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FOREWORD- 

-1 few l)coplc have cl-it icizcltl tlic a t i t  lior for c\sl)l.cssillg 
his l~el-sonal  views 011 nia ttel*s o f  lcgisla t ion, ins i s t i~ ig  tlla t 
the  booli should be a colorless statciilelit of f;tcts o ~ t l y .  0 1 1  

the  o ther  hand perhaps Inore l,eople llavc? conlplailled tha t  
the  a u t h o r  h a s  too carefully 1-efisainecl f roin expressing his 
personal opinion of men  a n d  nieasures.  

To  both  of these classes of crit ics the  autlioi. has  re- 
plied: "It  is the  in ten t  of the  a u t h o r  to  give a fair  ant1 ini- 
partia.1 analysis  of impo;-tnnt bills, s t a t ing  the  a . rguments  
both for  a n d  against ,  so  f a r  a s  may be, in tlie 1aiigua.ge of 
those who favor  or  oppose. A t  t h e  s a m e  t ime he  inust re- 
serve to  himself t he  r igh t  to  express his  opinion a s  regards  
the wisdom of measures  proposed or  enacted.  

The  a u t h o r  is not  willing to  present  a colorless a r r a y  
of facts ,  ne i ther  is i t  his intent ion to judge  the  motives 
of m e n ;  but  he  does intend to  discuss the  MERITS O F  
MEASURES and explain what  seems to be the  logical re- 
su l t s  of the  acts of members. 

THE AUTHOR'S POINT O F  VIEW. 

,411d t h e  a u t h o r  desires t o  declare f rankly  t h a t  he  ap- 
proaches th i s  work  from a definite point of view. T h a t  
point of view was very clearly se t  for th  a t  t h e  beginning of 
Chapter  I of "the Minnesota Legislature  of 1919" i11 t h e  
following words :  

"This book is a n  earnes t  a t t e m p t  to  discuss public 
questions f rom the  point of  view of Dcnstocracy and Rmer- 
ictznism. 

Democracy a n d  Americanisiu m u s t  follow t h e  Declara- 
t ion of Independence a n d  t h e  Bill of Rights .  

If they  do  not  mean t h a t  a.11 inex, aiid women,  too, a r e  
born fret+, a n d  equd as to pcjlitical r ights  and  inciusti~ial op- 
portunities,  t hen  they do  not  mean anything.  

If Democracy a n d  Ai:~ericanisin do  not  meail the  op- 
posite of Autocracy. privilege a n d  favori t ism,  tyranny,  
mil i tar ism a n d  repression, t hen  they have no  meaning.  

Deiuocracy and  Aniei.icn!lisnl innst ineaii free thouglit ,  
f ree  speech, fi-eedonl to asscin1)le a n d  discuss a n y  ; ~ n d  a11 
questio!is. Otherwise I l i ~ y  : I I * P  i l i t 1 ' ~ i )  illgl(\ss i ( l i*ll lS ;I  11(1 oiily 
a n1ockery on t h e  lip:; o f  tllostl wllo p1.ollo11iicc\ t l i ~ l i l .  

Any pi'oposecl legislation tllat callnot squa re  itself with 
these principles shoultl i)e ~*t>jectecl, uiilcss it cxil be sliown 
t h a t  i t  is a s tep  j i i  tlie tlirectioli of greatel* cleliiocracy, 
t l i o i ~ ~ l ~  not r ~ a c h i l i s  t,hc co~illllcltc itleal. 



Thc Acid Test. 

The acid test o f  a11 proposed legislation should be: 
Does it  lead away from injustice and toward greater  

justice? ' 1 **j 
1)oes i t  rc~llovt: resiriclio~l ; i l l t i  lc<itl Lo\\ (1 I~ l j c i  i j  ? 
Does it  tend to establish a higher degree of political 

rights and industrial opportunities? 
Does it increase opportunities for open and honest ex- 

prcssion on all questions, or does it close the door and  limit 
freedom of thought and speech? 

Does it  tend to preserve and extend the principle o f  
home rule and local self-government, or does it destroy 
tha t  principle? 

Does it  more equally distribute the comnlon burdens i n  
proportion to benefits received, or does i t  place burdens 
upon those who can and will shift  the'm onto other  a n d  
weaker shoulders-onto shoulders already bowed with too 
great  a load? 

Does i t  tend to remove the  cause of dissatisfaction and  
unrest,  or does it  propose to crush and suppress the symp- 
toms tha t  arise from injustice?" 

Preve in t ion  B e t t e r  Than Punishment. 

You can't make men good by hanging them. 
You can't stop crime by locking criminals up. Stistory 

is full of the failure of mere punishment to prevent crime. 
Picking pockets was once punishable by death; and the  

historians tell us how the thugs plied their trade i n  the  
very crowds that  were witnessing the hanging of pick 
pockets. 

On the other hand when Edward 111 wished to get  rid 
of highway robbers, he had the underbrush cleared away 
for 100 feet on each side of the road. 

Brilliantly lighted city streets a r e  far more effective 
than hordes of policemen. 

The Iowa law which makes it  practically impossible for 
the automobile thief to sell the machine, goes farther t o  
prevent tha t  sort of thieving than all the penal statutes 
that  could be ,passed, and if all the states were to adopt 
that  law, there would be very little inducement to steal 
automobiles; for they couldn't be sold. 

\Are you curious to know what the Iowa law i s ?  I t  
is very simple. based on the principle of the traveler's check. 
Every automobile is required to carry a small card, 'properlTr 
protected, cont&ining the number of the license, the engine 
number, make, model, year, factory number, style, times 
registered, fee paid, new or second hand, date of registration, 
license number, name of owner and P. 0. address, counter- 
signed by Secretary of State and County Officer. 

The above should give to all readers a fairly clear idea 
a s  to the  AUTHOR'S POINT O F  VIEW. 

Let  us then proceed to a consideration of what  was 
~1.oposed and what was done in the legislative session of 
1 9 2 1 .  



The Minnesota Legislature of 

A GENERAL SURVEY. 

The legislature of 1921 was a great  disappointlllc~lt 
and a great satisfaction,-a disappointment to both ex- 
tremes,--the extreme radical and  the  extreme reactionary, 
-and a satisfaction to reasonable people who do not ex- 
pect to reform all evils a t  one session, but are  thankful for 
even small progress; for  on t he  stepping stones of today's 
progress we can rise to greater  things tomorrow. 

Many progressives a r e  f rankly  disappointed a t  the 
small progress toward reforming our  infernally bad sys- 
tem of taxation, while a bunch of reactionaries a r e  declar- 
ing tha t  the legislature ripped out  t h e  very foundations of 
all sound theories of taxation a n d  opened a Pandora's 
Box of new and crazy notions. 

The principle of home rule  and  local self government 
was pretty badly jolted by t he  Street  Railway Bill, and 
the limit put  on the  local expenditures of t he  range towns; 
but not nearly so badly as the  authors of those bills started 
out to do. 

Repression and  "Prussianism" r a n  rampant  in a num- 
ber of measures which did not pass, while the  benevolent 
regulators of everybody else's business got very little satis- 
faction compared with what  they went  after .  

Perhaps reasonable people should be thankful for the 
good done and evil avoided, ra ther  t h a n  t o  bewail the evil 
done and the good destroyed. 

All told i t  confirms Einstein's theory of relativity. 
The Membership. 

The Senate was composed of the  same men who sa t  
in 1919. 

The House Members. 
Of the 131 members of the  house, 8 1  were members in 

1 9 1 9 ,  four had served one o r  more terms in  former ses- 
sions, and 4 6  were new men with no  previous experience. 
Thirty-one of the  members of the  1919 legislature were 
not candidates again;  one filed again,  bu t  died before the  
election, while 1 7  were defeated for  re-election. 

If the author may be permitted to express a n  opinion 
he thinks that  several of the  new men a r e  a great  improve- 
ment over some who did not  contest and  some who were 
defeated. 

For honesty, earnestness and general intelligence the 
house of 1 9 2 1  will probably take a s  high rank as  any of 
its predecessors of recent years, in  spite of the fact  that  
narrowness and partisanship did sometimes appear. This 
is due to a number of causes: 

First,  the liquor question is ou t  of the  way. Tha t  
has helped more t han  any other one thing. Men who have 
represented wet districts for several sessions now frankly 
say, "It is much easier for us to be decent than it used 
to be.'' 
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thousailds of i l l  coliiniuilities a.1lt1 stinlulat.ed much 
thought, tho it iiiust be atl~iiittecl it has  :~.lso a1'0usec1 much 
prejudice on 11otli sides. 

Thi rd .  Tlie labor  niovenlent of the  cities 11a.s reached 
ou t  a n d  taliell in a fa r  b130adel. field of s tudy than  of old, 
a n d  th i s  has  shown itself in the  cllai.acter a.nd intelligence 
of t h e  m e n  i t  has  suppo~Ted for  legislative positions. 

F o u r t h .  Tlie accoiny lishmeiit of equal  suffrage has  in- 
jected a n  element  of sincerity and  enthusiasix f a r  beyolid 
anythiu noticeable ill t he  past. 

An,: las t ,  b u t  not least ,  the  fact  t h a t  t h e  menl11ei.s 
a r e  not  elected a s  par ty inen, has  probably been a s  g r e a t  a 
factor  as any.  The  old custoin of throwing a legislative 
nonlinatioil t o  some party hack  who had  been disappointed 
in  secur ing  a more  lucrative office is  now unknown.  

I t  has been freely charged t11a.t t he  men  who g e t  into 
t h e  legis lature  under  this  systein a r e  mostly no t  responsible 
to  a n y  pa r ty  01- a n y  princil)les,--mere self seekers  who pu t  
themselves forward ,  11low theii. own 1101-11s a n d  thus  suc- 
ceed in  ge t t ing  theinselves elected. While  this  is  probably 
t r u e  i n  a few cases, i t  is very f a r  f rom the  t r u t h  in  most  
cases. Most men who come to t h e  legislature a r e  widely 
known and. highly respected in  their  own communities.  
Most of t h e m  a r e  earnes t ,  sincere,  r a the r  modest  men,  who 
have .made a fa i r  success in their  occupations, professions, 
or  business enterprises.  

Of course,  practically 211 a r e  more  o r  less loosely asso- 
ciated wi th  one or  anotlier of the  three  g rea t  political divi- 
sions in to  which the  people of the  s t a t e  a r e  divided-Repub- 
licans, Democrats and  Non-Partisans,  including both  the  
F a r m e r  a n d  Labor grouljs. 

B u t  very few of these members  can  be dr iven b y  a 
party whip tho  tha t  whip is still in evidence. This  fact 
was very well iilus.,ti.aied 1)y the vote in the  Senate  on the  
Coleman bill t o  abolish the  civil service in t h e  d e p a r t i ~ e n t  
of oil inspection. The  t-tutlloia of the  bill, Mr .  Coleman, is  
a Republican leadel* and  i t  was  r a the r  expected t h a t  h e  
would be ab le  to  whi l )  most  of t he  senators  of t h a t  pa r ty  
into l ine for  his h i l l .  B u t  t he  sena tors  had  not  been elected 
a s  Republicans,  Ikinoci.ats or anything else. The  leaders  
for repeal were  Colenian a i ~ t l  Putna in ,  Republicans,  a n d  
J o h n  Sul l ivan,  Denioc~'at ;  while the  supporters  of Civil 
Service wei-e led 1)y Carlev, Denlocrat, s t rongly suppor ted  
by Gandrud, Kainel., Gillu~il and Beason, Republicans, and 
Devold, who always l)l.o(.I;iims liililself a S o ~ i a l i s t ,  Jackson 
and  Sageng,  also Itt?l)i~l)lic:alrs. were llolding theinselves il l  
reserve t o  opl,osc: 1.110 b i l l  i f  i t  s h o ~ ~ l d  ge t  on the  calendar .  



0 1 1  t l l i s  i s s~ ic  scil:~t.ors e1itlol.set1 by ol-ga~~izcttl li11)01. 
also split,  i I l l ( 1  all ] ) \ i t .  1 ) ~ t ~ O I d  all(l stv~l.llsoll \Jot,(:(/ : l j ; a i l l s t  

Civil Sc~.trictb. :Ill X o ~ i - i ' a r t . i s ; ~ ~ ~  I , c ; I ~ I ~ ( :  S ( L I I ~ I ~ O I ' S  v o I ( > ( l  0 1 1  

1 . 1  t i  i t c  I Sis clc:~l~oc:~~;tts votc.tl 1'01. ( l i v i l  Sc'1.i.- 
ice a s i x  ; t > : ; l i ~ l s t .  

Sevcr,11 of tlie most consistent Jcfl 'ersoiii;~n I)c~i i~ocrats  
in both houses a r e  Ilepublican ill par ty  politics ; while solilt; 
of the worst  Toi3ies ant1 reactionai'ies claim to be followers 
of the g rea t  ant1 world renowned Dcinocrat w110 wrote the  
L)eclrtra lion of Iiidependeiice. 

And what  possible relat ion can  the re  be between 
national parties on the  one hand  a n d  t h e  econoni.ic, intius- 
tr ial ,  social, or 111oral questions t h a t  engage  t h e  at.tention 
of a s t a t e  legis lature? 

Read the following quotat ion fro111 a let ter  to tlie 
Tr ibune:  

"In connection with the  cu r ren t  cliscussions of the  
merits and  clemerits of the  non-part isan nlethod of electing 
a s ta te  Legislature,  which now prevails ill Minnesota., there  
11a.s been inucli loose ta lk abou t  t h e  inferiority in cl~ai.actel* 
and ability of inen elected by t h e  present  system a s  coin- 
pared wi:h nien elected by the  par t i san  system. I leave 
the  general  discussion of t h e  subjec t  to  others ,  bu t  on this 
par t icular  ma t t e r  of t h e  persoilnel of legis latures  pas t  a n d  
present I have liacl exceptional opportull i ty to observe and  
upon t h e  hasis of such observation I call say uilliesit.aiiiigly 
tha,t t h e  aboxje claim is exactly cont rary  to  t h e  fact.-- 
George B. Safford, Superintendent  of Minnesota Anti- 
Saloon League.  

--\gain it is co111!110:1, in some qua r t e r s ,  to  speak  of the 
legislature as a bunch of crooks,  graf te rs ,  a n d  chumps ;  but  
the  inan u-110 w-ill t ake  the  t rouble to  m a k e  a s tudy of the 
work in committee,  to watch the  discussion on t h e  floor. and  
to lbea.lly acquaint  himself with t h e  inside workings of the  
legislature of 3Iinnesota, a s  now const i tuted and  in opera- 
tion, must  conclude t h a t  t he re  has  been g rea t  improvement  
in the  y:ist fifteen or  twenty years.  

O f  ccurse there is st i l l  room for  improveinelit,  but  
there is ex-eiy reason to  believe t h a t  i t  wiil be foi.t!lcoi~liilg 
just a s  fast  a s  the people tliemseives inlprove. 

-4 stream can hardly rise higher than its  sou13c:e. 
T h e  Spcakei~. 

Speaker  S o l a n  came to the  work of t h e  sessioli I . ~ t t e r  
equipped lhan  t ~ v o  yti;ii's ago,  Illo eve11 t11(:11 lie? i v : ( s  1)1,o1)- 
ably qui te  as  elficient 8, s;~ealiel: as e w l .  wit?!dctl tilt: g:lvcl. 

Bltsii1t.s~ c e m i n l y  does move ~ 1 1 ( 1 t ? ~  his (iir(:ctioll ; ~ 1 1 ( 1  

it is helijeri t o  no s!liall clegrec? by t 1 1 ~  ~ 1 c ~ i . 1  : ( l~ t l  l i : ) \~c i . f l~ l  
voice of l i ~ i t d i l ~ g  Clei.1; iiybelsg. 

Oscar. A1.ncsoil, th lu  :ill his  yea^.:: (I!' servica(>. !I:I:; g ~ s ~ ) ~ v l l  
constantly illore and lliol-e efficient :I:< chief c1(:1.1<. 



!I?11(: (.hn~nit;tccs. 
Speaker Nolan says hc wrote cnch i n c n i l ) ~ ~ .  asking I i i i i l  

t.0 CXiIi'CS:; lii.5 l ) i -c? i t : i ' c l~c~~ ; IS  I o C O I I J  111 il.i.(:c: ;~ssiglillielit.s, ; t l lci  
t h a t  he assigned as far iiS possible. in confornlity with tliosc 
preferences. 

There w a s  sonic conipla i l l 1  t 1ia.t. Nol1-1';1.1.t,isa.11 J,ca.gr~o 
and Labor ~nembers  tli!l ~ i o t  r(?(:oivc-: f i ~  is  c:ollsitlctl.:~.tioll i l l  t l i t :  
committee appointli1cnl.s. '1'1icy I i ; ~ t i  ~ i o  i~c~)rt!sctl~ta.tio~i oli the 
following comnlittees: A1)1)i.oj,l-i:1,tions, L;anlts, ;h/Tul.kets 
a.nd Marketing, 3.lilit.al.y ASl:aiss, Pu1)lic 1-iigliways, a n d  
Rules; and o ~ l y  one ~ n e ~ n b e r  o n  Elections, Pnsurance and  
Public Utilities; all very impostant comn~ittees. 

Of course they could not expect any representation on 
t he  Rules committee; and Mr. Nolan explains t h a t  there 
were so nlany members asking for places on those other 
committees named that  he  intentionally gave the appoint- 
nlents to the majority faction. Minosities never expect 
chairmansliips and selcloin fare  very weil any way. 

Aside from these few committees the. minority fared 
very well, their proportion on many committees being con- 
siderably larger than their membership in the  house would 
justify. 'This is true of ,Cities, Comn~erce, Manufacturers and 
Retail Trade. Corporations, Dairy Products and Live Stock, 
General Legislation,  labor, Motor Vehicles, Municipal Affairs. 
Public Domain, Public Health and ;Hospitals, Public Welfare 
and Social Legislation, iRailroads, Re-apportionment, Soldiers' 
Home and !Bonus Act,  state Development and Immigration, 
Temperance, Towns and Counties, University and Schools, 
and Workmen's Compensation. 

The Non-Partisan League and Labor forces had almost 
exactly one-fourth of the members of the house and  on all  
the  above committees they had more than one-fourth of the  
representation; while on two corllmittees--Corporations a.nd 
Public Welfare and Social Legislation, they had a majority 
of the  members. 
./@ It may be said that  in a legislature elected on a basis 
of no party affiliation, there should be no such thing a s  
majority or minority factions. There will always be fac- 
tions. I n  1915, 1917 and 1 9 1 9 ,  lines were plainly drawn 
between wets and drys. I n  1915 the  wets won the  
speakership and organized the house. In  19 17 and 19 1 9  the  
drys won and  so controlled the  organization. In  1919 the  
Non-Partisan League members refused to vote for the  ma- 
jority candidate for Speaker. In 1921 the League and Labor 
forces united and had their own candidate for Speaker. 
They felt tha t  such action was necessary. This is a matter  
neither for  praise nor blame, but they must  then be satis- 
fied with minority representation and they were. They did 
not  complain. 

I t  is no small job to put 1 3 1  membess into committee 
places and have them all satisfied. On the whole members 
seemed to be well pleased with their appointnlents and all 
committees gave very earnest attention to bills assigned to 
them; tho certain individual members were lazy. 

The Tax Comn~it tee was plainly designed to report fa- 
vorably a progressive program of tax reform and they did 
so to some extent, but not nearly so much a s  some hoped foia. 



The Committee on Elections was evidently filled with 
nienibers who  were expected to carry ou t  the Itcp~lblicall 
program of greatly ;~l i iel ld~ng tlle y l - i~nary l a w ,  b u t ,  as tlic 
session progressed, the demand from the people to let the 
primary alone became so strong tha t  the committee con- 
cluded not to do much "ripping of the priniary." 

On the whole there was good t ean~work .  Of  course, 
prejudice and partisanship cropped out  here and there,  
but for the most part there was earnestness a11d h ; t r i n~ny ,  
thoughtfulness and independence. 

There were, however, a few notable exceptions; Nel- 
lermoe's at tempt to amend the  bonus law raised a great  
ruction, but  when the bill came back from the  conference 
committee with fully half of Nellermoe's proposed change 
put into the bill by the  conservative senate, i t  passed with- 
out a word of disapproval. 

Nellernloe had tried to make the Minnesota bonus law 
conform to the provisions of the proposed federal law which 
passed the House but failed in the Senate. This federal law 
would give the bonus to .all who served faithfully and 
were honorably discharged; regardless of the fact that, a t  
first, they might have objected for conscientious reasons 
or on the ground of alienage. 

(Child would deny a bonus to any "conscientious ob- 
jector," even to Sergeant York who later  won more medals 
for bravery a t  the front than any other soldier, while 
Christianson would refuse a bonus to anyone who claimed 
exemption on the  ground of alienage. 

The Senate amendments had taken care of the "aliens," 
but Sergeant York would still be left out in the cold i f  he  
were a citizen of :Minnesota instead of Tennessee. 

Chairman Hompe, an  old civil war veteran, and Cullum 
of Duluth protested, but in vain. 

. Welch's at tempt to criticise the  federal railway law 
was perhaps somewhat lacking in polish and  refinement, 
and the  house worked itself up into quite a fury  over i t ;  
but' almost the  same criticism, embodied in  another resolu- 
tion, coming from another source, slipped through very 
smoothly. 

The  S ta r  and  the  Daily News both declared t h a t  house 
members had been unduly influenced in  t he  case of the  
street railway bill, and both charged a t tempts  a t  corrup- 
tion. The S ta r  was solemnly investigated, bu t  no one 
thought of calling the News on the carpet. 

Certain members, representing unpopular ideas and  
theories of government, had to be very careful or  they 
would be called down by certain other members who were 
very sure  tha t  their own ideas and theories were much 
more correct and respectable. 

But  these were only little ripples on the  calm surface 
of things legislative, and served to  add  variety and spice 
to what  might otherwise have been a lit t le dull. 

I t  is t h e  calm pool that  stinks and breeds malaria, 
while the dashing stream gives us pure and sparkling wa- 
ter. 
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Crri\.PTli~lt II.

,\HE \\1,: /}I{H'Ti\'C I\TO !'IU'SSI.\\IS'I?

"Those WllO d(~ll.v lil)(~i'l.v !o Ot!lCl'S (kscrv0. it not for
thems(~lvcs. and ull<!f'r a jlIS! (~()d C;IIIllOL long- rcLlin it."-
Al>r,lll;tnl Lill<'O]IJ,

"TI10SC wllO \\'ould giv(' II]) (,SS('ll(i;il lil)(~r!y to llUreh<1s",
a little tellll)()J';ll'y S;I1'l'ty, (li'~~)rVl' ncitl!er lil)()l'ly nor safely."
-Benjamin Vran1i:lill.

\;\Then De Toc(jucville visitr~d the United States in the
first half of the la.st century, and, as a result of his observa
tions, published his famous work, "Democracy in America,"
he described a race of people strong, powerful, independent,
self reliant,-a people who did things for themselves,-a
people who organized themselves into societies and groups
for the purpose of bringing about results, and scorned to
whine at. the feet of government or ask public aid,-a people
jealous of their personal rights and liberties who governed
their lives by the rules of common sense,-a people who
refused to permit the meddlesome interference of public
officials.

Their churches 'were free religious institutions, in no
way subsidized from the public treasury; their schools were
theii' own, organized and supported by the localities they
served, unhampered and unhindered by regulations from
above; they needed few policemen, for each man largely
governed himself by the law of equal freedom and recog
nized the right of his fellows to do the same; the natural
resources of the country ,vere abundant and free, so that
none need long remain the servant or hired man of another.
It is true, our forefathers of one hundred years ago. were
crude and unpolished, bnt there was an equality of oppor
tunity that made for equality in ali things else. Yourhired
farm hand of today was likely to be your neighboring farm
owner of tomorrow. The workman in your shop was sure
to own a shop of his own in a few years. Yes, the land
was free, and we used to sing, "Uncle Sam is rich enough
to give us all a farm."

Then came the Civil vVar with its enormous cost and
indebtedne~s, and the crushing burden of taxation that fol
lowed.

Privilege bega.n to create millionaires and the poor to
multiply.

The people were poor because the privileged were rich.
More and more the free lands fell into the possession

of the few.
More and more the sturdy, independent farmers left

the plow and began to fiock to the cities.
Farming had censecl to be the best paid occnpation and

was raDidly becoming the poorest.
/\..t the same tillll~ our vast forests and our limitless

deposits of iron, coal and other minerals were becoming
the private property of fewer and fewer holders, while
Rockefeller was getting 110ssession of the oil.

Our cities wen, growing rapidly and creating a class
of urban landlords the equal of t.he Dukes and Earls of
E ngJ (~ll(l.
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plainly to be fol111tl i l l  ~ i ~ o n o p o l y  a ~ l t l  pi*ivilege,--ill o u r  sys -  
tem of stupid and c i . u s l i i ~ ~ g  t: txatio~l of the  poor  ant1 the 
pr i~~ct ical  exc.inl~tion o f  tht: rich,--in pa tent  l a w s  aiid cur- 
rency conti.action 'ti1 a debt  of a dol lar ,  whethel. the debt 
were p~ib l ic  or private, was more  t h a n  twice a s  ha rd  to pay,  
--in a l l  these various for ins  of privilege, I say,  was the  
patent  cause of it a l l ;  and  yet both mas te r s  ant1 workmen 
were too blind to see what  their  feet  s tumbled  over every 
1nome11 t of their  lives. 

Everybody knew t h a t  landlordism was the  ru in  of Ire- 
land ,  bu t  none could see t h a t  a more  subt le  a n d  terr ible  
lancllordism was eat ing t h e  hea r t  o u t  of America.  So t h e  
workers  began to plead for  pet ty  pieces of patchwork in 
the  form of labor  laws,  a n d  s o  t h e  Congress a t  Washington 
and  the  s t a t e  legislatures began to respond with a patch 
he re  a n d  a salve there  a n d  a bandage  s o m e ~ ~ h e r e  else, 
while a l l  t he  t ime the  main  cause of t h e  t rouble remained 
ut ter ly  untouched. 

The  poor put  their  chi ldren t o  work  in  the  mills, t he  
factories and  the  sn7eat shops,  a n d  wages,  of course,  de- 
clined. 

Then arose the  "saviors of society," properly berated 
the  inhumani ty  of the  parents ,  a n d  demanded conzpulsory 
education to  force t h e  chi ldren back to school. 

A few there  were who pointed o u t  t h a t  all fa thers  a n d  
mothers  would na tura l ly  a n d  eager ly  desire  t o  keep the i r  
chilciren in  school, if only they  h a d  t h e  means ;  b u t  they 
were laughed to scorn by the  "saviors of society"; and here 
2nd the re  a ha rd  hearted miser  w a s  pointed to  i n  proof 
t h a t  parents  were inhuman  a n d  t h e  STATE m u s t  save the  
cliildren. 

Long hours  and  t h e  speeding up  process drove t h e  
workers  to  dr ink ,  and  aga in  t h e  "saviours of society" 
though t  to  diminish t h e  d r ink  evil by charg ing  t remendous-  
ly h igh  licenses for pelmission to  r u n  t h t  .-urn shops where 
men were  made  drunkards .  

Anything-anything b u t  to  1)estore the  free land  and  
erlual o p g o r t ~ n i t y  and give t h e  people a chance. 

Anything-anything these "saviours of society' '  would 
gladly (lo except to get off the backs of the  pi-oc1ucei.s and let 
them he free + O  stc,l;d erect .  

Sad as it may seem, the  woiblrers, too, were afraici to  
tblrow clown their  burdt*ns a n d  demand  an  equal  chance, 
0:' v e r e  they sinlply i g n o ~ a i l t  : ~ n d  knew not  how to u ~ i ' o a d  
their  burdens and achieve their  freeciom? 

A great  English stateslnan once decla1.ec1, "You can 
tax the  last  bite out of the  poor man's  nlouth ant1 the  last  
r a g  fro111 of f '  his 11;?clc and  he  will not  know what  is cl-ush- 
ing hiin. He wil l  siniply (:ol~il)li~ill o f  ha rd  ti1lic-l~ a n d  1)cg :L 

dole f r o n ~  his 111ol.c~ f o r t t l ~ l a t c  1)rotlier 01. fi.o~n t lie st a tc." 



And so the protlucers begged more doles and each dolc 
onlv arldctl t o  t licir l ~ ~ ~ l * t l c ~ i s ,  for it was 11.7; iilclircct t i 1 s ~ 1  t l o l l  

tha t  thc doles were pait1 for,  a ~ ~ d  they werc tasetl two (101- 
lars for every dollar of dole they got. 

The "saviours of socicty" estal~lishcd frcc lil)r,~i.ic>~ 
aiid tllc 1al)orci.q l ) i ~ i ( l  Sor t l i c ~ i ~  i n  Iiiglie~. t;isation. 

They estal)lislictl f rce mcc-lica l clinics, a1id ; I ~ ; I  i n  l I I C  
InLorers paid. 

The poor could not, afford to marry as  in the d a y s  ot 
our grandfathei.s, and prost i t~r  tion grew apace; the scarlet. 
wolnan walked the streets  and  the brothel became a ~ ~ 1 1 -  
ning sore on the body politic. Then the  "saviours of so- 
ciety" looked upon the work they had done, but  they kne-K 
not tha t  it  was the work of their own hands;  so they lifted 
up their voices and wailed a long, loud wail. They cursed 
the poor for their vices, but  knew not that  it  was themselves 
who had made them poor. 

The idle rich and the unemployed poor go sicle by sicle 
forever, and the one is the  cause of the  other. 

More patches and plasters, more salves and bandages, 
more legal restraints and legislative restrictions,-and the 
poor paid for i t  all in heavier taxation; bu t  they knew not 
tha t  they paid. 

And then came the  great  war t h a t  killed and  crippled 
millions of men-the strong young men of t he  world; and 
the workers got better wages. They became heady and  in- 
solent and  now and then one wore silk shir ts  and  high 
priced shoes; and so the  Pharisees lifted up  their hands  in 
horror and their voices in wails of anguish at the  extrava- 
gance of the workers; yea, verily, from their million dollar 
homes and their ten thousand dollar linlousines they lifted 
up their voices and wailed about the  extravagance of the 
workers. 

But  the day of the workers was brief. Their period 
of prosperity came to a sudden end. The  bread line and 
the soup kitchen returned once more, and  things began to 
look "normal" again. 

And now the  "saviours of society" find their old occu- 
pation restored. They can now plan more plasters and 
patches and  bandages to bind up the  wounds of the  poor. 
They can devise more restrictions and  nleddlesome legisla- 
tion, appoint more politicians to supervise the  work, and 
levy more taxes; and the  poor can pay th?  hills. 

As a result of the war and  lack of employment a wave 
of crime sweeps over the  land, and wise ( ? )  legislators pro- 
pose to restore the death penalty, establish t h e  electric 
chair, and lengthen prison sentences for "taking" a n  auto- 
mobile without the consent of the ownor and driving i t  
across n county line! ! ! 

The same wise ( ? )  legislators propose to ~>rollibit  
landlords from charging higher rents  while they a r e  busy 
increasing taxes on homes. 

Having deprived the people of their right to free1~- 
use the earth,--having permitted a few nionopolies to all- 
sorb and possess t h e  natural  resources of timber ancl co:~l, 
of iron and col)per, and oil, of the lots of the city and  the 
lands of the county, of the water power, the  electricity rind 



the means of tra.nsportation,-having impoverished the  
inasses by creating the millionaires, the  Statc then steps in 
ant1 increases its restrictions and regulations until it nearly 
l~cacllcs the "Prnssi:t.n" ideal of a bureau of ,finger prints, 
i~ c:~rtl iiltlcs ant1 police espionage for  every man,  woinan 
; 1 1 l t 1  c l i i l t l  from 1)irth to death. 

'I'lle nlrit.er of these words is not  a pessi~nist .  I-Ic Iias 
11ot tll.au-11 this gloomy picture because he  loves tlarkilcss. 

He is tile strongest kind of a n  optimist. He points 
out these evils because he would rouse his readers to an 
other kind of activity. 

Not by more laws,-not by more restrictions,----not by 
heavier penalties; but  by more liberty, more opportunity, 
greater equality of environment, abolition of indirect tax 
l~ul.tlens that  crush the producer, destruction of land monop- 
oly througll laws t h a t  will absorb t h e  speculative value, 
restoration to the people of the  opportunity to freely co- 
operate to plsoduce and exchange the  good things of life. 

TAX O U T  TiH.E 'M,ONOPOLT'STi3 AND LET TH.E 
PEOPLE USE THE EARTH THAT NATURE GAVE 
E Q U A L L Y  TO ALL, and T.HE PE,OPLE WILL TAKE 
C A E E  O F  THEMSELVES. 

Did the legislature of 1 9 2 1  do anything to hinder or 
to help? 

Yes, some; much meddlesome and  restrictive legisla- 
tion was proposed, but  little was passed, 

Some real relief was accomplished. 
Read on and learn for yourself. 

A State Safety Commissioiaer. 
Senator Nolan and Representative Wicker ha.d intro- 

duced a bill creating a Commissioner of Public Safety and  
giving 11i1:l very considerable powers over all peace officers 
in the entire state. 

This bill was bitterly contested on the  ground tha t  i t  
was the beginning of a state constabulary system, which is 
opposed by all organized labor; t ha t  i t  was a revival of the  
"Safety Commission" which was hostile to the  Non-Partisan 
League and prohibited their meetings; tha t  it  would inter- 
fere with the police departments of the  cities; and tha t  i t  
would fuynish a soft job for politicians who would be, of 
little or no service in running down and  catching criminals. 

The sponsors of the  bill declared tha t  crime had become 
a s tate wide matter ,  largely due to the  automobile, and  
thni. 3 central power to co-ordinate all the police forces of 
t l l?  s tr: lc  I? a (1 become necessary. 

O f  c:ol i lbsP,  crime is largely the  result of environment. 
i T , T k : . i a  is always followed by a crime wave. I n  war 

t.hings 2i.e t>ken b y  force and with lit t le regard to moral 
or 1e.g;il i,ig!lt. After t.he mar is over this same psychology 
c o ~ i t i i ~ : ~ f i .  :11!t1 the wave of ci-inie sweeps over the country. 
I f  t o  tlii;: is ;ititl<!d oneil~ylo!~liictl~t the  wave will reach a 
ll;;;;lf?!, ! r ~ ~ : - p I .  

