ ,  Stebbins, U H. 
Sullivan, Sundbel'g, Tboe, Works-2s. 

Governor Eberhart vetoed the measure and an attempt to pass it  
over his veto failed. When H. F. No. 66 was placed upon its repassage 
Representative W .  A. Campbell suggested that it had been vetoed in the 
interest of the Twin City Rapid Transit Co., through the influence of 
E. E Smith, but subsequently apologized voluntarily for "unparliamen- 
tary" language. 

The  Committee on Labor in the House was headed by W. A. Camp- 
bell and contained a majority of other progressives. This committee 
was virtually selected by the labor organizations and performed excel- 
lent service throu,ahout the session. But some of the most important 
measures affecting labor were sent elsewhere. The  employer's liability 
bills were placed in the hands of the Judiciary, and the Knutson bill 
against labor went to  the Committee on General Legislation. 



CHAPTER XVI. 

WOMAN SUFFRAGE. 

Sometimes the only way to  measure the importance of a political 
issue is to  consider the character and purpose of those opposed t o  it. 
Viewed in that light female suffrage at  once takes rank with the most 
crucial questions that concern our citizenship. T h e  three things most 
feared by the special interests and professional politicians were: (1) the 
initiative and referendum; (2) woman suffrage; and (3) an  amendment 
such as was attempted in the Sulerud bill, givmg the people a chance to  
change their own constitution 

There are only two fundamental phases of the question of political 
equality. The  first embodies the idea of the right of every intelligent, 
law-abiding individual unit of society to  a voice in government. T h e  
second is the idea of more collective authority, more ultimate power in 
government for all who vote. The  first means woman suffrage and the 
second, direct legislation through the initiative, referendum and recall. 
These two reforms are kindred in every sense, just this difference ex- 
isting between them; one relates to  the unit of society; the other to  
society as a whole. 

T h e  brewery opposition t o  woman suffrage was subtly masked. T h e  
fundamental nature and consequence of the issue was kept completely in 
the background. The  fight was made on the ground that it was only a 
woman's question and that the women themselves were not seeking the 
ballot-a pitifully inadequate excuse which must have induced no end of 
bacchanalian laughter in Carling circles. I t  is a man's question. Equal " 
suffrage should not be considered as a means of giving to  women soine- 
thing which they want and t o  which they are entitled, but as an  agency 
of good government. Tha t  is precisely why the brewery combine classes 
woman suffrage with direct legislation as a menace to  their political 
supremacy in the state. 

Senator Sageng introduced S F. No. 59, proposing a constitutional 
amendment giving the ballot to  women. The  bill did not grant woman 
suffrage; i t  only gave to  the people an Opportunity to  vote upon the 
question and decide for themselves whether or  not that amendment 
should be incorporated into the constitution. Those who voted against 

' t h e  measure did more than signify their opposition to  the idea of equal 
suffrage; they assumed an intelligence and power higher than sovereignty 
itself by denying to the people the right to  settle the question. I s  it 
any wonder that  direct legislation is demanded, and is coming? 

T h e  question did not come to  a vote in the House. I n  the Senate 
the bill was defeated by the following vote: 

To Give the Peogle an Opportunity To Decide the Question og Woman 
Snffripge: Bedford, Benson. Boyle Cashman Cheadle C. F Cook Dale Dene- 
gre. Duxbury, Elwell, Froshaug, ~ u n d e r s o n , ' ~ a n s o n ,  'Hayci.aft, C: D. ~hhnsok .  
V. L Johnson, Lende. Moonan, Nelson, Odell, Olson. Peterson, Putnam, Rus- 
tad,  Sageng, Saugstad. Schaller, Sundberg, Thoe, Wilson-30. 

To Kill Woman Suffrage, Dewviw ille night of the People to Vote Upon 
tPle Question: Ahmann, Anderson Carpenter Cla-ue Coller, L. 0. Cooke 
Donaldson. Duea, Dunn, Dwinnell. ~ o s s e e n .  ~ldtzbac?h, ~ u n n ,  Hackney,   an dl 
Ian, Johnston, Klein, L'I-Ierault. McGrath, Marden. Murray, Pauly, Poehler 
Pugh, Rockne. G. H. Sulllvan, J. D. Sulllvan, Swanson, VanHoven, Wallace: 
Weis, Works-32. 

Thus again was the judgment of the reapportionment schemers justi- 
fied. Verily, a "safe" Senate would be sufficient for their purposes. 



CHAPTER XVIL. 

"HOLD-UP" LEGISLATION. 

Legislators a r e  n o  ordinary  burglars,  o r  "hold-up" art ists .  T h e y  
d o  n o t  g o  for th  upon the  highways and, a t  the  point of a pistol , ,  take 
a w a y  a man's valuables. W i t h  them, it is not  the  usual saiutatioii- 
"your money o r  your  life!" Ins tead tliey say-"pay our  price, o r  we 
will legislate against  your business." 

F o r  example,  when H. I:. No. 71, prohibit ing theatrical entertain- 
men t s  on  the  Sabbath ,  came in to  the  House ,  it was  tlie signal for sliow- 
m e n  t o  hold up tlieir hands,  while the  legislative highwaymen went 
through their  pockets and  ext rac ted  passes to  the theatres.  If the nian- 
age r s  had resisted,  the  robbers  would not have shot  t h e m ;  but tliey 
would have tried t o  pass t he  bill. Rather  than face decreased revenue 
froin being forced t o  keep the i r  playhouses dark  on Sundays,  tlie theat re  
men gave up tlie tickets, in re turn  for wliich tlie measure was "indelinitely 
postponed.' '  Th i s  was  done  by tlie Committee on General Legislation 
o n  February  28th. Chas. W .  Bouck was  tlie author  of this bill. H e  
m a y  no t  have known how it would tap  tlie ticket tank. I t  is possible 
t ha t  he  may have been imposed upon and "used" by "alumni coaches" 
o r  o thers  w h o  were  familiar with the or thodox method of obta in ing 
passes. 

A "hold-up" bill is n o t  always a sign tha t  its au tho r  is a highway- 
man.  Many meagures presented for purposes of graf t  a r e  not intro- 
duced by grafters.  New members  of ten  give parentage t o  such I)ills, 
a n d  neither profit no r  unders tand why  they are  killed. "Hold-up" bills 
always have merit-otherwise none would be interested in tlieir defeat  
-and the  merit  is all t ha t  the  inexperienced lawmaker sees. S o  the  
fact  tha t  a certain member  introduced a certain measure of the  char- 
ac t e r  indicated in this chapter  is no t  a n  accusation tha t  his ac t  and 
inclinations were  criminal. 

In previous sessions fuel and  lumber  dealers have had opportunit ies 
t o  hold up their  hands,  leaving their  pockets unprotected.  Th i s  condi- 
t ion has  been brought  t o  pass  through legislative investigations. S o m e  
members  would.intro<uce a resolution providing for the  appointment of 
a committee t o  Investigate t he  fuel o r  lumber "combine," alleging tha t  it 
was  in restraint  of t rade  a n d  consequently illegal. Then.  if those to  be 
investigated,  made satisfactory "arrangements" with the  investigators, 
t he  inquiry became a whitewash. O n  January  12th, Moyle Edwai-ds pre- 
sented  a resolution asking fo r  an  investigation of the fuel companies in 
Minnesota.  Chas. R. Fowler  blocked it temporarily by giving "notice 
of debate," and Mr. Edwards  never a t tempted to  force it t o  a vote. 

"The fur bill" is a good illustration. I t  was  H .  1;. KO. 518, introdiiced 
by W. H. Wescot t  on February  17th. Th i s  measure souqht  t o  regulate 
the manufacture and sale of fur ga rmen t s  in sr~cli a way tha t  it would 
have interfered with the  profits  o f  those in that  business. 1 d o  not 
know that  Mr. Wesco t t  and  those on the  outside w h o  drafted this 
measure,  o r  any  o f  them,  had any hold-up intentions in the ~ l r emises ;  
n o r  d o  T know that  the  furr iers  acted their  part in k i l l i n  the I,ill: but 
t h e  Committee on General L e ~ i s l a t l n n  "inrlelinitely postponed" it on 
March 23rd. If this measure had heen presented for the purnose o f  
"holding-up" fur  men, and if they had paid money t o  have it kiiled. the  
transaction would have been typical of this kind of legislation. 

"Hold-up" bills a r e  o f  two  classes: (1) those introtluced for the  
purpose  of being killed, t he  interests at tacked of ten  being willing t o  pay 
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for their defeat; and ( 2 )  the constructive kind-the enactment of some 
law so favoring certain concerns that they would pay for its passage. 

The  n~e thod  in the first class is about as follows: a coterie of pro- 
fessional politicians get control of two or three committees, usually the 
committees on Public Health and Pure Food, and Commerce and Retail 
Trade. Then some one of this crowd, or often some inexperienced and 
wholly innocent progressive, will introduce a bill aimed a t  some in- 
dustry or individual. I t  will be referred to one of these committees 
which the plunderers control, where it will be killed-when those at- 
tacked have agreed to the terms of the robbers. And it would surprise 
you to know how little it takes a t  times to influence "statesmen" of this 
class. I know of $25 men, and a few even lower in the scale of criminal 
indigence. 

Here are a few from a long list of bills of a character t o  indicate 
that they might have been such as to  illustrate the suggestions of this 
chapter: 

H. F. No. 523, prohibiting the sale of snuff, introduced February 17th, 
by Mr. O'Brien. Referred to the committee on Public Health and Pure 
Food. 

H. F. No. 660, to  prevent the sale of snuff, introduced February 
28th, by Mr. Denzer, and referred to  the committee on Public Health 
and Pure Food. 

H. F. No. 668, prohibiting repeating shot guns, introduced March 
lst,  by Mr. Denzer, and referred to  the Committee on Game and Fish. 

H.  F. No. 870, t o  prevent fraud in the sale of precious stones, intro- 
duced March l l t h ,  by Mr. Denzer, and referred to  the committee on 
Commerce and Retail Trade. 

The  Hauge Stock Food Bill-H. F. No. 476-was a measure about 
which there was much speculation. I t  would have greatly restricted the 
mammoth business of the International Stock Food Company. I t  passed 
the House but died in the Senate, largely;dbecause of the impression that 
certain Representatives had been in a receptive" mood in the lower 
body. 

T h e  other kind of "hold-up" legislation might be suggested in these 
two specific cases: Chester A. Congdon introduced H. F. No. 381. re- 
pealing the anti-cigaret law, which was reported for passage unanimous- 
l y  by the Committee on Public and Pure Food. I use this bill, and 
the one which follows, only as  illustrations of the general character and 
aspect of such measures. Mr. Congdon is a man high above "plunder." 
I do not believe that the tobacco companies gave any impetus t o  the 
bill. At the previous session, when the anti-cigaret law was enacted, if 
a little m&ney had been used judiciously the bill might have been de- 
feated. Perhaps the plunderers thought the Tobacco Trust  had ex- 
perienced a change of heart in the intervening two years and would be 
ready t o  do business. 