. . \~r t : i i l s ,  pu~iis!inle:li. l)risons do little good. The pro- 
sl)c'::'iivt! :~l.ill:i:l;l.l (ioesn't intencl to get  caught. He selects 
l he ti!!;r. ; t i l t 1  pl::ce foi* his  l.obbery, a!ld he takes good care 
t h a t  tiic poliu? a r c  not inr~itecl to be pl*esent. He expects 
1.0 escape ant1 usun l ly  does. 



All t h e  safe ty  coiiiniissioners i n  tlic world can do very 
l i t t le  to  prevent  criiiic. 

Possibly they Ilia y lie1 1, a l it1 l o  to c 4 ; c . t c : l ~  c:i ' i~lii~ials u f  t.cr 
t he  cr ime is comniit!.etl. 

Possibly no t .  
~ppo l ' t l l l l i t y  fol' 11011c\sl \ \ ' ( ) ~ ' l i  ; I  1 g00t1 1 ) i l . v  I\: i l l  ( lo 11io1.C 

LO dinli i i isl~ a11(1 f i 1 1 : 1 1 1 ~ -  ( ! l i ~ ~ i i l ~ i ~ t o  ( : ~ ~ i ~ i ) ( >  ~ I I I ( I  ( ~ I . ~ I I I ~ I ~ ; I I S  i i i i c 1 1  

a l l  t h e  police ever c ! ~ i i  l)loyt?tl or l ) r iso~ls  ( : V O I '  t ) t ~  i l t  . 
When it is easier to ca1~11 ; I I I  lloiictsl l i v i ~ ~ g  t 1 1 ; ~ i i  to s1.(:;11 

i t ,  most  people will st011 stealilig a ~ ) t l  g o  to ~ 0 1 ' l i .  

I t  will be chea.per and  lots 11101*c fun,  1)esitles being 
conduci~ie  to  neighborliiiesu, good feeling a n d  I)rothci.Iy 
1 ove. 

At the  end  of the  bat t le  o f  the c o l ~ t c ~ l d i n g  factions, tlic 
bill passed t h e  sena te ,  41. to  2 2 .  

Those  who voted in the  a frii.iii;~ tive wei-e : 
Adams,  Fowler ,  Lindsley, Stlllivaii, G. H. 
Anderson, Gillam, McGarry, Sullivan, J. I). 
Baldwin, G.jerset, Nolan, Swanson,  
Benson, Gooding, OIT, T u r n h a m ,  
Blomgren, Guilford,  Paliner,  Van Hoveii, 
Brooks, Hal l ,  Petel-soil, Vibert ,  
Cliff, Hegnes,  P u t n a m ,  W a r d ,  
Coleman, H ~ P P ,  Rask ,  Widell. 
Cosgrove, Kingsbury,  Reed, 
Cumming,  Kuntz ,  Ribellack, 
Denegre,  Larson ,  Roclme, 

Those  who  voted i n  the  negative were: 
Bessette,  Conroy, Johnson,  Sageng,  
Bonniwell, Devold, Lee, Schmecllel, 
Boylan, Dwyer, Loona nl. Stepan,  
Cal lahan,  Erickson,  Millett. TVolc1. 
Carley, Gandrud ,  S a l ) l i ~ i .  
Cashel, - Jackson,  Roi i l l~e~.g ,  

~ h r e e  d id  n o t  vote:  , Haillei.. I-Iaucllall and  Nadigaii. 
Hamer  and  Madigan were sick, Handlan w a s  in the coat 
room a few minutes  la te r .  

After  th is  bill had  passeci the  senate ,  people began 10 
give, i t  m o r e  careful  s tudy.  

T h e  legislative subdivis io~i  of the  St .  Pau l  Association 
gave  a special meet ing entirely to its investigation, a n d  
voted unanimously to  disapprove for the following reasons: 

1. It empowers t h e  Safet.y Co~iiillissioner to ''supel-- 
vise a n d  d i rec t  a l l  public peace officers of the  s tate ."  Chiefs  
of police a n d  the i r  forces, a l l  sheriffs and  their  deputies,  all  
local marshals  and constables. \so:~icl be obliged to obey 
all h is  orders .  Local control woulcl be clestroyecl. 

2. I n  Section 3 i t  was cleclared to he the  duty of "all 
public peace a n d  piwsecutin~ ott'iccrs in the  s tate"  "to 
prompt ly  comply wit,h all  clii.ections of the S ta t e  Publ ic  
Safe ty  Conirnissionei~." 

I n  t h e  or iginal  bill these officers were c o i n l ~ l l e d  to 
comply wi th  a l l  "a.ctasow~l)lc" ciirectiolls, l )ut  011 motion of 
Senator  Rockne,  t h e  woi8cl ~ + c ~ ; ~ r ; o ? ~ a ! ~ l t ~  w x s  c11t out .  

3.  I f  a n y  peace 01. pl.ost'c11 I ills ( : ) f f i c : t > ~ '  "shall wilfully 
r e fuse  o r  neglect to per form a l l y  o~'t'iciti1 d u t y  inil)osed by 
th is  act ,  h e  shall be guilty o f  nialfeusancc aurl nonfeas- 



ance i n  off'ice, shall  be removed the re f rom by t h e  governor ,  
:x * * shall  be disqualified f rom holding t h e  office du r -  
i11q tltc ~ . P I I I ; I ~ I ~ ~ C I -  of flie t e rm.  and  sha l l  forfcit n o t  ICSL: 
thall $ 1 0 0  nor more than  $500." 

4 .  This b i l l  would se t  u p  a n  irresponsible tlcspot i l l  

the  sttitit ca l~ i to l  who would Ilxve absolu te  a n d  ~lnliiilitc(l 
powel- t ill.or~gllout the  elitire s ta te .  A s  amenclecl alld passetl 
Ily the stinatc his orc1el.s ~leecl not  even be rcwso~iul) lc~.  'l'lit:y 
inus t be obeyed unquestioningly by every peace and  prose- 
cut ing oft'iceis of t h e  s ta te .  

5. IS a s t a t e  constabulary is object ionable tliis sys- 
tem woulcl be infinitely worse. A s t a t e  constabulary would 
be a coinpar;lztively small  force wi th  n o  control  over local, 
city a n d  town police, nor  county  sheriffs, n o r  prosecuting 
officers; bu t  under  this  system all these  would be absolutely 
controlled by this  one m a n  power at t h e  center  of govern- 
nien t .  

F o r  these reasons t h e  legislative subdivision of t h e  
St. Paul Association opposed the  bill without a dissenting 
voice. 

In t h e  House. 
I n  the  liouse tliis bill came  u p  o n  special  order  Sa tur -  

day, April 9 ,  and  was debated a t  g r e a t  length .  
One af te r  allothe?, amendment s  were  adopted  until  i t s  

own fa the r  would not have  k n o w n  it. 
F i r s t ,  J. B. Pat t ison proposed a ser ies  of amendment s  

t h a t  converted t h e  bill in to  a m e r e  bureau of cr iminal  
identification a n d  detection. 

These amendments were temporarily withdrawn to per- 
mi t  of a series of amendnlents  by Mr. W a s h b u r n  which 
seemed to s t r ip  the  bill of every objectionable feature.  

Child came to  the  suppor t  of W a s h b u r n  wi th  a most  
telling speech, a n d  they won by a l a rge  major i ty  over 
Wicker and  Eaton ,  who tr ied t o  save  t h e  bill. 

Patt ison then secured a n  amendment  prohibiting the  
bureau  from interfering, in a n y  way, in case of s,trike or  
other laboi- trouble.  

Nelleimoe then at tempted to  l imit  t h e  head of the bureau 
to  such a s  had a t  least  ten years '  experience in  police or 
detective work. 

Ea ton  declared t h a t  such  l imi ta t ion  would be uncon- 
s t i tut ional .  "You can't  l imit  t h e  Governor i n  h is  power of 
appointment", and McPartlin made  a long speech denounc- 
ing the  anlendmext  a s  a n  a t t e m p t  t o  force t h e  Governor to  
make  t h e  appointment  ou t  of t h e  ''sink hole  of corrupt ion 
tha t  festers  in the  two big cities". 

I t  was generally supposed t h a t  Nellernioe's object was  
just  t he  reverse--to prevent  t h e  appoin tment  of a cer tain 
chief of police whose experience was  much less than ten 
years. 

In the midst of this controversy Keller offered a 
further- a i~encl inent  to  the  effect that no t  only t h e  chief 
bu t  all  his subordinates  mus t  have  h a d  a t  least  10 years  
of experience. 

Both S e l l e i ~ n o e  a11c1 I<elleis me t  defeat. 
Sweitzei. secured the passage of another  change that  still 

f~il . thel.  sti.ippec1 tlie bureau  of power. 
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Moen now tried to  reduce t h e  compensation, t o  cut  out 
t h e  deputy,  a l l  subordina tes  except  office force a n d  most 
of the  appropriation. 1 - r ~  failed.  

During the  process of emasculat ion,  Wiclrcr made  pleas 
to  save the  bill a n d  declared h e  would move to  inclefinitcly 
postpone if t h e  force of t h e  bill were  so  conll)lctely dc- 
s t royed;  b u t  when t h e  house h a d  finished the  job, he  let. 
t h e  denatured  bill go t o  a vote. 

I t  was lost. 5 3  ayes,  6 1  nays.  
Those who voted in  t h e  aff i rmative were:  

Briggs, Green, F. A., Nollet, Shanli-s, 
Cameron, Haugland,  Norby, Sweitzer, 
Child, Hinds, Nordgren,  Sv~enson,O.A, .  
Christianson,T Honipe, hTorton, Taylor ,  
Conley, Howard ,  Oren,  Trowbridge,  
Cullum, Jacobson, P a r k e r ,  Warne r ,  
Curtis,  Kelly, Pa t t i son ,  Washburn ,  
Dilley, Levin, Pe r ry ,  T., VITicker, 
Dorweiler, L ightner ,  Rako ,  Wilkinson, 
Eaton ,  McGivern, Risse,  TYright, 
Enger ,  McPartl in,  Rodenberg,  Mr. Speaker .  
Gerlich, Melbye, Ross,  
Girling, Neuman,  Selvig, . 
Grant ,  Nimocks, Serl ine,  

Those who voted i n  t h e  negat ive were :  
Anderson, Gislason, J.B., McLaughlin,  Spindler,  
Sax te r ,  Goodspeed, Miller, Stahlke,  
Bendixen, Gooclwin, Miner,  Stein,  
Bensen, Gran ,  Moen, S t rand ,  
R e r m r d ,  Grove, N a r p h y ,  Swanstrom, 
Erown,  Wemstad, Nellermoe, Swenson, C. J., 
Eurdorf ,  Hitchcock, Nordlili, Swellson, E., 
Carlson, I lu iber t ,  O'Keefe, rn 1 eigen, 
Christenser1,A .T~hnson ,  Olsoll, L .  E.,  Thcmas ,  
Cumn:ings, Kel lzr ,  Olson, Lars, ' I ' homps~ :~ .  
Day, . Kleffman, P e d e x e : ~ ,  T h o i * l i c l ~ ~ i l ,  
DeLury, Kozlalr. Perry, J. 'T.. Wal~i-0:-th. 
Ens t rom,  Lagersen.  P u t n a m ,  iTieici1. 
Flahaven.  Lauderdale ,  Samec, 
Gar tner ,  Lennon,  S luke ,  
Gis!ason,C.M.. L ~ c k h a r t ,  Spelbrink,  

AS-OTHER ATTEMPT THAT FAILED. - 
The grea tes t  war  in  al l  his tory was  fought  "to make  the 

world safe  for democracy" a n d  save civilization froin 
"Prussianisnl". : 

I t  seems t h a t  both those terms-"democracy" a11d 
"Prussianism"-are not  very clearly defined in the minds 
of some voters a n d  some legislators.  

XIeasures t h e  most  undemocratic--the most completely 
a t  variance with our Declaration of Independence-t!~cl rno.21 
destructive o i  t he  principles of American liberty-the n l ~ s t  
tyrannical  a n d  ogpressive-the most  peculiai.iy ' ' P i ~ ~ l ~ s i a i :  , , 

in 211 thiit justly :n:tkes t h e  word "Pruss i a~ l "  a si?ncll i l l  

the  nostri ls  of every rea l  American democrat-such nre~:s- 
ures  meet  the  thoughtless  approval  of thousands of slli)- 
posedly intelligent American citizens, receive the Sa~orab le  



support of a large section of the press, and  a r e  embodied 
in proposed statutes in every Icgislature in the counti.y. 

The Xlinnesotn I,egisldtu~ c of 1 9 3  i.cccivc2cl i1i;i11) h u ~ l l  

bills. 
Greatly to its credit very few became law. 

Thc Alien Ikgistration Bill. 
One of the most glaring illustrations of the drif t  away 

from t rue  democracy and Americanism, and toward "Prus- 
sianism" was the bill, introduced by John W. Olsen, 0 2  
lVIinneapolis, himself born a n  "alien", House File 1 0 0 7 .  

This bill required the registration of every alien in the  
state over 1 6  years of age. Every alien was required to 
carry his registration card with him a t  all  times. If he  
moves from one locality to another he must  get  a transfer.  

There was no specific provision tha t  he must  show his 
card a t  the door of churches and other public places, but  
it could readily be amended to remedy this defect. 

SERIOUSLY. 
Why this insane fear land hatred of "aliens"? 
Doesn't the  alien come to us  full grown and  ready to 

earn his living and  much more? 
,Is he not therefore less a burden upon our productive 

resources than  a re  those other "aliens" who come to u s  
by way of t he  "stork" from the  land of the  unborn? 

,4nd how long ago was i t  tha t  our forefathers-even 
the proudest of us-came to th is  country a s  "aliens"? 

How many people would there  be in Minnesota today, 
had no "aliens" ever come? 

How much civilization, wealth, culture, education, 
would we have but for the "aliens" and their descendants? 

Isn't i t  a little 3presumptuous in us, as  soon a s  we have 
got settled down and learned the  language, so we can be 
fairly understood, to be questioning the motives of the  
next comers, harassing them with stupid requirements, and 
making i t  hard  for them to become assimilated? 

And what  sort  of feelings and emotions will be aroused 
in these "aliens" by such a system of espionage? 

Will this kind of clubbing and harrowing make then1 
love their adopted country more? 

Wouldn't i t  be better to give the newcomer a welcome, 
clasp his hand and show real friendship, help him to learn 
our language and to understand our ideals a s  embodied in 
the Declaration of Independence and the  Bill of Rights? 

Wouldn't  i t  be better to thank  him for the  value he  
has brought with him, his physical s trength,  his productive 
power, his love of liberty? 

Wouldn't i t  be better to adopt the tolerance and  kind 
feeling of General John J. Pershing when he  says: 

"There were with me in the Philippines, in Mexico and  
in France thousands of foreign born men hardly able Q 
speak our tongue who had in their hearts  the spirit  of' 
Americanisnz and devotion to make the  supreme sacrifice. 
Indeed, there  was often a zeal for  all tha t  America means 
that  would put  to blush many older Americans who have 
fallen below the  obligations of their birth-right. 

Or consider the following from a n  address by Charles 
Nagel, Secretary of Labor in the Cabinet of President Taft :  



"We liave lcarnecl-that is, some of u s  lluvc. a n t 1  otliers 
thillli w e  liave. ?'he soldiers a t  the front  learnctl. Wheli 
they found a m a n  there they needed to ask no questions. 
His presence w a s  sufficient. Whatevcr the land o f  liis 
birth, he was a comrade, figllting for the same coul1tl.y and 
principles, under the same flag. There was no question of 
nationality there. 

"Others a t  home formed the opinion that  a man of 
foreign parents or of forign bir th should forget his native 
land and allow his love for his parent  country to cool. This 
is not true. If i t  were, then he  might a s  easily forget his 
country of adoption in time of strife. We cannot Ameri- 
canize on such a foundation, for' i t  is contrary to the laws 
of hutnan nature.. 

"Americans must  be built  from the  soul. American- 
ism cannot be legislated into existence, only so far  as we 
can properly conduct government for the  benefit of all. The 
foreigner, the immigrant,  mus t  be imbued with the  spirit  
of this nation and its institutions. The public schools do 
much to foster this. There the  children easily a r e  won over 
to the flag and they take their patriotism home to their 
parents." 

The Elections Committee reported out  this bill for pas- 
sage, but  it  did not get  far  in  the  house. 

Twice Mr. Olsen tried to secure a special order. Twice 
he rung the changes on 'the danger to  our institutions of 
letting aliens run  loose among us  unidentified and unla- 
beled; but each time the House refused, and  the  bill died. 

Some day we shall learn tha t  more  flies can be caught 
with nlolasses than with vinegar; and  tha t  good citizens 
a r e  more easily made by kindness t han  with clubs. 

This article is not written to criticise Mr. Olsen. Per- 
sonally he is a pleasant, refined, educated gentleman; bu t  
obsessed with the idea that "aliens" a re  dangerous to our 
institutions. 

Would they not  be more dangerous if we clubbed and  
harassed them into becoming citizens? And how much 
confidence in our institutions have those who fear they will 
be cracked, destroyed and ruined, by a few more aliens 
coming anlong us? 

For nly part  I have such a n  abiding faith in the  prin- 
ciples upon which the fathers founded our democracy, a s  
to firmly believe tha t  all ordinqry men admire, love and  
respect those principles. If those principles a r e  ever over- 
thrown and destroyed i t  will not be by the "aliens" who 
come herec to enjoy their blessings, bu t  by the monopolists 
and privileged who shout the  loudest about their own 

,(IAmericanisn~. 
THE STRIDTI' TRADES BILL. 

A n o t h e ~ ,  a rather mild and  benevolent encroachment 
this time, on the personal r ights  of parents and children, 
was the socalled Street Trades Bill which provided that  no 
boy under 1 2  years of age could engage in any occupation 
whatever on the streets,  and no boy under 1 6  nor girl under 
1 8  coulcl "distr i l~ute or sell newspapers, magazines, l~eriocli- 



cals or circulars upon streets or in l~llblic glwes." I J cdd l i i~g  
and hootblacking- were also prollibi tctl. 

15 tJ'I1 
I f  they secured a pci'nlit aild I)ought :i I):ttlgo f r o 1 1 1  1110 

"autl~ol~izctl ofiiccr" then it was tl i fferell t. 
"The bil l  deprived parents and children of t l lc? i l*  i n l l ~ 1 ~ -  

cnt right,s and handed them back a p~.iviltbgc on coliditioli 
that they get a peinnit, pay for a badge and wear it .  

Thus declared objectors to the bill  which was bittevly 
contested and defeated in the House Thursday, March 31. 

"George 13. Vincent and Marion L. Burton, former presi- 1 

dents of the University of Minnesota; Jake  Preus,  Gover- 
nor, and Bill Nolan, speaker of House, a r e  all horrible ex- 
amples of what becomes of boys who sell papers on the 
street," said Representative Warner.  

Charges Prejudices. 
"It is probably t rue  tha t  in the  early development of 

the state some boys successful in later life found such vent 
for their energies, bu t  they would vote for this bill, I ven- 
ture t o  say," replied Representative Child, adding tha t  
Speaker Nolan's vote would show their views. The speaker 
later voted for the bill. Opposition was blamed by Repre- 
sentative Child, to prejudices and false assumptions. 

Representative Pattison explained the  purpose of the 
bill to protect boys without proper parental care and home 
environment, and  the  plan for employment certificates and 
permits to keep a check on their  conduct in street  trades. 

"I'd be ashamed to go home and look my four little 
boys in the  face if I voted for this  bill," said Representative 
McPartlin. "I think it  is a shame for a band of childless 
men and childless women to pick on the little boys of this 
state. To pass this bill would be to  admit  t h a t  the streets 
a re  unfit places for children and inability to regulate con- 
duct on them. Boys go wrong because of delinquencies of 
parents, and street  trades will not affect th; properly reared 
boy. This bill would brand a s  delinquent any boy who sold 
a paper without the  required permit." 

"It would appear tha t  the gentleillan from I<oochiching 
doesn't know anything about this bill, which is intended to 
care for children not protected by their parents, or  that  he 
doesn't know anything about  children," retorted Represen- 
tative Pattison. 

Representative Lightner said tha t  the bill was opposecl 
by newsboys' clubs. 

Iverson declared they were trying to shift  the care of 
children f rom the  parents  and the  home to the state.  Be- 
cause some children need guardians, you would deprive all 
parents and all children of their inherent natural  ~ i g h t s .  

Those who voted for the  bill were 6 0  : 

Anderson, Carlson, Grant,  Goodspeecl, 
Bendixen, Child, Green, F. A., Jacobson, 
Bensen, Cul lun~ ,  Grove, Keller, 
Bernard, Darby, Haugland, Kleffman, 
Briggs, - DeLury, Herriecl, Levin, 
Brown, Dilley, Howard, Long, 
Cameron, Gislason, J.B., Hulbert ,  McGivern, 



Melbye, Oren, Serline, Thomas, 
Moen, Pattison, Shonyo, Thompson, 
Murphy, Peclerscii, Spcl brink, Trowbridge, 
Norby, Putnain, Spindler, Walworth, 
Nordgren, Risse, Stein, West,  
Nordlin, Rodenberg, Sweitzer, Wicker, 
Norton, Samec, Swenson, C.J., Wright ,  
Olson, L. E., Selvig, Te igen, Mr. Speaker. 

Those who voted in the negative were 4 4 :  
Arens, Girling, Lee, Rako, 
Baxter, Gislason, C. IM., Lightner, Scribner, 
Burdorf, Goodwin, Lockhart,  Shanks, 
Christensen,A., Gran, McLaughlin, Sluke, 
Christianson,T., Hemstad, McPartlin, Stahlke, 
Conley, Hinds, Miller, Strand,  
Curtis, Hitchcock, Miner, Swanstrom, 
Day, Holmquist, Nellermoe, Swenson, 
Dorweiler, Hompe, Nelson, 0. A., 
Enger Iverson, Neuman, Thorkelson, 
Enstrom, Johnson, Olson, Lars, Warner ,  
Flaherty, Kelly, Parker ,  Welch, 
Gar tner,  Lagersen, Perry,  J. T., Wilkinson. 
Gerlich, Lauderdale, Perry,  T., 

This bill was revised and  again put  on final passage 
April 11,  after  a few clarifying amendments proposed by 
Mr. Christianson had been adopted. 

This time i t  fared better and  passed 78 to  17 leaving 
3 4  not voting. 

Those who voted in the negative were: 
Cummings, Kozlak, Nollet, Swanstrom, 
Day, Lightner, Olson, Lars, Swenson, IE., 
Flaherty, McPartlin, Sluke, 
Gislason,C.~M., Miner, Stahlke, 
Hemstad, Nellermoe, Strand,  

Such legislation as  this is conceived with the best of 
intentions, but  does no real good. 

THE CRAZE FOR REGULATION. 
Every session bills are  introduced to bring under state 

regulation some other line of human effort, some other oc- 
cupation or business. 

Frequently these bills a r e  asked for by the people 
themselves who a re  engaged in the  occupation. 

They want to shut  out  competitors. 
They want to make it  hard  for those who a r e  not  in 

to get  in. 
Hence they ask for requirements, restrictions, regula- 

tions, and a paid comnlission to do the  regulating, examin- 
ing, licensing, permitting or refusing to permit. 

You enjoy your right to earn  a living in your chosen 
occupation, not by your ability and fitness or  your success 
in making good, but  by what  certain politicians, appointed 
for the  purpose, may think your qualifications may be; by 
your skill in answering such questions a s  they may ask. 

Bills of this character were introduced in 1921,-many 
of them. 

One to regulate and license cosmetologists. 
One to regulate and license architects. 



One or two to license dealers in land. 
To further regulate commission merchants. 
To regulate the sale of sleighs. 
To conll~el political parties to  hold conventions and 

subjecting them to minute regulation. 
To require reports-to some public official-from all 

dealers in "all food stufis" other than cold storage. 
Cold storage is already regulated to little useful pur- 

pose. 
Several bills by Ninlocks to regulate house owners,-the 

rents they may charge, and the relations between them and 
their tenants. 

A bill by Nirnocks to "regulate the  issuancc and cir- 
culation of statements affecting candidates for office." 

A bill to license privittc detectives. Wouldn't  i t  be het- 
ter  to prohibit private detectives from ever exercising the 
functions of public police officers? 

This i s  far from being all the attempts a t  further regu- 
lation of things tha t  in their nature  a r e  and ought to be 
private affairs. All these failed. 

I t  is not difficult to see why regulation seems to  be nec- 
essary. 

I t  is much more difficult to discover the underlying 
cause of tha t  seeming and remove it .  

For  only by finding and removing the  causes that  ap- 
p e u  to make all this regulation, restriction, supervision 
and espionage necessary shall we ever escape from the net. 

I t  surely cannot be that  the Divine Force that  rules in 
Nature has no better system for governing the acts of men 
than with restrictions, punishments, policenlcn al:d prisons. 

If not,  how long will i t  be till half the people will be 
employed to regulate the actions of the other half? 

The t rue  solution must be not more inan made laws 
and regulations, but more liberty-liberty bounded only by 
the equal liberty of all others. 

Freedom-not restraint-is the  natural  law,-freedom 
to use the  materials and ,forces of nature  and enjoy the 
products of individual or co-operative effort, without toll 
to forestaller or land grabber, or tax on any products of 
labor. 

The bounties of nature must  be the  equal heritage of 
all the  children of men, and the  value which attaches to 
these bounties because of the presence and necessities of 
the people; their civilization and enlightenment; their labor 
of hand and brain;  their wealth in all good things produced, 
-that value which arises irresistibly, and increases propor- 
tionately with the  evolution of society,-that value which 
is always greatest where men most do congregate,-that 
value must  be used-not to swell the  private purses of a 
few monopolists,-but to meet the  common needs of all. 

While it  is not particularly creditable to the intelli- 
gence of those who conceive and introduce these measures 
for more restrictions and penalties, i t  is cause for rejoicing - that  so few of thein arc enacted into law,-that so many 
of them die in committoe or a re  killed on the floor of House 
or Senate. 



CHAPTER 111. 

The real basic need of the farmer  is i11 no way differ- 
en t from that  of any other producer. 

Like the miner, the  quarryman, the  hunter ,  the fisher- 
man,  the 1unlberma11, the manufaclurer ,  the merchant,  the 
builder,-like all these he must  first of all secure a piece 
of land,--he must have a chance to use the  resources of 
nature. 

Right here is the  greatest handicap of the  prospective 
fdrn1eis today. He finds it  hard--very hard-to get a piece 
of land whereon to make his farm. 

Oh, yes, there a r e  lands t h a t  he can get  practically 
without money; but what  he saves in money he pays twice 
over in deprivation. 

The "cheap lands" tha t  we hear  so much about are 
really the dearest lands when we consider all the  cost. 

Now the prospective farmer, l ike everybody else, was 
born naked and penniless; lie has  nothing but  his hands 
and his brain with which to  ea rn  a living; and when he 
reaches the age of young manhood and  looks about him for 
a piece of unused land on which to  build a home, and out 
of which he can produce a living for  himself and his grow- 
ing family, he finds tha t  some forestaller-some land grab- 
ber-has got in ahead of him and  demands a n  exorbitant 
price before he will consent to get  out  of the  way and let 
him have the land to use. 

This price-this tribute-that the  farmer  must  pay 
to the land speculator-runs al l  the  way from a dollar 
or. two  an  acre, if he is willing to locate many miles beyond 
the limits of civilization, up to a thousand or more a11 acre, 
if he tries to get close to the  centers of population where he 
can enjoy the advantages of community life. 

So much for his first problem. 
The second is his annual  expense, tha t  he  may produce 

his crop and get  it  to market.  
And here, again, he finds himself under a terrible 

handicap. 
He clears a portion of his land a t  a cost of great  labor, 

and his taxes a re  increased. 
H e  buys a team and a plow to  break the  sod and  pre- 

pare for a crop, and his taxes a r e  increased. 
He builds a cheap cabin to shelter  himself and family 

and again he is penalized by higher taxes. 
He fences in his holding to keep his horses and cattle 

from straying, and again the  tax gatherer  hunts  him out 
and levies a fine. 

He buys clothes for  his children and furniture to make 
the  home more comfortable, and  he finds tha t  these thiilgs 
have all been taxed and taxed against  every person who 
has hancllecl them from the. raw material to the fiizished 
plbod;~ct,  and now he must pay all those taxes with a profit 
on e,lch and evelay one of them. I t  is all in the price he 
pays when lie buys thenl at the store;-and every year the 
t ax  assessor comes around and fines him again for having 
then1 in his possession. 
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And the  lalit1 grabbci. ~ 1 1 0  "OWIIS" t he  vacant  land a l l  
 alto^^ t ,  wi~l l ts  his ot!lelm eye, : i l l  t l  puts 111) t.he pricc? of "liis" 
l ~ l l l d .  

But, this  isn't : i l l ;  w11c1i 11:ls r:t,isc(l a ~ 1 ~ 0 1 )  of g r a i ~ l  
o r  a carloatl of hogs, c a t  tlo 01' slicel) and  l)lsoposcs to send 
them to the tei-inin:~.l ~ l l i ~ l . l i ~ t ,  lie f i~ lds  h c  must  pay a higher 
freight  ra te ,  because, i i i  our \vi.sdom ( ? )  we have levied a 
hea.vy tax on the  gross earllings of the  isailway. 

And sti l l  o u r  fa rmer ' s  t roubles  a r e  not  complete. H e  
m u s t  borrow nlouey. Aiicl t he  in te res t  is  more  t h a n  double 
wha t  i t  need be because of the  taxes on  money,--the taxes 
on the  bank a n d  a11 the  machinery of credi t .  

Money could be furnished a t  one  per  cent  interest  if 
we would fix things r igh t ;  b u t  t h e  land  speculator  w a n t s  
t h e  money to buy up the land "to hold so  the  f a rmer  will be. 
ab le  to  g e t  i t  when he needs it"-"to hold" s o  t h e  land  
won't r u n  away,  I suppose, ancl he  can  afford to  pay h igh  
interest .  

Land speculation is largely responsi.ble for  high inter- 
e s t  ra tes ,  h igh  taxes on industry,  h igh  prices for  a l l  prod- 
ucts,  a n d  most  of the  other  evils of o u r  civilization. 

And land  speculation is bui l t  solely on t h e  fact  t h a t  
we allow the speculator to ge t  away wi th  t h e  publicly ere- 
a ted  va.lue of his lancl--in count ry  ancl city-instead of 
taxing i t  away  from hiin for the  benefit of t he  public which 
has  created i t .  

Here  then  is the f a rmer ' s  second problem--the prob- 
lem of 1,educing liis esl)eiiscs of l~uiiniiig his fai-in a n d  get- 
t ing hi; crops to  market .  

And the  two probleins--the high price of land  to  s t a r t  
with a n d  the  enormous burden  of direct a n d  indirect tax- 
a t ion  t h a t  crushes hi111 a r e  really only one  problem-the 
problem of shifting the burden of public expense to  the  
shoulders  of those ~ 1 1 . 0  a r e  now securing the  "unearned 
increment" which the public creates  ancl ought  to  have 
t o  meet  t h e  public needs. 

W h a t  did the  legislatui-e of 1 9 2 1  d o ?  
They claim tha t  they did inuch. 
Tirue wili tell.  
They r a s e d  the " fa imers '  program" and  i t  is now 

t h e  law of the  s ta te .  
What Is That P~ogram? 

H. F. 6 3 ,  introduced by Willrinson and  o thers ,  was a 
bill t o  improve the  law relat ing to the  organization of co- 
operative associations, gi-anting more  extendecl powers, per- 
mi t t ing  them to associate wi th  o the r  co-operative associa- 
t ions to  f o ~ i n  a s ta te  wide co-operative, a n d  allowing such  
association t o  become a inenlher of a nat ion wide associ- 
a t ion.  

This  bill secures to co-opera.tive associations nearly 
al l  t h e  legal r ights  axel powers t h a t  a r e  acknowledged to 
belong inherent ly to persons a n d  voluntary copartnerships.  

W h y  not  all such r ights?  
S. F. 1 5  by Cun~nli i ig ,  Sageilg, Gandruci a n d  Cliff, t o  

extend a n d  enlai.ge the powers of the  Coinnlissioner of 
Agr icu l t l~ re ,  t o  advise aiid assist. i n  the  01-ganization of co- 



operative associations, to aid them to install suitable ac- 
counting methods and to audit their accounts i f  invited to 
do so. 

H. 17. 3 4 ,  by T. Christianson, to so amonci the consti- 
tutiou of the state that  the credit of the state could be 
loailed in aid of agriculural development. 

The Ant.i Futures Bill. 

The bottom fell out of the wheat market. 
Prices dropped from a high point of a little more than 

three dollars to less than one fifty, and then still lower. 
All this took place in a few months. 
Most of the drop occurred after the ban on buying 

and selling for future delivery had been removed by the 
government. 

Many people, especially farmers, immediately jumped 
to the conclusion that the slump was caused by the bears 
in the wheat pit. 

Were they right in this conclusion? 
The grain men declared that  there was no relation of 

cause and effect. 
"The price of wheat was abnormally high the same as  

everything else, and had to come down, like everything i 

else." 
"Beef 'and pork have dropped to about one-half." 
"Cotton and wool are  selling for less than half the 

former high prices." 
"Leaf tobacco also is in the dumps." 
"Sugar has dropped from more than 30 cents a pound 

a t  the highest level to 6 1/2 or 7 cents a t  the lowest." 
"Some grades of shoes and clothing can be got for less 

than half the high prices, tho these things are  coming down 
more slowly, as  would naturally be expected." 

"Building materials have been reduced 20  to  30% and 
will go lower." 

"In short there is  a general deflation of prices. The 
financially strong are  able to  hold out longest. Where 
combinations exist the drop comes slowest, but i t  is all 
coming along in regular order-in a perfectly natural man- 
ner, and we must all take our losses and make the best of 
it." 

This is about the way one side put it. 
The other side refused to have it so. 
To them it  was all a conspiracy of the big fellows to 

ruin the.farmers, to crush the workers and get a tighter grip 
on the busmess of the country. 

They insisted that the grain gamblers especially were 
guilty. 

A bill was introduced by Gerlich, Wilkinson, Wicker, 
T. J. Greene, Norton, Rako, Hitchcock, Moen and Nordgren. 

H. F. No. 23, a bill for an act defining gambling con- 
tracts as applied to sales of wheat, grain and other farm 
products, declaring the same to be illegal, prohibiting Cham- 
bers of Commerce, Boards of Trade and other similar organ- %\ 

izations from making and enforcing rules designed to en- - / 

force the carrying out of such gambling contracts, and pre- 
scribing penalties for the violation thereof. 
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The bill came up Thursday, March 3d, and was vigor- 
ously debated by Wilkinson, Moen, Neuman and Nordgren 
for  the bill; and by Howard and Washburn against. 

On roll call the vote stood 1 0  1 for, 1 8  against:  
Those who voted in the affirmative were: 

Anderson, Gran, Nelson, Shonyo, 
Arens, Grant,  Neuman, Sluke, 
Baxter, Green, I?. A., Nollet, Spelbrink, 
Bendixen, Grove, Norby, Spindler, 
Bensen, Haugland, Nordgren, Stahlke, 
Briggs, Hemstad, Nordlin, Stein, 
Burdorf, Hinds, Norton, Strand,  
Cameron, Holmquist, O'Keef e, Swanstrom, 
Carlson, Hompe, Olson, L. E., Bwenson,C. J., 
Christensen,A., Iverson, Olson, Lars, Swenson, E., 
Christianson,T. Jacobson, Oren, ~Swenson,O.A., 
Conley, Johnson, Parker ,  Taylor, 
Cummings, Keller, Pattison, Teigen, 
Curtis, Kelly, Pedersen, Thomas, 
Darby, Kleffman, Perry, J. T., Thompsoll, 
Day, Lager sen, Perry, T., Thorkelson, 
DeLury, Lauderdale, Praxel, Walworth, 
Enger, Lee, Putnam, Warner, 
Enstrom, Levin, Rako, Washburn, 
Flahaven, McGivern, Risse, Welch, 
Flaherty, McLaughlin, Rodenberg, Wicker, 
Gerlich, Melbye, Ross, Wilkinson, 
Gislason, C. 'M., Miller, Samec, Mr. Speaker. 
Gislason, J.  B., Miner, Selvig, 
Goodspeed, Moen, Serline, 
Goodwin, Nellermoe, Shanks, 

Those who voted in  the negative were: 
Bernard, E a t  on, Lennon, Scribner, 
Brown, Girling, Lockhart, Sweitzer, 
Child, Hitchcock, Long, Trowbridge, 
Cullum, Howard, Murphy, 
Dilley, Kozlak, Olsen, J. W., 

Nimocks was absent sick. H e  had i t  recorded in the 
journal tha t  if present he  would have voted no. 

As the  bill finally passed i t  was regarded as compara- 
tively harmless by the  grain men, tho Howard declared i t  
would prevent the millers from hedging their flour sales, 
and the  Duluth elevators from protecting themselves against 
loss on the grain t ha t  was waiting for the  opening of lake 
navigation. 

Both sides admitted tha t  hedging is necessary. The 
advocates claimed tha t  the  bill would permit hedging while 
prohibiting "gambling." The opponents contended tha t  the  
"gambling" had grown up about the legitimate grain busi- 
ness, and tha t  this bill would destroy the valuable parts  
of the  business and  simply leave the  "gamblers" to  seek 
other fields for' their activities. Howard in the House and  
Fowler in the  Senate, declared tha t  this bill would tend 
to destroy the  greatest primary grain market  in the  world, 
drive the business from Minneapolis and Duluth to Chicago, 



a n d  in no  way ge t  rid of the  evils;  t h e  f a r m e r s  would suf -  
f e r  t h e  loss of  the  nlarket  a n d  pay t h c  cost. 

In t h e  Senate. 
In  the Senate the negative vote was :  

Adams,  Ca l l a l~an ,  I lenegre,  I ~ o w l c ~ r ,  
Bessette,  Coleman, Ilwyer,  I t  i b e i ~ ~ c l i ,  
Brooks,  Conroy, E r i ~ l i ~ ~ n ,  

H. F. 2 5 ,  to declare t h c  Chanlber of Commerce,  the 
Dulutll Board of Trade ,  and  t h e  South  St .  P a u l  Stock J3x- 
change  public markets  and  requi re  them to  receive as 111~111- 
bers  Co-operative Associations dealing in farm produce "or- 
ganized o r  authorized" to  do  business in Minnesota-- 

This  bill passed the  House wi th  1 3  negat ive votes:  
Berna rd ,  Dilley, Murphy,  Washburn ,  
Cameron,  Ea ton ,  Nimocks, 
Child,  Howard ,  Olsen, J .  W.,  
Cullum, Lockhart ,  Scr ibner  , 

W h e n  i t  reached the  Senate  MI-. Fowler  insisted t h a t  
t h e  bill was  unconstitutional,  a n d  t h a t  t h e  legis lature  had  
n o  power to  force these exchanges to  a d m i t  members  or  to 
regula te  the i r  membership a n d  a sked  t h a t  t h e  bill be sent  
t o  t h e  jucliciary conlinittee for  investigation. 

Only 11 voted for this motion: 
Adams,  Cosgrove, Dwyer, Guilf ord ,  
Brooks,  Denegre, Erickson,  Pa lmer ,  
Coleman, Devold, Fowler ,  

T h e  bill t hen  passed with 1 4  no  votes:  
Adams,  Coleman, Dwyer,  Palnler ,  
Bessette,  Conroy, Erickson,  Ribenack. 
Brooks,  Denegre, Fowler ,  
Cal lahan,  Devold, Guilford,  

This  const i tutes  the  principal p a r t  of w h a t  was  called 
t h e  f a rmers '  program. 

I n  addi t ion resolutions were passed urging t h e  re-estab- 
l i shment  of the  old "Minnesota Gradin grades" which were 
declared to  be a great  improvement over the  more compli- 
cated a n d  technical federal grades.  introduced in  t h e  Senate  
by Johnson and fathered in the  House by Arens. 

A bill was also passed requi r ing  elevators  to  pay for 
dockage. Dockage is the seeds of var ious  k inds  found in 
whea t  a n d  o ther  grains  which were  supposed to  be of no 
value,  b u t  which the  elevators  a n d  mills sold for  good 
prices a s  feed for  aninlals a n d  poultry.  

If by any  chance they should help to  make  farming a 
m o r e  p r o s p e l - o x  business, t h a t  will increase t h e  price of 
far in  lands  to the  in jury  of every one  who is t rying to  get 
into t h e  f a rming  game  and  will be  no  benefit t o  present 
land  owning fa rmers  who desire  to  s tay  in.  

I f ,  however,  these bills d o  not  br ing t h e  help expected, 
t he  fa rmers  will be one step nearer  'finding the t rne solu- 
t ion. 

At the  beginning of this  Chapter  I have indicated tha t  
I believe the  Gila1 solution o f  t h e  fai-mrtrs' ti 'oubles must  lie 
in cleaning o u t  the  land s l~ecu la to r s  a n d  reducing the  fa rm-  
ers '  indirect a ncl 1111 just  tax burdens.  

Then ,  and  not 'ti1 then ,  will cheapel. nioney aiid better 
mai3kcts l~ i* ing  perinanei:t prosperity.  



CHAPTER IV. 

"Inasinuch a s  most  good tliillgs a r e  produced 1)y labor ,  
i t  follows t h a t  a l l  such  th ings  belong to those whose labor  
groduced them.  Bu t  i t  has  so happened in a11 ages of t h e  
world t h a t  some have labored ant1 o thers  have, wi thout  la- 
bor,  enjoyed a la rge  proportion of the  frui ts .  This  is wrong 
a n d  should not  continue. 'Yo secure to  each laborer  t h e  
whole product of his labor, or a s  nearly so a s  possible, is a 
worthy object of any  government."-Abraham Lincoln. 

Most people f rankly  accept this  t r u t h  so  plainly s t a t ed  
by the  g r e a t  emancipator .  

I t  is only when they  t ry  to  find a n d  apply remedies  f o r  
these evils t h a t  they disagree,  a n d  their  disagreement  is 
fundamental .  

One g r o u p  is clear th inking  a n d  f a r  seeing. They real-  
ize t h a t  evils can  be ended only by removing the i r  causes. 
They have discovered t h a t  "behind every social evil t h e r e  
lies a social wrong", a n d  back of every social wrong will 
be  found a statute law o r  a well established c u s t o n ~ .  They 
say  repeal  o r  change  t h e  law and  t h e  social evil will clis- 
appear  of i t s  own  accord. 

T h e  o t h e r  g roup  have not  discovered t h e  source 6f the  
evil. In fact  most  of them have not gone far enough to realize 
t h a t  t he re  is a n y  such  th ing  as cause a n d  effect in t h e  social 
a n d  inclustrial world.  

They see w h a t  they call "the conflict between capital 
a n d  Inbor" a n d  never  t a k e  t h e  t rouble to  a sk  whether  the re  
is  a cause o r  not .  Many labor  leaders  a n d  most  social work- 
e r s  a r e  found here.  

A large pa r t  of this group declare and insist t ha t  this 
conflict is inevitable;  t h a t  i t  always has  been and always 
will be;  that t h e  only remedy is for employers to learn to  
be  good to  their  workers and for workers to  be faithful to 
their emgloyers. ,Here we find the heads of great  industrial 
establishments who take  a patronizing and fatherly interest  
in their  employes, and such workers as t ry  to be satisfied 
with their  lot  and  a r e  thankful "that the boss is  so kind t.o 
them." 

Stil l  another  par t  of this  group a r e  equally insistent 
t ha t  the  "conflict i s  inevitable," but they don't take much 
stock in being good. They look upon their  employer a s  their  
natural  enemy a n d  a t tempt  to organize "One Big Enion" to 
include all  workers;  to drive out their enlployers and take 
over the  industry.  And then, having seized the  industries, 
they will be  able  to  control the  government and operate it 
in the sole interest  of the  "proletariat." 

All th i s  looks like a pretty big job and one not likely 
to  be accomplished in the  near future. 

I11 the  meantime legislatuises a r e  moving along two dif- 
fe rent  l ines towai'd the bettering o f  c.onditions for the 
woi.kelss. 

First ,  and mostly by i n e m s  of ameliorative measures. 
Secondly, by the  removal of causes, thus releasing the 

foivccs of natui'e to  work for be t t e rn~cn t .  



Amel io ra t i ve  Measures. 
Lct  u s  considcr first  soluc of thc a~nc l iomt ivc  mcasul'eu 

cttloytetl 113. tlie legisi,~ttll  c ol' 1 9 2 1  
WORIiMAS'S INSUItANCI< : 

T h e  legislature of 1919  split over the  qucstion o f  wol.l<- 
illan's insnrance. 

T h e  house passed a bill l,roviciing for a s ta te  coni~nis-  
sion and  a complete ~nonopoly by  the s t a t e  of all w o i ' l ~ i l l a ~ ~ ' s  
insurance, but i t  lost in the Senate by one vote. 

Each  house then appointed a commission to s tudy the  
question and report  their findings to  the  legislature of 1921. 

T h e  two coininissions sat  together in t h e  taking of testi- 
mony and reported back a plan for a s t a t e  commission to  
administer  all mat ters  relating to  workman's insurance. 

Senators  Jackson and Boylan submit ted a minority 
report  favoring s ta te  monopoly of workman's insurance, 
cutting out  all  company insurances. 

P. W. Guilford, Ole 0. Sageng and A. J. Rockne favored 
substantially the  same report that  had been agreed to  by the  
house commission composed of Speaker  'Nolan and Reps. 
Levin, Norton, Parker  and McGrath. ~McGralh was not  a 
candidate for  re-election. The other four introduced a group 
of bills as follows: 

'H. F. 394, creating an  industrial commission of th ree  
members  to  t ake  the  place of the  present  Department of 
Labor and  Industries of the state.  

'The following o,uotation? from the  bill sufficiently de- 
scribe i ts  scope and powers: 

Sec .  14. T h e  Department of Labor and  Industries shal l  
consist of the  following divisions, to-wit: Division of Work-  
men's Compensation, Division of Boiler Inspection, Division 
of Hotel  Inspection, Division of Accident Prevention, Divi- 
sion of Statist ics,  Division or' Women and  Children, Division 
of En~ployment ,  Division of Mediation and  Arbitration and  
such o ther  divisions a s  the coinmission m a y  deem necessary 
and establish. Each division of the  Department  and persons 
i n  charge thereof shall be subject to  t h e  supervision allcl 
direction of the  comnlission and of a n y  commissioner as-  
signed to  supervise the  work of such division, and, in addi- 
t ion to  such duties a s  a re  or may be  imposed on them by 
s tatute ,  shal l  perform such other duties as may be  assigned 
t o  them by the  Commission. 

Sec. 15. T h e  Conlinission shall have  the following 
powers and  duties:  

(1) To exercise such po~vers  and perform such dutiec; 
concerning the aclministration of the Workmen's  Compensa- 
t ion Laws  of the  s ta te  a s  may be conferred and imposed 
on i t  by such laws. 

(2)  To  exercise all pon ells and perform all duties now 
conferred and imposed on the Department  of Labor and  
Industries a s  heretofore cons t i tu~ed,  and  the bureaus of such 
department ,  so  far  a s  con.;i.-tent ~ v i t h  the  provisions of this 
act .  

(3) To establish and conduct free employment agencies, 
and  a f t e r  t h e  first day  of J u 1 ~ - ,  1921, to  s u ~ ~ e r v i s e  the \v01'1i 
of  l)i'ivatc cillployinc~it oIfic,tlk. , i l l  aL; ilon' 1)rovicIcd by l a w  lo  
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do all in i ts  power to  bring together en ip loyci*~ soeliing ein- 
ployecs ancl wol'liing 1)eol)le sccliilig c.111 ploy l~ lcn t ,  t o  nialitl 
linov n t h c  op1,ortilnitics for s c I f - c ~ ~ ~ ] ~ l o ~ . ~ n  t n t  i n  t lli.: st n t P .  

to aid 111 inducillg ~ n i n o r s  to u n d c ~ t : ~ l i e  1)roliiisiiig skilled 
ei~iployl i~cnts ,  to  pncouragc? wagc carncl-s to  il~surcl Ihc~l i -  
sclves against  dis t ress  from unemployrncnt, to  investigate tlie 
extent a n d  causes of unem,ployn~ent in the s t a t c  and rcrnedy 
therefor, and  to devise and adopt tlic most efficient means  
in i ts  power to avoid unemployment. 

( 4 )  'To promote the  voluntary arbitration, mediation 
and conciliation of disputes between employers and employes 
in order t o  prevent strikes,  lockouts, boycotts, blacltlists, 
discriminations and legal proceedings in mat te rs  of einploy- 
ment. In  pursuance of this duty i t  may appoint temporary 
boards of arbitration or conciliation, (provide the necessary 
expenses of such boards, order reasonable compensation not 
exceeding $115.100 per  day for each member engaged in such 
arbitration o r  conciliation, prescribe rules of procedure for 
such arbitration o r  conciliation boards, conduct investigations 
and hearings, issue o r  publish statements,  findings of facts,  
conclusions, reports  a n d  advertisements,  and may do a l l  
other things convenient and  necessary to  accomplish t h e  
purposes directed in th i s  act. T h e  Commission may desig- 
nate  a subordinate t o  be known as Chief Mediator and  may 
detail other  assis tants  or en~ployes  for  the  purpose of execut- 
ing these provisions, without extra  compensation. En order 
to  carry out  the  provisions of this  subsection, the  Industrial  
Commission, o r  a n y  Commissioner thereof, or  any  temporary 
boald of conciliation or arbitration, shall  have power to  ad- 
minister oaths  to  witnesses, and to issue subpoenas for the  
attendance of witnesses;  and  i f  any  ,person refuses  to  conlply 
with any  subpoena issued by t h e  Commissioner, a Commis- 
sioner or a temporary Board of Conciliation or Arbitration, 
or  if any  witness refuses to  testify regarding t h a t  about 
which he  may be  lawfully interrogated, t he  judge of a n y  dis- 
t r ic t  court of any  county in the  s tate ,  on application of t h e  
Commission or  of a Con~missioner,  shall compel obedience 
by at tachment  proceedings as for contempt, a s  in the  case 
of the disobedience of any  such subpoena issued by such 
court. 

(5) To adopt reasonable and proper rules and  regula- 
tions relative to  the  exercise of i t s  powers and duties, and  
proper rules to govern i t s  proceedings and  to  regulate the  
inocle and manner  of all investigations and  hearings. But 
such rules and regulations shall not he effective until  t en  
days aftel. their  adoption. A copy of such rules  and regula- 
t ions shall be delivered to  every citizen making application 
t h e r e f o ~ ~ .  

( 6 )  To  collect, collate ancl publish statistical and  other  
information relating to  the w o ~ k  under i ts  jurisdiction and  
to malie p i ~ b l i c  reports in i t s  judgment necessary. "On 01. 

before the first Monday in January  of each year tlie Commis- 
sion shall repoist i t s  doings, conclusions and recoininendations 
to tlie Govei*nor, which report  shall be printed and distl-ibuted 
to  the menibel~s of the  1egislatni.e a n d  otherwise a s  tlie Corn- 
n~i.;sion ma). d i~ 'ec t .  



( 7 )  To c?st.ul)lisll a11(1 nta i l l 1  ; r  i l l  1 ) 1 ~ ~ ~ 1 1 ( ~ 1 1  otl'ic.c\s ; I S  11o:dctl 
f o r  t . 1 1 ~  c:o11tlr1c:1. of i1.s ; I  l'l'ir i1.s. 

Tllis bill pa,ssc(l tllo. l f o ~ i s c  \ \ , i t . l t  t ) 1 1 1 > ,  O I I O  I \ O ~ ; I (  i v ( \  vat(:. 

,Mr. Nellcimoc Ii:~.tl t rictl t o  ;I ~nc:~itl so  1 1 1 ; 1  1 t . 1 1 ~  c.oni11i issioncrs 
slloulcl 1)c scleclctl ;is l'ollo\vs: 

O n c  by t,hc csctcl~tivc I)o; ir t l  ( I S  1 :\'I i l ~ ~ ~ o s o t . : ~ .  St:~.l.o I4'ecl- 
eration of I ~ l m r ;  

,One by the 1Uinnesota State I~~~i l l ) loye~ ' s '  Association; 
And the  t h i i ~ l  by these two. 
His  amendment  was lost a n d  h e  voted against  the bill. 
H. F. 350, was practically a n e w  eliiployels's liability l aw 

and was  passed unanimously. 
H. F. 604, regulated worlcinan's c:ornl~enst~tion insurance, 

created a n  insul'ance boaiqd and directed it; l o  ,fix a "minimum, 
adequate and reasonable rate for  each classification under 
which such business is written." 

Mr. Nordlin tried to amend b y  requiring the board to ,fix a 
max'imum' ra te  instead of a minimum. 

H e  declared tha t  to fix a mininium high enough for the  
regular  companies would place the ra te  f a r  too high for the  
mutual  com,panies who do not solicit i*isks and would make  s 

t he  cost  of insurance more expensive than  necessary. 
(Mr. !Norton replied that  the important thing was security 

a n d  too low rates  endangered the security of the risk. 
:Mr. .Nordlin's amendment was lost 38 to  78. 
Those  who voted in the affirnlative were:  

Anderson, .Herried, Nelson, S tahlke, 
Aren-s, Hitclicocl<, Neuinan, Stein, 
Bensen, Iverson, Noi'cllin, Sti.ant1, 
Day, Keller, Olsoil, L. 13. Swenson, E., 
DeLury, Kleff man, Olson, La r s  Teigen, 
Enstrom, Lagersen, Robinson, Thompson, 
Gartner ,  Loclrhart, Saliiec, Thorkelson, 
Girling, McGivern, Sluke, Warner .  
Goodwin, Miner, Spelbrink, 
Hemstad,  Nellernioe, Spindler, 

Those  who voted in the negative were: 
Baxter,  Flaherty,  McLaughlin, Rako, 
Bendixen, Gislason,C.M., Melbye, Risse, 
Bernard, Gislason,J.B., Niller, Rodenberg, 
Briggs, Goodspeed, Noen. Scri bner, 
Brown, Grant,  N u r p h y .  Selvig, 
Cameron, Green, I?. A . ,  Nin10~'lis. Serline, 
Carlson, Grove, Nollet, Shanlts, 
Child, Hauglantl, Xar l~y ,  Shonyo, 
Christensen,A. Hinds, Norclgren, Swanstroln, 

Christianson,T. Hompe, Norton, Sweitzer, 
Conley, H o w a ~ d .  O'Keefe. Snrenson,C. J., 
Cullum, Iiulbert, Olsen, 5.  TIT. Ssvenson,O.A. 
Cummings, Johnson, 01*eii. Taylor, 
Curtis, Kelly, Pai.ker. T ~ ~ O I I I ~ S ,  
Darby, Lauderdalc, Pattison, Walwolth,  
Dilley, L.e n n on , l"etlersen. Welcli, 
Dorweiler, Levin, P e n > - 3  J .  7- . .  ~ 1 7 i l l ~ i ~ ~ s o n ,  
Eaton, U g h  tnct~,, l ~ ~ ~ a x ~ ~ l ,  1V1'igli t ,  
Enger ,  I,olig, I'll t ] l i t  111, ? [ I - .  Speaker. 



I I .  13'. 59s- 1 ) ~ t  1 ilig 1)oiIcl. i ~ i s p ~ c t i o ~ i  illto 1 110 I )op;!rt ~ I I I ~ I I ~  

of IJabor a n t l  Intlustrics, passed uuxnin ious l~~.  
H. I?. 509, puts thc Mininlunl Wage b o a ~ ~ t l  into the I)(: 

p a r t ~ n e n t  of Labor and  Industries, passed unaniniously. 
H. F. G O O ,  was to have 'put hotel inspection also into tliis 

department,  but objection was raised by the  traveling me11 
and hotel keepers, so on motion of Mr. Neuinan, it w a s  i l l  

ciefinitely postponed. 
On Wednesday, March 9, all these bills were passed ic 

the Senate  with practically no opposition. 
Jackson at tempted to increase the compensation for in 

jured workmen but could ge t  only 1 6  votes, a s  follows: 

Callahan, Erickson, Millett, Ro~nberg ,  
Conroy, Jackson,  Naplin, Sciln~ecllel, 
Devold, Johnson, Orr, Swanson. 
Dwyer, Lee, Palmer,  Van Hoven, 

All others  opposed except 13, who did not vote:  Bald- 
win, Boylan, Cumming, Benson, Loonan, lMacligan and 
Stephen had been erased.  Cashel, Gandrud, Gooding, H a n d  
lan, Ward  and Widell had been present butt did not vote, 

Dwolcl and Dwyer votecl against  604-the bill to regulate 
insurance ra tes  thereto.  

T h e  last  night of the  session the house passed El. F 
No. 325, a bill for a n  a c t  to amend ISection 9003, General 
Statutes  19.13, same being a n  ac t  requiring policemen, special 
policemen, constables, patrolmen, deputy sheriffs and c ther  
peace, officers to be  legal voters of the s tate  and providing a 
penalty for the  appointment  of any  such ,peace officers who 
a r e  not legal voters. 

Those who votecl in the  affiiVnlative were: 

Anderson, 
Arens, 
Bendixen, 
Bensen, 
Bernard, 
Child, 
Cummings, 
Darby, 
I ' ) ~ Y ,  
DeLury, 
Enstrom, 
Flahaven, 
Flaherty,  
Gislason,C.M. 

I Gislason,J.B., 

Goodwin, 
Grant, 

Hemstad,  
Herried, 
Hitchcock, 
Hulbert ,  
Ivcrson, 
Johnson, 
Keller, 
Kleffman, 
Kozlak, 
L,auderdalc, 
Lee, 
Lennon, 
Lockhart ,  
McGivern, 
Melbye, 
Miller, 
Miner, 

Murphy, 
Nellerrnoe, 
Nelson, 
Nordlin, 
Olson, L. E., 
Olson, Lars  
Parker ,  
Pedersen, 
P u f k a n ~ ,  
Rako, 
Risse, 
Sainec, 
Shanks, 
Shonyo, 
Spelbi.inli, 
Spindler, 
Stalllke. 

Straild, 
Swanstronl, 
Sweitzer, 
S\venson,C.J., 
Swenson, E., 
Swensen,O.A., 
Taylor. 
Teigen, 
Thonlas, 
Thorlielson, 
Walnrorth, 
Warnel., 
Washbui*n, 
Welcli, 
West.  
Wright, 
All 1.. spo;t?<cl~. 

Green, F. A. ,  Moen, Stein,  



Labor wanted legislation to require railroads to employ 
full and adequate crews on trains and on sections of the 
roads, but both these bills were killed. 

The old law establishing an  eight hour day in all state 
institutions was repealed so far a s  it affected outside help 
a t  those institutions and also on state road work. 

 this was done against the emlphatic :protest of labor 
men in both houses. 

Except for some increases in compensation, it is doubt- 
ful if labor did not lose more than it  gained in 11921. 

.Like the farmer, the laborer is cursed by the high price 
of land and the excessive burden of taxation. % 

I t  i s  often said that  many poor people pay no taxes. 
Of course every one who stops to think knows that  this 

is not true. 
The very same person who makes this misstatement i s  

likely inside of an hour to soleinnly assure you that all taxes 
a re  finally paid by the consumer. 

The truth is that all taxes on ,production or exchange 
or any of the processes thereof are  paid either by the original 
producer ( the farmer usually) or by the ultimate consumer, 
u~hich means every one who eats, wears clothes, lives in 
houses or consunles anything whatever that  is the product 
of the labor of hand or brain. 

And right here is where the farmer and the laborer get 
crushed by a system of taxatinn that  doesn't stop with tax- 
ing them to death but also heips the land speculators to add 
to their burden. 

The following clipping is very significant. I t  is only 
one of thousands that  could be produced to show how this 
system works. 

T H R I F T L E S S  MARYLAlND. 
In the year 1906 the state of Maryland transferred title 

to a n  island in the Patapsco river a t  Baltimore to a private 
individual for the sum of $15. The following year two other 
islands nearby were sold for $35 each to two other indi- 
viduals. These islands a re  merely banks of mud. The pur- 
chasers made no other use of them than to sell them later 
for several hundred dollars profit. The new purchasers have 
also made no use of the islands, but this year, 1 4  years after 
the original sale of the first island, the  city of Baltimore, 
believing the islands essential to a plan of port develop- 
ment, took a n  option on all three, and the price agreed upon 
was $215,000. Of this sum $125,000 was for the first island 
and $90.001) for the other two. In other words, when the 
s tate  parted title with tliese islands i t  conferred the pourer 



on privatc 1)artics to  Icy\ u1)011 t!!c c:trnings o f  tile l x o p l e  of 
Baltimore to  tho extent of $215,000 in 1 4  yews .  In  this there 
is nothing unusual. 'I'1ie:'e is inexc~lsable prodigality in every 
t ransfer  of publicly owned land lo l)13ivato individuals. There  
i s  inexcusable prodigality eve ry  d x y  tllat s t a t e  01- nation con- 
t inues to pelmiit private a])l)l,ol)l ' i:~tio~i of coinmunal values. 
This  i s  t h e  lrind of exti.avagance which is  keeping t h e  great  
bulk of the  American pcople in 1)overty.-Arnei-icc211 Economic 
League Bulletin. 

Coming nearer Iiolue. 1.eatl this froni the Pioneer  P res s  I 
of March  24, 1921: 

THOMlPSON ESTATE T A X  IS COMP'LETED. 
Final !Settlement W i t h  State on $4,912,406 Property o f  St. 

Paul Man Is  Made. 
A tax  of $872.06, making $153,406.37 which has  been paid 

in inheri tance taxes on the $4,912,406.37 es ta te  of t h e  la te  
Horace E. Thompson, Silnllliit and Avon avenues,  St. Paul ,  
was  paid to  the  attorney general's department  yesterday. 
#Mr. Thompson died May 1. 1913, the es ta te  being distributed 
t o  t h e  widow and five chilcire~l and representing about  one- 
third of the  original estate created by the land g r a n t  for t h e  
old St. Pau l  & Sioux City railroad, consisting of large pal'- 
cels of land  in  Southwestel n Minnesota. 

Comment is useless. 
T h e  rea l  problem of the laborer-of all  who produce or  

render  service-is to col-rect the evils pointed out  in  these 
clippings. 

Pa tchwork  labcr lac--, will ?lever solve this  problem. 
Notice, i n  neither case did the "owners" of these  lands 

lift a finger to produce the values they secured? 
All t h i s  value was produced by t h e  presence of a n  in- 

creasing population, its labor, its industry, i t s  thr i f t ,  i t s  de- 
velopment in  education, nlorality and civilization. 

All th i s  value was pl*odiiced 1)y others and the  land spec- 
ulators got  it,  except the little that t he  s ta te  took i n  taxes.  

'SUP,POSE A L L  THE LAND WERE IDL:E? 
Did i t  ever occur to J-ou to a.sk what would happen if all 

t he  land were  idle instead of half G:. more of i t  as i s  now 
the case?  

W h a t ,  then,  would 1)ecorntl of the people? 
.Is t he re  any  other n-ay to produce food, clothing, houses, 

and al l  t h e  other  useful and ciesii.able things except as labor 
uses  land?  

And if such a large p a ~ t  of the good things go to  those 
who merely own and hold 1;lnil. won't there  be a snialler p a r t .  
left for those who -~\-ol*l i?  

And isn't i t  the ol:e :.:r~.~at l,;.oljleal of a11 wllo 1.ender usc- 
ful service,--not on ly  t!:t.? far i~i i : r  and t h e  lzbol-c-:i., a s  we 
call them, but  all ot1lers.--to sPi1 to it tllitt our  l a w s  a r e  
so  changed t h a t  it niii bii c;ishr t.o ge t  l a n d  to use?,-to see 
to  i t  t ha t  labor and i : l ! i ~ ~ s t r ~ ,  sliall 1,e 1-ewar.dec1,-not .pen- 
a l i z e d , - ~ ~  tha t  we ma!- rc-.acl~ Lincc:ln's ideal where  the  
~ I ' O C ~ I ~ C C ? ~ - I I O ~ .  the t'c)l.(.:st ;i 1 j t . 1 . -  n i ; i>.  ]::I 1.1: t,l:c xood tllings of 
life? 



CHAPTER V. 
T H E  CITY. 

Home Rule-Local Self Government. 
Legally, the city is the creature of the state. 
Legally, all i t s  powers a r e  gsanted by the state.  
Legally, the  s t a t e  may take those powers away. 
Legally, the s t a t e  may do with the city about what the 

legislature may please. 
BUT 

Historically, socially, economically, industrially, the city 
came before t h e  s tate .  

'The city was a self-governing community before the 
state,  a s  we know it, existed. 

In the  early stages of i ts  evolution, the city WIAS the 
state.  

'The assumption by the  s ta te  of the  right to  rule the  
city, was  the  resul t  of conquest and tyranny. 

All through the  ages there h a s  been a conflict between 
the  free, self-governing cities and the  claims of the conquer- 
ing  tyrants.  

Wi th  the  rise of the feudal system, the  barons oppressed 
the  people of the  cities and deprived them of their  rights. a 

Later  a lord or  a king would graciously give back, a s  a 
favor, ,part of the  rights of which h e  had robbed the  people 
of the  cities. 

H e  would grant  them "a charter  of liberties." 
Even in our own state,  until a few years ago, the  rights 

of the  cities to  self gorerimlent were not recognized; and 
we had to amend our constitution in order to enable the  
people of the  cities to i*esuine their  natural position of self 
governing communities. 

Only GRADUALLY did t h e  cities of the s tate  avail them- 
selves of these newly acquired rights,  and it was less than  
a year  ago tha t  the  people of our largest city could agree 
to assume the  responsibilities of self government. 

And even yet we have not recognized the  right of the  
cities to  complete self government. ,Even yet we hedge them 
about a s  we would an irresponsible infant;  we keep them 
in leading strings; we hamper them in various ways, a s  i f  
they had to be protected against themselves. 

In  the  legislature of 1921 a very large number of mem- 
bers, especially in the House, were pretty strong believers 
in the  principle of home rule. 

In the Isenate this sentiment was not so s t r o n g - a n d  
several bills were introduced tha t  were more or less destruc- 
tive of this principle. 

The Sull ivan Street Railway Bill. 
"Section 1. Jurisdiction is hereby conferred upon the  

Railroad and Ware l~ouse  Coinnlission to hear  and determine 
any  conlplaint made to such Coinh~ission a s  to the routing 
of cars  01- tlsains tllel'eof and as to ally practice 04 regulation 
affecting the speed 01. op~ra t io i l  thereof or the Convenience 
of the public. in relation thereto, upon any line of s t ree t  01- 

interurban railway 01. tlic <:alas theseof opesating fl.onl any 
point in this s ta te  outside of any  city or village into 01. 

tli~*ougli : iny cit,v 01. villasc, 01- ol)c~-ating 1 w t w ~ ~ 1 ~  i i n y  ~ r i l l a g ~ ;  



and any city, or  between two or more villages or hetweon 
two or more cities. Such commission shall have power to 
hear a n d  dcfcrmine every sucli conlp1:~int ant1 to 111:~lie a n d  
enforce any  order necessary to fully ~ . ed res s  such co~npla in t ,  
promote the safety or  convenienc~e of the traveling public and 
every sucll order sllall be final unless appealed from; pro- 
vided this ac t  shall not apply to any  line of such railway 
operating between two cities of the first class." A companion 
bill was introduced by Willienson and Nollet in the  House. 

The  objection to this bill was tha t  it let the s t a t e  author- 
ities in to  control the routing of cars  inside the  cities of 
Minneapolis and St. Paul, and deprived the cities of control 
over their  own streets.  

This  bill came up in the Senate  Friday, Feb. 11. 
Sullivan complained tha t  the Stillwater people were not 

treated r ight  in the routing cf their  cars  inside t h e  city of 
St. Paul. 

Firs t ,  the ca r s  were forced to  run too slowly because of 
all t he  other  cars  on Eas t  Seventh street.  

Secondly, cars  should be routed by way of the  Union 
depot to  accommodate Stillwater people who came to  St.  
Paul to  t ake  the  trains. 

Thirdly,  the  loop around by Seven Corners compelled 
passengers to go clear out to  tha t  point to  take  the  cars  in  
order to  ge t  a seat.  