The  Hopkins bill-H. F. No. 19%-requiring all cities and villages 
in the state to  use voting machines was the kind of a measure which 
might have been used for  "hold-UP" purposes. Voting machines are 
practically controlled by a monopoly H. F. No. 190, if enacted, would 
have proved a "gold mine" for those in control, and, had they been un- 
scrupulously inclined, they could have afforded to pay well for its pass- 
age. Probably neither Mr. Hopkins nor the voting machine monopoly 
ever thought of corruption in connection with the measure, which was 
defeated by a vote of 17 t o  59, but It serves t o  illustrate the class of 
bills which confer special or monopolistic privileqes. 

This might be one of the longest chapters in the book. I t  is short 
because I desire t o  do no more than suggest the principle and practice 
of "hold-yp" legislation. 



CHAPTER XVIII. 

A CHARACTERIZATION @ F  MEMBERS. 

Before proceeding to a classificnticn of members, you should see 
something oi the various avenues lcatiing to  the conc!usions of this chap- 
ter. My task in this respect has been extremely dirlicult, made so by the 
masks which men wore. Because it was so complex, I have peered into 
many unusual legislative by-ways. Some of these were inspected in 
confidence, and I cannot indicate the foot prints therein revealed; in a 
few exceptional cases they showed that crafty statesmen had "backed ... )) 
111. 

Just before final adjournment I sent a letter t o  each member of 
both House and Senate asking for a list of the bills in which he was 
especially interested and such suggestions as he cared to offer concerning 
the work of the session. Here is a sample of the statements contained 
in the responses: "I twice voted for the Recall. I voted for the State- 
Wide Primary. I voted for the Distance Tariff. I voted for the income 
tax amendment and stood with the temperance people on every temper- 
ance measure this winter." And yet neither the recall, the primary ex- 
tension nor any of the other reforms mentioned or suggested was 
enacted into law. In preceding installments and in what follows, I have 
attempted t o  fix the responsibility for  the shortcomings of the session 
without fear or favor. The  main tests in the House were: 

Fundamental Matters.-There were a number of vital issues relating 
to  the legislature and to the more important question of enlarging the 
political opportunities of the people. These involved: 

1. The Speakership-The organization of .the House overshadowed 
in consequence every other phase of the r-esslon. The  part republican 
members played in that contest is considered, their subsequent attitude 
toward the reactionary administration being taken into account. The 
democrats were not forced t o  disclose their real inclinations in refer- 
ence to  the speakership, but had many later opportunities to  demonstrate 
where they stood. Almost in this same connection their votes in the 
selection of a successor to Senator Clapp is significant. 

2. The  Nolan Amendment.-The attempt on the part of the Pro- 
gressives to  compel publicity in the work of the standing committee first 
demonstrated which members wanted to reform the rules in this' respect 
and which preferred the old Cannonistic conditions. 

3. The  Two-Thirds Resolution.-The reactionaries attempted, thru 
this resolution, t o  destroy the right of the majority t o  advance a bill, 
thus giving one-third the power to  delay and defeat reform measures. 

4. The  Iclemer Controversy.-The Klemer-Stone clash with the 
organization involved the fundamental issue of truth on one hand, and 
the rule or ruin principle of the reactionaries on the other. 

5 .  Direct Legislation.-The first vote to advance the progressive 
initiative and referendum bill was the best test on this question, fol- 
lowed closelv in consequence by the roll call on the pro,, r r r e ~ ~ ~ v e  meas- 
ure itself. The best test on the recall is the vote by which the Senate 
bill was taken from House Committee on Elections and made a special 
order where it could be voted upon in the open. 
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6. The  Sulerud Bill.-The special interest  enemies of popular gov- 
ernment  are  safeguarded by the present provision which makes amend- 
fnents to  the constitution practically impossil~le.  Therefore,  the  vote 
on  the Sulerud bill whicli aimed to  give tlie people a legitimate chance 
t o  change their  own constitution is one of the most vital tests. In  the  
same  connection tlie Kneeland bill for a constitutional convention is 
important.  

7. Election Measures.-"Team work" made unnecessary any  crucial 
vote  on  the state-wide primary in the House  and tlie general scheme 
of delay enabled tlie reactionaries to  escape without a final vote on  the  
Stone corrupt practices act  and other election bills. 

Moral  Questions.-County option involved 110th fundamental and 
temperance principles. I t  was vitally democratic,  because it gave t o  
the  people of each county the right t o  decide wliether or not there sliould 
be  saloons in that  county. The re  were two  test votes on county option: 
(1) W h e n  the administration attempted to diminish debate by hurrying 
the  special o rde r ;  and (2)  the final vote on the bill. O the r  important  
temperance or  moral tests were:  

1. Local Option for 4th Class Cities.-The roll call which best  
separated tlie friends and the enemies of this idea was on tlie moti-on 
to concur in the Senate amendments  to  tlie "Speaker .Dunn bill." 

2. T h e  Road House Bill.-The vote on the  Rice amendment  divided 
the  sheep f rom the goats on this measure. 

3. T h e  Robinson Brewery Bill.-This measure regulating breweries 
in their  relation t o  blind pigs, etc., came t o  a direct vote. 

T h e  Tonnage  Tax.-The most significant roll call on the Franlison- 
Johnson bill was the one over turning the report  killing it in committee. 

T h e  Distance Tariff.-The eleventh hour action of tlie House  meant  
little because it came s o  late in the session that  there was  small  chance 
fo r  i ts  reconsideration in the Senate.  

Reapportionment.-The C o n ~ d o n  scheme of reapportionment was  
no t  completely unmasked until it reached tlie Senate.  T h e  Seven-Senator 
Bill came later,  and largely a s  a result of a reaction against  tlie Congdon 
measure. 

Neither the  vote  for  the  Keefe bill nor tlie income t ax  amendment  
was  very vital as a test in the  House ,  because it appears that  their defeat 
w a s  expected in the  Senate. 

PARTY RECOXDS. 

Before taking up individuals, it may be well t o  briefly consider parti- 
san influences and actions. Four  political parties were rer>resented in 
the  membership of the House. Tliey were  Socialist, Prohibitionist, Dem- 
ocratic and Republican. 

1. Socialist.-N. S. Hillman was  the  only member.  H e  stood with 
the  progressives on every issue, and if that party can he judged by 
his  legislative acts and inclinations, it s tands  for fundamental denlocracy. 

2. Prohibitionist -There were four of this political faith in the 
House. All of them were active, conscientious progressives. Tliey stood 
with the insurgent re i~resenta t ives  of the o ther  parties on all vital ques- 
tions-temperance and otherwise. 

3. Democratic.-So far as party influence was concerned the demo- 
cra ts  were  decidedly reactionary. They numbered 26 and had tlie bal- 
ance  of power throu$hout the sessio?. T w o  of them. Clinton Robinson 
a n d  F. L. Farley,  were  unvarying insurgents. Martin Schwartz was  



T H E  M I N N E S O T A  L E G I S L A T U R E  O F  1911 101 

nearly a s  progressively inclined, bu t  felt restrained a t  t imes b y  the  
sentiment of his district. W. A. Just ,  L .  Wisniewski, and Nygren were  
semi-progressive. O n  fundamental questions, Farley, Robinson, and Just  
voted for the Nolan amendment and only the first two  f o r  the progres- 
sive initiative and referendum bill on the real test. Schwartz  joined with 
these two  in supporting tlie Sulerud bill. T h e  two were again alone on  
the  two-thirds resolution, but were reinforced by Nygren and Wisniewski 
in their vote against  the censuring of Klemer.  Not  a single democrat  
voted for county option, an?  a t  least 21 of tlie 26 stood with the liquor 
element on every vital question. T h e  democrats,  under the  leadershifi 
of Albert  Pfaender,  were responsible for th'r defeat of an effective direct 
legislation bill. They  had the same power and opportunity to extend 
the scope and scheme of democracy in o ther  directions, but maintained 
their  ,alliance wit11 the reactionary republican organization on  all vital 
questions, e x c e p t ~ n g  the Keefe bill. 

4. Republican.-There were  eighty-nine republicans, t he  majority 
of whom were  reactionary. T h e  stand pat element, reinforced by the  
democrats,  contro\led the session. T h e  progressive republicans aided 
by the four prohibitionists, one socialist and f rom three to  live democrats  
kept up tlie unequal fight for fundamental reforms f rom s t a r t  t o  finish, 
Wi th  small  variations, the forces s tood:  Progressives,  45; Reaction- 
aries, 75. 

TRI-COUNTY DELEGATIOH. 

More  than one fourth of t he  entire House  membership came f r o m  
the  three  large counties, St. Louis, Ramsey and  FIennepin. Of these 35 
24 were  reactionary and eight progressive. O n  vital questions the  Tri- 
County  delegation stood a s  follows: 

T h e  Slpeakership: For  Dunn, 20; fo r  Burnquist, 4. 
Nolan Amendment:  Ayes, 9 ;  Noes, 19. 
Initiative and Referendum: Ayes, 9;  Noes, 20. 
T h e  Sulerud Bill: Ayes, 4; Noes, 21. 
Revision of Constitution: Ayes, 5 ;  Noes, 21. 
Two-Thirds  Resolution: Ayes, 14; Noes, 8. 
T o  Censure Werner :  Ayes. 23; Noes, 5. 
County Opt ion:  Ayes, 9 ;  Noes, 22. 
Rice Amendment :  Ayes, 21: Noes, 8. 
T o  Concur. 4th Class City Bill: Ayes, 7; Noes, 23, 
Tonnage  T a x :  Ayes, 1; Noes, 30. 
Distance Tariff:  Ayes, 0 ;  Noes, 31. 
T h e  Congdon Bill: Ayes, 27; Noes, 3. 
T h e  individuals in the  tri-county delesation a r e  considered first, t h e  

members  from St. Louis, Ramsey, and Hennepin counties being takeh 
up in that  order. 

An ton  Borgen,  50th Dist., Duluth.-A reactionary of exceedingly 
small  capacity;  always followed his bell wethers into the special interest  
camp;  supported Speaker Dunn and remained loyal t o  his administra- 
tion throughout the sessior,; on  real fundamental tests, he voted against  
the  Nolan publicity amendment ,  all initiative and referendum bills, thk 
Sulerud bill, the a t tempt  t o  amend the Constitution and was  for the  
two-thirds resolution; on election issues, he opposed the recall, exten- 
sion of the  primary and the  Stone corrupt practices ac t ;  opposed county  
option and stood with the brewery element on every vital question. Mr. 
Borgen displayed little individual initiative or  character a s  a law-maker 
and  unhesitatingly followed the lead of bigger men. 