Orr replied : 
'The Railroad and Warehouse commission can't  give you 

any bet ter  service on Eas t  'Seventh s t reet .  They  couldn't 
order all  t h e  local cars  off t ha t  s t reet ,  and there i s  no other  
s t reet  t o  come in on. 

Then  if you were routed past the Union depot i t  would 
be longer still before you reached the  center  of t h e  city ' 

where most  of your passengers want to  ge t  off. 
Third,  as to  the Seven Corners loop, the  remedy i s  to 

require more cars,  then you could ge t  a seat.  W e  all have 
to s tand on every line for lack of cars. 

Denegre said no complaint had ever been made  by Still- 
water  people either to the  city council or  to  the  S t .  Paul  
Association. H e  offered a n  amendment  to  the  effect t ha t  
complaints must  first be made to  the  city council and  tha t  
body allowed 60 days in which to act ,  then appeal to  the  
Railroad and Warehouse Commission. 

Jackson declared he was no better satisfied with the  bill 
as  amended. 'It violated the principle of self government for 
S t .  Paul. 

W h y  i11jec.t the Railroad and Warehouse Commission! 
Why not take  a case directly to the courts if there  is any  
question tha t  can't  be settled by the city council? 

Sullivan was insistent. T h e  people of Stil lwater were 
not fairly treutcvl. 'I'llt. (lily ('cjullcil would not do them jus- 
t icle. 

It w a s  the, apinioll of many that  tile i ~ a l  object of th i s  
bill was to ge t  an enterilig \\edge, to pry away all control 
of tlic c i t y  over s t w e t  milway matters ,  a s  was proposed in 
t l ~ o  Ilt.ool,~-C'olo~n;i~~ 1 ) i l l .  1lisc.11ssotl later. 



But Sullivan seems in some way to have convinced many 
senators, for when the roll was  called the bill passed 40 to 21. 

Those who voted in the affirmative were: 
Adams, Denegre, Kuntz, Rockne, 
Baldwin, F o - ~ l e r ,  Lindsley, sag en^;, 
Bessette, Gandrud, McGarry, Sullivan,G.I-I., 
Blomgren, Gillam, Madigan, Sullivan,J.D., 
Brooks, Gooding, Nolan, Turnham, 
Carley, Hall, Nord, Van Hoven, 
Cashel, Hamer,  Peterson, Vibert, 
Cliff, I-Iegnes, Pntnam, Ward,  
Coleman, HOPP, Rask,  Widell, 
Cosgrove, Kingsbury, Reed, Wold, 

Those who voted in the  negative were:  
Ronniwell, Erickson, Lee, Romberg, 
Boylan, Guilford, Loonam, Schmechel, 
Callahan, Handlan, Naplin, Swanson, 
Conroy, Jackson, Orr, 
Devold, Johnson, Palmer,  
Dwyer, Larson, Ribenack, 

'Six did not vote: Anderson, Benson, Cumming, Gjerset, 
Millet, Stepan. Stepan had answered to  roll call. The  other L 

five had  not. [Denegre and Van Hoven of St.  Paul ;  Brooks, 
Coleman, Fowler and Turnham of Minneapolis and Adams 
of Duluth voted for the  bill. 

Sullivan seems to have captured all country members, 
except Bonniwell, Larson and  'Swanson, outside of the Y on- 
Partisan League group. They voted no, except Stephan. ~ 1 1 0  

did not vote. 
The Brooks-Coleman Bill. 

This bill, introduced by Senators  Brooks and Coleinarl 
of Minneapolis, took away from the  three  large cities of the 
s tate  practically al l  control of their  s t ree t  railway systems 
and put the  power into t h e  hands  of the  Railway and Ware- 
house Commission. 

There  immediately arose a tor rent  of opposition in all 
three of the large cities. T h e  city councils, mayors, com- 
mercial clubs, business organizations of all kinds, women's 
clubs, labor organizations, and  all  sor ts  and varieties of per- 
sons and clubs began to  voice their  protests. 

(In order to present the  extremes of contrast  I print 
below Mr. Lowry's appeal for t h e  passage of the  bill, fol- 
lowed by a St. Paul Daily News editorial of Jan.  18, 1921.  

Mr. Lotvry's s ta tement  follows: 
"Our position in  regard to  t h e  Brooks-Colenlan bill is 

t ha t  we feel t ha t  this bill should pass, a s  i t  i s  only by such 
legislation tha t  i t  will be practically possible for our com- 
panies to  properly serve t h e  cities in  which we operate. 

"In Minneapolis i t  i s  claimed tha t  our franchise expires 
in 1923  and i t  is obvions t h a t  t he  investing public would not 
be interested in purchasing our securities under such con- 
ditions. 

"In both Minneapolis and St .  Paul  the  local gove~~nnlents  
have granted an enlergency increase in fare ,  subject to alter- 
ation a t  any time, but such a n  arrangement  gives no stability 
to our securities. Our ent i re  01)jtxt in urging the passage 
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of this legislation is to enable us to lfinance the properties in 
such a way as  to adequately serve the traveling public. 

"During normal years we were expending between 
$1,000,100~0 and !$l,r500,000 to liee,p UIJ with the growth of the 
cities, and such expenditures are impossible under the exist- 
ing conditions. 

'"Wor the past four years we have endeavored in both 
cities to secure modifications and extensions of our exist- 
ing contracts, which would place the property on a sound 
financial basis, but have been unable to do so, and in view 
of these facts we feel that placing the rate making power 
in the hands of a n  impartial comnlission, and extension of 
our right to o,perate, subject to good behavior or ~ u r c h a s e ,  
would give contidence to the investing public to the extent 
that  we Would be able to secure the necessary funds to im- 
grove the property and render adequate service. 

",One of the immediate requirements is the addition of 
100 modern two-car trains to take care of the  rush hour serv- 
ice. 'These trains would cost not less than $20,000 per train, 
which would mean $2,0t00,000 for this item alone. 

"We feel conrfident that if this legislation passes that  
within two years the cities will feel the effect and that we 
will be able to again place ourselves in the sosition of fur- 
nishing the 'finest street railway transportation in the United 
States a t  the lowest cost to the car rider." 

The Daily News editorial: 

Robbing Municipalit ies. 
Jan .  IS, 1921. 

Suppose, Mr. Citizen: 
Tha t  a business man made a contract with you to de- 

liver a certain commodity over a lperiod of years. 
'That he  made a great fortune off this contract. 
'That, in spite of the favorable terms of the contract 

(for him) he  never made a n  offer to lower prices or give 
you any of the benetfits he gained. 

'That (finally a time came when conditions made the con- 
tract not so profitable to the business man. 

Tha t  he  went to the legislature and begged the law- 
makers to break his contract for him. 

Sup:posing all these things, Mr. Citizen, what  would you 
think of this business man? 

You would consider him a short sport, a hedger-just 
plain yellow, wouldn't you ? 

The Twin City Rapid Transit Co. is doing just these 
things. 

IT 11s TRYINlG 'TO f3NEAK THROUGH THE LEGISLA- 
TURE A LAW THAT !WILL PERMIT I T  T O  TEAR U P  ITS 
FRANCHISE A I D  LAUGH AT IT'S OONT'RACTS WITH 
YOU. 

'The Brooks-Coleman bill permits just that. Street rail- 
way franchises are contracts between company and city. For 
many years they were very profitable contracts to the Twin 
City Rapid- Transit  Co. 

'The war changed things for the company, as i t  changed 
things for you. 



4 0 Tlrc i l I i ? ~ ~ r r s o l n  Lcyis l tr fzr~c of 1921 
- 

DID YOU, IMR. IGITIZICN, GO T O  T H E  LEGISLATURE 
EWR ArD? You did not,. Then why should the company 
ask the legislature to ~n:tke scraps of paper ollt of its con- 
t racts?  

I f  a b i l l  permitting the sta.tr: railroad a n d  warehouse 
coinmission to control local utilities is  ,passed, it will be just 
as disastrous to the smaller communities a s  to St. Paul, 
,Minneapolis and Duluth. 

You who live in the smaller cities of Minnesota, how 
would you like i t  if your gas  or electric company were per- 
mitted to tear  up i ts  contract with your city? How would 
you like to have your city officials sheared of all power? 

T h e  gassage of the  Brooks-Coleman measure will estab- 
lish a precedent tha t  will rob the people of all control of 
utilities. The  movement was started four years ago with 
the telephone companies. I t  won"t end, unless a jolt is 
handed i t  r ight now, until every right is  taken from the 
municipality. 

The way to sto,p i t ?  
Watch your senator and your representative. S'EE 

TH,AT THEY PROTECT YOUR INTERESTS. Question a 

every step they make. 
Organize to  prevent this big corporation killing. 
It's up to  you. -Edi tor ,  Daily News. 
T h e  (Brooks-Coleman bill was considerably modified by 

the Senate committee, and  sent out a s  a committee bill. 
I t  came up in the Senate on special order Thursday, 

March 10t11, and the  debate followed somewhat the lines of 
the Lowry appeal and the Daily ,News editorial. 

The following account of the contest is adapted from 
the report in the  Pioneer Press:  

Advocates of the  bill successfully resisted every effort 
at amendment which would have affected vital provisions of 
the  measure. Whatever amending was  'permitted was done 
only by friends of the  bill. 

The  measure provides tha t  control of street car  fares 
shall be vested in the  State  Railroad and Warehouse corn- 
mission, while municipal councils shall retain control of serv- 
ice, routing, extensions and other matters  relating to oper- 
ation. Right to  supervise financial affairs of the  company 
is  given the s ta te  commission and changes in  indeterminate 
permits, which the  bill provides may be issued in exchange 
for present s t reet  car  franchises, may be made by the legis- 
lature. 

Transfers Are  Secure. 
Amendments made by the Senate a t  the instance of 

Senator James  D. Denegre of St. Paul clarified the language 
of the bill and provided tha t  t ransfer  privileges shall be re- 
tained and  indeterminate perinits shall be granted only to 
Minnesota corporations. 

1st. Paulites figured largely in the four-hour debate. 
@enator Denegre lpresented the amendments suggested k-r a 
committee of the  St.  Paul Association. Senator Joseph 
Jackson led the fight on the  bill. Senator Charles N. Orr also 
attacked the measure. 



The bill was lauded as a measure that would bring relief 
to widows and orphans as  well as  street railway companies, 
and denounced as  a legislative faux pas which would crucify 
the Twin Cities. 'Senator James A. Carley of Wabasha was  
the author of the "widows and orphans" phrase, while the 
"cruci~flxion" declamation was uttered by Senator Chai'les N. 
Orr of St. Paul. 

The bill, liberally amended before its 'final passage, led 
Senator Jackson to describe it  a s  "a patchwork that  nobody 
knows what it contains." 

.Amendments Are Voted Down. 

Amendments intended to radically change the bill 
were voted down with consistent regularity during the course 
of the day. The  first test vote came a t  noon on a n  amend- 
ment by 'Senator J. G. Callahan of Minneapolis, providing 
for a favorable referendum vote before the bill became oper- 
ative in  any city. 

After Senator Jackson of St. 'Paul had spoken for the 
amendment, Senator Brooks, one of the authors of the 
Brooks-Coleman bill, made a remarkable speech. H e  began 
by admitting that  the Callahan proposal for a referendum 
vote of the people struck a t  the "very life of the bill." Then 
he made the following frank statement regarding the Brooks- 
Coleman bill : 

"This bill (there is no camouflage about it)  is a street 
railway bill. I t  was designed to relieve the  situation in 
~Minneapolis. As originally drawn it  gave the street  railway 
company an indeterminate permit (which was, in fact, a 
perpetual permit), and gave the state Railroad and Ware- 
house con~mission power to regulate fares." 

The Senate  then took a recess for lunch and on again 
taking up the bill a n  amendment was presented by Senator 
Paul (Guilford of ~Minneapolis, which added a provision "that 
no indeterminate permit be effective in any city until ap- 
proved and  accepted by the chief governing body of that  
city." 

-The Guilford amendment was attacked on the same 
grounds a s  the Callahan proposal and met the same fate, by 
a vote of 18 to 42. lTwo other amendments followed, one by 
Senator James D.wyer of IMinneapolis, prohibiting anything 
in excess of a fare of 6 cents, which was defeated, 418 to 12, 
and another by .Senator 0. A. Devold, Minneapolis, who 
wanted indeterminate permit limited to ten years. The 
amendment was lost, 8 to 49. 

Arbitration Clause Is Lost. 

'Senator Devold's effort marked the last at tempt by foes 
of the bill to change its form in any material particular. 
Senator Emil Erickson of Duluth, who voted with the  oppo- 
sition throughout the day, introduced an  amendment to make 
the railroad commission a board of arbitration in disputes 
between the street railway con~panies and their em.ployes, 
but on being assured by Senatol. A. J. Rockne that  the amend- 
ment was "undoubtedly unconstitutional," Senator Erickson 
withdrew his $)roposal. 



'Several minor amendments to clarify the. phraseology of 
the bill and to make plainer the provision that only one fare 
could be cha.rged from one point to another in any city, were 
offered by Senator Adams and readily accepted. The debate 
on the final passage of the bill then started with Senator 
Jackson of the opposition, leading. In a lengthy argument 
he denied the "'deplorable conditions" which had been ad- 
vanced as  a reason for the bill existed in !St. Paul. 

"And neither do they exist in [Minneapolis to an  extent 
that  cannot be remedied by local legislation," he said. 

'Says 'It Is  (Business Proposition. 

The bill was supported by Senator Carley, who declared 
that the Senate was confronted "by a business proposition 
and the duty of determining, a s  business men, what should 
be done." 'Senator Carley declared that  the stock of trac- 
tion companies in the state was not held entirely by the 
rich and independent, but i n  many cases by widows and or- 
phans and investors of savings, and that  they were entitled 
to have their investments sroperly safeguarded. 

Senator Charles N. Orr of S t .  Paul, in o,pposing the bill, 
charged that the Brooks-Coleman bill contained but two 
features, "the indeterminate permit with the right of the rail- 
way commission to fix rates and a lot of trading material." 

"And the street car people are  coming out with a lot 
more than they expected,"' he  said. "It i s  admitted that  this 
is a street car bill and that  is what it is. The people of the 
Twin Cities are not asking for it  and I do not believe that  
the people of the state a re  clamoring for the right to regu- 
late the traction utilities of St. Paul and Minneapolis. I 
can see by the test vote tha t  this bill is likely to pass but 
.I cannot sit  here and see my city and county crucified by 
such a legislative faux pas  a s  this." 

Senator Ole Sageng denounced the bill as  ap,proving of 
"a vicious system of financing public service corporations." 

"By providing that  the interest on bonds for public im- 
provements and the bonds themselves shall be paid out of 
the earnings of the company, a means is  given the utility of 
eating i ts  cake and having i t  too," he  declared. ".I do not 
believe that this legislature should swallow a proposition of 
this kind." 

Senator Guilford and Senator Callahan of Minneapolis 
made last appeals for the defeat of the measure and Senator 
Denegre of St. Paul again reiterated his faith ih the bill, 
based upon the study and approval of the revamped bill by 
the St. Paul Association. (It was after 5 o'clock when Sena- 
tor Denegre ceased speaking and the 'Senators were calling 
for a vote, discouraging those who felt the urge of further 
oratory. 

Those who voted in the affirmative were: 
Bonniwell, Erickson, Lee, ~Ribenack, 
Callahan, Guilford, Millett, Roinberg, 
Conroy, I-Tandla~?, Saplin, tSchrneche1, 
Devold, ,Jackson, Orr, Swanson. 
Dwyer, #Tohnson, Palmer, 



Those who voted in the negative were: 
Adams, 
Anderson, 
Benson, 
Bessette, 
Blomgren, 
Boylan, 
Brooks, 
Carley, 
Cashel, 
Cliff, 
Coleman, 

Cosgrove, 
Curnniing, 
Denegre, 
Fowler, 
Gandrud, 
Gillam, 
Gjerset, 
Gooding, 
Hall, 
Hamer, 
Hegnes, 

ITopp, 
Kuntz, 
IJ;~l's011, 
I,indsley, 
McGarry, 
Nolan, 
Peterson, 
Putnam, 
Rask, 
Reed, 
Rockne, 

Sugeng, 
Stepan, 
Suiliva.n,G.'H., 
Sullivan,J.D., 
'I'u~.~ilinm, 
Van Hoven, 
Vibert, 
Ward, 
Widell, 
Wold . 

' The vote on this amendment made it pretty plain that 
the Senate didn't want t h e  people mussing up  the plans of 
the {Street Railway corn,pany. 

The bill than passed 40 to 23. 
Those who voted in the affirmative were: 

kdams, Cliff, Hamer, 
Anderson, Coleman, Hegnes, 
Baldwin, Cosgrove, HoPP, 
Bensop, Cumming, Kuntz, 
Bessette, Denegre, Lindsley, 
Blomgren, Fowler, McGarry, 
Boylan, Gillam, Nolan, 
Brooks, Gjerset, Peterson, 
Carley, Gooding, Putnam, 
Cashel, Hall, Rask, 

Those who voted in the negative were: 
Bonniwell, Gandrud, Lee, 

, Callahan, Guilford, Millett, 
Conroy, Handlan, , Naplin, 
Devold, Jackson, Orr,  
Dwyer, Johnson, Palmer, 
Erickson, Larson, Ribenack, 

PROPAGAjN DA. 

Reed, 
Rocline, 
Sullivan,G.H., 
Sullivan,J.D., 
Turnham, 
Van Hoven, 
Vibert, 
Ward, 
Widell, ,.. * 

Wold. - 
, I 

Roiuberg, 
Sageng, 
Schmechel, 
Stepan, 
Swanson. 

After this favorable action of the 'Senate a group of city 
bankers who were large holders of street railway stock and 
also heavily interested in the big city dailies, started a sys- 
tem of progaganda intended to influence house members in 
favor of the  bill. 

- Post cards were printed allit sent out to country bank- 
ers, merchants, elevator men and others all acicl~~essecl to the 
state capitol, St. Paul, leaving blank spaces to be filled in: 
Below is  a samgle of the cards which were returned in large 
numbers, some, however, having the word NOT ~ r i t t e n  in, 
"I am not in favor, etc." 

Narch l l t l i ,  19ZlI. 
I a m  in  favor of placing local transportation conlpanies 

under jurisdiction of the S ta te  Railroad and TVni~eliouse Com- 
mission, a s  proposed in the  senate committee's substitute 
(5. F. 687) for the &rooks- olem man bill now befoi-e the state 
legislature. 
Name . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
Firm Chaska Flouring Mill Co., 
City Chaska, Minn. 



Woodmen Take a Hand. 

111 addition to t h i s  Edward F. 13urns, s talc ctel)uty of t h o  
Modern Woodniell o f  Anicrica, scn t out t r)  14Tootlnicn lodg~:: 
an urgent call to increase this ~nemhership. 

On the I~aclc of this call was  printed a. c i r c~ l l a r  Icttei' 
addressed : 
Esteemed Neighbor: 

BRING TIHIS U P  AT YO UfR NEXT IMEETING. 
" A I ~  I My Brother's Keeper" 

Then follows a plea for the passage of the Brooks-Cole- 
man bill, an  analysis of the bill, and attached to the bottom 
the following form of resolution so ,perforated that it could 
be torn off and mailed to the representative: 
To the Honorable  members of the Legislature of the State 

of Minnesota: 
Whereas, We, the members o f . .  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  .Camp 

No.. . . . . . . . . . .  .of the Modern Woodmen of America, located 
a t . .  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  S t a t e  of Minne- 
sota, realizing that a large lpercentage of our menlbership 
in the Twin Cities a re  in the  employ of the Street Railway 
Systems, and while we hold no brief for the  Street 'Railway 
Companies, yet we feel tha t  if the condition of the companies 
can be stabilized, the  ,positions of these employes will be 
made more secure, and 

Whereas, This great Society, representing the common 
people of this country, stands firmly for whatever affects the 
home life of its members, and 

Whereas, We feel that  the passage of the below men- 
tioned legislation will assure the employe both a s  to the 
permanency of his position and the amount of his wage, and 
also work to the great advantage of the municipality by tak- 
ing the question out of politics and placing its final adjudi- 
cation in the hands of unbiased experts, to-wit: the State 
Railroad and Warehouse Commission and the  state Legisla- 
ture, 

Therefore, \Be I t  Resolved, Tha t  we respectfully urge our 
representative and senator to use every honorable means to 
assist in the passage of what is termed the substitute bill for 
the  Brooks~Coleman bill, which bill places the street rail- 
ways of the state under the jurisdiction of the Railroad and 
Warehouse Commission, together with the state legislature. 

. . . . . . . . . . . . .  Adopted in adjourned session this .  .day of 
March, 1921. 

Respectfully submitted, 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  Consul 

0:' 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  Clerk 
Other letters came in  to members from country bankers 

urging passage by the House. !Letters from ,people who could 
have no knowledge of the city conditions or the contracts 
that  the cities had with the Street  Railway company. 

Rise in Street Rai lway Stocks. 
As i t  gradually began to look more favorable for the 

passage of the bill in the House, the stock of the company 
rapidly rose in value from 36% to 55, and then dropped back 
to ahout 45.  Much stock changed hands. 



All sorts of 1-uliioi's were afloat to tlic effect tliat nicili- 
1,ol.s of the legislature lmtl 1,ougllt heavily of the stock. 

\Vlicn t llc stock (11-oppctl I)nclc to 45,  t 11c St .  Pal11 N e w s  
;tnnounc:ecl that thousuntls o f  d o l l n ~ ~ s  Ilatl I ~ e n  lost 1))- Icgis- 
lators wlio had i)lungetl. 

Tllc Ih i ly  Star  ~q~ul~lislletl a stoi'y to the 1:tl cct  tliat olio 
member of the House had apj~l'oached Representative Welch 
with a n  offer of a big campaign fund for the  Non-Partisan 
League, if the League members would swing into line for 
the bill. 

This  charge caused considerable of a tempest  among 
certain House members and a long investigation by the Rules 
committee of both 'Mr. ?Velch a n d  the  'Star, bu t  they found 
out nothing of consequence. Their  report  censured Welch 
a n d  the  'Star. 

Norton t o  t h e  Rescue. 
After the House committee on  Public Utilities had  held 

several hearings on the  bill,  representative Norton drew a n  
"entirely new bill" and offered i t  as a n  amendment  to  the 
Senate  bill. 

>It was claimed tha t  this  "new bill" amply ,protected all 
t he  rights of the cities, but  Representative Lightner de- 
nounced i t  a s  giving the  company three-fourths of all  tha t  
t he  original Brooks-Coleman bill had  contained, and declared 
tha t  they would come back next  session a n d  g e t  t he  rest .  

Wednesday, April 13th, th i s  new bill came  up on special 
order in the House and was debated till near ly  6 o'clock. 

A \fierce (fight was made by Lauderdale,  IMiner, Neller- 
moe, Child, Lightner, Wright  and Barnard  t o  amend the  bill 
for the greater  pl*otection of the  ,people of the  cities, but 
they were all strenuously opposed by Norton. None of any  
consequence mere adopted exce,pt one by Child providing tha t  
t h e  company should not be paid for  t racks ,  etc., ordered 
removed by the city, and one by Lauderdlale limiting indebt- 
edness to  55 per cent of the  value of the  property. 

The  most important amendment  was  offered by Bernard 
of Duluth and  provided tha t  t he  bill should not  go into effect 
in  any  city until i t  should be adopted by  vote of the   people. 

Norton strenuously opposed this  on t h e  ground tha t  the  
people could not pass intelligently on a ma t t e r  of this  kind. 

The  roll call on this  amendment  furnishes a pretty good 
test. 

Those who voted in the  affirmative were:  
Anderson, 
Arens, 
Baxter, 
Bendixen. 
Bensen, 
E e ~ n a l d ,  
Brown, 
Rurdoi.E, 
Caislson, - 
Child, 
Cullulll, 
r )~~ls i )y ,  
I h y .  

DeLury, 
Enstrom, 
Flahaven, 
Gartner, 
Gislason,C.M., 
G islason,J.T3., 
(; oociwin, 
G r a n ,  
Grant, 
I ienlstad, 
I Ion~pe ,  
I 1.1~lsr;011, 

qJac.07)son, 

Keller, 
ICleff man,  
Kozlak, 
Lagersen, 
Lauderdale, 
Lennon, 
Lightner,  
Lockhart ,  
Miner, 
Moen, 
Nellermoe, 
Nelson, 
Nordl in, 

;Olson, L. E., 
Olson, Lam, 
Pedersen, 
Perry,  J. T., 
Samec, 
Scribner, 
Shanks, 
Sluke, 
S,pelbrinlr, 
Sl)incller, 
Stahlke,  
Stein,  
Strand,  



Eriggs, 
Cameron, 
Christensen,A. 
Chrisianson,T. 
Conley, 
Cummings, 
Curtis, 
Dilley, 
Dor weiler, 
Eaton, 
Enger, 
Flaherty, 
Gerlich, 
Girling, 
Goodspeed, 
Green, F. A., 

C:l-ovcl?, 
Iierrietl, 
Hinds, 
1 I i t ~ 1 1 ~ 0 ~ l i ,  
lTo!mquis t. 
Howard, 
Hulbert, 
Johnson, 
Kelly, 
Lee, 
Levix, 
Long, 
McGivern, 

Melbye, 

A'Iillei., 
Murphy, 
Neunmn, 
Nimoclis, 
Nollet, 
Norby, 
Nordgren, 
Norton, 
O'Keefe, 
Olsen, J. TV., 
Oren, 
Parker, 
Pattison, 
Perry, T., 
Praxel, 
Putnam, 

ltalio. 
ltisse, 
Rodenberg, 
Ross, 
Selvig, 
Serline, 
Shonyo, 
Swenson,O.A., 
Taylor, 
Thomas, 
Trowbridge, 
Warner, 
Washburn, 
West, 
Wicker, 
Wilkinson, 

Four did not vote, Greene, .T. J. Haugland, Thompson, 
Speaker (Nolan. Nolan was presiding. The others had been 
excused. 

The  discussion on this amendment went to the root of 
the whole matter. Bernard declared he  could see no excuse 
for voting against it. "Here is a chance," he said, "for those 
who represent the people to assert  themselves.'" 

Representative Pattison said the street car problem is 
one that never can be solved in city politics. Norton said 
the  effect of the proposed change "would be to rob the bill e 

of all its good features." Representative Lightner insisted 
that  the "amendment would make the bill a better one." 
George W. Grant asserted the proposed change was "fair and 
reasonable." 

Representative Levin .pointed out that a bill like the one 
under discussion, involving so many technioal questions, was 
too technical for the average voter, who would not take 
the time to study it, to pass on i t  intelligently. 

Representative Levin inquired of Lightner whether the 
lat ter  does not represent the "wealthiest district in the 
state." Lightner ~ep:'esents the Seventh ward, St. Paul. 
Lightner retorted that the majority in his district is against 
the bill and the verbal wrath of Representatives Kozlak and 
Nellermoe descended on Levin, much to the amusement of 
the house. 

Close V o t e  Resu l t s .  
So close was the result of the vote on this amendmel:t 

that  the roll call consumed more than ten minutes while 
members crowded about the House floor in hurried con- 
ferences. 

"Members ought to keep their seats and not lobby for 
either side," Rep1-esentntive Child told the House, "v~hile th i s  
vote is being ~ 'ecoid~cl ."  



{Representative ~Lauderdale again cssaycd a11 a~uenct- 
nlont to substitute city councjls for the state conlmission 
thl-oughout the major portion of the bill. His proposal was 
Iiilled 613 to 40. 

After (Miner and Wright had failed to secure any amend- 
inents, Nellermoe lproyosed an amendment to gerniit school 
children under '12 years old to ride free ant1 school children 
between the ages of 112 and 17 to ride for half fare. A 
chorus of "No" silenced that  attempt. 

Next Nellermoe attem,pted to insert a ,provision in the 
bill which would have guaranteed city councils the right to 
issue franchises to ,passenger carrying agencies other than 
street car companies. Norton pointed out that  this right 
was not interfered with in the bill, which applied only to 
street car companies. This attempt also ended in failure. 

Lightner then made one of the most powerful speeches 
of the entire session in opposition. H e  marshalled his facts 
and arguments in forceful fashion and riddled the bill from 
start  to  finish. ,He declared that  this  bill was giving the 
company three-fourths of all i t  asked a t   first in the Brooks- 
Coleman bill, and that  they would come back next session 
after  the rest. 

The  work of the powerful lobby had been done too effec- 
tively. Lightner's logic fell on tired brains, and his brilliant 
thrusts made little impression. 

Everything had been nicely taken care of and the bill 
finally passed 169 to 15'7. 

Those who voted in the affirmative were: 
Briggs, Grant, Murphy, Ross, 
Brown, Green, F. A., Neuman, Selvig, 
Cameron, Grove, Niniocks, Serline, 
Christensen,A. Herried, Nollet, . Shanks, 
Chris tianson,T Hinds, Norby, Shonyo, 
Conley, Hitchcock, Nordgren, Swenson,O.A., 
Cuinmings, Holmquist, Norton, Taylor, 
Curtis, 'Howard, O'Keefe, Thomas, 
Darby, Hulbert, . Olsen, J. W., Trowbridge, 
Dilley, Johnson, Oren, Warner, 
Dorweiler, Kelly, Parker, Washburn, 
Eaton, Lee, Pattison, West, 
Enger, Levin, Perry, J. T., Wicker, 
Flaherty, Long, Perry, T., Wilkinson, 
Gerlich, MoGivern, Praxel, Mr. Spealier. 
Girling, McLaughlin, Rako, 
Goodspeed, McPartlin, Risse, 
Gran, Miller, Rodenberg, 

Those who voted in the negative were: 
Anderson, Cullum, Henlstad, Lennon, 
Arens, Day, Hompe, Lightne:, 
Baxter, DeLury, Iverson, Lockhart,. 
Bendixen, Ens trom, Jacobson, Melbye, 
Bensen, Flahaven, Keller, Niner, 
Bemard, Gartner, Kleff man, Moen, 
Carlson, Gislason,C.M., Kozlak, Nellern~oe, 
Child, Gislason, J. B., Lagersen, Nelson, 
Burdorf, Goodwin, Lauderdale, Nordlin, 



Olson, L. E., Swanst~ 'oni ,  Putnaln,  \Yalwoi-th, 
Olson, Lars,  Sweitzer, Samec, Welch, 
Pedersen, Swenson,C J . ,  Scril)ner, \Vriglit, 
S tahlke, Swenson, E., Sluke, 
Stein, Teigen, Spelbrinlc, 
Strand, Thorlcelson, Spindler, 

T. J. Gineene, IIauglancl and Tl~ompson had been ex -  
cused and were absent.  

Haugland and Thompson were opposed to the bill, while 
Greene had been sick and  unable to at tend nearly all the  
session. 

11 a m  going to  venture a prediction that  this bill will not 
sett le the  question. 

I t  is too much like the  cost-plus scheme. 
'I'here i s  l i t t le inducement to economy or efficiency in 

management o r  operation. 
'The whole theory of fa rming out  to  corporations a large 

part  of the  .public functions of a city is all wrong. 
Bhery necessary public function shoulcl be perforinecl 

by the city itself, s t ree t  railways, gas, water,  electricity, just 
a s  much a s  sewer,  sidewalks, paving or any other part  of 
the public streets.  

This,  I predict, will be  t h e  only final solution. 
N o  Public Service Corporations. 

Where  a g ran t  of franchise is necessary to  get any serv- 
ice into private or corporate hands  tha t  is a sure indication 
that  such service i s  a public business and should be so  
tmiiuc'Led. 

This is not socialism. I a m  a s  fai. frciil being a socialist 
a s  airy m a n  in  ~Minnesota. 

This  is t h e  age-old rule,  recognized from the  earliest  
dawn of history to  t h e  present  day, t h a t  the common path is  
a public affair not  a private or corporate affair. 

Whenever a city h a s  taken over and operated i ts  own 
~ ~ u h l i c  utilities, in almost every case, there  has  been a great  
saving in the  cost of service. 

The  city of Duluth owns i t s  own plant and is  now sell- 
ing gas  at lower r a t e s  than  a n y  $public utility corporation 
in the world. $30 say  t h e  Duluth papers. Extensions have 
been made, where needed, they a r e  erecting their own build- 
ing to save rent .  T h e  bonded indebtedness has  been reduced 
$97,900 in the  past  four  years ,  and  all this  without increzs- 
ing the price of gas during this  period of excessive costs. 

For  many years  the  cities of ~Seat t le ,  Cleveland and Win- 
nipeg have owned and operated their  cwn electric systems 
and in all.  th ree  have furnished electricity to the city itself 
and to paGons a t  a maximum of 3 cents a kilowat hour for 
light and nluch lower for power. 

The  same is  t rue  of the  Province of Ontario which now 
owns a l ~ d  operates the  ent i re  electric system of the Province, 
having recently taken over the  last  pi'ivate conce ix  

The  Province h a s  operated this system for 1 0  years,  
a n d  in 1920 i t  was  serving 235 cities and i11terveni:lg ten-i-  
tory. I t  had  1.educed t h e  price of electricity from 9 cents to  
13 a liilowat h o u ~  and was t h e  most succei;\ful tiitcrpi*ise 



of its kind on the continent. I t  is now the greatest  electric 
light arid 13owcr plant in the  world. 

MU,NICIPAL LIGHT:I.NG GROWING S T E A D I L Y .  

There a re  now 2,,3118 electric light and power plants 
~nunicipally owned and operated in the  United States ,  accord- 
ing to the last report of the  Census. 

This  shows the usual steady gain of municil)al owner- 
ship. In 1902 there were only 8115 municipal plants while 
2,8015 were privately owned and  o,perated. At tha t  time 
municipal plants were only 24 per cent  of the  whole number. 
Since then the municipal plants have steadily gained upon 
the private both in number and  in percentage. In 1917 the 
municipal plants constituted 35.43 .per cent  of the  whole. 

From 190,2 to 1917 privately-owned plants  increased froin 
2,805 to 4,224 or about 801 per cent. But  during the saine 
period municipally-owned plants increased from 815 to 2,318 
or  180 per  cent, over twice a s  fast. T h e  following shows the 
growth in the number of municipally-owned plants  as com- 
pared to tha t  of the privately-owned .plants: 

Growth o f  !Municipal ly and Privatjedy-Owned :Electr ic 

L i g h t  P lan ts  

P e r  Cent of 
Y eax Municipal Pr ivate  Total Municipal Plants 
18881 1 7 8 
1890 13  7 872 1,0.019 13.50 
1895 38 t i  1,690 2,076 18.50 
1900 710 2,514 3,2214 22.02 
1905 98s 3,074 4,064 2'4.3 0 
190 7 1,2;52 3,462 4,7:14 26.40 
1912 1,567 3,659 5,221 30.00 
1916 1 ;5 8.0 3,4518 5,013 8 31.30 
1917 2,318 4,2124 6,:542 35.43 

Lincoln, Nebraska, made a ne t  profit of $11,235.41 on the 
commei.cia1 branch of i t s  municipal l ight plant alone last  
year. And the branch h a s  not cost t he  tax.payers a single 
cent. 

Illustrations of this  kind could be extended indefinitely. 
Municipal  St reet  <Railways. 

Outside of the 'United S t a t e s  s t ree t  railways a r e  usually 
owned and operated by the municipality. Here  we have just 
fa.irly gst  started. 

San Francisco has successfully c.peratec1 a part  of the 
s t rezt  railway system for  several years,  and  I recently 
clipped the following from a n  official document:  

"T!ie rnunicil>ally-owned s treet  ca r  l ines of S t .  Peters- 
burg, Fla., have increased the wages of their  employes 25 
per cent recently. still keep tke '5-cent fare,  and a r e  ~ n a k i n g  
a slight profit besides. St .  Petershurg owns all of i ts  public 
utilities except its ice plant and is  going af te r  that." 

.The venture of Seattie in the  ownership and operation 
of i t s  stl-eet railway system has  not  proved so  successful. 
owing to the fact that the  city paid about  $5,000,000 too nlucll 
for tlic p l an t  (1.~1-i!ig the atllninisti.ation of the marc or  less 
notoi*ious Ole I-Ianson. 



Advantages of Publ ic ly Owned S t r e e t  Rai lways. 

Publicly owned street railways present many advantages 
over the system of private or corporate crwnci~rjhi~~. 

Firs t ,  the cost of putting in the system and niaking e'x- 
tensions can  be assessed against  the benefited lot owners,  
just as we  now assess for sewers ,  water  mains, sidewalks, 
lpaving, drainage systems in the country and many other 
things tha t  a r e  lpaid for by those who reap the  bene'fit any  
way whether  they a r e  asked to pay for i t  or not. 

This  h a s  sometimes been done under private ownership 
by a system of voluntary contributions by benefited lot own- 
ers ,  and  t h e  Federal  Public Utilities Commission h a s  recom- 
mended s.pecia1 assessments to  meet  the  cost of extensions 
even under  private ownership. 

Paid for  i n  this  way a s t r ee t  railway system would be 
free from bonded indebtedness and watered stock on which 
interest  mus t  be  paid. T h e  fares  and charges can thus  be 
fixed to  cover only cost of service and the patrons relieved 
of a large pa r t  of the  burden they must  now bear. 

Second, ;politics. There  has  probably been no more cor- 
rupting influence in politics than  private and corporate own- 
ership of public utilities. They a r e  always in politics and  
it is imlpossible tha t  i t  should be otherwise. Under proper 
civil service rules, t he  publicly owned utility would be  in 
politics no more than is  the  paving or the sewer department  
of a city. 

Third,  Efficiency and Economy. Efficiency i : ~  public serv- 
ice cafi be secured a s  soon a s  we get  wise enough to adopt 
the  system of John Leitch, of a minimum wage and bonus for 
efficiency and  economy in service. 

Leitch put  his system into operation in many private 
manufacturing- plants with most  remarkable results. His  
book describing these cases  is well worth reading. 

I t  will not  be many years  before public service corpora- 
t ions will be  a thing of the  past ,  and the people mill be 
getting cheaper and bet ter  service. 

J u s t  how fa r  public service may be necessary will depend 
largely on the  ease  with which individual and co-operative 
effort can supply general needs. 

In some of the  range towns of  northern Minnesota school 
teachers ]find i t  impossible to secure suitable living quarters.  

T h e  legislature passed a bill em1)owering school boards 
to build homes for teachers,  a s  a part  of their public school 
system; bu t  t h e  Governor failed to sigil the bill. It was  a 
"pocket veto" but  just as effective. 

In  many small cities the  milk supply i.; inadequate and 
unsafe. 

A bill was  passed permitting cities to establish public 
plants to  pasteurize and distribate milk, but hel-e agai!l the 
Governor interfered with a "pocket veto." 

Would i t  be different if we stol);wl pel~alizin:: industry? 
Would private and ~o-olicl.al i:.e cho i  t thcn :;up1)1~- I ht, 

demand ? 
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CHAPT,ER VI. 

T A X A T I O N .  

It is now quite generally conceded that taxation is tlic 
iiiost vital public question yet unsolved. 

The fact that both House and Senate appoilitetl con -  
missions to study the subject and report to the nest legis- 
lature is pretty good evidence. 

The intricate and complicated, not to say stupid ant1 
criminal, system of federal taxation has forced most busl- 
ness and professional men to inquire whether it  is not possi- 
ble to simplify our tax systems. 

May i t  not be that there really is such a thing as  a sys- 
tem of "Natural Taxation?" 

Nearly forty years ago one of the most eminent of New 
Y o ~ k  lawyers, Thomas IG. Shearman, published a book by 
that title, which was widely read a t  the time and very favois- 
ably considered. 

Shearman was a personal friend of !Henry George and 
quite agreed with him on the subject of taxation. 

The Ability Theory. 
There are still many good people who insist that folks 

should pay taxes in proportion to their ABILITY. 
Do lpeople pay for anything else according to their 

ability? 
When you go t o  the store for a suit of clothes, a sack 

of flour, a bushel of potatoes, a dozen eggs or a pound of 
butter, is the price ,fixed according to your ability? 

,Does the storekeeper ask you how much you are worth, 
before he fixes the price of the stuff you buy? 

Did you ever ;pay for a seat in the movies according to 
your ability? 

Some lawyers, doctors and surgeons, i t  is true, some- 
times fix their charges according to the wealth of their vic- 
tims; but in all the ordinary affairs of life we pay for what 
we get, without any regard a t  all to our ability. 

And I suspect we ought to pay for the benefits of govern- 
ment according to what we get-not according to our ability. 

As a matter of fact, under our present system of taxa- 
tion, or rather lack of system, the common run of people pay 
taxes in proportion to their lPIOVERTY-not their wealth- 
not their ability-not according to the benefits they receive. 
Tha t  i s  one great reason why they a re  poor. 

Can you make a railroad or other public service corpora- 
tion $pay any taxes? 

NpEVER. 'The more taxes you ,put upon them the higher 
rate they must charge, and their patrons pay it-they 1133 
i t  and that is the end of it, unless they pay it as a part of 
the necessary expense of a productive business. In tha? 
case they pass it  along to the consumer-the end man-who 
can't pass i t  any further. 

Can you make a merchant, or nmnufacturer, 01- l~an l i~ l . ,  
or any other middle-man ,pay any taxes? 

Yes, what he  ,pays on the land he occupies; 1111t nat 
what is levied on his buildings or stock in t rade,  t l i c s ~  lie 
ngqwc. nn t n  t h e  con.;llmel- 



The higher money is taxed, the liigller w i l l  interest  be; 
ant1 there is n o  power on eart 11 that  can c.hango that  cco- 
~ioniic law 

Of courstl you ~iiigll t  (::11~11 ~lio~lit?d 1 1 1 ~ ~ 1 1 ,  ;is tlloy di f l  f l lc  
Jews  in tho iniddlt: ages, and 1,111 then1 011  tlic i x c ~ l c  01- i l l  

1)rison till they were willing to lend at low interest. But  
someliow we tliinlc we a r e  niore civilized than tha t  now, so  
we tax them and the #poor borrower pays the whole bill- 
taxes, interest ,  profits and  all. 

TH'E MEASURE .OF T H E  'BENEFITS ,OF GOVERNMENT'. 

All the  benefits of government a r e  accurately nleasured 
-not by a n y  man-made statutes-but by a law of nature as 
irresistible a s  the  law of gravit a t '  ion. 

W h a t  i s  t h a t  measure? 
The  measure is  th i s :  
T h e  benefits of all  good government a r e  accurately re- 

flected in  the  value of land. 
Why is a lot in one par t  of a city worth 'five-ten-a 

hundred-a thousand t imes as much a s  the same sized lot  
in another par t  of t h e  same city? 

Everybody knows the  answer.  
Where t h e  s t reets  a r e  improved-paved and curbed, 

with sidewalks, water ,  gas, sewer, s t reet  car  service, etc., 
there lots will b e  high ,priced, provided only tha t  these im- 
provements have been put  in  where they were needed- 
where the  people congregate and need them to use. 

Build a new school house and lots go up in ar ice.  
Run a paved road through the country and the  fa rms 

will sell for more money. 
But good government i s  not the only thing tha t  increases 

the price of land in t h e  country or lots in t h e  city. 
Every child born into the  world adds to the value of 

land. 
Every self-supporting immigrant adds about $1,000 to 

the land value of the  city when he  leaves his ship. 
This,  then,  is t h e  natural  law: 
The  value of land is created and sustained by  the  rpres- 

ence of the  people; by their  civilization, by their  intelli- 
gence; by the  services their  government renders;  by every- 
thing that  makes  a place more clesirable for a home or  a 
business location. 

I t  therefore follov~s t h a t  people should pay for the  sup- 
port of our comnlon needs-not according to  their  wealth or  
their poverty-not according to their  physical or  mental 
abi l i ty;  but according to the value c f  the land they possess. 

Most farmers  and city home owners-inost workers of 
all kinds. whethei. in co:lntry or city-are now p a ~ ~ i n g  thi.ee 
01, f o u r  ~ i l n e s  21s lnucll taxes a s  they woulcl under this theory. 

The  big land grabbers-those who own our niines, for- 
ests,  water power, wharf and dock sites,  and downtown city 
lots-they pay less than they tvould. 

So, also, do the  owners of va1ual)le unused fai-in lands,  
and those "who add ficld to field till there is no  l)lace" a s  
the T3il)lic1al w1.it.w puts it-till tllci-e is no  place for the  land- 
I P S S  f i ~  I ' I I I P ~ '  01' WOI%CI' .  



The L e g i s l a t u r e  o f  1921. 
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x ~ t r ~ a t i o n ?  
Yes, cons1tlt.1-able; I)u t n o t  nearly so n11ic11 :is they 111ight 

have done, had they 1)een less t ilnid. 
THE IRO'N O R E  T A X  BILLS .  

11 a m  here presenting a brief story of tlie struggle of the 
)people of ~Minnesota to get more taxes out of tlie owners of 
her incon~parably rich mineral lands. 

T h e  struggle has  been long and  fierce. 
Much of the time there has  been lack of wisdonl on both 

sides. 
W e  can  learn by the failures of those who honestly 

tried, but  knew not how. 
T h e r e  is a story to the effect t ha t  when iron was first 

discovered in Minnesota, Charlemagne Tower,  who owned 
some of the  ore land, appeared before the  legislature of the  
s tate  and urged tha t  something be done to  encourage t h e  
infant industry of mining the  ore. 

Mr.  Tower's plan was to exempt iron ore land from all 
taxation of every description. There  were to  be no taxes on 
the  ore land for state,  county, township, city, village, schools, 
roads or  a n y  other purpose until such time a s  ore was mined. 
T h e n  there  was to be a small tax  of 1 cent  a ton t o  b e  paid 
into the  s ta te  treasury. The  local communities got nothing 
-for any  purpose. The  brilliant idea was tha t  so long as 
the  mine was not used i t  would cost nothing in taxes to hold 
on to  it. 

J u s t  how this ivould encourage the  industry of mining 
ore is not very plain, but the  legislature fell for i t  and the  
governor did not veto the bill. 

T h e  tax  of 1 cent a ton when t h e  ore was mined was the  
noted and notorious "tonnage tax" which the  steel t rus t  and 
other  ore interests have been "hollering" about s o  much for 
the  pas t  two years. They have been telling us tha t  this 
"tonnage tax" worked so  disastrously tha t  i t  was soon re- 
pealed, and we a re  solemnly warned never to  enact another! 

How It W o r k e d .  
It is indeed very t rue tha t  this  system worked disas- 

trously, but i t  was not soon repealed. T h e  owners of mineral 
lands opposed its  repeal most desperately, and i t  remained 
on the  s tatute  books for 1 6  years. 

During all those years the  people in the  iron country 
couldn't ge t  a dollar of tax out of the  millions of iron prop- 
e r ty  fo r  schools, roads or any  other purpose. T h e  situation 
became so scanclalous that  i t  a t t racted attention a11 over the  
country, and the pl-esent writer was  commissioned by a n  
eastern magazincl t o  v i s i t  t l i  c il.011 cou11 t l ' ~ ' ,  11l; t I i~ ;1 (*;11~ful 
survey and prepare an article on the subject:  "TVlmt Is  
the Matter With Northern Minnesota?" 

T h e  first man in the iron country to whom I gut  the 
question made this 1-eply : 

"Matter! This is what is t he  mat te r :  T h e  iron land 
owners and  the two oi~c-c~:~~-i*ying i.oacls have  got possession 
of the  ear th and  tlic rest of' us a re  their  slaves! " 



Ruined Towns.  
A careful exainination verifiod his statcnicnt. Thero 

wasn't a decent schoolhouse in the entire iron country; not 
a foot of pavement; no water or sewer systenls; no gas or 
electricity; hardly a rod of sidewalk; and the roads from one 
mining town to the next were so rough and dangerous that 
one could almost be buried in the swamps i f  he got off the 
end of the uncovered corduroy. I t  was safer to walk than 
l o  urive and I did walk over many miles of the worst cou~itry 
roads that  I have ever seen. 

Yes, I walked and I s a w - 4  saw the disastrous effects 
of exempting iron land owners from all taxation so long 
a s  they kept their mines closed. I saw villages deserted, 
homes destroyed, stores empty, a few slouchy denizens of 
the ruined towns still lingering on, hoping against hope for 
the times when the mines would reopen and there would be 
work again. 

I saw all these things and my blood boiled. I su.ppose 
I described what I saw with some vigor and perhaps in rather 
lurid language. 

The  eastern magazine in which my sunmary was pub- a, 

lished had a very wide circulation. A copy fell into the 
hands of S. A. lStockwel1 of ~Minneapolis, who had been a 
member of the  state legislature and who determined to con- 
test the  district again on the  issue of repealing the "tonnage 
tax" law, so that  automatically the mining lands would be 
listed for taxation and the peo,ple of the range country would 
be able to have schools and roads and other accessories of 
civjlization. 

Stockwell  Elected. 
lstockwell was elected in spite of the handicap of running 

as a Democrat in  a strong Republican district-elected by a 
good substantial majority-showing that the people will re- 
spond when appealed to in  the  name of justice and fair play. 

This  was in  the fall of 1896. 
Shortly after  the election Mr. Stockwell sent a letter to 

each member of the coming legislature briefly stating the 
facts in the case of the  people of northern Minnesota against 
the mine owners and asking their support for the repeal of 
the foolish and stupid statute. 

Large numbers responded favorably. 
Attorney [General Child and \State Auditor "Bob" Dunn 

both gave i t  a s  their opinion that  this peculiar statute was 
never constitutional and that  it  could have been knocked 
out a t  any time if  only someone had taken the case into the 
courts. 

Lobbyists Flocked. 
However, i t  now seemed the  easier w2y to have the 

special law repealed, so a bill was dl3nmTn repealing the old 
law and introduced into the senate; and now the real fight 
began. The mining companies and other iron land owners 
got especially busy. They maintained a p o ~ e r f u l  lobby a t  
the state capitol from the early part of the session. Train- 
loads of people were induced to come to St. Pan1 from Du- 
luth and the mining districts to .protest against the very act  
of the legislature that' would give them money to  educate 



tliajr children and to make their towns and cicies lit plnct:.; 
for civilized people to live. I t  is easy to secure delegations 
to come to St. Paul to favor or object to legislation when 
their railway fare and hotel bills are  paid. One senator fro111 
Duluth declared that if  the bill were to pass, northern {Minne- 
sota would secede from the state and set  up n separate gov- 
ernment of their own. The country would be utterly ruined 
because all the mines would close and there would be nothing 
for the :people to do to earn a living. 

The crisis came on Thursday, [March 4, 1897. The next 
day was Friday, a short session, and then came the  week-end 
recess. 

The mining lobby took the noon train for Duluth, feeling 
safe that  nothing would happen till the next week, but you 
know what sometimes happens to the "best laid plans." 

!Bill Cal led Up. 

t3carcely had the train, loaded with the mining magnates 
and their lobbyists, pulled out of the St. Paul Union depot, 
when Senator James T. Wyman of Minneapolis rose from 
his seat and solemnly moved that  "the rules be so far  sus- 
pended that  Eenate File ]No. 42;1 ( the repeal bill) be given 
i ts  second and third reading and placed on its final passage." 

!Right then pandemonium broke loose. The  senator from 
Duluth and others who stood with him were desperate. They 
fought bitterly, but Wyman won. Only 1 2  senators voted 
against suspending the rules; and then the bill was passed 
with just four negatil-e botes-spencer of Duluth, f i l l e r  of 
Little Falls, Culkin of Wright county and Greer of Wabasha. 

'In a few moments the bill reached the $House, whereupon 
Jacobson of Lac qui Parle moved to suspend the rules aria 

pass the bill. His motion was carried without a single nega- 
tive vote. Then Governor Clough attached his signature and 
the first great victory of the people against the mine owners 
was an accomplished fact. 

This was nearly 24 years ago. 
It  was %7 years between my 'first and my next visit to 

the iron country. The transformation was wonderful, and 
still continues. The towns and cities have paved streets, 
sidewalks, sewers, water, gas and electricity; the  country 
roads are  the best in the state;  the villages a r e  connected 
by miles of sidewalks all well lighted. The  school buildings 
are among the finest in  the  world and a re  equipped with 
every modern appliance for manual training, cooking, sew- 
ing and all the mechanical and domestic arts ,  while the 
great assembly rooms a re  high and well lighted and venti- 
lated, and some, a t  least, beautifully decorated with paintings 
and statuary. 

Such a re  some of the results of a simple change in the 
tax laws-a change that  took for public use a small part of 
the  common inheritance, all of which the public ought to 
have had. 

In most of the mining districts the taxes a re  very low, 
only a few mills on the dollar of valuation as compared with 
taxes outside of the lnining locations. 
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This is a strong reason why the state ought to get a con- 
siderable additional tax when the ore is taken out, and the  
only crog that nature will ever produce is gone forever. 

The Next Move.  

Hardly had the first great victory of the people over the 
mine owners been won by the repeal of the old inadequate 
"tonnage tax" law, when there arose a demand for a new 
kind of tonnage tax. This time it was not proposed to tax 
the ore a t  a certain amount per ton in lieu of all other taxes, 
as  had been the case with the old law, but in ADDITIOIN to 
all other taxes. 

The plan for a n  AiDD5TIONAL tax when the ore was 
taken out was based on the fact that  iron ore is different 
from farm crops. The farm will raise a crop each year and 
will stay with us for purposes of taxation as well, just a s  
long a s  ,people need food to eat  and clothes to wear; but 
there will never be but one crop of iron ore. When that 
one crop is gone i t  is gone forever, and the value of the 
mine for purposes of taxation is also gone, never to return. 

For these reasons the movement for a new "tonnage tax" 
gained rapid headway among the farmers of the state, and 
by 19017 'R. H. Jefferson of Cottonwood county and H. 0 .  
Bjorge of Becker county were joint authors of a bill that  
would have given the state about a million dollars a year 
in additional taxes when the ore was mined. This bill was 
killed and Mr. Jefferson was punished a t  the next election; 
but Bjorge came back to the legislature of 1,909 more de- 
termined than ever. His  bill p r ~ v i d e d  that  for every ton 
of ore taken out of the ground a tax of froin 3 t o  5 cents 
should be paid into the state treasury. 

Johnson's Veto. 

The steel trust and other mine owners made a most 
bitter fight but the bill #finally passed the House, 60 to 57, and 
went through the senate, 38 to 24, and was then vetoed by 
Governor Johnson. 

>Mr. Bjorge came back to each legislature until 1919, and 
each time except 1 9 l 5  he  introduced and tried to pass a 
"tonnage tax" bill. All of his bills were of the same general 
character. They all provided for a tax on the gross value of 
the ore a t  the mouth of the mine. 

It was this GRJOSIS value princi~ple in the bill that  pre- 
vented it from gaining support in the cities. Gross earnings 
taxes were very popular a t  this time, and Mr. Bjorge and his 
fellow supporters of these gross value bills should not be 
condemned too severely for failing to see the serious objec- 
tlon and correct it. Indeed Mr. Bjorge in 1913 admitted to 
the pikesent u-riter that  the bill ought to be based on the NET 
or NATURAL value of the ore, but he declared it was a pretty 
difficult thing to frame a bill on those lines. 

The objections to GIRO~SS value bills are  real and valid: 
1. A gross value bill would tax all ore the same amount, 

i f  it were worth the same a t  the mouth of the mine, regard- 
less of the fact that some ore might cost 10 cents a ton to 
I ~ I ' O C ~ I I C P  a n d  other  ore $5 a ton. 



2. The  gross value 1)i l l  taxes the labor, capital and en- 
t,erprise enlployed i n  tho I)usi~iess of iitini~ig, as well A S  taxing 
the  heritage valup ir~lierent 111 1110 ore For t l i i s  i.eason ncarly 
all business men opposed the h i l l  It was a tax on business 
--a special txx o n  o n e  part~c.\:lal- I~~rs~i iess - thc  I ~ I ~ S ~ I I G S S  o f  
inining ore. And there wo~l t l  be no 1<1iowing how soon the 
princirple would be extendctl to other lines of  l~us iness  like 
milling, manufacturing, handling gihain or any other particu- 
lar  business. 'The grain a n d  mill nien were especially afraid 
of it, for  there were niany niembeix of the legislature who 
were trying to impose special taxes on tlie handling of 
grain. 

3. 'For the  same reason, careful students of taxation 
opposed the  bill, because, being a tax on labor and production, 
i t  would surely add to the cost of tlie finished product and be 
passed on to the  consumer Labor members from t h e  cities 
were therefore against  it. 

4. In some cases such a gross value tax would amount 
to  more than  the  entire profit of mining. 'The plea was  valid 
tha t  those mines that were running on a close margin of 
profit would inevitably have to close. One mine producing 
high-grade ore was  operated for four  years  a t  a constant 
loss, and  closed down permanently. I t  has  not opened since. 
A gross value tax would have closed i t  sooner. Tt was shown 
tha t  another  mine would have paid three t imes as much 
taxes under a '2 #per cent gross value bill a s  all  i t s  profits 

. amounted to. 
I t  was considerations such as these that  killed tlie 1917 

bill in the  Senate after it h ~ c l  112 . i c d  t h t s  f rouse by a vote 
of 69 to  61. 

I t  was  this  line of argument that  in 1919 induecv! i\lIr. 
Bendixen to  withdraw his gross value bill and have it re- 
drawn on the  principle of taxing NET or NATURAL value 
of the  ore. 

N e t  Value Bil l .  
T h e  first hTET value bill was drawn by W. G. Roylance, 

legislative expert  of the Non-Paitisan League, in consultation 
with the  present writer, who has always insisted t h a t  only 
a ne t  value bill would be fair to all niine owners. If there 
were no ne t  value in the ore, there would be no t a x ;  if the 
ne t  o r  natural  value were sinail the tax would be small;  if 
the  net  value were great. a s  in some mines, the  tax  would 
be  heavy;  and these are  the mines that  coulcl stand a heavy 
tax. 

Mr. ~Roylance, among othei' qualifications, was a inining 
expert  and student of taxation. He quickly saw the  necessity 
of basing the tax on the net or natural value of the ore. His  
bill was introduced into the House by Mr. Welch, but  failed 
to  pass, lacking two votes of getting tlie required 66.  There 
were only 6 1  votes cast against it. This bill would undoubt- 
edly have passed had it not been for the fact t ha t  i t  was 
dubbed a "Non-Partisan League" bill and inany inexubc.rs were 
bitterly hostile to  anything that had tha t  label. Another 
objection to  this bill was  raised by some because it did not 
specifically direct the tax coninli\sioii how to d e t e ~ ~ n i i n e  the  
NET value on which to base t h ~ ,  tax. 
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At the extra session of 1919  Mr. Welch introduced h i s  
bill again. 'Mr. Bendixen also introduced his "net value" 
i l l .  This bill caine up first and passed the  House by a vote 
of 1 0 1  to 22. It  later gassed the Senate, 38 to 218, and was  
votoccl by  Governor I3urnquist. 

Burnquist Muddled. 

It  is an  interesting and rather amusing fact that  the 
objections to this bill raised by the governor in his veto 
message can none of them be found in the bill a s  it passed. 
All these objections would have been valid against the 
GROSS value bill, but that  bill had been abandoned by Mr. 
Bendixen in the general session in the winter, and the bill 
that  passed a t  the extra session contained none of those ob- 
jections. 

I t  did, however, contain one serious objection. Royalty 
paid by a mining company to a mineral land owner for rper- 
mission to remove ore was not deducted a s  a n  expense of 
mining. 

This i s  esgecially desirable, a s  a bill to tax royalties re- 
ceived by landowners was introduced as  a companion bill, 
and the  royalty certainly should not be taxed against both 
the landowner and the operating company. 

The 'Bendixen bill had one important advantage over the 
Welch bill; i t  gave the tax conlmission specific directions how 
to  arrive at the net value of the ore a s  the basis of taxation. 
Mr. Roylance, who drafted the Welch net value bill, recom- 
mended that  such specific directions be embodied in any bill 
that  might be introduced. 

Such, in brief, is the history of the movement for the  
. proger taxation of Minnesota's iron land owners-most of 

whom are  not even residents of the state. But sup,pose they 
were? What  difference does it  make to the plain people of 
Minnesota whether they are  r ~ b b e d  by residents or out- . 
siders ? 

a believed that  the business men would be practically a 
unit for the taxation of both the royalties collected by such 
mineral land owners a s  preferred to lease out their mines; 
and secondly, an equal tax on the net or natural value of the 
ore taken out by the operating companies. 

This belief was later fully verified; for when the matter 
was fairly presented to the heads of the leading business 
houses, wholesale, retail, jobbing, manufacturing, etc., they 
responded almost to a man. 

I prepared bills providing for a tax of 10  ,per cent on 
both royalties and n e t  value of ores and submitted them to 
thousands of leading business nlen. 

They not only gave their approval, but furnished the 
money to meet all necess~lry expenses. 

$Petitions were circulated favcring a "tax of a t  least 1 0  
per cent on the roya l t ies  and  ne t  grof i ts of those who own 
and exploit our great iron ore ciegosits." 

These petitions were signed by nearly every business 
house in Northfield, Ftiri1)ault. Winona. every town ancl vil- 
lage in Le Sueur cou:lty, 3Ilt!lliato and St. Cloucl, tvllile prac- 
tically every leading 1,uc;ines.: hail.(> i n  l\Tinneapolis. St P a u l .  



Rochester, New UIm, I S ~ .  Peter, Alexandria, Sauk Center and 
other places contributed to the expense of the work which 
lasted nearly a, year and a half. 

All political parties declared for the passage of bills txs- 
ing iron ore. 

The Non-Partisan League and the Working Pcop!c?'s X011- 

Partisarl Political ,League made this their leatiin:: il;suc, a n d  
their candidates proclaimed the doctrine a t  every meeting. 

I M ~ .  Hodgson, a s  Democratic candidate for governor, nladc 
the issue a vital ;part of his campaign. 

The Republican elimination convention declared for a 
"fair and  equitable tonnage tax," and /Mr. Preus carefully 
examined the bills which I had prepared and approved them. 

The ~Minneapolis Saturday 'Lunch Club put the question 
of a tax of a t  least 10 ,per cent up to every candidate i n  
Hennepin county and received favorable replies from the 
following who were elected: Kozlak, ~Olson, Child, Nimocks, 
Washburn, West, [Miner, Nellermoe, Lauderdale, Swensor, and 
Girling. Hulbert, 'Nolan and Lennon had voted for the 5 per 
cent bill a t  the extra session and ,Hulbert had voted for the 
1 0  per cent bill a t  the general session. Norton and Howard 
(who had voted against all bills in both 1919 sessions) and 
Cameron and Eaton made no relply to the Lunch Club's ques- 
tions. 

Mr. Preus was elected governor and fuliy 100 members 
of the House were elected ,pledged to vote affirmatively. 

Speaker hTolan appointed a tax committee which was ex- 
pected to be two to one for iron ore taxation. 

(Gov. Preus, in his message to the legislature, ~ ~ ~ - g e d  thc 
passage of a fair and equitable bill and declared he would 
sign it. 

S I X  BILLS INTRODUCED.  
Mr. [Bendixen introduced a bill providing for a tax of 

8 per cent to be "in lieu of all state taxes on iron ore and 
other ores." 

This would have exempted all unused inines and ail un- 
mined ores in used mines from the state ad valorem tax and 
would have lost to the state about $1,6010,0100 annually, besides 
being of doubtful constitutionality. 

Mr. Welch then introduced the 10 per cent bill. This tax 
would be in lieu only of the state ad valorem tax on such 
ore a s  was subjected to the 10  per cent tax, and would be 
more likely to be sustained by the courts. 

Mr. Trowbridge came forward with a bill putting a tax 
on iron ore, stone, gravel, sand, clay, peat, and any other 
resource when the same should be severed from its natural 
bed. 

Mr. Warner presented a constitutional amendiuent, so as 
to clear up the question of the power of the legislature 10 
impose such taxes. 

Mr. Parker introduced his 5 per cent t a s  o n  i~l ir i ing isojT- 
alties which had  passed the House in 1919 by a vote of 92. 
to 25 and been lost in the Senate by one vote. 

And finally Mr. Wilkinson put in a bill to double thcl 
state tax on iron ore, leaving the local tasc3s t h c  salnc ; I \  

at p i w e n t .  



T H E  T A X  COMMITTEE AND ITS W C R K .  

The tax coniinittee now I)egan to considcr a11 thow 1)ills. 
The attorney general was asked for an opinion as to con- 

stitutionality and reported that he believed the state had the 
power to levy an "occupation" tax on the I)usiriess of mininx 
ore. 

This raised a new question. A11 cccupat ion tax does not. 
look good to business and professional men, a n d  justly so. 

It  was contended that the bill favored by the attorney 
general, while labelled an occupation tax, yet eliulinated prac- 
tically every process of the real occupation, 01' business, of 
mining ore from the operation of the tax and left only the 
n e t  or n a t u r a l  value of the ore a s  the basis of thc: tax, aud 
was therefore in reality a tax on that   art or the value of 
mined ore, in lieu of the state ad valorem tax which would 
have been paid if the ore had remained unmined. 

When i t  came to fixing the rate of taxation the commit- 
tee was greatly divided. \Some who had voted for a tax 
of 10 per cent in 19'19 now favored a rate a s  low a s  5 per 
cent. Others favored 6 per cent, 7 Iper cent or 8 per cent. 
Only two, Welch and ~Nordlin, stood out for the tax of 113 
per cent. 

The foilowing table shows the way each member of the 
committee had previously voted (All but Wash bu rn had 
been members in 19119) and how they voted in committee: 

Wicker, chairman 
. . . . . . . . . .  Bendixen 

Briggs . . . . . . . . . . . .  
. . . . . . . . . . . .  Cullum 

Dilley . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
Emmons . . . . . . . . . . .  
(Haugland . . . . . . . . . .  

. . . . . . . . . .  Jacobson 
. . . . . . . . . . . .  Lennon 

. . . . . . . . .  MaGivern 
Murphy . . . . . . . . . . .  

. . . . . . . . . . .  Keuman 
Ximocks . . . . . . . . . .  

. . . . . . . . . . .  Nordlin 
. . . . . . . . . .  Perry, T. 

. . . . . . . . . . .  Putnain 
. . . . . . . . . . . .  Serline 
. . . . . . . . . . .  Warnel- 

. . . . . . . . .  Washburn- 
\Vclch . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

Yes absent sick 
Yes 11 o yes 
Yes no Yes 
yes absent 
Yes no no 
no 11 o 11 o 
yes n o 11 0 

absent 
yes yes  yes  
1 1 0  absrtit sic 

yes  110 ri 0 

yes  110 1 1 0  
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'T l i is  1 ) i l l  \\.;Is i I  spcc*ial ol.(lcl. O N  M;11.~11 10t11. 
,Ncun~ali :ind I~oi.weilor offcti.ot1 a11 ; L I ~ ~ c I I ( I I I ~ ? ~ I ~  to st1 ilic 

out the W O I Y ~ S  "ail O C C I I ~ : L ~ ~ O I ~ "  leaving the bill ~ j i l i ~ l ~ l y  a tax 
on those engaged in niinilig ore. 

Only 11 ~ o t e d  for this amcnclmcnt : 
C;tliieron, l>oi~wei le~~,  Ligh trier, Sweitzei., 
Child, Goodspccd, 31illeis, IV:isl~bul*n. 
LXlley, Iiozlalr, Neuman, 

Neun~ali Iiad strongly urged against the use of the word 
"occupation," claiming that it created a wrong impressioli 
and that it  was not necessary to the constitutionality of the 
bill. He had been supported by Willrinson, Washburn and 
others. 

"In all fairness to the man who must defend this law in 
the courts, let us leave it a s  i t  is," said N'ordlin of St. Paul, 
and the ~Non-Partisan League and Labor forces stood with 
him. 

Mr. Welch then attempted to increase the rate of taxa- 
tion to be 110 per cent. H e  showed (petitions from business 
men of lRice and Le Sueur counties, Winona, Mankato and 
St .  Cloud asking for not less than 10  per cent, but he  could 
get only 313 votes: 
Anderson, Gislason,C.M., Nelson, Stahlke, 
Arens, Gran, Nordlin, Stein, 
Bensen, Hemstad, Olson, L. E., ~ho rkg l son ,  
Brown, Iverson, Olso~l, Lars, Walworth, 
Burdorf, Keller, Pattison, Welch, 
Day, Kelly, Sainec, Wright. 
Enstroni, Kozlak, Sluke, 
Flahaven, Miner, Spelbrink, 
Gartner, Nellermoe, Spindler, 

These a re  all Non-Partisans except Gran, Kelly, Pattison 
and Wright. 