Chester A. Congdon, 51st Dist., Du1uth.-One of the  brainiest and 
biggest men in the  H,ouse. H e  controlled enough members  s o  tha t  it 
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was in his power to  elevate the legislature high above the plane of po- 
litical plunder upon which it acted; instead he permitted the re-establish- 
ment of the old alliance between the brewers and other special interests 
of the state; was one of a few responsible for Speaker Dunn's election, 
and was with his reactionary organization from start  to  finish; was a 
member of the Committee on Rnles; opposed the Nolan amendtnent to  
the rules and was against the insurgents on all fundamental tests. Voted 
t o  censure Klemer without a trial; voted three times against the recall 
and was opposed to election reforms; voted against -county option 
and wzs with the brewery element on every important question affecting 
the liquor interests; was one of the signers of the protest which aided 
the efforts of the "brewery bunch" in defeating reforms by forcing final 
adjournment; was chairman of the reapportionn~ent committee and was 
chiefly responsible for the scheme of reapportionment discussed in a prev- 
ious chapter. 

John A. Healy, 49th Dist., Hibbing.-One of the St. Louis county 
delegation who followed the lead of Congdon and always voted with 
the reactionary combination; supported Dunn for Spea!cer and stood con- 
sistently agaiilst the progressives on every vital economic and moral issue. 
Mr. Healy had small influence. 

N. S. Hillman, 51st Dist., Lake County.-The only Socialist member 
in the House; aligned himself with the insurgents; took a prominent 
part jn the fight for the initiative and referendum and all other pro- 
gressive measures. Stood consistently against the special interests; had 
no  part in the speakership fight, but cast his vote for Thomas Van Lear  
for United States Senator; voted for the Nolan publicity amendment; 
introduced one of the best initiative and referendum bills, but side- 
tracked his own measure in the interest of harmony among the progress- 
ives who were fighting for that reform; was for the Sulerud bill; wanted 
t o  revise the Constitution and opposed the two-thirds resolution; for 
Klemer; was progressive in all election questions; voted for county op- 
tion, and with the insurgent element on every question affecting the 
regulation of the liquor traffic. Mr. Hillman was one of the most intclli- 
gent and uncompromising of the procr a esslves. 

C. T. Knapp, 49th Dist., C h i s h ~ l m . ~ O n e  of the youngest members; 
was clean and inclined to  be progressme, although almost invariably 
found in the reactionary camp. Supported Dunn for Speaker; opposed 
the Nolan amendment; was against the proqressives in all phases of the 
fight for direct legislation; ooposecl the Sulerud bill and the revision of 
the state constitution; was for the two-thirds resolution; stood with the 
organlzatlon against Klemer; was against county option; voted against 
the distance tariff. On real tests of strength between the special inter- 
ests and the people Mr Knapp stood with the former, but frequently 
voted to  repudiate the Cannonistic action of committees. 

a. R. Ribenack, 50th Dist., Du1uth.-One of the twenty-six House 
Democrats W a s  somewhat independent of bell wether influences and 
performed excellent services fol the people of his home city. Voted 
for Clapp to  succeed himself as United States Senator; was opposed 
to  county option and all of the p ro~ress ive  attemnts t o  restrict or  reg- 
ulate the liquor traffic, which associations carried him into the reaction- 
ary camp on many fundamental questions; he voted for the progressive 
initiative and referendum bill; stood with the oryanization against Klem- 
e r ;  opposed the Stone corrupt practices act and voted against the recall 
qn the motion to  concur in the Senate amendment on the last day. Mr. 
Ribenack was largely responsible for the Dassaqe through the House of 
the bill giving Duluth power over the Duluth-Edison Company. 
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ST. PAUL hlEMBERS. 

J. A. A. Burnquist, 33rd Dist.-Strong insurgent leader; was the 
progressive candidate for Speaker, which contest is discussed in the chap- 
ter on Speakership; was an uncompromising progressive and never 
failed to  vote to  give larger political opportunities to the people; sup- 
ported the Nolan publicity amendment and took a prominent part in  
the fight for every fundamental fi.qht for  reform; opposed the two-thirds 
resolution and the censure of Klemer; stood with the progressives on  
every issue affecting the liquor traffic; opposed the tonnage tax and 
distance tariff. Mr. Burnquist di~played unusual ability and courage in 
his legislative work and made some of the best speeches of the session. 

R. J. Clarke, 34th Dist.-Reactionary democrat who never wavered 
in his support of the special interest program. Voted for Dick O'Connor 
as a successor to  Moses E. Clapp; opposed the progressives on every 
real test of strength: favored censuring Klemer without a hearing; 
opposed all election reforms; was with the brewery element throughout 
the session; one of the small minority who voted to whitewash the Sec- 
retary of State. 

E. J. Fuchs, 33rd Dist.-One of the lesser reactionaries who never 
wavered in his support of the special interest program; voted against all 
initiative and referendum bills; was against Klemer. Mr. Fuchs was 
author of the firemen's bill. 

T. J. Greene, 34th Dist.-A reactionary who voted consistently with 
the Dunn organization, excepting on the final passage of the progressive 
initiative and referendum bill; was ~~nprogressive on moral issues; op- 
posed county option; voted for the Rice amendment t o  the Dunn road 
house bill; opposed the Robinson brewery bill; voted to  whitewash 
Schmahl. Mr. Greene made the motion that resulted in the final adjourn- 
ment of the House with so  much important work undone. 

J. J. Kurley, 35th Dist.-One of the reactionary Democrats who 
made no trouble for the system. W a s  unprogressive on every vital ques- 
tion; voted three times against the recall and opposed the Stone corrupt 
practices act;  voted for the extension of the primary which had n o  
chance of passage; stood with the brewery element throughout the ses- 
s o n .  Mr. Hurley exerted no influence except in a petty political way. 

John P. Jelinek, 35th District.-Supported Dunn and stood with the 
reactionary organization throughout the session; opposed both direct 
legislation bills, the Nolan amendment, county option and Klemer. 

H. W. McDonald, 34th Dist.-Another machine democrat. Voted f o r  
Dick O'Connor to  succeed Moses E. Clapp; opposed all initiative and 
referendum bills and was reactionary on other fundamental tests; voted 
with the brewery elenlent from start to  finish; voted to  whitewash 
Schmahl. Mr. McDonald evidently regarded law making from the poli- 
tician's point of view. 

John D. B'Erien, 36th Dist.-One of the democratic bell wethers. 
Tried to lead his party associates to  support Dick O'Connor for United 
States Senator; opposed the progressives and stood with the reactionary 
republican organization throughout the session; was the author of the 
twelve o'clock lid law and never missed an opportunity to  exert his 
influence in behalf of the liquor element; voted against the recall on the 
real test;  voted to  whitewash Schmahl. 

Charles M. Orr,  37th Dist.-One of the two insurgents from Ramsey 
county. Possessed good.equipment, which was generally employed in the 
interest of the progressive program; supported Burnquist for Speaker, 
and stood with the progressives on the initiative and referendum, but 
opposed the Sulerud bill and the revision of the constitution; voted 
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against  the two-thirds resolution; was  with the  organization on  some  
of the votes against  Klemer; for all election reforms; stood with the  pro- 
gressive element in favor of county option awl  against  t h e  brewery 
element on all o ther  questions affecting the liquor interests;  opposed the  
tonnage tax. Mr. Or r  performed excellent service for  his city, being 
largely responsible for the  bill increasing the  river por t  opportunities of 
St .  Paul. H e  introduced three play-ground bills, a measure practically 
abolishing capital punishment and other  bills of vital interest  t o  St. 
Paul.  

E. G. Perry ,  37th Dist.-A reliable reactionary whose  influence, when 
no t  negative, was exerted in the interest  of the  brewery and professiona! 
politician elements. Supported Dunn for Speaker and remained loyal 
t o  his organization throughout the  session; opposed both initiative and  
referendum bills and was  a,yainst the people on all o ther  fundamental 
issues;  opposed election reforms;  voted against  county  option and the 
whole progressive program in so  far as it related to  the liquor traffic. 
Mr.  P e r r y  headed the  Committee on Legislative Expenses,  the  inactivity 
of which is suggested in the chapter about the Plunderbund. 

C. E. Stone, 36th Dist.-One of the  leading l ieutenants of Speaker 
D u n n ;  was  reactionary on every important  question before the legis- 
la ture ;  voted against  both direct legislation bills; voted t o  censure 
Klenier:  voted three t imes against  the recall, and was one of sixteen to  
vote against  the primary election bill; always voted with the  brewery 
e lement :  a member  of the crucial Committee on  Rules: was one of the 
signers of the "protest" a t  the close. Mr. Stone was  a quiet, scheming 
kind of member  with considerable ability and influence. 

MINNEAPOLIS MEMBERS. 

Will iam A. Campbell, 42nd Dist.-Insurgent leader;  supported Dunn 
fo r  Speaker, but stood consistently with the progressives throughout 
the  session; supported the  Nolan amendment and himself initiated sev- 
eral reforms in the rules;  was one of the  authors  of the progressive 
initiative and referendum bill and took a leading par t  in the  fight for 
t ha t  measure; voted for the Sulerud bill and to amend the  Constitution; 
opposed the  organization on its two-thirds resolution and the clash with 
Klemer;  supported all election reforms; stood with the  progressives on 
county  option and every other  temperance question excepting the  state- 
wide prohibition bill; opposed the  Radisson bill. Mr. Campbell started 
a n  investigation of the  state insurance department and, in spite cf the  
fact that he was given a "packed" co~nmit tee ,  succeeded in disclosing a 
great  deal. Mr. Campbell distinguished himself by fighting the  supplies 
and third house graft  a t  every opportunity. 

W. A. Fisher, 40th Dist-His illness and death dur ing the  session 
stopped a promising legislative career. Mr. Fisher was  able t o  a t tend 
only the first few days  of the  session, but  during that  t ime impressed 
his progressiveness and patriotism upon all his colleagues. H e  intro- 
duced a number of reform measures of the  deepest fundamental impor- 
tance and voted consistently with the  insurgents. 

Charles R. Fowler, 40th Dist.-A leading l ieutenant of Speaker 
Dunn ;  considered one of the ablest and most dangerous reactionaries 
in the  House;  was a member  of the crucial Committee on Rules;  led 
the  fight against the progressive initiative and referendum; opposed the  
Nolan amendment to  the rules and voted against the  progressives on  
every other  question of f~ndamenVdl ' imp0rtance;  was  against  the  Stone 
corrupt  practices ac t ;  opposed county option and stood with the  brew- 
e ry  combine on all other issues affecting the  regulation o r  restriction of 
the  liquor traffic. Mr. Fowler was  himself a brewery a t torney and his 
exceptional ability in fighting issues like direct legislation made him 
very  valuable to  those interests in the  legislature. 
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T h o m a s  Kneeland, 41st Dist.-Reactionary; was  largely responsible 
f o r  Speaker Dunn's election; voted against reforming the rules;  opposed 
the progressive initiative and referendum bill, the Sulerud bill and voted 
to  censure Klemer; voted for county option and against the Rice amend- 
men t  to  the road house bill but was against state-wide prohibition and 
t h e  Robinson brewery bill; did not vote on the real test extending local 
option to  cities ,of the  fourth class. Mr.  Kneeland was the ar~t l ior  of 
several progressive measures. like the recall and tlie civil service bill, 
which shared the  fate of otlier reforms. H e  was given one of the most  
important cliairmansliips-that of the Judiciary Committee-and usually 
s tood with the organization. 

W. F. Kunze, 39th Dist.-Began a s  a pragressi~re,  but ended reaction- 
ary.  Aside from his vote for rilles reform and the progressive initiative 
and referendun1 bill, which was cast under protest ,  he stood for much 
of the  reactionary program;  supported Speaker Dunn and took a lead- 
ing  pro-administration part in the I<leiner controversy; voted agalnst  
t he  Sulerud bill, against  a revision of tlie Constitution and agairist the 
Stone corrupt practices ac t ;  votcd for county option and stood with th,: 
progressive element on most liquor questions; voted against  the Radi- 
sson bill. Mr.  Kunze represented the University district and seemed t o  
feel that  it was necessary to stand in with tl?e reactionary powers in 
o rde r  t o  get appropriations for that institution. 

John 6. Lennon, 41st Dist.-One of the leading lieutenants of Speak- 
e r  Dunn :  chosen speaker pro-tern. during Dunn's illness; a politician of 
extraordinary energy, which was employed against  progressive meas- 
u res ;  was closely allied with reactiotiary democrats;  has  a record con- 
sistently bad, except for one occasion \vlicn lie sacrificed tlie system to  
promote  a bill in wllich lie was  selfishly interested. O n  funtlamzntal 
questions he was invariably unprogressive; always voted with the  brew- 
e ry  element on liqnor questions; supported the Rice amsntlnient and 
voted against  extending local option on the real test;  had charge of the  
Radisson bill in the House. 

E rnes t  Lundeen, 42nd Dist.-Insurgent leader ;  a fearless and able 
young man;  made a speech seconding tlie nomination of Burnquist fo r  
Speaker,  in which he asserted that reactlonary intluences were back of 
the o ther  candidate;  insurged beyond any other  member by casting the 
only r o t e  against the Cannonized rules;  has an  excellent record 011 pro- 
gresslve measures;  voted for the Nolan amendment,  the progressive 
initiative and referendum bill, the  Sulerud bill, for revision of the s ta te  
consti tution; was  against  tlie two-thirds resolution and against the ad- 
ministration in the  Klenier controversy; stood for all e lec t ion referms;  
opposed the  county option bill, but introduced a measure on the same 
subject;  voted with the insurgent elzment on all otlier liquor questions, 
except the Robinson brewery bill; voted against the Radisson bill. Mr. 
Lundeen introduced a measure providing for the election by the pzople 
of  delegates to  presidential conventions. H e  was active in behalf of leg- 
islation in the interest  of the laboring class and secured the  passage of 
a bill increasing damages for wrongful death to  $7,500. 

L. A. Lydiard,  43rd Dist.-Stood by the  reactionaries in the  legisla- 
t u re  and gave evidence of acting in harmony with bosses higher u p ;  was  
active in the fight against Whit t ier ,  \~Iiich seemingly began a s  a political 
scheme to  oust certain members of the Board of Control ;  voted against  
t he  Nolan amendment ;  opposed all initiative and referendum bills and 
was reactionary on other  fundamental questions; voted to censure Kle- 
m e r ;  voted against  the recall on the real test;  opposed county option 
and stood wltli the brewery combine o n  the  most  vital questions; voted 
against the Radisson bill. 
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Alex Mci\;Teil, 44th Dist.--Su7ported Dunn for Spzaker; opposed the  
progressive initiative and referendum bill and the revision of the state 
coustitution, but voted for the Sultrud bill; was against Iclemer; voted 
for the recall and state wide primary; stood with the brewery interests 
ag-ainst county option, public treating: was for the Rice amendment; 
voted against the  Robinson brewery bill and extending local option t o  
cities of the fourth class; voted for the Radisson bill. 

Jahn P. Nash, 41st Dist.-A reactionary politician who voted against 
the  people, excepting when he was absent, w l ~ i c l ~  was a great deal of 
the time; voted against K l e ~ n e r ;  opposed county option and stood with 
the  liquor element on all vital issues; voted for the Radisson bill. Mr. 
N:I<~I \\.as author of the weights and measures bill which adds 13 the 
political opportunities of t h e  Railroad and Warehouse Commission. 

W. I. Nolan, 43rd Dist.--Was exce~:tionally well equipped for public 
service and made an enviable record as  the  floor leader of the  progressive 
group; supported Eurnquist for Speaker; was author of the  Xolan 
amendment to  the rules and took a pron~inent  part  in every fig!it for  
fuadamental reforms; voted for the progressive initiative and referen- 
dun1 bill ancl against the Pfaender measure on the same subject; sup- 
ported the Sulerud hill and revision of the  state constitution; was re- 
sponsible for  the d ~ f e a t  of the two-thirds resolution; supported county 
option and stood with the insurgents on every liquor question; voted 
against the Radisson bill. Mr. Nolan was aggressive, fearless and force- 
ful in all his work. H e  was especially active in supporting Minneapolis 
measures in the interest of the people. 

George M. Nye, 44th Dist.-Of small caliber hut ~e rn ic ious ly  active 
a s  a reactionary; supported Dunn and voted with the organization on 
every issue; opposed all fundamental reforms; voted against the  recall 
on the real test:  stood with the brewery combine whenever a vote was 
needed; voted for the Radisson hill. 

Frank L. Palmer, 39th Dist.-Progressive; one of the six supporters 
of Dunn who insurged against the efforts of the organization t o  defeat 
reform measures; voted for the  Nolan amendment and the progresslve 
initiative ancl referendum bill, but was against the Sulerud bill and a 
revision of the Constitution; voted for Klemer: was for all election re- 
forms; was chairman of the Ccmmittee on Temperance and opposed 
the brewery combine both in committee and on the floor of the House 
on  every issue; voted against the Radisson bill. Mr. Palmer is a citizen 
of excellent judgment and good intentions; has a fine record of service 
for the people. 

M. J. Sullivan, 38th Dist., Minneapolis.-A Diclc O'Connor ,democrat 
with a record consistently bad. H e  voted against the progresslve inltla- 
tive and referendum bill and was reactionary on every other fundamental 
question; voted against the recall on the real test;  voted for tlie Radisson 
bill. Mr. Sullivan was a signer of the "protest." 

P. C. Thielen, 38th Dist., Minneapolis.-A new democratic member 
who was "delivered" with the majority of his party associates; was a 
colleague of Sullivan, followed him on roll call and invariably voted the  
same, being subject t o  the sam'e influences and inclinations; voted for 
Diclc O'Connor to  succeed Clapp in the United States Senate; voted 
against all initiative and referend:~m bills; voted for the  Radisson bill. 
The  last midnight found Mr. Thielen in front of the clock. 

W. D. Washburn, jr., 41st Dist.-Has a mixed record, partly pro- 
gressive and partly reactionary; supported Speaker Dunn and for the 
most part  voted with the organization; did not  vote on the  Nolan amend- 
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ment, but opnosed the progressive initiative and referendum bill; voted 
against the Sulerud bill and a revision of the Constitution; did not vote 
on the two-thirds revolution; was with the organization in i.ts fight 
against Klemer; voted against the Stone corrupt practices act, but sup- 
ported the recall and state-wide primary; voted for county option and 
the Robinson brewery bill and to extend local option to cities of the 
fourth class, hut supported the Rice amendment which destroyed the 
road house bill; voted for the Radisson bill. 

Mnute S. Aker, 62nd Dist., Polk County.-Reactionary; occupied a 
strategic position at  the head of the roster and always started roll calls 
in the interest of the foliticians; supported Speaker Dunn and remained 
loyal to the organization throughout the session, voting against the Nolan 
amendment, county option, initiative and referendum. Klemer, and the 
tonnage tax. Mr. Aker was a small, but dependable, servant of the 
system. 

Andrew Anderson, 31st Dist., Washington County.-Almost always 
found on the side of the special interests; closely associated with Senator 
Geo. H. Sullivan, one of the most prominent and pernicious survivors 
of the old quard machine; voted aqainst the Nolan amendment, the pro- 
gressive initiative and referendum bill; the Sulerud bill, and was for the 
two-thirds resolution; opposed Klemer; was aqainst the recall on the 
last test; stood with the liquor element; voted for the tonage tax and 
the distance tariff. 

A. Y. Anderson, 29th, Goodhue County.-One of the four prohibi- 
tionist members; stood consistently with the progressive group on all 
fundamental as well as  moral issues; opnosed the reactionary organiza- 
tion in its fight against Klemer and on all other questions affecting the 
special interests; voted for the tonnage tax and the distance tariff. Mr. 
Anderson developed into one of the most efficient members. 

J. J. Anderson, SSth, Douglas County.-One of the most steadfast in- 
surgents; an intelligent. conscientious member, always on the side of the 
people, on both moral and economic issues. Mr. Anderson was an un- 
comprotnisinq progresslve: voted for the Nolan amendment, progresslve 
initiative and referendum bill. the Sulerud bill, and aided Klemer; voted 
for  the tonnaqe tax and the distance tariff. In  his death the state lost 
a valuable legislator. x 

Frank Boothroyd, 29th, Goodhue County.-Supported Speaker Dunn; 
opposed the Nolan amendment, the Sulerud bill, and voted to censure 
Klemer, but favored the proqressive initiative and referendum bill: was 
progressive on e!ection measurcs; voted against county option, but fa- 
vored extending local option to cities of the fourth class; voted for the 
tonnage tax, but opposed the distance tarlff. Ill? Eoothroyd was pro- 
gressive at  times, but usually stood with the organization. 

Chas. W. Bouck, 48th, Morrison County.-A mere politician who as- 
sociated with the special interest members; supported Dunn for Speaker 
and stood with the reactionary organization; voted against both direct 
legislation 11;lls; was against Klemer; voted against the recall on the 
best test;  opposed county option and the bill extending local option on 
the last test;  was for the Rice amendment; voted to whitewash Schmahl; 
favo~ecl the distance tariff. Mr. Bouck introduced the biennial bill clos- 
ing theatres on Sunday. 

@. W .  Brown, 24th" McEeod County.-Had progressive inclinations, 
but supported Speaker Dunn and became one of the most unvarying re- 
actionaries; opposed the Nolan amendment; voted against both initiative 
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and  referendum bills; voted t o  censure Klemer;  opposed the  recall ma 
the  best t e s t ;  was  against  county option and the local option bill on  the  
last  tes t ;  voted for the Rice amendment;  voted against  the  tonnage tax, 
bu t  was  for the  distance tariff. 

L. D. Brown,  48th, Morr ison county.-one of the  Speaker's leading 
l ieutenants;  was  chairman of the Committee on Elections and did more  
than almost a n y  other  member to  block progressive legislation; opposed 
both direct legislation bills and was reactionary on all o ther  vital issues; 
voted twice against  the recall and opposed the Stone corrupt  practices 
ac t ;  invariably voted with the liquor interests;  was  against  the  tonnage 
tax, but supported the distance tariff. 