,Mr. !Spindler then tried to raise the rate to 8 per cent 
and secured 3'2 votes. He lost the votes of Gartner, Gran, 
Keller and Pattison, and gained Goodwin, :Moen and Teigen. 

Then the oratory began and lasted for three hours. 
Wicker briefly explained the bill and Bendixen made a long 
speech in its defense. 

'Hitchcock made' a remarkably brilliant speech in oppo- 
sition, which forcibly reminded me of the speech in Congress 
that  brought out the famous retort of Senator Conkling of 
New Yorlr. "The shallows murnlur while the deeps a re  
dumb." 

Eaton declared the bill in its present form to be uncon- 
stitutional. ,Occupation taxes, cpenalties and licenses can only 
be invoked under the police power, and this bill will not 
come under that power. 

Mur1)hy then took the floor and drew a dark picture of 
the dire desolation that would e i l s h ~ m d  a11 nolt.llcrn Minne- 
sota i f  this bill sliould pass. 

11 Sol-cibly I-ecallecl the sca les  in the state Senate twenty- 
foul+ years ago, when the senator fro111 Dulutl~ drew tlle same 
(lark l)ict~~l'c: i f  t l ~ e  bill :.,lloultl ],ass giving the 1xol)le of tllc 
iron I+iilIK(? towns powel. to tiix tlic ininera1 land for schools 
; I  l l ( 1  ot I l ( ~ 1 .  l o ( , : l l  ]Jlll~])os~Ls. 



The  bill passed then ant1 tlic (lire i ~ s u l t s  did not follo\v. 
and  since that time people have doubted wlietltcr thc iron 
country is not betteviitted to pi.oduce ~proflts than to raise 
prophets. 

'On ,final passage the vote stood 1 0 1  to  215. 
Those who voted i n  the affirmative were: 

Anderson, G oodspeed, Miner, Slulrc, 
Arens, Gran, Moen, Spelbi.iiilr, 
Baxter, Grant, Nellermoe, Spindler, 
Bendixen, Green, F. A., Nelson, Stahllre, 
.Bensen, Grove, Neuinan, Stein, 
Brown, Haugland, Norby, Strand, 
Burdorf, Hemstad, Nordgren, Swansti~oln, 
Carlson, Hinds, Nordlin, Sweitzer. 
Child, Holmquist, O'Keefe, Swenson,C. J., 
Christensen,A. Hompe, Olsen, J. W., Swenson, E., 
Christianson,T Hulbert, Olson, L. E., Swenson,O.A., 
Conley, Iverson, Olson, Lars, Taylor, 
Curtis, Jacobson, Oren, Teigen, 
Darby, Johnson, Parker, Thompson, 
Day, Keller, Pattison, Thorkelson. 
DeLury, Kelly, Perry, J. 'T., Trowbridge, 
Dorweily, Kozlak, Praxel, Walworth, 
Emmons, Lagersen, Putnam, Warner, 
Enger, Lauderdale, Risse. Welch, 
Enstrom, Lee, Rodenberg, Wicker, 
Flahaven, Lennon, Ross, Wilkinson, 
Flaherty, - Levin, Sainec, Wright, 
Gerlich, McGivern, Selvig, Mr. Speaker. 
Girling, McLaughlin, Serline, 
Gislason,C.'M., Melbye, Shank;, 
Gjslason, J.B., Miller, Shonpo. 

Those who voted in the negative were: 
Bernard, Goodwin, Long, Rako, 
Briggs, Herried, McPartlin, Scribner, 
Cameron, Hitchcock, Murphy, Thomas, 
Cullum, Howard, Nollet, Washburn. 
Dilley, Kleff man, Norton, 
Eaton, Lightner, Pedersen, 
Gartner, Lockhart, Perry, T., 

Five did not vote: Cummings, Greene, T. J., Nimocks, 
Robinson and West. Greene, Nimocks, Robinson and TT7est 
were sick. Cummings had been present during the day. 

Eight of the opponents declared their opposition was 110: 

against the principle of heavier taxes on iron- ore, but against 
the "occupation" tax. 

This leaves only about 1 4  uncoinpronlising opponents. 
nearly all from the iron country. 

As soon as this bill had passed the house, the effect of 
the word "occupation" began to show itself more and n1oi.e. 

'The opponents of iron ore taxation got exceedingly 
busy. 

They sent their emissaries thru the sou the~~n pi11.t of '  
the state holding meetings and ~ ~ ' o u s i n g  opposit io~~.  

- Members of the senate began to ~wcivc?  cir~'111;~i' 1 ~ l t t ~ 1 ' s  
],~'otcst ing ;cg:iinst "oc.(:~lp;~tio~l" !;Ls(~s,  1 1 1 0  if w;is v ( ~ I . J .  j ) l ; r  i l l  



that  the writers had neither studied the bill they were oh- 
jecting to nor had they 11mcle :my ilivestigation of the legal 
aspects of the case. Tllesc letters were all alike and seemed 
Lo have all come from somc central source. 

I t  was niostly hysteria and this hystcria was greatly in- 
teusi'fied when (Mi.. McPa~t l in  introduced his bill to tax all 
occupations except common laborers and farmers,  under 
ten different classes. 

The  tax committee reported his  bill for indelfinite ,post- 
ponement, and MclPartlin made a long and  impassioned 
speech to save it. He  declared "If this bill passes there 
will be no need of one cent of tax on the  farm lands of 
this state." (Nice thing for the  vacant farm land specula- 
tors, wouldn't i t ? )  

Parker  declared Mr. ~Mc:Part!in's speech "the biggest 
and  poorest bluff since the  days  of the  gentleman from 
Chippewa." 'YShall we be scared out  of our boots? The  legis- 
lature has the power now to levy occupation taxes. I t  al- 
ways has  had the  power. Has  t h a t  power been used injuri- 
ously? Now when we propose to tax those who a re  de- 
pleting our iron ore, this false issue is  raised. There is  no  
need of all this excitement. I t  is all done for a purpose." 

33 voted to save the lMcPartlin bill from indefinite post- 
,ponement and give it a chance to  be considered on i t s  merits. 
Most of the 133 would probably vote against  it on final pas- 
sage. 

THtE GENATE T A X  COMMITTEE.  

The enemies of iron ore taxation did surely win a victory 
a t  the  meeting of the senate tax committee Friday afternoon, 
April 1st. 

This committee is conlposed of 115 members, ten of whom 
voted for the ore tax bill passed by the  extra  session of 
2919. 

Out of this  group of ten two were in the  building but 
did not attend the meeting of the  committee. Orr of St. 
Paul and Hamer  of Milaca. 

Four  members of the committee,--Adams, McGarry, 
Swanson and Vibert, a r e  from the  Northeast corner of the  
s tate  and have always opposed any  additional taxation of 
iron ore. 

Fowler of Minneapolis has  also been opposed to such 
taxation; but many supposed h e  would favor it now because 
of the declaration of the 'Republican party for a "fair and 
equitable tonnage tax." 

As the bill came from the house it was, in all essentials, 
the same bill that  was passed a t  the  extra  session, except 
that  it was naineci 

"An Occupation Tax." 
Senator Nolan moved to strike out the  words "an occu- 

pation" leaving tho bill to provide for a tax of G per cent on 
the net, or natural value of the  ore. 

The  bill provided for subtracting a s  far  a s  possible, the 
cost of conducting the occupation of mining, leaving the 
tax to be levied only on that  par t  of the value of the mined 
ore w h i ~ h  was t l n ~  to i ts  na tu ra l  location or  qual i ty .  



I t  \tias generally agi*t?ctl t h i ~ t  tllc bill would go[. :;c:vclxl 
111o1.o votes il l  the senate i f  thc objcclionahle v~or(1  "occupa- 
t i o n "  wcrc st ~'ic.kc?~l out .  

11 w a s  :jls() tllt3 ()pillio:l of S0 l i l tb  Of tllc ~ V S (  I : I \ v \ ' c I ' s  of 
thc Senate  that  tllc word (lid 110 good i n  t lit! ] ) i l l  f130nl a 
legal and constit~ltional point of vic.\v, but that it did subject 
the bill to unwarranted criticislu fi*om those who gave i t  
little study. 

These were the reasons for Nolan's motion to s t r ike out 
the word "occupat ion"  

A d a m s  t o  t h e  Rescue  o f  t h e  Ore  Men. 
Now come the brilliant tactics of  senator Adams of 

Duluth. 'He made a long and earnest speech against cutting 
out the  word. 

Of course it was expected that the enemies of the bill 
would vote to keep i t  a s  bad as possible. They didn't want 
i t  t o  gain votes; and Fowler could join with them, a s  he 
had always opposed iron ore taxes; but what  about  pro- 
fessed friends of the  bill-Anderson, 'Baldwin and  Hall- 
who joined with t h e  enemies to defeat the Nolan amendment,  
a.nd then  voted to  report the bill for ,passage? 

Final  passage. 
When the  bill came up for 'final :passage on the  after- 

noon of Thursday, April 7th, Nolan again tried to  take  the  
word "occupation" out of the  bill, but was opposed by !Sen- 
ator Carley and many friends of the bill who insisted tha t  
the Attorney .General's wish should be heeded. 

Coleman was the only senator who voted to  cut out the 
objectionable word and then voted "no" on the  bill. 

Car ley 's  Great Speech. 
Senator  Carley now took the floor and made a nlost 

logical and powerful speech in favor of the bill. 
The  bill was more fair  even than t h e  one this same 

senate  had passed at the extra  session of 1919. 
T h e  ore companies a re  taking out 35 to  44 million tons 

a year. 
I t  is  gone forever. 
Neither the s tate  nor the  local communities will ever get 

another  dollar of tax out of it. 
96 per cent of this ore is  owned by less than 20 big 

corporations; and only about 4 per cent is owned b y  the 
small men. 

These corpo~.ations a r e  making enormous profits on this 
ore. 

In 1918 a profit of more than $65,532,000 and oaly a little 
less in 1919 and  1920. 

I t  is this profit that  this bill taxes, a ~ l d  this new tax is 
snlall indeed only a b o u t  equal to what the companies would 
pay in a'c1 valorem taxes in 2 or 3 years if they wore to leave 
the ore  unmined. 

It is nonsense to say tha t  this tax will drive these cor- 
porations out of business when the enorinously greater  taxes 
paid to the fedelsal government on their excess profits and 
t h ~ i i .  ~ I ~ ( ~ O I I ~ C S  11:1v(. 11;1(1 110 ~ ~ i ( ~ l i  ~ . e s ~ ~ l t . :  



Tlrr Miuncsotn L r g i s l n t ~ / ~ c  of 1921 65 
-- - - -- - ---- 

Mr. Carley also showed that  there has been a vast volume 
of ore that has not been reached a t  a l l  h y  t h o  n ( l  v :~ lo rcm 
taxes. 

The following tnblc shows th i s :  
Atnuu 11 t 

'l'or~s Mined  ant1 St111 1(nft Escaping 
Taxed 1009 Shipped 1919 Taxat ion 

Steel Corporation 247,228,000 89,764,000 2,99.000,000 12G,5YG,000 
Pickens Mat ter  .. 14,609,000 9,000,000 12,000,000 6,491,000 
8 other  companies 99,000,000 33,000,000 88.000.000 22,000,000 
3 small companies 8,000.000 9,000,000 6,000,000 7.000.000 

Total  ................ 368,737,000 140,764,000 395,000,000 162,027,000 

George ISullivan made a long rambling speech against 
the bill, pleading for more time for study. (Nobody really 
knows anything about this question. This occupation tax 
opens 'rpandora's Box." T h e  !Republican party declared for 
a fair and equitable "'Tonnage Tax" to save themselves from 
the rising tide of Bolshevism. They don't need to pass this 
bill now they have won. 

Johnson made fun of ,Sullivan to the great enjoyment of 
the entire {Senate. * 

Gjerset: "This i s  really the  same bill in every essential 
.particular a s  the one passed by th is  Senate in 1919. 

The  tax takes only a part  of the net ,profit, and that once 
for all. The ore will never be here t o  t ax  again. 

;I don't care what you name it. The court will decide 
from the  internal evidence of the act." 

,McGarry told a harrowing tale of the hardships of the 
early pioneers and explorers who found ore; but forgot to 
say tha t  about all of these had been swallowed up long ago 
by the steel trust who were now rea,ping the profits of their 
pioneering. 

The bill passed 38 to 2'7. 
Those who voted in the affirmative were: 

Anderson, Gandrud, Kuntz, Rask, 
Baldwin, Gillam, Lee, Rockne, 
Benson, Gjerset, Lindsley, Romberg, 
Blomgren, Gooding, Loonam, Saf;eng, 
Bonniwell, Hall, Millett, Schmechel, 
Carley, Hamer, Naplin, Stepan, 
Cashel, H ~ P P ,  Nolan, Ward, 
Cliff, Jackson, Orr, Wold, 
Cumming, Johnson, Peterson, 
Devold, Kingsbury, Putnam, 

Those who voted in the negative were: 
Adams, Cosgrove, Hegnes, Swanson, 
Bessette, Denegre, Larson, Turnham, 
Boylan, Dwyer, McGarry, Van I-Ioven, 
Brooks, Erickson, Palmer, Vibert, 
Callahan, Fowler, Reed, Widell, 
Coleman, Guilford, Ri benack, 
Conroy, Handlan, Sullivan, G. H., 

On the first roll call Anderson of Freeboim voted no nrhile 
Kingsbury and Putnam did not vote. 

Baldwin was out of the room, but voted "aye'' as  soon 
as  he came in. 



This made 35 votes-one more than enough to pass tht? 
bill. 

Anderson then changed his vote to "aye" and Kings1)11ry 
and  Putnam voted "aye." 

Madigan was absent. I-Tc had been i n  tl~c. hospital f o r  
several weeks and could not be brought to tlie Scnctte to v o t e  
yes. 

Kingsbury was the only senator who changed from n o  
to ye s  since 1919. He had been presented with a petition 
favoring the tax signed by nearby every business man of 
Winona. 

There were several others who had declared that they 
would vote for a tonnage tax bill, but who were probably 
driven away by the word "occupation." 

Only one ~Hennepin Co. senator and only two from St. 
Paul voted yes, despite the fact that  nearly every leading 
business man of both cities i s  on record favoring additional 
taxation of the enormous prolfits of the ore companies. 

GLAIM~PIING DOlWN T H E  LID. 

As soon a s  this bill had been signed by the Governor, 
some things began to hapaen that  shed much light on some 
dark ~places. 

It  had caused some wonder why the steel trust and the 
other big owners of rich mines had taken no part in the 
opposition; leaving all that  to the small owners and the 
exploiters of low grade ores who would hardly be touched 
by the law just enacted. 

The tax commission in their report and the Governor 
in his message had urged a reduction of ad valorem taxes 
if a "tonnage tax" should be adopted. 

#The legislature had not heeded this recommendation. 
At 5 o'clock on the afternoon of April 14th, a bill was 

introduced by 214 leading members of the majority faction of 
the House providing for drastic reductions in the local taxes 
of the range towns. 

These taxes are  almost wholly derived from iron ore. 
This bill was introduced by ~Messrs, Warner, 'Parker, 

Wicker, 'Nolan, Girling, Swenson, 0. A., Child, Neuman, 
Briggs, Serline, Levin, Putnam, Kelly, Hulbert, Grant, Gis- 
lason, J. B., Curtis, Teigen, Lagersen, Nordgren, Enger, John- 
son, Eaton and Nimocks, and was entitled H. F. No. 1178, 
A bill for a n  act to limit the annual levy of taxes in all 
cities, villages and school districts in the State of :Minnesota. 

Warner attempted to pass the bill immedately under 
suspension of the rules by unanimous consent. 

Failing in this, the bill went to the tax committee, and 
was reported back a t  7 o'clock for passage, tho no quorum 
of that committee was present a t  the meeting. 

$Next morning when this report came in, members fro111 
the range towns made vigorous protest, insisting on giving 
their peo,ple a chance for a public hearing. After considerable 

,- wrangling it  was decided to hold a public hearing ~ S a t u r d a y  
evening, April 16th. 

The protest was most vigorous and the h~aring- lasted 
till midnight. 



The mayors of Hibbing, Chisholm and Virginia defended 
their towns froin the charge of extravagance by ~ h o w i n g  how 
vitally different were their local l~roblems from thoso of 
the ordinary city which grows up with a slow and steady 
progress over a long period of years. 

Up to eight years ago we had no city iinprovements 
a t  all-no sewer, no pavenlcnts, no water systems, very 
poor schools. 

The  mining coinpanies controlled the towns anci refused 
to incur the expense. 

When the people got control all these things had to be 
done a t  once, and in some towns the public works had to be 
built two or three times over, due to the mining companies 
cutting out a water supply, destroying a sewer system, remov- 
ing a road, or even moving an  entire village, a s  in the case 
of Eveleth and Hibbing, both of which had been torn up 
and moved so the ore could be taken out. 

Our educational problems a re  far  different from yours. 
We have more than twenty-five different nationalities, who 
come to  u s  not even able to speak English. T h e  mining 
companies bring them, but we inust provide for their educa- 
tion, for the education of adults a s  well a s  children. 

In one town 33% per cent of the entire population have 
been enrolled in the day and evening schools. 

These foreigners have large families, averaging more 
than twice a s  many children a s  the ordinary American family 
in other cities. 

Of course our exl~enses a re  heavy and we a re  forced 
to raise very large amounts of money; but our taxes average 
the lowest on the dollar of valuation of any cities in  the s ta te ;  
and the  number of mills on the dollar is the t rue and fair 
measure of the burden of taxation, not 'the total of what  
we raise nor the per capita ainount of what we must  spend. 

W e  don't issue bonds as  you do; we can't-we pay as we 
go retiring our temporary bond issues in two years. 

W e  can't  assess abutting and benefited property, a s  you 
do, for our permanent street improvements. 

I t  all inust come out of general taxes, and i t  greatly in- 
creases our per capita of expense a s  a matter  of course; and 
still, let  me emphasize again, our taxes a re  the  lowest in 
the entire state,  when fairly and properly measured. 

Can't you trust  us to manage our own affairs? 
Are the mining companies so weak and innocent, a r e  they 

so poor and ignorant and unsophisticated, tha t  the s ta te  
must come to their rescue with this  new plan of restriction? 

;When, in all the history of the s tate  has  any com- 
munity, or group of communities, been restricted by any pel* 
capita system of limitation? 

Can't the legislature leave u s  to mailage our local at'fai1.s 
in our own way like every other local community? 

And especially why  this mad rush, a t  the very end of 
the session, giving us only about one day in which to prepare 
our defense against these wholly unjust chal'ges of graft and 
cxt1.a va,r;ancc? 
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If this bill passes, you will ruin our towns and our 
schools, and who will get the beneflt? No one but the iron 
interests. They would save many millions a year, far more 
than enough to pay the "tonnage tax," and the rest of the 
state would not get a dollar of it. 

On 'Monday, April 118t11, the House devoted nearly the 
entire day to the bill. 

At ,first the fight centered around making it a special 
order, for in no other way could it be brought to a final 
vote. 

On roll call only 64 voted aye and it required 66. Then 
Dilley insisted that  Trowbridge be required to vote. He 
voted "aye." 

One more vote was needed. 
J. W. Olson and C. H. Warner consulted and Olson 

changed from no to aye. 
Hinds, Rako and Praxel changed from no  to aye and the 

record finally looked like this; 69 ayes, 53 nays. 
Those who voted in the affirmative were: 

Baxter, Girling, Levin, Ross, 
Benaixen, Gislason, J. B. Lightner, Selvig, 
Bernard, Goodspeed, Melbye, Serline, 
Briggs, Gran, Miller, Shanks, 
Urown. Grant, Moen, Swanstroin, 
(lameron, Green, F. A., Neuman, Swenson,O.A., 
Child, , Grove, Nimocks, Taylor, 
Christensen,A. Haugland, Norby, Teigen, 
Christianson, r Hinds, Nordgren, Trowbridge, 
Conley, Holmquist, Norton, Warner, 
Cullun~, Hoinpe, O'Keef e, Washburn, 
Cuinmings, Howard, Olsen, J. W., West, 
Curtis, Hulbert, Oren, Wicker, 
Darby, Johnson, Parker, Wright, 
Dilley, Kelly, Praxel, Mr. Speaker. 
EQton, Lager sen, Putnam, 
anger ,  h e ,  Rako, 
Gerlich, Lennon, Rodenberg, 

Those who voted in the negative were: 
Anderson, Hitchcock, Nollet, Spindler, 
Bensen; Iverson, Nordlin, Stahlke, . 
Burdorf, Keller, 'Olson, L. E., Stein, 
Carlson, Kleff man, 10lson, Lars. Strand, 
Day, Koslak, Pattison, S weitzer, 
DeLury, Lauderdale, Pedersen, Swenson,C.L., 
Enstrom, Lockhart, Perry, J. T., Swenson, F., 
Flahaven, Long, Perry, T., Thomas, 
Flaherty, MclGivern, Kisse, Thorkelson. 
Gartner, ~MoLaughlin, Samec, Walworth, 
Gi~1ason~C.M.. McPartlin, Scribnein, Wilkinson, 
Goodwin, Murphy, Shonyo, 
Nemstad, 'Nellermoe, Sluke, 
Herried, Nelson, Spelbrinlr, 

'The special order was set for the afternoon. Warner 
dcfendcd the bill. 



The op.ponents in the debate were Hitchcock, ,Murphy, 
McPartlin and Thomas from the northeast and Nellermoe 
from ~Minneapolis. 

The bill was greatly amended, so a s  to give the range 
towns much more than a t  first-just double for general ex- 
penses, and 50 per cent more for schools, with other im- 
portant concessions. 

'There was almost nothing left of the 'bill except the 
bad principle of interference with home rule, and a precedent 
that can later be invoked to the great annoyance of those 
who start it. 

But only a few days before this four of the most 
strenuous champions of home rule a s  against this encroach- 
ment--iHitchcock, Murphy, Thomas and ~McPartlin-had 
voted for the Street Railway bill which rather more effective- 
ly destroyed the principle of home rule in the three largest 
cities of the state. 

Comistency is a rare jewel, and few there be who pos- 
sess it. 

Having :pretty completely denatured the bill the House 
passed it  by a vote of 8 0  "ayes," 43 "nays." 

Those who voted in the affirmative were: 
Baxter, Gislason, J. B., Levin, Risse, 
Bendixen, Goodspeed, Lightner, ,Rodenberg, 
Bernard, Gran, McLaughlin, Ross, 
Briggs, Grant, Melbye, Scribner, 
Brown, Green, F. A., Miller, Selvig, 
Cameron, Grove, Moen, Serline, 

I 

Child, Haugland, Neuman, Shanks, 
Christensen,A. Herried, Nimocks, Shonyo, 
Christianson,T Hinds, Nollet, Sweitzer, 
Conley, Holmquist, Norby, Swenson,C. J., 
Cullum, Hompe, Nordgren, Swens0n~0.A.. 
Cummings, Howard, Norton, Taylor, 
Curtis, Hulbert, O'Keefe, Teigen, 
Darby, Jacobson, Olsen, J. W., Trowbridge, 
Dilley , Johnson, Oren, Warner, 
Dorweiler, Kelly, Parker, Washburn, 
Eaton, Lagersen, Perry, J. T., West, 
Enger, Lauderdale, Perry, T., Wicker, 
Gerlich, Lee, Praxel, Wright, 
Girling, Lennon, Putnam, Mr. Speaker. 

Those who voted in the negative were: 
Anderson, 
Bensen, 
Burdorf, 
Carlson, 
Day, 
DeLury, 
Enstrom, 
Flahaven, 
Flaherty, 

, Gartner, 
Gislason,C.M., 

Goodwin, 
'Hemstad, 
Hitchcock, 
Iverson, 
Keller, 
Kleftinan, 
Koslak, 
Lockhart, 
Long, 
McGivern, 
McPartlin, 

Miner, 
Murphy, 
Nelson, 
Nordlin, 
Olson, L. E., 
Olson, Lars, 
Pattison, 
Pede~sen ,  
Rako, 
Sanlec, 
Sluke, 

Spelbrink, 
Spindler, 
Stahlke, 
Stein, 
Strand, 
Swenson, E., 
Thomas, 
Thorkelson, 
Walworth, 
Wilkinson. 



WARNER'S CONSTITUTIO'NAL AMENDMENT. 
Mr. Warner 's  Constitutional Amendment to  provide for a 

t ertainty that  ;td(litiol~:~l taxes on  iron arc could be iinposc,ci 
came to a vote on the same afternoon, h'larch loth,  aftel. the 
"occupation" tax bill had (passed. 

'I'llc ainendment provided that  an  "occu~~at ional"  tax oi 
ti per cent should be imposed on the same l)ait of the  value 
of iron ore a s  was subjected to the tax by the statutory bill 

It also provided tha t  the ra te  could not be changed ex. 
cept by a vote of 60 per cent of the members of both houses 
followed by the signature of the governor, thus giving the 
governor an  absolute veto. 

Nordlin offered a n  amendment  to  cut  out the word 
"occupational." 

This would have simply ,provided for a tax on the value 
of the ore. 

He  contended tha t  there was no  excuse for such a pro 
vision in a constitutional amendment. The  object was to 
make a t a x  on t he  o re  constitutional not a n  "occupational' 
tax. 

The vote stood 513 to 61. 
Those who voted in the affirmative were: 

Anderson, Flaherty,  Moen, Strand, 
Arens, Gartner,  Nellermoe, Swanstrom, 
Baxter, Goodspeed, Nelson, Sweitzer, 
Bensen, Goodwin, Norby, Swenson, C. J.. 
Brown, Grove, Nordlin, Swenson, E., 
Burdorf, Hemstad, Olson, L. f;:., Teigen, 
Carlson, Holmquist, Olson, Lars,  Thorkelson, 
Child. Hompe, Oren, T7iTalworth, 
Conley, Iverson, Praxel, Washburn, 
Day, Keller, Sluke, Welch. 
Dorweiler, Kozlak, Spelbrink, W ~ i g h  t ,  
Emmons, Lauderdale, Spindler, 
Enstronl, Lennon, Stahlke, 
Flahaven, Miner, Stein, 

Those who voted in the negative were: 
Bernard, Grant,  McLaughlin, Scribner, 
Briggs, Green, F. A., McPartlin, Selvig, 
Cameron, Haugland, Melbye, Serline, 
Christensen,A. Herried, Murphy, Shanks, 
Christianson,T Hinds, Nollet, Shonyo, 
Cullum. Howard, Nordgren, Swenson,O.A., 
Curtis, Hulbert ,  Olsen, J .  W., Taylor, 
Darb y, Jacobson, Parker ,  Thomas, 
DeLury, Johnson, Pattison, Thompson, 
Dilley, Kelly, Pedersen, Trowbridge, 
Eaton, Kleffman, Perry,  J. T., TTTarner, 
Enger, Lagersen, Perry,  T., Wicker, 
Gerlicll, Lee, Putnam, Williinson, 
Girling, Levin, Rako, 
Gislason, J. B.. Long. Risse, 
G ran , l'vlcGivelm, Rodenbeing, 

NoiYilin then offered an  amendment to leave blank the  
rare of taxation to  be fixed by  the legislature but received 
o n l y  :::: votes as follo\srs: 



Anderson, Goodwin, Nellern~oc, Stein, 
Arens, Hemstad, Nelson, Strand, 
Con~e i l ,  Iverson, Nordlin, Swenson, 14: . 
Burd grf, Keller, Olson, Lars,  Teigen, 
Day, Kozlali, Saincc., 'I'horltclson, 
Enstrom, Lagersen, Slulte, Welch. 
F'lahaven, Lauderdale, S y e l b ~ i ~ l l i ,  
Gart ner, Lockhart ,  Spindler, 
Gislason,C.M., Miner, S tallllte, 

Having failed to  get  rid of the word "occupational" with 
i ts  very objectionable psychological effect, the ~Non-Partisan 
League and Labor forces refused to vote for the amendment 
which, however, passed 81 to  33. 

'Those who voted i n  the affirmative were: 
Baxter, Green, F. A., Miller, 
Bendixen, Grove, 
Briggs, Haugland, 
Carlson, Hinds, 
Child, Holmquist, 
Christensen&. Howard, 
Christianson,T Hulbert, 
Conley, Jacobson. 
Curtis, Johnson, 
Darby, Kelly, 
DeLury, Kleff man, 
Dilley, Kozlak, 
Dorweiler, Lager sen, 
Emmons, Laudeydale, 
Enger, Lee, 
Flaherty, Lennon, 
Gerlich, Levin, 
Girling, . Lightner, 
Gislason, J.,B., McGivern, 
Goodspeed, McLaughlin, 
Grant, Melbye, 

Moen, 
Neuman, 
Norby, 
Nordgren, 
Norton, 
O'Keefe, 
Olsen, J. W., 
Oren, 
Parker ,  
Pattison, 
Pedersen, 
Perry,  J. T., 
Perry,  T . ,  
Praxel,  
Putnam, 
Rako, 
Risse, 
Rodenberg, 
Ross, 
Selvig, 

Serline, 
Shanks, 
Shonyo, 
Swanstrom, 
Sweitzer, 
Swenson, C. J.: 
Swenson, E., 
~Swenson,O.A., 
Taylor, 
Teigen, 
Thompson, 
Trowbridge, 
Walworth, 
Warner, 
Wicker, 
Wilkinson, 
Wright, 
Mr. Speaker. 

Those who voted in  the negative were: 
Arens, Enstrom, McPartlin, 
Bensen, Flahaven, Miner, 
Bernard, Goodwin, Murphy, 
Brown, Herried, Nellermoe, 
Burdorf, Hitchcock, Nelson, 
Cameron, Hompe, Samec, 
Cullum, Keller, Slulie, 
Day, Lockhart, Spelbrink, 
Eaton, Long, Spindlei-, 

IN T H E  SENATE.  

S tahllie, 
Stein, 
Strand, 
Thomas. 
Wasl~burn ,  
Welch, 

This proposed amendment came to a vote in the Senate 
April 13th, and presented a very renlarliable example of 
political juggling. 

Senator Carley offered a n  ~n le r ldmen t  to strike out the 
word "occupational" which had been used so dishonestlg 
by enemies of iron ore taxation to create a false iinpressiori 
and to scare ignorant people into a senseless and hysterical 
opposition. 

H e  showed tha t  the nature of the tax w a s  just the samp 
no matter by what name called-jnst a. t ax  on the natural-  



or "heritage" value of the ore,-not a tax a t  all on the labor 
and capital employed in the business of mining,--the very 
same hind of a tax that Senators had voted for in 1919,- 
the same kind of a tax that the people had l~een demanding 
all these years. 

Carley withdrew his amendment to allow ~Scnator Sageng 
to introduce a more comprehensive one not only taking out 
the word "occu,pational" but also leaving the legislature free 
to make changes in the rate and getting rid of the Governor's 
absolute veto, just the same thing that Nordlin had tried to do 
in the House. 

Every  senator who wanted no such taxation-the Steel 
Trust Senators a s  they were called-insisted on keeping the 
word in and they were ably asisted by iPutnam and Gjerset 
who had voted for the statutory bill for heavier taxation of 
iron ore. 

Sageng was "surprised and pained a t  the spurious 
sophis try  of the Senator from Chippewa" "who claims to favor 
heavier taxes on iron ore and yet joins with his enemies to 
put a club into their hands to knock his own brains out." 

The roll call on this amendment to strike out the useless, 
and very dangerous word "occupational" i s  very instructive. 

Those who voted in the affirmative were 
Anderson, Devold, 
Benson, Gandrud, 
Blomgren, Gooding, 
Bonniwell, - Hall, 
Carley, Hegnes, 
Cashel, H ~ P P ,  
Cliff, Jackson, 
Cumming, - Johnson, 

Kuntz, Peterson, 
Lee, Rockne, 
Lindsley, Sageng, 
Loonam, Schmechel, 
Millet, Stepan, 
Naplin, Ward, 
Nolan, Wold, 
Orr, 

Those who voted in the negative were: 
Adams, Cosgrove, Handlin, Ribenack, 
Baldwin, Denegre, Kingsbury, Sullivan, G. H., 
Bessette, Dwyer, Larson, Swanson, 
Boylan, Erickson, McGarry, Turnham, 
Brooks, Fowler, Palmer, Van Hoven, 
Callahan, Gjerset, Putnam, Vibert, 
Coleman, Guilf ord, Rask, Widell, 
Conroy, Hamer, Reed, 

The vote shows a tie-3.1 to 31. 
I t  stood 31 to 30 until  baldw win came in, voted no, and 

thus defeated the amendment. 
Four :Senators were absent. Gillam, Madigan and Rom- 

berg who were sick, would have voted aye and John Sullivan 
no. 

It  is hard to get the point of view of those Senators who 
claimed to be friendly to iron ore taxation and yet voted to 
keep this word "occupational" in the constitutional amend- 
ment, and thus, a s  Bageng so aptly said, "put a club in the 
hands of your enemies to knock your brains out." 

Having fixed the amendment to suit themselves, more 
than half of the 2'7 who had voted against the ore tax bill 
a few days before now voted to put this unfair proposition 
up to the people. 



Johnson, for years  one of the most uncompromising sup- 
porters of iron ore taxation in the  state,  refused to  vote for 
the  amendment. Of the  other 1 2  nay votes 8 a r e  from the  
iron county and 3 from 'St. Paul. 

The  vote stood 49 ayes, 13 nays. 
Those who voted in the affirmative were: 

Anderson, Devold, Kuntz, Reed, 
Baldwin, Dwyer, Larson, Rockne, 
Benson, Fowler, Lee, S a g e m ,  
Blomgren, Gandrud, Lindsley, Schrnechel, 
Bonniwell, Gjerset, Loonam, Stepan, 
Brooks, Gooding, 'Millett, Sullivan, G. H., 
Callahan, Guilford, Naplin, Turnham, 
Carley, Hall, Nolan, Ward, 
Cashel, Hamer,  Orr, Widell, 
Cliff, Hegnes, Palmer,  Wold, 
Cosgrove, H ~ P D ,  Peterson, 
Cumming, Jackson, Putnam, 
Denegre, Kingsbury, Rask, 

Those  who voted i n  the  negative were: 
Adams, Conroy, Mc~Garry, Vibert, 
Bessette, Erickson, Ribenack, 
Boylan, Handlan, Swanson, 
Coleman, Johnson, Van Hoven, 

Now watch the enemies of iron ore taxation ihout  about 
"occupation" taxes; if possible, scare  the people into voting 
down this amendment and then come to the next legislature 
to  repeal t he  iron ore taxes pow enacted. 