F. C. J. Christie, 6th, Mower  County.-Was reactionary a t  the  begin- 
n ing and the close, with a progressive period sandwiched in between; 
supported Speaker Dunn and opposed the  Nolan amendment ;  in some  
way  became identified with the insurgents group and stood with them in 
the  fight for  direct legislation, the Sulerud bill; and to  sustain Klemer; 
was  progressive on  election measures;  opposed county option; did not, 
vote on the  Rice amendment ;  opposed extending local option to  fourth 
class cities on the  last tes t ;  was  against  the  tonnage t ax  and for the  
distance tariff. Mr. Christie opposed the Congdon reapportionment bill. 

Ker ry  E. Conley, 4th, Olmstead County.-Strong insurgent leader;  
supported Burnquist  fo r  Speaker and never on a n y  occasion failed t o  
vote  against  the  special interests.  Mr. Conley did more  than vote with 
the  progressives on  all moral and economic questions; he  was  always 
working and planning in behalf of the  people. Although an  old, expe- 
rienced and well equipped member,  he was given exceedingly small  rec- 
ognition by the  reactionary organization. Mr. Conley was especially 
active in the fight against  graf t  and introduced the resolution which made 
~ o s s i b l e  the  publishing of the  details concerning supplies in the  chapter 
on the  P l~mderbund .  . 

Phillip S. Converse, 60th, Becker County.-A new member  w h o  was  
buffeted about between progressive inclinations and the  snares  of t he  
systenl;  supported Speaker Dunn and was  most  often found with the  
organlzatlon; opposed the Nolan amendment,  but supported the pro- 
gressive initiative and referendum measure and the  Sulerud bill; opposed 
county  option, did not  vote on  the Rice amendment ,  nor  the Robinson 
brewery bill; supported the  measure extending local option t o  fourth 
class cities; voted for the  tonnage t ax  and the  distance tariff. 

Ralph E. Crane, 6th, Mower  County.-A progressive with an  excellent 
record;  supported Speaker Dunn,  but later was  against  the  organization; 
s tood with the  insurgents on all economic and moral issues; voted for  
county option and consistently opposed the  liquor element;  voted for  
t he  tonnage t ax ;  was  the  author  of the distance tariff bill in the  House  
and secured i ts  passage through that  body; opposed the  Congdon reap- 
portionment bill. 

Joseph Davies, 93th, Watonwan  County.-Insurgent leader;  a quiet 
but  forceful, influential member,  who  always opposed the  special inter- 
e s t s ;  was  for  the  Nolan amendment  and was  active in the  fight for direct 
legislation and t o  sustain Klemer;  worked hard for election reforms;  op- 
posed the brewery combine a s  often as he had opportunity;  voted for the  
tonnage t ax  and the  distance tar i f f ;  took a leading par t  in opposing the  
Congdon scheme of reapportionment.  

Andrew Davis, 45th, Sherburne County.-Insurgent leader;  one  of the  
s t rong  men of the  progressive camp;  supported Burncluist and remained 
an insurgent throughout  the  session; was  a county  optionist and  espe- 
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cially active against  the  brewery influence. Mr. Davis performed excel- 
lent  service in the preparation of the  various appropriation bills. 

G. H. Denzer,  27th, Le Sueur County.-A quiet, but experienced re- 
actionary, who  stood witli the organization and voted for the special in- 
teres ts ;  opposed both direct legislation bills and voted to  censure Klemer; 
was  against  the recall on  the best test;  voted against  county option and  
extending local option on the last tes t ;  favored the Rice amendment ;  was  
against  the tonnage tax, but voted for the  distance tariff. 

H. R. Diessner, 25th, Carver County.-New member and reactionary; 
fo r  Spealter Dunn ;  against  both direct legislation bills; against  Klemer; 
voted twice against  recall; opposed state-wide primary; pro-brewery; for 
t h e  tonnage t a x  and distance tariff. 

H. H. Dunn, 9th, Freeborn County.-Was the  reactionary and suc- 
cessful candidate for Speaker ;  organized the House  s o  a s  to  give every 
advantage to  tlie special interests and p ro fes s i~na l  politicians; his influ- 
ence and votes were  against the progressives throughout the  session; 
voted against  both dil-ect legislation bills; opposed Stone corrupt prac- 
tices ac t ;  was against  the recall on the best t e s t ;  stood with the  brewery 
element,  even voting against the motion to concur in the Senate  arnend- 
men t s  to  the biil extending local option to  fourth class cities, which de- 
feated the measure. 

R. C. Dunn,  45th, Miile Lacs  County.-Reactionary leader;  one  of the  
Speaker's l ieutenants;  was  for  county option and fathered the Road 
House  bill, but usually stood for the special interest  program;  supported 
Speaker Dunn and remained loyal t o  his organization; was  especially 
vehement  and active against Klerner; against both direct legislation bills; 
opposed state-wide primary, Stone corrupt practices act  and voted three  
t imes  against  the  recall; opposed the distance tariff and was  a leader 
in tlie figlit agairist the tonnage tax. Mr.  Dunn proved himself a poli- 
tician of the old, old school. H e  was  author  of the "good roads" bills. 

Moyle Edwards ,  60th, Wilkin  County.-Has a mixed record;  voted 
with the  progressives on many issues involving economy;  supported 
Speaker D u n n ;  for Nolan amendment ;  opposed both direct legislation 
bills: voted aeainst  censurinc Klemer;  arrainst the  recall on  best test:  
oposed state-wide primary; st'ood witli t h e b r e w e r y  element;  was  against  
t he  tonnage tax  and distance tariff. 

F. L. Farley, l s t ,  Hous ton  County.-One of the  t w o  unvarying demo- 
cratic insurgents;  except for his vote against county option he stood with 
the  progressives throughout the  session; s o t  out of a sick bed to  vote for 
the  progressive initiative and referendum bill; introduced a bill providing 
fo r  a road and bridge fund, but his measure was side-tracked for the 
R. C. Dunn bill. Rlr. Farley was  absolutely immune to  the usual demo- 
cratic "inducements" and kept his own counsel and company. T h e  peo- 
ple had no more  consistent friend. 

T. M. Ferguson, 5Znd, Carlton County.-Posed a s  a progressive; sup- 
ported Speaker Dunn and usually voted with the organization; opposed 
Klemer  and kept up that  course to  the end by being the first signer of 
the  "protest;" a ~ a i n s t  YoIan amendment  and the Sulerud bill, hut voted 
for  the progressive initiative arid referendum bill; was  for county option, 
but supported the Rice amendment  t o  the road house bill; against  the  
tonnage tax and distance tariff. Mr. Ferguson was uninfluential. 

Thomas  Frankson,  5th,  Fil lmore County.-Insurgent leader;  always 
a sharp  thorn in the flesh rof the reactionary organization; supported 
Speaker Dunn, but took his stand with the p roqess ives  a t  the s tar t  and 
reniainad in that camp;  for Nolan amendment.  progressive direct legis- 
lation bill. Sulerud bill and Klemer;  against county option. but voted with 
the  insurgents on  all o ther  temperance questions; led in the  fight for  a 
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tonnage tax and was for the distance tariff. Mr. Frankson attacked the 
Congdon reapportionment bill with characteristic energy. 

August Hafften, 46th, Wright  Cour,ty.-One of the lesser reaction- 
aries; supported Speaker Dunn and his organization on all vital tests; 
against both direct legislation bills; opposed county option and stood for 
the liquor program; voted for the tonnage tax and the distance tariff; 
was willing to  whitewash Schmall. 

'616'. A. Harding, ?2th, Faribault County.-One of the strongest and 
most influentla1 insurgents; supported Burnquist and never wavered an 
inch in his progressive course; made the most telling speeches against 
the organization in the Klemer incident and on the Congdon bill; was 
a county optionist and progressive on all other moral and economic is- 
sues; voted for the tonnage tax and the distance tariff. Mr. Harding 
demonstrated exceptional force and influence. 

0. Hauge, 31st, FVashington County.-Supported Speaker Dunn; was 
for the Nolaq amendment, but voted with the organization against Klemer 
and opposed the progressive direct legislation bill; against county option 
and the Robinson brewery bill, but opposed the Rice amendment; voted 
for  the tonnage tax and distance tariff. Mr. Hauge was the author of 
the pure seed and stock food bills. 

A h a  Henion, 9th, Freeborn County.-Reactionary colleague of Speak- 
e r  Dunn; uninfluential, but consistently against the progressive program; 
voted against both progressive direct legislation bills; voted t o  censure 
Klemer; opposed the recall on the best test;  opposed county option and 
stood for the brewery combine, even voting for the Rice amendment and 
against the motion to concur in the Senate amendments to  the bill ex- 
tending local option to fourth class cities; voted for the tonnage tax and 
the distance tariff. 

C. F. Herzberg, l l t h ,  Blue Earth County.-One of the democrats 
who voted with the reactionary organization; against the progressive di- 
rect legislation bill, the Sulerud bill and Klemer; opposed the Stone cor- 
rupt practices act;  stood for the brewery program; did not vote on the 
tonnage tax; was against the distance tariff. 

Henry A. Hoffman, 4th, Olmstead County.-Had a mixed record, but 
was usually reactionary; supported Speaker Dunn and voted with his 
organization in the Klemer case and on most fundamental issues, except- 
ing the Nolan amendment; voted against the recall once and against the 
state-wide primary; opposed county option and stood with the brewery 
element, even voting for the Rice amendment and against extending local 
option rights on the best test;  was the only member of the tax committee 
t o  recommend the passage of the tonnage tax, and voted for the distance 
tariff. Mr. Hoffman voted against the Congdon reapportionment bill. 

N. J. Holmberg, 22nd, Renville County.-Strong insurgent leader; 
supported Burnquist and was found with the progressives on every test 
of strength; had charge of the state-wide primary and succeeded in forc- 
ing that measure through the House: was prominent and influential in 
ali the councils of the progressive element and displayed excellent con- 

'structive ability. Mr. Holmberg was responsible for the passage of H. F. 
No. 210, consolidating rural schools, one of the best educational measures 
of the session. 

John Holten, 62nd, Polk County.-Did not vote in the Speakership 
contest, but took his stand with the progressives and remained in their 
camp throughout the session; was for  the Nolan amendment, Sulerud 
bill, the progressive direct legislation bill and Klemer; was consistently 
against the brewery influence; voted for the tonnage tax and against the 
distance tariff. 
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Frank Hopkins, 22nd, Renville County.-Was called the "conundrum 
of the session;" has a mixed record; suported Speaker Dunn, opposed the 
Nolan amendment and the progressive i n ~ t i a t ~ v e  and referendum bill; 
voted to  censure Klemer; opposed county option; was one of the authors 
of the anti-treating bill and usually voted againqt the brewery combine 
on liquor questions; voted against the tonnage tax; was for the distance 
tariff. Mr Hopkins opposed the Congdon reapportionment bill. 

C. E. Johnson, 55th;: Kandiyohi County.-Insurgent leader; the first 
of "the three Johnsons, who were all always in the front ranks of the 
progressive group; supported Burnquist for Speaker and voted consist- 
ently in the ~n te res t s  of the people from the beginning to the end of the 
session; introduced a number of meritorious measures, among them being 
a bill to  regulate the carrying of live stock on railroads; was especially 
interested in the county option bill, the initiative and relerendum and the 
recall of all public officers. Mr. Johnson was one of the most intelligent 
and determined of the insurgents. 

J. N. Johnson, 17th, Yellow Medicine County-Strong insurgent lead- 
e r ;  one of the two most hated men in the House, a distinction earned by 
his unceasing, uncompromising, fight against graft, extravagance and the 
brewery program; supported Burnquist and without a single exception 
stood with the progressives throughout the session; was one of the au- 
thors of the progressive initiative and referendum bill; voted against the 
spurious Pfaender bill; presented a number of anti-saloon measures; 
among them a bill extending local option to citics of the fourth class, 
which was defeated by the administration. In  equipment, inclinations 
and influence, Mr. Johnson had no peer in the House. 

J. T. Johnson, 59th, Otter  Tail County.-Insurgent leader; never 
lagged behind the other Johnsons in his progressiveness; supported Burn- 
quist and was an unvarying insurgent; voted against the special interests 
on all moral and economic questions; stood by Klemer; opposed the 
brewery combine on county option and other tests of strength; voted for 
the tonnage tax and the distance tariff. Mr. Johnson was one of .the 
watch dogs of the treasury and took a leading part in the fight agamst 
extravagance in the purchasing of supplies. 

W. A. Just, I l th ,  Blue Earth.County._Democrat; voted for Nolan 
amendment; against progressive direct leg~slation bill and Klemer; with 
the liquor element; against tonnage tax and distance tariff. Mr. Just was 
inclined better than he acted. 

Joseph R. Keefe, 19th, Redwood County.-A democrat who voted for 
the program; opposed Nolan amendment, progressive direct legislation 
bill. Sulerud bill and Klemer; did not vote on Stone corrupt practices act;  
anti-county option and stood with the brewery combine, voting for the 
Rice amendment and against extending local option on the last test;  
against the Robinson brewery bill and for public treating; voted against 
the tonnage tax and the distance tariff. Mr. Keefe was author of the 
Oregon plan of electing United States senators. 

Frank L. Kelly, l l th ,  Blue Earth County.-Almost a democratic bell 
wether; was conspic~io~isly active and exerted some influence in a polit- 
ical way; always pro-brewery and reactionary; against the tonnage tax 
and for the distance tariff. 

F. L. Klemer, 28th, Rice County.-Consistent insurgent; always voted 
for progressive measures and against the special interests. Created the 
sensation of the session by charging t!~at specia! interests controlled the 
organization, which threw the house into a condition of chaos from which 
it did not recover before adjournment. Mr. Klemer is discussed in the 
chapter on Klemeritis and Stone Bruises. He was the people's friend. 
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ihu ' ie  Kna t san ,  5bth, Swift County.-Supported Gurnquist, but  was  
largely reactionary in his influence, which was small;  voted against  Nolan 
amendment,  progressive direct legislation bill and the Sulerud bill; for  
Klemer;  county optionist; was for the tonnage tax  and distance tariE. 

I. J. Lee, 58th, Pope County.-Insurgent leader; supported Burnquist  
and was an unvarying progressive on all moral and economic issues; no t  
necessary to  give tlctails, as he was always against the special interests. 
Mr. Lee is experienced and well equipped for such public service. 

J. F. Lee, 46th. Wr igh t  County.-insurgent leader:  supported Burn- 
quist;  a sincere advocate of county option and as uncompromisingly pro- 
gressive on all otlier questions. Air. Lee was a ljew meinber \hilo siiovied 
fine cliaracter and influence; was always on tlie side of the people. 

S. N. Lee, 60th, Clay County.-A private in the reactionary ranks; 
pro-brewery; invai-iably voted against the otlier ,Lees.  

Albert  P. Libera,  Znd, Winona.-New member of small capacity, who  
voted for Dun11 and stood consistently with the reactionary organization. 

R. 5. Eindberg, 59t11, Ottertail  County.-Insurgent leader; supported 
Burnq i~ i s t ;  was with the progressives on all vital q ~ ~ e s t i o n s .  Mr.  Lind- 
berg  proved a capable legislator and has a record not surpassed by a n y  
member.  

George A. XacKenzie ,  21st, Sibley County.-Chairman of Rules C?m- 
mittee and organization floor leader;  \vas especally actlve in opposltlon 
t o  temperance legislation; has  a record a s  a reactionary of the  deepest 
dye. 

Finlay McR'Iartin, 7th, Dodgc County.-Supported Burnqnist  and was 
a consistent insurgent,  voting always on the side of greater morality, 
economy antl efficiency in public matters.  

G. H. Mattson, 63rd, Roseau County.-Was a little inclined towards  
reactionaryistn at  the 1)eginning of tlie session, but usually voted on the  
reform side antl pcrformetl escellent service for the progressives a t  t he  
finish; a strong, influential member. 

P. J. Mettling, 18th, @hi,ppewa County.-Democrat who  was  coaxed 
and caucussed into the reactlonary caiilp. 

Frank E. Minette,  54th, Stearns  County.-Reactionary democrat on 
funtlaniental questions; incli~led to vote right on cluestions of smaller 
molnent. 

J. 3. N'ioriarity, 26th, Scot t  Ccunty.-One of the  democrats. 
Rufus P. P&or:on, 45t:h, Mille Lacs County.-One of the  four prohibi- 

tionists: was a luays  wit!? the progressive proup on economic and tem- 
perance questions. blr .  hIor tor  has fine ahility antl easily ranked among  
the  best ecii~ippetl and most patriotic members of the House. 

Alex. Nelson, 59th, Ottertail  County.-Supported Dunn ;  voted against  
tlic i\'ol;!ri :~ii lr i~tln:e~;e b11t was for the direct legislation bill, the Sulerud 
bill, and Klenier;  vatetl for coiinty option under protest:  \\.as for t he  
tonnage tas  ant1 the distance tariff. hIr. Kelson stood with the organiza- 
tion a \ )ar t  of tlie time. 

Herman Nelson, 15th. Murray County.-One of tlie smaller reaction- 
aries who 20111d (10 little more tli:ln vote :lgain<t the people; pro-l~rewery, 
and op-(we11 I>o t l i  the tnl!na<re t :~u ant1 the t1ist;lnce tariff. 

Carl S. Nygren, 3rd, Wabzsha County.-Democrat: supported the  
progressi\,e initiative ant1 referentlum bill. h ~ r t  \\.as usu:~lly reactionary. 

D. P. O'Neill, 61st, Pennington County.-Sr~l)pr)rte(I Rurnql~i<t  and 
stood with tlie insurgents on vital questions until the Klemer case; op- 
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posed the brewery influence throughout the session; was against the 
tonnage tax and the distance tariff. 

John W. Papke, loth, Waseca County.-A new member who became 
submerged in the reactionary system. 

Joseph Peters, 30th, Dakota County.-Voted for Dick O'Connor t o  
succeed Clapp; the rest of his record in harmony with that act. 

A. J. Peterson, 18th, Lac Qui Parle County.-Insurgent leader; sup- 
ported Burnquist and was one of the active. consistent progressives; mid- 
night found him in front of the clock, but he was there for a different 
purpose than the "brewery bunch." Mr. Peterson represents the most 
intelligent and courageous type of legislator. 

J. E. Peterson, 57th, Grant County.-Insurgent leader; voted for 
Burnquist; was one of minority members of the Temperance Committee 
and did excellent work there. Mr. Peterson was one of the best of the 
new members. 

Ole Peterson, 20th, Nicollet County.-Record consistently unpro- 
gressive; gave one the impression that he would have preferred a dif- 
ferent course. 

Albert Pfaender, 19th, Brown County.-The democratic bell-wether; 
one of the administration lieutenants; was chiefly responsible for the de- 
feat in the House of the progressive direct legislation bill. 

H. A. Putnam, 59th, Ottertail County.-Insurgent leader; supported 
Burnquist, and never once failed to vote in the interest of the people; 
no member has a better record. Mr. Putnam has a clear conception of 
the right in all public questions and is one of the most dependable and 
valuable members ever sent to St. Paul. 

George D. Reed, 28th, Rice County.-Reactionary; invariably neu- 
tralized the vote of his colleague, Mr. Klemer, on vital questions. 

L. H. Rice, 53rd, Hubbard County.-Reliable reactionary; supported 
Dunn and always voted with the organization; demonstrated a close 
connection with the brewery element by offering the "Rice amendment," 
which emasculated the Road House Bill. 

Henry Rines, 32nd, Kanabec County.-Insurgent leader; supported 
Burnquist and was consistently progressive; introduced the county option 
bill and ably conducted the fight for that reform; played a conspicuous 
part in advancing the state-wide primary. Mr. Rines had large influ- 
ence and good ability. , 

Donald Robertson, 63rd, Marshall County.-Supported Burnquist and 
was usually progressive; opposed the Nolan amendment; was with the 
organization against Klemer part of the time. 

Clinton Robinson, Znd, Winona County.-Insurgent leader; one of 
the two unvarying democratic progressives; shared with J. N.  Johnson 
the distinction of being the most hated member in the House; took a 
prominent part in the fight for every fundamental reform; continually 
kept the reactionaries and special interest members in hot water by 
his resolutions and plain talk; put the income tax amendment through 
the House; forced his brewery bill to a final vote; cast the only vote 
against the "supplies resolution." Mr. Robinson was almost a daily 
edition of Iclemer. 

John 0. Rustad, Sth, Fillmore County.-Insurgent leader; was for 
Burnquist.and the whole progressive program; was especially active in 
the interest of greater economy and efficiency. Mr. Rustad opposed the 
politicians and special interests from beginning to end. 

H.  A. Saggau, 13th, Martin County.-Democrat; one of the most 
"dependable." 
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John A. Sampson, 23rd, Meeker County.-Insurgent leader; sup- 
ported Burnquist and was one of the steadfast progressives. Mr. Samp- 
son wak a sincere county optionist and equally reliable on other funda- 
mental issues 

C. P. Schuler, 2nd, Winona.-An organization democrat. 
Martin Schwartz, 27th, L e  Sueur County.-Insurgent democrat, ex- 

cept when an anti-county option constituency compelled him t o  be re- 
actionary; was naturally independent and progressive. 

I<. G. Skartum, 17th, Lincoln County.-Was elected as  an independ- 
ent republican; stood with the insurgents, voting for the Nolan amend- 
ment, the Sulerud bill, direct legislation, and Klemer; supported county 
option, election reforms, the distnnce tariff and tonnage tax. 