T A X I N G  MINI lNG R O Y A L T I E S .  
There a r e  many owners of iron ore lands in Northern 

Minnesota, who have no idea of working the mines them- 
selves. 

Many of them owned the  lands before ore was discov- 
ered. They had taken the  pine off and made a pretty good 
thing out of i t ,  and let  the  land revert  to  the  s tate  again 
rather  than  pay the  few cents a n  acre of yearly tax that 
was imposed on their wild and worthless land. 

When ore was discovered they got very busy paying 
up their  back taxes so  as to  secure themselves in the own- 
ership of the  ore. 'In many cases these wild and worthless 
lands have made their owners rich in  the  royalties, or rents ,  
they collect for letting others use the ear th to  explore and  
take out ore. 

Of course not all present owners were so fortunate. Many 
of them have paid full price for the  ore lands they now own. 

Now these royalties a re  not taxable under any present 
law of the state.  This is  especially t rue of those whose 
owners live outside the  state.  They can not be reached 
either directly or indirectly. 

Believing tha t  the s ta te  ought to secure a t  least  a, small  
tax  out of these enormous rentals a bill was drawn by Ex- 
Speaker 'Parker and introduceci in the General Session of 
1919, for a tax of 5 ,per cent on the  rental  itself-not on the  
value of the land from which the  rental  was drawn a s  you 
pay taxes on your home, or farm, or business-but just on 
the  net  rental  or royalty received. 



Wouldn't you like to pay taxes on your home, farm or 
business a t  the rate of 5 per cent only on the net rental you 
could get for it after deducting all expenses, repair, interest 
on the capital invested in the improvements, and all ordinary 
taxes on the property-for such taxes are always paid by 
the operating owners-woulcln't you rather enjoy a low tax 
of that kind on your property? 

Well that is the kind of a royalty tax (Mr. Parker pro- 
posed. 

But the mineral land owners, instead of thanking hiin 
for letting them off so easy, sent up a tremendous wail and 
shed bitter tears over the ",poor widows and orphans" who 
were to be taxed on the meager means of support that  they 
were getting out of the common heritage of Minnesota. 

But the House was hard-hearted and passed the bill 
by a vote of 92 to 215. 

The [Senate was more tender of the poor millionaire 
mine owners and defeated the bill by one vote. 

At  the extra session of 1919 the house again passed a 
bill 97 to 18, but the Senate adjourned before reaching it. 

The same bill came up again in the House on March 2, 
1921, and was passed 105 to 14. 

'Mr. ~Parker briefly explained the bill and no one raised 
his voice against it. 

Those who voted in the affirmative were 103: 
Anderson, Goodspeed, MaLaughlin, Shanks, 
Arens, Goodwin, Melbye, Shonyo, 
Baxter, Gran, Miner, Sluke, 
Bendixen, Grant, Moen, Spelbrink, 
Bensen, Green, F. A., Nellermoe, Spindler, 
Briggs, Grove, Nelson, S tahlke, 
Brown, Haugland, Neuman, Stein, 
Burdorf, Hemstad, Norby, Strand, 
Cameron, Hinds, Nordgren, Swanstrom, 
Christensen,A. Holmquist, Nordlin, Sweitzer, 
Christianson,T Hompe, O'Keefe, Swenson, C. J., 
Caonley, Hulbert, Olsen, J. W., Swenson, E., 
Cummings, Iverson, Olson, L. E., Swenson,O.A., 
Curtis, Jacobson, Olson, Lars, Taylor, 
Darby, Johnson, Oren, Teigen, 
Day, Keller, Parker, Tbompson, 
DeLury, Kelly, Pattison, Thorkelson, 
Dorweiler, Kozlak, Pedersen, Trowbridge, 
Enstrom, Lagersen, Perry, J. T., Walworth, 
Flahaven, Lauderdale, Putnain, Warner, 
Flaherty, Lee, Risse, Washburn, 
Gartner, Lennon, Rodenberg, Welch, 
Gerlich; Levin, Ross, Wicker, 
Girling, Lightner, Samec, Wilkinson, 
Gislason,C.M., Lockhart, Selvig, Mr. Speaker. 
Gislason, J. B., McGivern, Serline, 

Those who voted in the negative were 14 :  
Bernard, Herried, Long, Scribner, 
Cullum, Hitchcock, McPartlin, Thomas, 
Dilley, Howard, Murphy, 
Eaton, Kleffman, Norton, 



The following members  had been csc~isc~rl C;trlson, 
'I'. J. Greene, Emmons, N i l~oc l i s ,  Tin1 I'ei'l-y. l ' i ' ; i s ~ l ,  Ihl io ,  
Robinson, West  and Wright. 

Child and Nollet were called out xn t l  wlie~i t 1ic)- ~*cturnetl 
the vote had been announced. Millcr was uiiavoitlably 
absent and put into the Journal  a statement that 1ic would 
have voted for the bill. 

'Mr. Enger  had voted against  the bill a t  both sessions 
of the 1919 legislature; but  said he should probably have 
voted "aye" this time. lSo i t  apDears that  114 is n b o ~ ~ t  the 
total opposition vote out of the  131 membe1.s. 

IN THE SENATE.  
In the  Senate this  bill m e t  qui te  a different fate.  
At a public hearing t h e  Pderritt brothers  told a pitiful 

story of t h e  hardships of t h e  pioneering days when they 
cliscovered ore in Northern Minnesota, and deelared that 
all they now had to show for  i t  was  about  $4,000 or $5,000 
each yearly in royalties; b u t  noth ing  was said about  the 
Hill ore interests tha t  collect about $8,000,000 a year for 
letting other  people dig ore  out of Nature's great store- 
house. 

Great s t ress  was laid on  t h e  f a t e  of the poor widows 
and orphans,  whose only "visible means  of support" is t he  
few thousands a year  i n  royalties they a r e  gett ing, but  they 
forgot to  mention t h e  "poor widow" of Wabasha county 
who i s  reported to  be get t ing $1,000 a day, some say more, 
out  of a forty acre  t r a c t  t h a t  cost her  next to  nothing. 

J .  D. Sullivan was  a f ra id  t h e  non-resiclents who get  
royalty, could not  be reached,  s o  only our  own hoine people 
would be taxed. 

All this  was emphasized aga in  on April 18 th  when the 
bill was up  for  final passage, a n d  this  t ime Gjerset ancl 
Rockne came to  t h e  rescue of t h e  "widows and orphans", 
and rei terated Sullivan's plea of unconstitutionality. 

Hopp made  a val iant  defense of the  bill, clainling tha t  
our  own supreme cour t  h a d  plainly indicatect tha t  they re- 
garded royalty taxes constitutional.  H e  also showed tha t  
it would be jus t  a s  easy t o  collect f rom non-residents as  to  
collect taxes on any  other  interest  in land from outsiders. 
Our  courts have declare6 these  royalties to be an  interest  
in land, why, then,  can't  we  collect t h e  tax?  And it is surely 
the  duty  of th is  senate  to  resolve a n y  doubts in the  inter- 
est  of the people, not in  t h e  interest  of the monopolists. T h s  
courts a r e  created to decide such  questions. Let us not 
usurp their  functions. 

On the {final roll call the  bill was defeated. Iyeas 35, 
nays 34. 

Those who voted in t h e  affirmative were: 
Benson, Gandrud,  Kun tz ,  Peter.soii, 
Bonniwell, Gillam, Lee, Rask,  
Carley, Gooding, Lindsley, Ro~ubei-g,  
Cashel, Hall ,  Loonam, S a ~ e i i g .  
Cliff, H ~ D P ,  lVIillett, Scl~iiiecliel, 
Cumming, Jackson, Naplin,  11. 1- d 
Devold, Johnson,  Nolan, 11'0 ld; 



Those who voted i n  t htt negative wc1.c: 
Adanis, Cosgrove, 1 Iegnes, St,cl)xn, 
Anderson, Ilenegre, Kingsbury, Sullivan, J. D. 
Bessette, Dwyer, Larson, S wanson, 
Blomgren, Er ic l i~on,  IVIcGarry, Turnham, 
Boylan, Ipowler, Orr, Van Hoven, 
Brooks, Gjerset, Putnam, Vibert, 
Callahan, Guilford, Reed, Widell. 
Coleman, Hamer, Ribenack, 
Conroy, Handlan, Rockne, 

Devold and Hall had voted nay in 1919. They now 
changed and voted aye. 

Anderson, Blomgren, ~Gjerset, Larson, Rockne and 
Stepan switched the other way and defeated the  bill. 

They must answer for any disastrous results that  fol- 
low this defeat. 

And such results may very likely follow. 
Any mining company taking ore ou t  of its own land 

and paying the "tonnage tax" on it, can now organize a 
dummy company, lease their mines t o  such company on the 
full royalty, and thus escape paying the  "tonnage tax" on 

a, 

a large par t  or all of the value of thei r  -ore; for under the 
"tonnage tax" bill royalty paid to a land owner is a deduct- 
ible item of expense, and is subtracted and not taxed. 

I t  is possible that  the state may lose half or more of 
the tax this way. 

THE GIRLING BILL. 
Mr. Girling introduced a bill to  increase the personal 

property exemption to $200 to each head of a family where 
there were two dependent children under 16 years of age. 

At first he asked for $100 exemption for each dependent 
child up to a limit of 5 children; but  when i t  appeared that  
t he  state constitution limits exemption to not more than 
$200 to each head of a family, he  changed the  bill to con- 
form to tha t  limitation. 

Of course the object of the bill is plain. Home life 
and  children should be encouraged. We now penalize home 
life and  the  rearing of children by excessive taxation on 
everything that  must be purchased to maintain the  home 
and  rear  the children. 

Mr. Girling very briefly presented these reasons and 
urged the passage of his bill. 

There was no real opposition. Many members were 
absent on committee work or otherwise and  the vote was 
light but  the bill passed 6 8  to 15, as follows: 
Anderson, Day, Green, 5'. A., McPartlin, 
Baxter, DeLury, Hemstad, Melbye, 
Bendixen, Dilley, Holmquist, Miller, 
Bensen, Dorweiler, Hulbert,  Miner, 
Bernard, Eager, Johnson, Nellermoe, 
Briggs, Enstrom, Keller, Nimocks, 
Brown, Gartner, Kleff man, Nordlin, 

- Cameron, Girling, Kozlak, Norton, 
Carlson, Gislason,C.,M., Lagersen, O'Keef e, 
Child, Gislason,J.B., Lauderdale, Olsen, J. Mr., 
Culluin, Goodspeed, Lee, Olson, Id. E., 
Cummings, Goodwin, Lemon,  Olson, Lars, 



Pnf t ison,  Sn 111 cc , Swans t rom.  TVarner, 
e r r ,  J. . Scribnei-, Sweitzer, West, 
Perry, T., Selvig, Taylor, Wicker, 
Risse, Stein, Thompson, Wright,  
Rodenberg, Strand, Thorkelson, Mr. Speaker. 

Those who voted in the negative were: 
Burdorf, Gerlich, Nelson, Shonyo 
Conley, Haugland, Norby, Stahlke, 
Flahaven, Kelly, Putnam, Swenson, C. J. 
Flaherty, McGivern, IEako, 

4 6  did not vote. 
Arens, Hitchcock, Neuman, Spindler, 
Christensen,A., Hompe, Nollett Swenson, E., 
Christianson,T. Howard, Nordgrin, Swenson,O.A., 
Curtis, Iverson, Oren, Teigen, 
Darby, Jacobson, Parker,  Thomas, 
Eaton, Levin, Pedersen, Trowbridge, 
Gran, Lightner, Praxel, Walworth, 
Grant, Lockhart, Ross, Washburn, 
Green, T. J., Long, Serlien, Welch, 
Grove, McLoughlin, Shanks, Wilkinson, 
Herried, Moen, Sluke, 
Hinds, Murphy, Spelbrink, 

Had these been present and voting the proportion 
would have been about t h e  same. 

This bill died in the  Senate on general orders. 
INCOME TAX AMENDMENT. 

The legislature of 1919 had submitted to the people 
a n  amendment to  the constitution providing for a tax on 
"incomes, occupations and privileges" and permitting the  
legislature to exempt from all taxation household goods, 
farm products in the  hands of the original producer and 
certain tools, implements and  machinery. 

This amendment failed at the  November election. 
The same zmendment was proposed again in  192 1, only 

that  it proposed a tax on "gains, profits and incomes" and  
not on occupations and privileges. - .  

Jus t  why "privileges" was left out  was not explained. 
It  would seem that  "privileges" should be taxed to their 

full value. 
When the proposed amendment for a tax oa incomes 

came up in the House on March 1 6 ,  Neuman and Cullurn 
proposed to amend so as  to permit the legislature to kxempt 
"dwelling houses, used exclusively for residence purposes, 
not to exceed two thousand dollars ($2,000) of the full  and 
t rue  value thereof." 

In  spite of the shortage of homes-in spite of the 
strong feeling that  the building of homes ought t o  be en- 
couraged,-in spite of the fact tha t  homes a r e  now so heav- 
ily taxed it  is about as cheap to rent  as to own a home, this 
amendment met with determined opposition. 

Mr. Wicker and others feared it would endanger the  
adoption of the  income tax by the  voters. 

McPartlin declared that  certain towns and villages 
would have nothing to tax i f  the houses were exempt up 
to $2,000. 



Nculil:i~i rcl)licltl t h a t  t  l r r \ \ .  co~ll(l  got  ~)lcli  t y  of' I ~ P V ~ I ~ I I P  

hy ilicreasiiig tlic tax on lots ~ io \v  g r ~ ; t t l y  uiidervalued. 
Was11bn1-11 insistcd that  tlie I~onic, owner would got  no 

benefit. What  w a s  taltev off 111s 1iouc;e would go r ight  back 
011 h i s  lot. He didn't s ~ c n l  lo  grasl, thc1 f a c t  that  a p a r t  of 
what was Lakeli otl' Iiouses wou ld  fall on vacallt lots,  t hus  
adding  to the  cost o f  Iioltl~iig lots idle, thus  reducing tlie 
selling price of lots, and fui.tllei. Iielpilig the people to  g e t  
homes. 

Theodore Christianson brought out the  single t ax  bogy 
and wanted to  know i f  the legislature was prepared to  en- 
courage t h a t  theory. 

As a resu l t  of all  these objections the Cullum and  Neu- 
m a n  amendment  failed by a vote of 5 0  to 6 2 .  

Those  who  voted in the  affirmative were: 
Arens,  Gar tner ,  Miller, Samec, 
Bendixen, Girling, Murphy, Scribner,  
Bensen, Goodwin, Nellermoe, Sluke, 
Bernard ,  Gran ,  Nelson, Spelbrink, 
Brown,  Hemstad ,  Neunlan, Spindler,  
Burdorf ,  Holmquist ,  Nordlin, Stahlke,  
Cullurn, Iverson, Olsen, J. W. Stein, 
Cummings,  Johnson,  Olson, L. E., Swanstrom, 
Day, Keller,  Olson, Lars ,  Sewitzer, 
DeLury, Kozlak, Perry,  T. ,  Swenson, E., 
Dorweiler, Lauderdale ,  Risse, Thorkelson, 
Ens t rom,  Lennon, Rodenberg, Welch, 
F lahaven,  Long, Ross, 

Those who voted in the negative were: 
Anderson, Gislason, J. B, Levin, Selvig, 
Baxter,  Goodspeed, Ligh tner,  Shonyo, 
Briggs,  Grant ,  McLaughlin, Swenson,rC.J., 
Cameron,  Green, F. A.,  McPartlin, Swenson,O.A., 
Carlson, Grove, Melbye, Teigen, 
Child, Haugland,  Miller, Thomas,  
Christensen,A., Herr ied,  Norbv, Thompson, 
Christianson,T. Hitchcock, Nordgren, Trowbridge, 
Conley, Hompe, Oren, Warne r ,  
Curt is ,  Howard ,  Parker ,  Washburn ,  
Darby, Hulber  t ,  Patt ison, West ,  
Dilley, Jacobson, Pedersen, Wicker,  
Ea ton ,  Kelly, Perry,  J. T., Wilkinson, 
Enger ,  Kleffman, Prasel .  
Flaherty,  Lagersen, Putrlani, 
Gerlich, Lee, Ralio, 

Two years  ago this  same question arose in the  forill 
of a n  a c t  t o  reduce taxes 011 houses. and received a vote40f 
7 3  t o  45. 

T h e  foilowing then w t e d  jc .5  who now voted no: An- 
clerso$ Briggs,  Darby, Yllley, Engel., Goodspeed, Grant ,  
Levin, McPart l in ,  Peclersen. Praxel, Rako,  Swenson, 0. A. 
W a r n e r  a n d  Wilkinson. 

T h e  following then  voted no who now voted yes: Cul- 
lum,  Holmquist ,  Long, Mtirphy. Li~i's Olson, Spelbrink. 

Dilley, Lightner. <1nd I,evll~ wr)re t l i ~  oliljr St .  Paul  i i i ~ i i  

t o  vote no. 
This  bill failed in  the Sen.ittl 



CHAPTER VII. 
ELlECTlON LAWS.  

Kvel* slllce the  pl.iinary election was irlade statcwltlc 1 1 1  

1912, to save Eberhart and the reactionary elcment of the 
Republican party, there has been considerable demand for 
its amendment or repeal. 

At first it did save Eberhart and the i~enctiotlal'ie4 alld 
disappointed the ,progressives. Then it worked to the  acl- 
vantage of the progressives and a very loud protest went 
up from the reactionaries.. 

Then the lNonlpartisan lLeague came in and tried to cap- 
ture the Republican party in Minnesota as  they had allVeady 
done in North Dakota. 

This drew the conservative wing of the Republicans more 
closely together and added greatly to their strength by ac- 
cessions from the progressives and the Democrats. 

The primary and the election of ,1920 were accompanied 
by more than usual factional bitterness. The Nonpartisan 
League and Labor groups had united and placed on the Re- 
publican ;primary ballot Dr. [Henrik (Shipstead, a lifelong Re- 
publican who had served one term in the legislature-1917- 
and had made what the progressive people of the state called 
an excellent record. He  had also been a Republican candi- 
date for Congress in 1918 and had barely missed nomination. 
With Dr. Shipstead they tiled a full Republican ticket com- 
posed of Nonpartisan League and labor men. 

The conservative element of the :Republican party met 
in convention and selected S ta te  Auditor J. A. 0. Preus as  
their candidate for governor and {filled out the ticket with 
men of their choice. 

Thomas Frankson, who had served two terms in the leg- 
islature as a progressive 'Republican and had twice been 
elected lieutenant governor, was also a 'candidate. Two 
others filed as  Republicans, Ex-State Auditor Iverson and 
Thomas ~Keefe. 

The primary contest was intensely bitter and resulted 
in  the nomination of Preus and his ticket. 

The followers of 'Shipstead declared they had been slan- 
dered and cheated out of the nomination. They held another 
convention and determined to run Shipstead, 'Mallon and 
iSullivan as  independents for the same places on the ballot 
they had lost in the primary. 

To this much objection was raised. These men had first 
filed a s  ;Republicans, they said, and had been defeated. Now 
they come up a s  Independents. 'They had their chance once. 
They should retire and keep out. 

Their backers reiterated the claim that they had been 
unfairly defeated, and were justilfied in making another t1.y. 
In the November election Preus received 415,505 votes, Ship- 
stead 251,4012. 

T h e  ~ B e n s o n  Bi l l -Senate  F i l e  7. 
Senator Benson introduced a bill providing "tllat a pel8- 

son who has been a candidate for an office a t  the prima1.y 
election in any year shall not be eligible for no~llinatiorl fol 
the same office in that year by petition or certificate undel. 
this section." 
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This bill was hotly. contested in the  Senate by the Non- 
partisan ,League and Labor forces, but was passed by 43 to 9, 
a.s follows: 

Those who voted in the affirnmtive were: 
Ada~ns ,  Chsgrove, Hegnes, Putnam, 
Baldwin, Cumming, H ~ P P ,  Rask, 
Benson, Uenegre, Jackson, Sageng, 
Bessette, Dwyer, Kingsbury, Sullivan, J. D., 
Blo~ngren, .Fowler, Iiuntz, Swanson, 
Bonniwell, Gandrud, Larson, Turnham, 
Boylan, Gillam, Lindsley, Viber t, 
Brooks, G jerset, Nolan, Ward, 
Cashel, Gooding, Orr, Widell, 
Cliff, Guilford, Palmer, Wold. 
Conroy, Hamer, Peterson, 

Those who voted in the negative, were: 
Devold, Johnson, Loonam, Romberg, 
Erickson, Lee, Naplin, Schmechel, 

S tepan. 
1 5  senators did not vote: Anderson, Calahan, Carley, 

Coleman, ,Hall, Handlan, 'McGarry, 'Madigan, Millet, Nord, 
Reed, Ribenack, Rockne, Sullivan, G. H., Van Hoven. 

Eight of these usually affiliate with the  Democratic party 
in national politics and seem to  have regarded this a s  a Re- 
publican factional fight. 

When this bill reached the House and came up on 
general orders, I M ~ .  Nordlin declared i t  would offer a 
premium on fraud, corruption and violation of law; for if a 
candidate a t  the primary could once be defeated, no matter  
by what means, he could not have another chance. "The 
Buprenle Court decided that  Congressman Volstead had been 
defeated at  the  primary by unlawful means. H e  was after- 
ward nominated by a Republican conference, put on  the 
ticket by certificate and elected on the 2nd of November. If 
this law had been in force he  and his supporters would have 
had no recourse. Many of us  have been elected on  a pledge 
not to change the primary. W e  shall vote against this bill. 
Do you want to pass it?" 

Wilkinson and Warner on two occasions asked for t ime 
to  prepare amendments, but no amendments were prepared; 
and the bill was finally passed, Friday, Feb. 18, in spite of 
Norcilin's protssts, by 81 to 36. 

Those whc, 
Baxter, 
B e ~ d i x e n ,  
Bernard, 
Brizgs, 
Caw eron, 
C m - l s ~ m ,  
Child, 

Christensen,A., 
Chsistianson,T. 
Conley, 
Cullum, 
Curtis, 

voted in the affirmative were: 
D eLury, 
Dilley, 
Dosweiler, 
Eaton, 
Enger, 
Gel-lich, 
Girling, 
Gislason,J.B., 
Cocdspeed, 
Gran, 
Grant, 
Green, F. A., 

Grove, 
Haugland, 
Herried, 
Hinds, 
Hitchcock, 
Holnlquist, 
Hompe, 
Howard, 
Iiulbert, 
Jacobson, 
Johnson, 
Kelly, 

Lagersen, 
Lauderdale, 
Lee, 
Levin, 
Lightner, 
McGivern, 
McLaughlin, 
McPartlin, 
Melbye, 
Miller, 
Moen, 
.Murphy, 



Neuman, Putnanl, Shonyo, Trowbridge, 
Niniocks. RR l i ~ .  Swansti-om, W a r n e r ,  
Nor by, ltisse, Sweitzer, Wash burn, 
Nordgren, Robinson, Swenson;C.J., Wilkinson, 
Oren, Rodenberg, Swenson,O.A., Wright, 
Parker,  Scribner, Taylor, 1Mr. Speaker. 
Pattison, Selvig, Teigen, 
Perry,  J. T., Serline, Thomas, 
Praxel, Shanks, Thompsoa, 

Those who voted in the negative were: 
Anderson, Flahaven, Lennon, Slulbrinli, 
Arens, Flaherty, Lockhart, Spiadler, 
Bensen, Gartner, Nellermoe, S tahllre, 
Brown, Gislason, C.M., Nelson, Stein, 
Burdorf, Goodwin, hTordlin, Strand, 
Cummings, Hemstad, Olson, L. E., Swenson, E., 
Darby, Iverson, Olson, Lays, Thorkelson, 
Day, Kellsr, Samec, Walworth, 
Enstrom, Kozlak, Sluke, Welch. 

It was afterward found tha t  the  law would probably not 
prevent a candidate defeated by unlawful means, from being 
nominated to the same office by  a party convention in case 
of a vacancy, a s  was the situation with reference to Congress- 
man  Volstead in the 7th Congressional district in 1920. 

The Next  Move. 
About the time the  legislature met  a good many mem- 

bers seemed to favor measures to establish by statut-e party 
conventions, but petitions began to pour in from al l  par ts  of 
t h e  s tate  denlanding tha t  the primary law be left a s  i t  is. 

At ,first i t  appeared tha t  these petitions all came from 
t h e  Nonpartisan League and little attention was given them 
by those back of the  convention plan; but  they soon began 
t o  come in from other sources and members were fairly 
flooded with them. 

The Rockne Bill. 
This  hill, as  a t  (first introduced, provided for party con- 

ventions for each lpolitical party, but made no regulations a s  
to t ime or place for holding caucuses or selecting delegates. 
All this was left to  the  voluntary action of the  party com- 
mittees. 

A New T u r n  o f  Affairs. 
But other counsels prevailed and this bill was rewritten 

so as to provide for caucuses and conventions to  recommend 
candid'ates for all offices instead of nominat ing them. It 
provided tha t  candidates so recommended or endorsed need 
not accept the endorsement. 

,It did not openly restore all officers to  the party basis; 
but by allowing parties to  recommend for a l l  offices and 
legalizing their conventions i t  practically accon~plished the 
same results. 

Senators Gandrud, J. D. Sullivan and Guilford offered 
ainendments that  took all city, county,. legislative and judi- 
cial officers out of the bill entirely. 

The  !first amendment supported by Gandrud and Sullivan 
cut out all of those hut city officelx and here was the 11~1)  
of the  contest. 



lsullivan led the *fight to keep the Nonpartisan features  
in the primary law. "I believe in party government, bu t  I 
don't approve of a law that  will build political machines for 
e i ther  Republican, Democl?atic, or any other party. Have you 
got poorer township officers because they have been elected 
without party designation? The same of county, city and 
village'? I t  is better for the judiciary to be non-partisan, so 
with the  legislature. Could you improve this  legislature by 
electing u s  a s  party men? The  legislature should be a busi- 
ness  body. All who a r e  now elected on a nonpartisan basis 
should stay-there." 

Jackson declared that  the main question at a conven- 
tion is  to select and recommend a candidate for governor. 
If you permit t he  endorsement of nonpartisan officers, they 
will control your conventions and the governor will be lost 
sight of. 

Benson: "Conventions a re  desirable. Let us  regulate 
them by law." 

Carley: "This is an indirect a t tempt  to do the  thing 
t h a t  the  elections committee did not have the nerve to  do. 
I t  would put  the  s ta te  primary out of business and hang i ts  
carcass  on the  fence. The  old political boss has  been rele- 
gated to  the  discard in ,Minnesota and this legislature is  not 
going to  s tand  for  h i s  return." 

T h e  Gandrud amendment was carried 42 to 18. 
'Those who voted in the  affirmative were: 

Bessette, 
Blomgren, 
Bonniwell, 
Boylan, 
Brooks, 
Cashel, 
Conroy, 
Cosgrove, 
Cumming, 
Devold, 
Dwyer, 

Erickson, 
Fowler, 
Gandrud, 
Gillam, 
Gjerset, 
Guilford, 
HalI, 
Hegnes, 
H ~ P P ,  
Jackson, 
Johnson, 

Kingsbury, 
Kuntz, 
Larson, 
Lee, 
Lindsle y, 
Loonam, 
McGarry, 
Orr, 
Palmer,  
Peterson, 
Rask, 

Those who voted in the  negative were: 
Adams, Carley, Handlan, 
Anderson, Cliff, Naplin, 
Baldwin, Coleman, Nolan, 
Benson, Denegre, Reed, 
Callahan, Gooding, Stepan, 

Ribenack, 
Rockne, 
Romberg, 
S w e n g ,  
Schmechel, 
Sullivan, J.D., 
Swanson, 
Turnham, 
Wold. 

Sullivan,G.H., 
Vibert, 
Wa.rd. 

T h e  Guilford amendment carried with only G negative 
votes-Callahan, Carley, Coleman, Handlan, Naplin, Stepan. 

S o m e  of those who opposed amendment wanted to  keep 
all t he  offices partisan, others opposed the  whole scheme of 
legal regulation of parties, holding tha t  parties a r e  voluntary 
organizations of citizens that  should no more be regulated 
by s ta tu te  than a n y  other private affairs of citizens. 

Any who voted against the amendments and foi- t h e  
bill should be  put in ' t he  first class. 

Those who voted against amendment and against the  
bill belong in the  second group. They would keep thc bill 
a s  bad a s  possible the  more surely to kill it. 



Most, or all of the 25 who finally voted c~gainst the bill 
piwbably take the ground tha t  palt ies sliould not be subject 
to public regulation. 

As finally amended, this bill provides for a dclogato 
election on the second Tuesday of March, the usual  town 
nleeting day, when delegates will be electcd to a county 
convention of each political ,party. 

The  county convention will elect delegates to congres- 
sional district conventions and to a s tate  convention of each 
party. The  congressional district conventions will indorse 
candidates for Congress. 

>The s ta te  convention will indorse candidates for elective 
state offices and will adopt party platforms. The  bill does 
not apply to  county officials, o r  to  members of the legislature 
and judicial off ices. 

Any indorsement voted by a convention will be recorded 
opposite the name of the  candidate so indorsed on the pri- 
mary election ballot. 

The  names of such candidates will be printed a t  the top 
of the ballot and will not be subject to rotation. 

'The bill' passed the  S e n a t e  38 to 25. 
Those who voted in the  affirmative were: 

Adams, Denegre, Kingsbury, , 

Anderson, Fowler, Larson, 
Baldwin, Gandrud, Nolan, 
Benson, Gjerset, Palmer,  
Blomgren, Gooding, Peterson, 
Brooks, Guilford, Putnam, 
Callahan, Hall, Rask, 
Cliff, Hamer,  Reed, 
Coleman, Hegnes, Rockne, 
Cosgrove, HOPI?, Sageng, 

Those who voted in the  negative were: 
Bessette, Devold, Kuntz, 
Bonniwell, Dwyer, Lee, 
Boylan, Ericksoa, Lindsley, 
Carley, Gillam, Loonam, 
Cashel, Handlan, Millett, 
Conroy, Jackson, Naplin, 

Sullivan/G.H., 
Sullivan, J.D., 
S wanson, 
Turnham, 
Vibert, 
Ward, 
Widell, 
Wold, 

Ribenack, 
Romberg, 
Schmechel, 
Stepan, 

Cumming, Johnson, Orr, 
~McGarry, ~Madigan and Van Hoven did not vote. Madi- 

gall and Van Hoven had been excused. 
The advocates of this  bill claim that  it will secure fair 

and representative party conventions which political bosses 
cannot control. 

I ts  opponents raise several objections: 
1. Putting the candidates endorsed by the conventions 

a t  the head of the ticket, not subject to rotation, gives them 
an undue advantage over their  competitors on the ticket a t  
the primary. This was cut  out in the House. 

2. I t  tends to force all  citizens to join parties .or lose 
their political inflt~ence. I t  destroys independent voting. 

3.  I t  will solidify parties and intensify p a t y  prejudice. 
4. I t  will greatly increase the expense of elections to 

the ~ t a t e  a n d  to canditlates. 



5. I t  will lengthen the political campaign and stretch 
it fro111 the (first of March or earlier to November. 

16. I t  will tend to increase the activity of candidates by 
practically making three campaigns necessary: one to secure 
delegates, one to secure the nomination a t  the lprin~aries, and 
third, to gain the final election in [November. 

Some vigorously persisted that parties are private affairs 
and should not be subject to statutory regulation. 

Many would like to see all parties cut out, so far as  
state officers are concerned, declaring that there is no con- 
nection between national parties and state affairs. Let the 
two highest a t  the primary be the candidates a t  the  Novem- 
ber election and let the best win without regard to party. 

In  t h e  House. 
When this bill came up in the House on April 12 ,  Mr. 

Warner amended to cut out the feature giving party candi- 
dates endorsed by conventions the head of the ticket and 
not subject to rotation. 

This  removed the most serious objection to the bill and 
probably saved it  from defeat. 

The  bill was ably defended by Warner, Washburn, Par- 
ker, Bendixen, J. W. Olson and Girling, and forcibly opposed 
by Hompe, Nordlin and Minor. 

It was hard to get the necessary 616 votes, but after that  
number had been recorded several others who had refused 
,to vote, answered "Aye." 

The last to vote "aye" were Christensen, A., Darby, 
Holmquist, Neuman, Pedersen, C. J .  'Swenson, Thompson 
and West and those votes passed the bill. 

The roll call finally showed 69 ayes and 50 noes. 
Those who voted in the affirmative were: 

Baxter, Goodspeed, McPartlin, Ross, 
Bendixen, Green, F. A., Melbye, Serline, 
Briggs, Grove, Miller, Shonyo, 
Cameron, Haugland, Murphy, Swenson,C.J., 
Child, Herried, Xeuman, Swenson,O.A., 

Christensen,A., Hinds, Nimocks, Taylor, 
Christianson,T., Holmquist, ATordgren, Thomas, 
Conley, Hulbert, Norton, Th~m~pson,  
Cullum, Jacobson, O'Keefe, Trowbridge, 
Curtis, Johnson, Olsen, J. W., mTarner, 
Darby, Kelly, Oren, Washburn, 
Dilley, Lagersen, Parker, TqTest, 
Dorweiler, Lauderdale, Pattison, Wicker, 
Eaton, Lee, Pedersen, TVilkinson, 
Enger, Levin, Perry, T., Mr. Speaker. 
Flaherty, Lightner, Rako, 
Gerlich, Long, Risse, 
Girling, McGivern, Rodenberg, 

Those who voted in the negative were: 
Anderson, Carlson, Gartner, Hemstad, 
Arens, C~mmings,  Gislason,C.M., Hitchcock, - Bensen, Day, GislasonJ.iB., Hompe, 
Bernard, DeLury, Goodwin, Keller, 
Brown, Enstronl. Gran, Kleff man, 
Burdorf, Flahaven, Grant, Lennon, 



Lockhart, Olson, L. E., Slulre, Swenson, E., 
McLaugblin, Olson, Lars, Spelbrink, Teigen, 
Miner, Perry, J. T., Spindler, Thorkelson, 
Moen, Putnam, * Stahlke, Walworth, 
Nellermoe, Samec, Strand, Welch. 
Nelson, Scribner, Swanstrom, 
Nordli~i, Shanks, Sweitzer, 

Ten did not vote: T. J. Green, Howard, Iverson, Kozlak, 
Nollet, Norby, T. J. {Perry, ~Praxel, Selvig and Stein. 