Lewis C. Spooner, 57th, Stevens County.-Largely responsible for  
Dunn's election as  Speaker, and had a hand in the organization of the 
House; usually voted with the reactionaries on fundamental tests like 
the Nolan amendment; voted for the progressive direct legislation bill 
under protest; took a leading part in the fight against Klemer; opposed 
the distance tariff and tonnage tax. 

W. T. Stone, 53rd, Hubbard County.-Strong insurgent leader; dis- 
played exceptional equipment for public service; introduced several meas- 
ures of the deepest fundamental importance and fought heroicly for 
direct legislation, the recall and vital election reforms; opposed the 
brewery combine with voice and vote; shared in the persecution of 
Klemer and came back with charges of corruption which were never 
met. The people had no more loyal, intelligent and courageous friend 
than Dr. Stone. 

C. L. Sulerud, 61st, Norman County.-Insurgent leader; the only 
old prohibitionist member; was author of the bill t o  enable the people 
t o  change their own constitution and was in the forefront of the pro- 
gressives on all other vital issues. Mr. Sulerud considered all questions 
from the fundamental and moral point of view. 

Henry Untiedt, 14th, Jackson County.-A "regular" democrat. 
Aug. M. Utecht, 54th, Stearns County.-A democratic "regular." 
Leonard Virtue, 8th, Steele County.-Democrat; pro-brewery and re- 

actionary on all vital issues; voted for Dick O'Connor for U. S. Senator; 
signed the "protest"; opposed progressive direct legislation bill, recall, 
and state-wide primary. 

Geo. EI. Voxland, 29th, Goodhue County.-Prohibitionist serving his 
first term; stood with the progressives on all tests of strength between 
the special interests and the people. Mr. Voxland was always busy and 
a very valuable member. 

C. H. Warner, 52nd, Aitkin County.-County optionist who sup- 
ported Dunn; opposed the Nolan amendment, progressive legislation 
bill, Sulerud bill and Klemer. 

E. Warner, 14th, Cottonwood County.-Insurgent; supported Burn- 
quist and has a consistent record of p~ogressive votes. 

Henry P. Webb, 32nd, Pine Comty.-Insurgent leader; supported 
Burnquist and stood with the progressives from stal-t to  finish. Mr. 
Webb did excellent work for the people on the "packed" Temperance 
Committee. 

W. K. Westcott, 30th, Dakota County.-A politician of the plunder 
type; leading lieutenant of Speaker Dunn. 

Harrison White, 16th, Rock County.-Supported the administration; 
pro-brewery; a reactionary of the unvarying sort. 
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E. I?. Whiting, 17th, Lyon County.-Insurgent; one of the quiet, new 
members, who stood with the progressives; had ability and determina- 
tion. 

L. Wiesniewski, 47th, Benton County.-Semi-insurgent; was pro- 
gressive except when the sentiment of his district restrained him; voted 
t o  advance the progressive initiative and referendum bill; opposed the 
censuring of Klemer. Mr. Wiesniewski introduced the "locker" bill and 
opposed graft and extravagance in every form. 

T H E  SENATE. 
Comparatively few vital questions came to a direct vote in the Sen- 

ate. There was too much courtesy and too little Klemeritis in that 
body. Senator Dunn, brewery attorney, was permitted to  keep the initia- 
tive and referendum bills pigeon-holed so long that they were never 
reached. Senator Wallace did the same with the income tax amendment. 
The  best tests in the Senate are the Farrington-Froshaug contest, county 
option, woman suffrage, reapportionment, the vote t o  delay the passage 
of the state-wide primary which defeated that reform, and the roll call 
upon the question of final adjournment with the recall, state-wide pri- 
mary and other important legislat~on pending. 

Tri-County Senators. 

James P. Boyle, 49th, S,t. Louis County.-Insurgent leader; largely 
responsible for seating Froshaug; for recall, state-wide primary, Keefe 
bill and woman suffrage. Mr. Boyle manifested exceptional ability and 
was among the staunchest progressives. 

H. W. Cheadle, Slst, Du!uth.-Stood with the progressives except 
in the fight for Farrington; did excellent work for his home city. 

T.  M. Pugh, SOth, Du1uth.-Reactionary in everything. 

J. D. Denegre, 36th, St. Paul.-For Farrington; reactionary except 
for a vote in favor of woman suffrage. 

W. W. Dunn, 33rd, St. Paul.-Brewery attorney; for Farrington and 
reapportionmenr; against recall, Keefe bill, state-wide primary and wom- 
an suffrage; made the motion for final adjournment. 

Jos. ItT Hackney, 37th, St. Paul.-The only insurgent senator from 
Ramsey County; an able, courageous pro~ress ive ;  supported county 
optlon. 

James Handlan, 34th, St. Paul.-A Dick O'Connor democrat; for  
Farrington. 

Peter Van Roven, 35th, St. Paul.-Very reactionary; against state- 
wide ~ r i m a r y ;  for Farrington. 

* * *  
VJ. S. Dwinnell, 40th, R4inneapolis.-Progressive; opposed Farring- 

ton; for fundamental reforms; voted against final adjournment; has  fine 
ability and integrity. 

J. T. Elwell, 39th, Mirineapo1is.-Progressive; opposed Farrington; 
for County option and woman suffrage; proved that it is not necessary 
t o  be reactionary to  get appropriations for the University. 

Manley L. Fosseen, 42nd, Minneapolis.-Semi-progressive; against 
Farrington; for county option; did good work for Keefe bill, hut onposed 
woman suffrage, voted to  delay the state-wide primary and supported 
the motion for final adjournment. 



116 T H E  MINNESOTA LEGISLATURE O F  1911 

N. A. L'Herault, 38th, Minneapolis.-A Dick O'Connor democrat; 
for Farrington; supported the motion which killed the state-wide pri- 
mary; reactionary influence. 

J. W. Pauly, 44th, Minneapolis.-Supported Farrington; opposed 
county option and woman suffrage; was deeply interested in direct leg- 
islation and election reforms. 

Carl L. Wallace, 43rd, Minneapolis.-County optionist and voted 
to seat Froshaug; opposed woman suffrage, state-wide primary on last 
test. and voted for final adjournment with action pending on several 
vital questions. Mr. Wallace was chiefly responsible for the defeat of 
the income tax amendment. 

Geo. P. Wilson, 41st, Minneapolis.-For Froshaug and county option; 
voted for woman suffrage and opposed final adjournment; was against 
the state-wide primary on the crucial roll call. 

J. J. Ahmann, 54th, Stearns County.-Democrat; headed the roster 
and could usually be depended upon to start roll calls in the interest of 
the people; voted for Farrington and against county option; also op- 
posed woman suffrage, but supported election reforms and voted against 
final adjournment. 

B. N. Anderson, 9th, Freeborn County.-One of the most extreme 
reactionaries; voted to  seat Farrington; opposed the recall, woman suf- 
frage, and voted for final adjournment; supported the distance tariff. 

S. B. Bedford, 15th, Nobles County.-A quiet, determined, depend- 
able progressive; onposed Farrinpton; voted for county option, woman 
suffrage; opposed the distance tariff and the Congdon scheme of reap- 
portionment. Mr. Bedford was amona the thirty-three who voted against 
final adjournment, but found themselves outweighed by a minority of 
thirty. 

Henry N. Benson, 20th, Nicollet County.-Opposed the seating of 
Farrington; against county option, but was progressive on other issues, 
voting for election reforms and woman suffrage. Mr. Benson opposed 
the Congdon bill and was against final adjournment. 

George C. Carpenter, 46th, Wright County.-Voted to seat Farring- 
ton and oposed county option: was a consistent and extreme reaction- 
ary on other issues, voting against the recall and to delay the passage 
of the state-wide primary on the crucial test: he opposed the distance 
tariff, woman suffrage and voted for final adjournment. 

Thomas E. Cashman, 8th, Steele County.-Insurgent leader; was 
one of the two Democrats to vote against Farrington: supported county- 
option, woman suffrage and all election reforms: was against the scheme 
of the politicians t o  force final adjournment. Senator Cashman intro- 
duced his distance tariff bill for the third time and nearly passed it 
through the Senate after one of the most strenuous legislative battles 
in the history of the state. 

Frank Clague, 19th. Redwood County.-Voted against Farrington, 
but opnosed county option and was unprogressive on election reforms, 
votine for the motion which defeated the state-wide ~ r i r n a r ~  and against 
woman suffraee: voted awinst  the Conadon hill. Mr. Clague was one 
of the leaders in the fight asainst the distance tariff. 

Julius A. Coller, 26th, S.cott County.-One of the most active for 
Farrington and led in the fieht against county option; also opposed 
woman suffrage and voted aqainst the state-wide primary on the last test. 
Mr. Coller was one of those who preferred final adjournment t o  action 
upon the important legislation which was pending. 
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C. F. Cook, 6th, Mower County.-Was the only member of the Com- 
mittee on Elections to  sign the minority report recommending the seat- 
ing of Farrington; voted for woman suffrage and favored election re- 
forms. Mr. Cook was for the distance tariff and opposed final adjourn- 
ment. 

L. 0. Cooke, 3rd, Wabasha County.-One of the six extreme r e a o  
tionaries who voted for both Stephens and Farrington; except for a 
vote in favor of the distance tariff Mr. Coolce was unprogressive from 
start to  finish, voting against the recall, the state-wide primary, county 
option and woman suffrage; as  a climax he voted for final adjournment. 

0. G. Dale, Nth,  Lac qui Parle County.-Opposed Farrington and 
voted for county option, woman suffrage, the distance tariff and state- 
wide primary. Mr. Dale was among the thirty-three who voted against 
final adjournment. 

C. R. Donaldson, 24th, McLeod County.-Was an anti-county option 
Democrat and a progressive except in the Farrington case and on the 
question of woman suffrage; voted for the distance tariff, all election 
reforms and against final adjournment 

S. B. Duea, 16th, Rock County.-Opposed Farrington, but was 
against county option and opposed the state-wide primary on the crucial 
test and also voted against woman suffrage; he opposed the distance 
tariff, the Congdon bill and the last roll call on the question of adjourn- 
ment found him still voting in the negative. 

P. A. Duxbury, ls t ,  Houston County.-Led in the attempt t o  post- 
pone the Stephens contest and seemed for Farrington, but voted against 
him; opposed county option. the distance tariff, the Congdon bill and 
the state-wide primary on the motion to concur in the House amend- 
ment; he voted for woman suffrage, but stood with the reactionaries on 
final adjournment. 

S. J. Froshaug, 56th, Swift County.-The only Prohibitionist mem- 
ber of the Senate; was handicapped in his legislative work by having 
t o  fight the brewery combine for his seat, after being elected; voted for 
county option, woman suffrage, the distance tariff and election reforms. 
Mr. Froshaug is discussed in the chapter on the Farrington-Froshaug 
contest. 

F. L. Glotzbach, 28th, Rice County.-Voted for both Stephens and 
Farrington; opposcd county option and woman suffrage, but favored elec- 
tion reforms and the distance tariff; stood with the professional politi- 
cians for final adjournment. 

C. J. Gunderson, 58th, Douglas County.-One of a few members of 
the Committee on Elections who bore the brunt of the battle for the 
integrity of the ballot in the Stephens and Farrington contests; was one 
of the ablest insurgent leaders and fought for moral and fundamental 
reforms throughout the session; supported county option, woman suf- 
frage and the distance tariff; voted against final adjournment. 

D. M. Gunn, 52nd, Itasca County.-Supported Farrington and stood 
for the whole reactionary program, voting against the recall. the Keefe 
bill, the state-wide primary, woman suffrage, the distance tariff, and 
stood for final adjournment. 

A. L. Hanson, 61st, Norman County.-One of the most uncomproi 
mising progressives; voted against Farrington; was for county option, 
woman suffrage, the distance tariff and all e!ection reforms; voted against 
final adjournment. Mr. Hanson went farther than any other Senator itl 
votink against graft and extravagance. 

Julius E. Haycraft, 13th, Watonwan County.-Insurgent leader; the 
seating of Froshaug and Saugstad is due largely to  his able and eon- 
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scientious work as chairman of Committee on Elections; also played a 
conspicuous and patriotic part in the defeat of the Congdon reappor- 
tionment scheme; supported county option, woman suffrage, the distance 
tariff and was especially active in election reforms; opposed final ad- 
journment. 

C. D. Johnson, 48th, Crow Wing  County.-Was one of the six who 
dared to vote for  both Steohens and Farrington; supported Dick O'Con- 
nor to  succeed Moses E. Clapp; voted twice against state-wide primary; 
opposed county option, but voted for woman suffrage; he stood with 
the thirty who outvoted the thirty-three and forced final adjournment. 

V. L: Johnson, 32nd, Chisago County.-An active. clean, courageous 
progresswe; opposed Farrington; was the author of the county option 
bill and supported woman suffrage; voted against the distance tariff 
and tinal adjournment. 

James Johnston, 53rd, Todd County.-Voted to postpone the Steph- 
ens contest, and to seat Farrington; was against county option, woman 
suffraqe and opposed the state-wide primary on the last test. Mr. John- 
ston had small influence, but could usually be depended upon to vote 
fo r  the special interests. H e  was one of the thirty who wanted to ad- 
journ. 

Charles H. Klein, ZSth, Carver County.-Opposed the seating of 
Farrington; was against county option, woman suffrage and the state- 
wide primary bn the last test. Mr. Klein opposed the distance tariff 
and voted for final adjournment. 

Olai A. Lende, 17th, Lyon County.--Insurgent leader; opposed Far- 
rington and was in the forefront of the progressive group on all im- 
portant questions; was especially interested in direct legislation, election 
reforms and questions like county option; supported woman suffrage and 
the distance tariff; made one of the most effective speeches against the 
Congdon bill. Mr. Lende is surpassed by few in ability and by none 
in his devotion to public interests. 

111. J. McGrath, 2nd, Winona County.-Except for a vote in favor 
of Farrington his record is progressive; obedient to  the wishes of his 
constituents he voted against the distance tariff, but supported woman 
suffrage and was especially active against the Congdon bill and in be- 
half of fundamental reforms like direct legislation, the state-wide primary 
and the Keefe bill. 

Charles S. Marden, 60th. Clay County.-Supported the motion t o  
delay the Stephens contest, but voted against Farrington; opposed coun- 
ty option, woman suffrage, the distance tariff and was ready to adjourn. 

John Moonan, loth, Waseca County.-Voted for Farrington, but 
performed excellent service for the pcople on other vital questions; was 
especially active in behalf of election reforms, being the author of the 
recall bill and a state-wide primary measure; he fought hard lor the 
Keefe bill and opposed the Congdon reapportionment scheme with 
equal vigor; supported woman suffrage and the distance tariff. 

. Frank Murray, 22nd, Renville County.-Supported Farrington; op- 
posed county option, woman suffrage and the state-wide primary a t  
the crucial time; was the author of a measure providing for the North 
Dakota plan of electing United States Senators which might have de- 
feated the Keefe bill. 

S. A. ?elson, Sth, Fillmore County.-Opposed Farrington; supported 
county option, woman suffrage and the reapportionment bill, but was 
apainst the state-wide primary on the real test;  he voted against final 
adjournment. 
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C. W. pdell,  55th, Kandiyohi County.-Opposed Farrington; sup- . 
ported county option, woman suffrage and election reforms; opposed the 
distance tariff and final adjournment. 

A. @. Olson, 14th, Jackson County.-Voted to seat Farrington; op- 
posed county option, the distance tariff and the state-wide primary on 
the motion t o  concur; he wanted to adjourn. 

E. D. Peterson, 23rd, Meeker County.-Insurgent leader; one of the  
two Democrats to  vote against Farrington; supported county option, 
woman suffrage, the distance tariff and all election reforms. Mr. Peter- 
son was one of the most consistent and determined progressives. 

A. A. Poehler, 21st, Sibley County.-One of the Stephens-Farrington 
combination; opposed county option, but voted for election reforms and 
the distance tariff; supported the motion to adjourn. 

F. E. Putnam, lZth, Faribault County.-Performed excellent service 
.on the Committee on Elections and aided substantially in the seating 
of Froshaug; supported county option, woman suffrage and the distance 
tariff; he opposed the state-wide ,primary on the last vote; did not want 
to  adjourn. 

A. J. Rockne, 29th, Goodhue County.-Opposed Farrington; voted 
for  the distance tariff, but opposed woman suffrage, county option and 
the state-wide primary on the test vote; he voted to adjourn. 

Edward Rustad, 57th, Traverse County.-Against Farrington and for  
county option; 'supported the distance tariff, woman suffrage and the 
Congdon bill; opposed state-wide primary on the last test and voted for 
final adjournment. 

Ole 0. Sageng, 59th, Ottertail County.-The only populist Senator; 
one of the ablest insurgents; took a leading part against Farrington and 
Stephens; author of woman suffrage bill; for county option and all funda- 
mental reforms. Mr. Sageng was one of the thirty-three. 

John Saugstad, 62nd, Polk County.-Insurgent leader; had t o  fight 
the "old guard" for his seat in the senate; against Farrington. Mr. Saug- 
stad was one of the best equipped and most influential progressives. 

Albert Schaller, 30th, Dakota County.-One of the Stephens-Farring- 
ton con~bination; opposed county option, but supported woman suffrage; 
voted to  delay the passage of the state-wide primary, but was against 
final adjournment. 

A. T. Stebbins, 4th, Olmstead County.-A dependable reactionary; 
voted t o  postpone the Stephens contest and to seat Farrington; opposed 
county option, the distance tariff and the state-wide primary on the mo- 
tion which killed it;  was eager to  adjourn. 

G. H. Sullivan, 31st, Washington County.-For both Stephens and 
Farrington; voted against county option, woman suffrage, the recall, the 
Keefe bill, state-wide primary and the distance tariff; active in behalf 
of the Congdon bill; was regarded as the reactionary floor leader. 

J. D. Sullivan, 47th, Stearns County.-Favored Farrington; opposed 
county optlon, woman suffrage, and the distance tariff; voted for the 
Congdon bill and final adjournment. 

B. E. Sundberg, 63rd, Kittson County.-One of the most consistent 
and conscientious insurgents; opposed Farrington; for county option, 
woman suffrage and all fundamental reforms. The  state never had a 
more patriotic legislator. 

C. J. Swanson, 45th, Anoka County.-Opposed Farrington, county 
option, woman suffrage, the distance tariff, and the state-wide primary 
when that measure was defeated; was willing to  adjourn. 
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F. J. Thoe, 7th. Dodge County.-Insurgent; opposed Farrington; for  
county option, woman suffrage and election reforms; was against final 
adjournment. 

Harry F. Weis, 27th, L e  Sueur County.-For Farrington; against 
county option and woman suffrage; was for the distance tariff and elec- 
tion reforms; stood with the reactionaries for adjournment. 

S. D. Works, l l t h ,  Blue Earth County.-A leader of the Stephens- 
Farrington combination and voted for both; opposed county option and 
woman suffrage; has a bad reactionary record except on election issues 
and the distance tariff. 



CHAPTER XIX. 

A FINAL WORD. 

This  little volume may seem to be a pessimistic portrayal of legisla- 
tive conditions. Perhaps it is. I have deliberately aimed to suggest the 
unwholesome phases of the session-the things about which the people 
should have information. There were many beneficent influences and 
results. Those have not been emphasized because they are normal. The  
public has a right t o  expect that legislators shall labor for the general 
good. I t  is only when they take the opposite course, and serve the pur- 
poses of special privilege and political plunder, that the voters should 
know in order that there may be reproof and change. 

Mr. Klemer and Dr. Stone were worth their weight in gold. I t  re- 
quired just such a performance as  their clash with the reactionary or- 
ganization to arouse the electorate to  a realization of the corrupt con- 
ditions. And the heroic efforts of those two were seconded, although 
in not the same sensational way, by the almost daily samples of plain 
talk from men like J. N. Johnson, W. I. Nolan, Clinton Robinson, and 
Ole Sageng. 

The big problem is to  get the facts before the people. The  press 
has the power to  completely change conditions in a year. Such feeble 
efforts a t  enlightenment as this would be wholly unnecessary if some 
of the newspapers would do their duty. 

The public should insist upon a few fundamental reforms within the 
legislature : 

First-A constitutional amendment limiting the time for the intro- 
duction of bills to  the first thirty days of the session. 

Second-Standing committees should not be permitted to  keep busi- 
ness away from the House and Senate for>more than fifteen days. This 
rule should be free from jokers. 

Third-The number of standing committees should be reduced t o  
not more than twenty. Then "packing" would be impossible. 

Fourth-The "Third House" should be reduced about two-thirds, t o  
a basis of utility. 

Fifth-Supplies, except printing, should be eliminated entirely. If 
certain purchases a re  necessary, each member should be given $10 for 
incidentals. 

Either the Senate or the House might well be abolished. In  all my 
observations, extending through several sessions, I have never seen the 
least excuse or need for the two bodies. On the other ha;d, the exist- 
ence of an upper and lower branch makes possible the team work" 
which has been used so often and so effectively against the people. I 
would do away with the Senate. There is already too much "check" in 
the chief executive and the courts. 

I t  is always darkest just before the dawn. Politically, conditions 
must be bad before they can be better. Viewed in the light of its neglected 
opportunities to enact in the interest of the people, the last legislature 
was the worst in the history of the state. No previous session ever had 
to defeat so many vital reiorms, which is in itself the surest sign of pro- 
gress. The special interests and political plunderers had to fight as  never 
before. They were forced into the last ditch on every issue. Had the 
insurgents captured the organization of the House and had there been a 
Klemer in the Senate, almost the whole progressive program would have 

, been enacted. 
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