This bill does not directly interfere with the primary 
itself. I t  makes party conventions compulsory, requires them 
to adopt platforms and endorse candidates, and thus tends 
to strengthen partisanship and discourage independent 
action. 

It  is really very mild and harmless comlpared with the 
original Senate bill which practically put  every state and 
local office on a partisan basis, and gave the political bosses 
about all they could ask. 

The qGjerset Bill. 
The third bill which was expected to help the fiepublican 

party, a s  now organized, to keep hold of the reins and pre- 
vent the Nonpartisan League from "stealing it," a s  some put 
it, was introduced by Senator Gjerset and provided that 
"every organization" of the following kinds must become a 
political party subject to all the statutes governing political 
parties under the corrupt lpractices act. 

1. Any which has held conventions or recommended 
candidates for any elective office. 

2. Any organization which "urges or'promulgates * * 
principles or doctrines of industrial or governmental policy 
distinct or different from" other political parties. 

3. All organizations which "by means of committees, 
conventions or by means of any form of organization to con- 
trol or influence government, or to inf1uenc.e or determine 
the election of any elective executive, judicial or legislative 
officer." 

The above language is not very delfinite and caused con- 
siderable comment and criticism. 

t3enator Magnus Johnson, Nonpartisan league floor 
leader, said he realized that  the  bill was especially aimed a t  
the Nonpartisans, but asked the author if the  measure would 
not apply with equal force to the activities of the Anti-Ba- 
lo611 league, the State Pederation of -Labor, the Farm Bureau 
Federation and the various women's organizations. 

Senator Gjerset denied this. "These organizations sail 
under their own colors," he  said. "'They promulgate their 
own principles and attempt no fraud. They do not attempt 
to influence government." 

Senator Johnson said he  failed to see where the line 
could be drawn between the Nonpartisan league and the 
Anti3aloon league. [He held that  the. Farm bureau was 
doing -the same thing as  the Nonpartisan league. 

"We are a political organization and we try to influence 
legislation, but in Minnesota a majority of us are (Republi- 
cans," he said. "This bill is intended for the sole purpose 



of making a political organization of the Nonpartisan league, 
and that 's  a l l  right a s  far a s  I a m  concerned." 

Senator Arch Coleman of Minneapolis challengctl 5 c n a -  
tor Johnson's claim that  the Nonpartisans were R e p u l ~ l i c a ~ ~ s .  

"An adherent to the principles of Townleyism is no moro 
a Republican than a turnip i s  a Baldwin apple," he said. 

"There a re  a good many things advocated by Townley 
tha t  I won't stand for," shouted Isenator Johnson. "We dis- 
agree about every time we. meet. What  I a m  after is to rem- 
edy the evils in the Republican party but every time we try 
to discuss these evils you shout Townleyism and free love 
and flying machines and Socialisn~. And we would have COY- 

rected some of these evils in  the last  election if we had the 
money to  get the women votes." 

Sees Harm t o  Innocents. 

"I care nothing about the Nonpartisan league," said 
Senator Joe  Jackson of St. Paul, "but I believe tha t  in strik- 
ing at i t  in  this bill a lot of innocent spectators will be 
knocked over." 

Senator Ole Sagen& suggested tha t  the  bill should in- 
clude organizations supporting the platforms and policies of 
the  regular political parties a s  well a s  those advocating dif- 
ferent principles and candidates. 

"These organizations under this bill would be permitted 
to  s-pend unlimited amounts of money," said Senator Sageng. 
"What is sauce for the goose i s  sauce for the  gander." 

,On final vassage the  bill received 35 votes, one more 
than enough. .: 

p. 

Those who voted in the  affirmative were: 
Adams, Coleman, Kingsbury, Ribenack, 
Anderson, Cosgrove, ~ c ~ a r ' r y ,  Rockne, 
Baldwin, Cumming, Nolan, Sageng, 
Benson, Denegre, . Orr, Sullivan,S.I-I., 
Bessette, .Gjerset, Palmer, Sullivan, J.D., 
Blomgren, Gooding, Peterson, Van Hoven, 
Brooks, Guilford, Putnam, Vibert, 
Callahan, Hall, Rask, Ward. 
Cliff, HOPP, Reed, 

Those who voted i n  the  negative were: 
Bonniwell, Erickson, Kuntz, Romberg, 
Boylan, Gandrud, Larson, Schmechel, 
Carley, Gillam, Lindsley. S tepan, 
Conroy, Handlan, Loonam, Swanson. 
Devold, Jackson, Millett, 
Dwyer, Johnson, Naplin, 

Nine did not vote: Cashel, Fowler, Hamer, Hegnes, Lee, 
Madigan, Turnham, Widell and Wold. 

This  bill died in the House. 
A resolution for a constitutional amendment permitting 

proportion representation for the legislature and for local 
representative bodies was reported favorably by the House 
elections committee, but got no further, owing to press of 
business. I t  was on a: special order but was not reached the 
last  night. 



CHAPTER VIII. 

PROHIBITI0,N ENFORCEMENT. 

Prohibition of the  liquor traffic has  been written illto 
the constitution and laws of the nation and of every state. 

But it is one thing to prohibit by law and quite a differ- 
en t  thing to enforce the law that  prohibits. 

I t  is unlawful  to manufacture any  kind of intoxicating 
liquor to be used as a beverage. 

But thousands of people a r e  doing i t  just the same. 
They sim.ply defy the  law. 

I t  is unlawful  to transport  liquor. 
But the country i s  full of "rum runners." 
I t  is unlawful  to  sell liquor for people to drink. 
But thousands a r e  doing it. 
I t  is unlawful  t o  have liquor in your possession to be 

used for drinking purposes. 
But the  law is  not obeyed. 
Prohibition has  got rid of the  licensed and legally pro- 

tected saloon. 
Let  us be thankful for that.  
I t s  door is  no longer open, ever  beckoning to young and 

old to  come in and buy poison under  legal #protection, to 
steal their brains away. 

But the soft drink parlor, the  d rug  store, t he  pool room 
and many other places a r e  now doing secretly what  the  
licensed saloon once did openly. 

.Newspapers publish long editorials on the evils of liquor 
and the necessity of law enforcement, and in the adjoining 
column print squibs and quips ridiculing prohibition and 
making light of law violation. 

BUT 
In spite of all these evils-the remnants,  the  back wash. 

the  dying gasps of a n  unholy system-the abolition of the  
open saloon and the prohibition of intoxicating liquor have 
already produced wonderful results. 

The trail has  been blazed. I t  will now be easier to  
follow. 

The violators of law, tho active and persistent, a r e  com- 
paratively few, and their  numbers will steadily diminish 
with the increase of temperance sentiment and more efficient 
enforcement. 

To this  end the temperance people prepared and passed 
three bills for  the more complete enforcement of the  pro- 
hibition law. 

House File 956 proposed t o  greatly improve the prohibil 
tion laws of 1919 as they relate to  all mat ters  of enforcement 
except transportation, increasing penalties for violation, and 
providing jail sentences for first offense. 

House File 958 covered problems within the  field of 
transportation and authorizing seizure of vehicles. 

House File 1157 extended to municipalities all powers 
enjoyed by the s tate  in all mat ters  of enforcement of pro- 
hibition laws. 

These three bills all passed the  House on special order 
April 7th by very large majorities, 
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Dilley attempted to amend 956 so a s  to  legalize 4 per 
cent  beer. 

Th i s  amend~nen t  aroused much discussion. 
Keller said "Alcohol has  more enemies in public and 

more friends in private than any other substance." 
Norton called inilley's amendment a joke, and Dilley 

declared tha t  it is no joke to some of us  who can't  ge t  beer 
i n  Minnesota, when in all other parts of the union 4 per cent 
can  be had. 

Kozlak quoted a certain professor's exploded argument 
who claimed as much food value in a stein of beer  as in a 
loaf of bread. "The people want beer and light wines. If 
they can ' t  get  them, moonshine will be worse than  ever." 

Norton demanded a roll call, but Oscar Bwenson and 
a number of others objected. 

I t  w a s  quite plain tha t  Dilley's amendment  would get  
more  votes without a roll call. There would be  no record of 
the  vote. 

Norton finalIy won, and Dilley was defeated. T h e  record 
shows 32 ayes, 88 nays. 

Those who voted in the affirmative were: 
Arens, Gartner, Niner, 
Briggs, , Keller, Nellermoe, 
{Brown, Kleff man, Nordlin, 
Burdorf, Kozlak, O'Keefe, 
Christensen,A., Lennon, Pattison, 
Cummings, L,ong, Perry,  T., 
Dilley,. McGivern, Rako, 
Flahaven, McLaughlin, Risse. 

Those who voted in the negative were: 
Anderson, Goodspeed, Ligh tner, 
Baxter, . Goodwin, Lockhart, 
Bendixen, Gran , S'Ielbye, 
Bensen, Grant, Niller, 
Bernard, Green, F. A., Moen, 
Cameron, Grove, Murphy, 
Carlson, Haugland, Nelson, 
Child, Hemstad, Neuman, 

Christianson,A. Herried, Nollet, 
Conley, Hinds, Norb y ,  
Curtis, 
Day, 
DelLury ,- 
Dorweiler, 
Eaton, 
Enger,  
Enstrom, 
Flaherty,  
Gerlich, 
Girling, 
Gislason,C. 

Hitchcock, 
Holmquist, 
Hornpe, 
Howard, 
Hulbert, 
Iverson, 
Jacobson, 
Johnson, 
Kelly, 
Lagersen, 

If., Lauderdzlc,, 

Nordgren, 
Norton, 
Olsen, J. TV., 
Olson, L. E., 
Olson, Lars ,  
Gren, 
Parker, 
Pedersen, 
Perry, J. T., 
Putnanl, 
Ross. 

Rodenberg, 
Samec, 
Spelbrink, 
Stahlke, 
Stein, 
Swenson, E., 
Walworth, 
Welch. 

Serline, 
Shanks, 
Shonyo, 
Spindler, 
Strand, 
Swanstrom, 
Sweitzer, 
Swenson,C.J., 
Swenson,O.A., 
Taylor, 
Teigen, 
Thomas, 
Thompso?l. 
Thorkelson, 
Trowbridge, 
Warner ,  
West,  
Wicker, 
Willtinson, 
Wright,  
3fr. Spealrcl.. 

,Nearly all who voted for  the amendment come from 
districts tha t  would probably favor beer and wine. 
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McPartlin objected to voting: "In all seriousneas 1 
don't want to vote on these questions. This legislation is 
useless. I an1 a conscientious objector." 

Miner moved that  (MdPartlin be recorded as voting i n  
the affirmative on the) Dilley amendment. 

The motion prevailed, and the corrected i'ecoi'd sliows 
Mr. McPartlin voting "aye." 

Nellermoe declared he had not answered to the call of 
the House and so was not bound to vote, but the House re- 
fused to excuse him and he  voted "aye." 

On final passage House File 956 secured 78 ayes a s  
against 36 nays. 

H. F. 91518 passed 72 to 81. .House File 1157, 82 to 21. 
The arguments in opposition were mostly on the ground 

that this legislation was too drastic and would defeat itself; 
but if the prohibition laws a r e  to be enforced, lawbreakers 
must be m'ade to feel a heavy hand. 

Drunkenness is  a serious matter. ,It will destroy any 
people who yield to it. It is especially dangerous when the 
young and thoughtless see  the law ridiculed by their elders, 
in the public press, and .places of ainusement, and violated 
with impunity. 

,Education Necessary. 
Nor is strict enforcement the only thing necessary. 
Education is still more vital,-education both of parents 

and of children. 
Young people do not acquire an  appetite for intoxicants 

all of a sudden. 
Many a fond mother is unconsciously laying a founda- 

tion for such an appetite when she encourages her little child 
to drink tea or coffee or ea t  highly spiced foods. 

No normal child craves these things. At first they are 
revolting to his naturally sensitive taste; but constant repe- 
tition deadens the sensitiveness, and in, a little while he will 
be so changed that simple, wholesome food will not please 
him. I t  does not produce the  sensation he has learned to 
crave. 

Right here is where so many fond mothers make the 
crucial mistake. 

The child that  rkfuses simple food should have no food 
till he is really hungry. 

This abnormal craving for highly spiced foods develops 
further into a demand for candy, chewing gum, and the 
abominable habit of stuffing between meals. 

A little later soda fountain slop and bottled soft drinks, 
with their sharp pungent taste, will further prepare the vic- 
tim for the inevitable result,-a craving for alcoholic bever- 
ages. 

The Real .Remedy. 
Don't s tart  the child along that  path. 
Don't destroy his naturally delicate taste. 
He won't have to be reformed later. 
The schools must more intelligently continue the educa- 

tion of the child in the direction of plain, simple living and 
the exercise of homely virtues. 



If  all children, and adults, too, for tha t  matter ,  could 
I)(. inil~l.cssc~cl w i th  llic fact tlixt t h o u s ; ~ ~ l d s  of men ( l i o  i l l  

the  very prime of life each year as tho result of unnatural 
habits of eating, drinking and living-habits that  sap their  
vitality and breed disease, we should soon be on the way 
toward a race of men and women, strong a n d  clean of body, 
keen and intelligent in mind, pure and high minded. 

.In t h e  Genate. 
956 was somewhat anlended on motion of Senator  Geo. 

$3. Sullivan (who was fornlerly a wet, but now took the lead 
for law enforcement) and passed with only three nay votes,- 
Boylan, Handlan, and Loonam. 

17 did not vote. All others voted "aye." 
958 was passed with not a vote to  spare. 
Nine voted "no": .Boylan, Brooks, Calahan, Conroy, 

Dwyer, Handlan, /Loonam, [Stepan, Van Hoven. Nineteen 
did not vote. 

Here  follow the 34 "aye" votes: 
Anderson, 
Benson, 
Blomgren, 
Carley, 
Cashel, 
Cliff, 
Coleman, 
Cumming, 
Gandrud, 

Gjerset, 
Gooding, 
Guilford, 
Hall, 
Hamer,  
Hegnes, 
H ~ P P ,  
Jackson, 
Johnson, 

Lee, Sage%, 
Lindsley, Sullivan,G.H., 
Naplin, Swanson, 
Nolan, Turnham, 
Palmer, Ward, 
Peterson, Widell, 
Rask, Wold. 
Reed, 
Ftockne, 

These 34 a re  the center of support. There were many 
others whose support could have been obtained if needed. 

H. F. 1'157 passed 4 1  to  5, Boylan, Conroy, Dwyer, Hand- 
lan and Loonam voting "no." 

I t  was evidently the intention of the ~Sena te  to pass these 
bills with a s  little opposition a s  possible. This  was em- 
phasized by the fact tha t  former wets took a leading part  in 
their  support. 

The open saloon is gone never to return. 
I ts  ever present temptation has been removed. 
But  with all i ts  evils the saloon was a sort of social 

center. I t  was called the  poor man's club. 
What  will take i t s  place? 
Why can't the churches and the schools rise to  the 

occasion? Why can't  they furnish a more elevating and 
ennobling environment where all may meet in social inter- 
course and enjoy the simple harinless recreation so vital to 
our civilization ? 

What  a grand thing i t  would be if the  churches could 
be used seven days in the  week to minister to the social 
and intellectual wants of the  people instead of being closed, 
locked, dark and disrnal a good part  of the time. 

Why can't  the churches and the schools become living 
centers of joy and gladness, where lessons of health, long 
life and high ideals may be learned by old and young alike, 
and where true democracy and brotherly kindness may be 
fostered and encouraged? 



CHAPTER IS .  
IRIOAD LEGIC3LATION. 

When the people, a t  the general election of 1920, adopted 
the  Babcock good roads anlendinciit to tho constitution, they 
put upon the legislature one of the biggest jobs any legis- 
la ture  ever had to undertake. 

And yet i t  was a job tha t  very many inemlxrs wanted 
to take part  in. Nearly half the members requested places 
on the  roads committee. 

After a vast amount of careful work the coininittee re- 
ported out the necessary bills for carrying forward the work 
of building hard surfaced roads according to the plan adopted 
by the people. 

The  only serious 'point of disagreement related to the 
control of the  work. 

The  committee had provided in their bill for one com- 
missioner, to  be appointed by the  governor for a period of 
2 years, t o  have sole charge of the building of the roads. 

:Many members regarded this  "one man" system a s  auto- 
cratic and demanded a commission of three instead of one 
commissioner. 

Haugland and Jacobson offered an  amendment to the 
bill providing for three commissioners, one for two years, 
one for four years, one for six years, to be appointed by the 
governor, and removable by him a t  his pleasure, except for 
a political reason. 

T h e  discussion was long drawn out, the advocates of 
the  commission of three claiming it to be more democratic, 
while the  advocates of one commissioner insisted that  one 
head to  a great  work of this kind, with concentration of re- 
sponsibility-would result in better work, greater efficiency 
and  more economy. "If things don't go right you will know 
who is at fault." 

Thirty-seven voted for the  amendment,  84 against. 
Those who voted in the  affirmative were: 

Anderson, Dorweiler, Kelly, Olson, Lars, 
Baxter, Eaton, Kozlak, Sluke, 
Bendixen, Gislason,C.M., Lagersen, Spelbrink, 
Burdorf, - Gislason,J!B., Miner, Spindler, 
Cameron, Grove, Nellermoe, Teigen, 
Carlson, Haugland, Nelson, Thompson, 
Child, Howard, Neuman, Washburn, 

Christianson,T., Hulbert, Nimocks, 
Conley, Iverson, Olsen, J .  W., 
Day, Jacobson, Olson, L. E., 

Those who voted in the  negative were: 
Arens, Enger,  Grant,  Lauderdale, 
Bensen, Enstrom, Green, F. A., Lee, 
Bernard, Flahaven, Herried, Levin, 
Briggs, Flaherty,  Hinds, Lightner, 
Brown, Gartner, Hitchcock, Lockhart. 

Christensen,A., Gerlich, Holmquist, Long, 
Cullum, Girling, Hornpe, Mc.Givei.11, 
Cummings, Goods,peed, Johnson, McLaughlin, 
DeLury, Goodwin, Keller, RlcPartlin, 
Dillcy, Gritn , K l c f f n ~ a n ,  I \ l1~ l l ) ,~ , t : ,  
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Miller, Pedersen, Selvig, Taylor, 
Moen, Perry, J. T., Serline, r r l l ~ ~ ~ ~ a ~ ,  
Murphy, Praxel, Shanks, Thorkelson, 
Nollet, Putnam, Shonyo, Trowbridge. 
Norby, Rako, Stahllie, Walworth. 
Nordg re~ ,  Risse, Strand, Warner, 
Nordlin, Robinson, Swanstroin, Wclch, 
O'Keefe, Rodenhc~ g ,  Sweitzer, Wicker, 
Oren, Ross, Swenson,C.J., Williinson, 
Parker, Samec, Swenson, E., Wrignt, 
Patticon, Scribner, Swenson,O.h., Mr. Speaker. 

Ten did not vote. Emmons, T. J. Greene, Lennon, Nor- 
ton, Tim F e ~ r y ,  Bteen and West had been excused. Curt is ,  
Darby and LHemstad had answered to roll call. 

This special order was then put over till Feb. 17. 
Theodore Christianson then proposed an  amendment 

creating a Highway Advisory board, composed of the gover- 
nor, secretary of state and attorney general, and greatly 
limiting the powers of the commissioner. 

Those favoring "a more democratic" system gained con- 
siderable support, securing the vote of nearly all the Non- 
partisan league and labor votes. 

T h e  roll call showed 52  for the Christianson amendinent a 

and 69 against. 
Those who voted in the affirmative were: 

Anderson, Flahaven, Kozlak, Olsen, J. U'., 
Arens, Gartner, Lagersen, Olson, L. E., 
Baxter, Gislason,C.M., Lennon, Olson, Lars, 
Bendixen, Gislason, J.B., Lockhart, Oren, 
Bensen, Goodwin, Miner, Samec, 
Burdorf, Grant, Melbye, Sluke, 
Child, Grove, Moen, Spelbrink, 
Christianson,T. Haugland, Nellermoe, Stahlke, 
Conley, Kemstad, Nelson, Teigen, 
Curtis, Iverson, Neuman, Thompson, 
Day, Jacobson, Nimocks, Thorkelson, 
Eaton, Keller, Nordlin, Welch, 
Enstrom, Kelly, Norton, Wicker. 

Again there were 20 not voting: Cameron, Emmons, 
Green, T. J., ~Pederson, (Perry T., 'West, had been excused. 
Howard,  strand, Washburn and the Speaker had all answered 
to roll call. 

I n  t h e  Senate. 

When this bill reached the isenate another fight -was put 
up by Senator McGarry, chairman of the road committee, 
to secure a three-member commission instead of a singlc 
commissioner.. 

'The debate lasted for three hours on the afternoon of 
March 30th. 

McGarry was helped by Senators Nolan, Boplan, Lee, 
Putnam and Cliff. They urged that  a commission of thl.etJ 
would make the road work more safe, stable and continuou\ 
as to policy; that the rural and back districts would be more 
likely to get good service; that a conlmission of thiSee \i i1.z 

in harmony with the general policy of the state, C O Y  M ~ C  1 i a \ . t 1  



commissions of three in all other departments, Tax commis- 
sion, \Railway and Warehouse commission, Board of Control, 
Industrial commission, and Securities conllnission. 

Benson, Schmechel, Hall, Johnson, Baldwin, Sageng and 
J. D. ISullivan defended the bill a s  it had colne from the 
House. If you want a job well done set one man to do it and 
hold h i ~ n  responsible, just as  you do with your Commissioner 
of Agriculture, Cornmissioner of Banks, Insurance, Public 
Examiner and Education. Centralize responsibility and you 
will know who to praise or blame for the results you get. 

The vote stood 25 for the three men, and 40 for the one 
commissioner. 

Those who voted in the affirmative were: 
Bessette, Devold, Jackson, Romberg, 
Boylan, Dwyer, Lee, Stepan, 
Brooks, Erickson, McGarry, Sullivan,G~H'., 
Callahan, Fowler, Naplin, Van Hoven. 
Cliff, Guilford, Nolan, 
Conroy, Handlan, Putnam, 
Cosgrove, IIegnes, Rockne, 

Those who voted in the negative were: 
Adams, Denegre, Kuntz, Ribenack, 
Anderson, Gandrud, - Larson, ~Sageng, 
Baldwin, Gillam, Lindsley, Schmechel, 
Benson, Gjerset, Loonanl, Sullivan, J.D., 
Blomgren, Gooding, Millett, S wanson, 
Bonniwell, Hall, Orr, Turnham, 
Carley, Hamer, Palmer, Vibert, 
Cashel, HOPP, Peterson, Ward, 
Coleman, Johnson, Rask, Widell, 
Cumming, Kingsbury, Reed, Wold. 

After this question had been settled the further consid- 
eration of the bill was put over till the next day, when it was 
given the most careful study and consideration. 

I t  was really rather remarkable with what earnestness 
the  entire Senate spent the whole day, both morning and af- 
ternoon, considering, one after another, many lproposed 
amendments, all honestly aimed a t  making the law more 
efficient a s  an instrument for securing the best possible re- 
sults. 

The work of the isenate on this bill is worthy of great 
commendation. 

On .final 'passage there were no negative votes. 
Three did not vote: 'Hamer and Madigan were sick and 

Naplin had been excused for the day. 



G U A R A N T Y  O F  B A N K  !3E!'C'S!TS 

I t  has  always been conceded tha t  B a n k i n g  is i l l  its vcsy 
nature more or less a public matter.  

Whether  it must always be a public iiiatter is anotlicr 
question. Perhaps we n ~ i g h l  conceive of a society so organ- 
ized that  banking would be a pusely private business, bu t  
that  is not yet. 

At present, everywhere in the civilized world banking is 
subject to legislative regulation. 

In many countries banks a re  publicly owned and oper- 
a ted,  and this  has  been the case more or less in all civilized 
ages. 

In our country the  tendency has  been toward publicly 
regulated banks privately owned and operated. 

'For some years there has  been considerable demand for 
a s ta tute  requiring all s ta te  banks to  unite to  guarantee de- 
positors in all  s ta te  banks. 

This  has  been resisted by the  strong banks on the ground 
tha t  well administered, strong, safe banks ought not to be 
taxed to help sustain the credit of weaker banks or those 
poorly administered. 

Several states have passed compulsory laws requiring all 
banks chartered by the s tate  to  join in a fund to guarantee 
all depositors in all s ta te  banks. 

Perhaps  the  best of these i s  the  law in Sou th  Dakota. 
In  the  Minnesota legislature of 1919 the   house passed a 

bill based on the South Dakota law by a vote of 79 to 30, 
but  i t  failed in the Senate.  

Then a n  interim conlmission was appointed to  study the 
banking question and report to  the next session of the legis- 
lature. 

The  result was a bill introduced into the  Senate by Ms. 
Nolan, of :Mower county, chairman of the banking committee. 

This bill provided for a voluntary system to go into effect 
when 200 banks had accepted the  law a n d  i ts  obligation. 
These 200 or  more banks would unite in a voluntary co- 
operative association to  protect all their  depositors. 

In  the  House, 5 guaranty bills were introduced. Two 
of them were con~pulsory: 

H. F. 4, by Wilkinson. 
H .  F. 52, by Welch, Enstronl and Burdorf. 
Three were voluntary : 
H. F.  191, by ,Briggs, Girling, Trowbridge, Wicker, and 

Sweitzer. 
H. F. 648, by ,Melbye. 
H. F. 937, by the committee on iBanks and  Banking. 
All these bills were on n special order in the  (House Wed- 

nesday, March 23, 1921.  
First ,  the committee bill was discussed at great  lengt l~  

by advocates and opponents of the voluntary guaranty sys- 
tem, Briggs arid Melbye being the chief advocates, and Wil- 
liinson, Welch and  Tvel-son tht. Icncling opgonciits. 

'rhc bill l*ewivcd on ly  (i5 voles rind frtilccl to llass. 



Ha.xter, 
l3ern:trd, 
Ilriggs, 
I3rown, 
Child, 
Christensen,A. 
Conley, 
(:ullulll, 
Curtis, 
Ilarby, 
I>e.Lury, 
Dorweiler, 
Eaton,  
Enger,  
Gerlich, 
Girling, 
Goodspeed, 

G 1x11 . 
Grant, 
Green, F. A . ,  
Grove. 
I-Ierried, 
Haugland. 
I-Iinds, 
Hi t c h c ~ c l i ,  
Holmquist, 
Hompe, 
Howard, 
Hulbert, 
Jacobson, 
Johnson. 
Kozlak, 
Lauderdale, 
Lee, 

I,e111l011, 
I,ong, 
McGivci.11, 
Mc~Lauglilin, 
Melbyct, 
Miller, 
Moen, 
Neuman, 
Nollet, 
Norby, 
Norton, 
O'Keefe, 
Olsen, J .  W., 
Patt ison,  
Pedersen,  
Perry,  T., 
Praxel,  

Those who voted in the  negative were :  

Anderson, Nordgren, 
Arens,  Goodwin, 
Bensen, Hemstacl, 
Burdorf, Iverson, 
Carlson, Keller, 
ChristiansoniT Kleffman, 
Curnmings, Lagersen, 
Day, Levin, 
Dilley, Lightner, 
Enstrom, Lockhart, 
Flahaven, McPartlin, 
Fla.herty, Miner, . 
Gartner,  Murphy, 
Gislason,C.M., Nellermoe, 
Gislason, J.B., Nelson, 

Strand,  
Nordlin, 
Olson, L. E., 
Olson, Lars ,  
Oren, 
Parker ,  
Perry,  J .  T., 
Rodenberg, 
Samec,  
Selvig, 
Sluke, 
Spelbrink, 
Spindler, . 
Stahlke,  
)Stein, 

l~~l t l l~I1~1,  
1t;11<0. 
Itissc. 
Ross, 
Scrihncr, 
Ser l ine ,  
~Sllonyo, 
Swanst~.om, 
Sweitzei., 
Taylor,  
Trowbridge, 
iWashburn, 
;Wicker. 
Mr. Speaker. 

Swenson,C. J., 
,Swenson, E., 
Swenson,O.A., 
Teigen, 
Thomas, 
Thompson, 
Thorkclson, 
Walworth,  
Warner .  
Welch, 
West ,  
TVilltinscn, 

After the  noon recess &Ir. Oren, who had voted against  
the  bill, movecl to reconsider and  i t  was brought back to 
life by a vote of 64  to 50: 

T h e  following who had been against  t he  bill in the 
morning now voted to  give i t  a new chance:  

Carlson, Oren, ~Selvig,  Swenson,  1C. J., Swenson. 0. A., 
Thomas  and West.  

DeLury, Howard and  Putnarn who had voted for the  
bill in the  morning, now refused to  go a n y  fur ther  and voted 
no. 

This  vote of 6 4  t c  50 having brought the hill up for  a n -  
other chance it was then passed by a vote of 66 to  5 4 .  

It  had gained Carlson, Oren, Selvig, iswenson. C. J., 
Swenson, 0. A., and i t  had lost Brown, DeLury and Kozlak, 
and also Wicker who did not vote on the last  roll call. 

A gain of 5 and a loss of 4 gave it tlie onc vote nwclc-lcl. 



MY. Dilley now started in to kill the other bills, but 
11c got 110 farther tlian to  intlefinitcly pos tpo~~c  the 3Tolbye 
])ill which w a s  alinost a duplicate: of the ono just passed. 

When he triad to k i l l  the  Welch b i l l  h e  was  defeated 
51 to 57. 

The house tlicn 1mssetl the Welcll bi l l  68 to 55. 
Those who voted in the affirmative were: 

Anderson, Gerlich, Lennon, Samec, 
Arens. Girling, Levin, Slulie, 
Bensen, Gislason,C.M., Lockhart, Spelbrink, 
Brown, Gislason, J. B., McGivern, Spindler, 
Burdorf, Goodwin, McPartlin, Stahlke, 
Child, Grove, Miner, Stein, 
Christianson,T Haugland, Moen, Strand, 
Conley, Hemstad, Nellermoe, Swanstrom, 
Cummings, .Herried, Nelson, Swenson, E., 
Darby, Hitchcock, Norby, Thompson, 
Day, Holmquist, Nordgren, Thorkelson, 
DaLur~ .  Hompe, Nordlin, Walworth, 
Dilley, Iverson, Olson, L. E., Warner, 
Enstrom, Keller, Olson, Lars, Welch, 
Flahaven, Kleffman, Perry, J. T., West, 
Flaherty, Kozlak, Putnam, Wilkinson, 
Gartner, Lauderdale, Rodenberg, Mr. Speaker. 

Those who voted in the negative were: 
Baxter, Hinds, Nollet, Selvig, 
Bernard, Howard, Norton, Serline, 
Briggs, Hulbert, O'Keefe, Shonyo, 
Carlson, Jacobson, Olsen, J .  W., ' Sweitzer, 
Christensen,A. Johnson, Oren, Swenson,C.J., 
Cullum, Lagersen, Parker, Swenson,O.A., 
Curtis, Lee, Pattison, Taylor, 
Dorweiler, Lightner, Pedersen, Teigen, 
Eaton, Long, Perry, T., Thomas, 
Enger, MclLaughlin, Praxel, Trowbridge, 
Goodspeed, Melbye, Rako, Washburn, 
Gran, Miller, Risse, Wicker, 
Grant, Murphy, Ross, 
Green, F. A., Neuman, Scribner, 

As this bill is the opposite of the  one just passed, it 
seems that there were several members who were willing to 
give the Senate a variety to choose from; and this was con- 
siderably emphasized when 50 members voted for No. 191,- 
another voluntary bill. 

The following members voted for both the (first voluntary 
bill and the Welch compulsory bill: [Brown, Child, DeLury, 
Gerlich. Girling, Grove, ~Haugland, ~Herried, {Hitchcock, Holm- 
quist, Hompe, Kozlak, Lauderdale, ~Lennon, Long, McGivern, 
Mom, Norby, Putnani and Speaker $Nolan. 

And here a re  8 who voted for all three: Gerlich, Girling, 
Hitchcock, <Hompe, Lauderdale, McGivern, Norby, Speaker 
Nolan. 

Nothing like giving the Senate plenty of choice. But the 
Senate killed both by indefinite postponement. 



GHAPTCER XI. 
SOME S U G G E S T I V E  ISIDEILIGHTG.  

Things that appear td be of small importance often 
serve to illustrate a great  principle. 

Men will divide on small questions according to their 
views on big questions. 

Not that  men are  always logical,-far from it,-but that,  
in a general way, a man's predilections and prejudices can be 
guessed from his stand on a subject whether  the matter 
be of little or great importance. 

Many such cases arise during every session. 
O I L  A N D  THE C I V I L  SE8RVICE.  

The  legislature of 1919 amended the  oil inspection law 
so  a s  to provide more safe and sure tes t s  for the purposes 
of inspection and then provided tha t  all  inspection should 
be placed under the civil service rules of the  dairy and food 
department. 

Senator  Coleman of Minneapolis introduced a bill t o  
repeal this civil service provision of t h e  1919 statute and 
put all the oil inspectors back onto a political basis where 
they would all be appointed by the  governor. 

Tuesday, February 18th, the  bill w a s  on  general order 
and Coleman had moved tha t  the S e n a t e  recommend i t  to 
pass. 

 senator Carley made a strong speech against  t he  hill. 
"For the  past two years we have had the  oil inspection de- 
partment out of politics and  we have had efficient inspec- 
tion-not the  kind where the political inspector simply 
copied the oil companies' records and drew pay for inspect- 
ing a hundred cars of oil. 

Putnam and John D. ~Sullivan favored repeal on the 
ground tha t  civil service examinations were held but once a 
year, tha t  most of the candidates came. f rom the  cities, and 
this  resulted in sending carpet baggers into t h e  districts to 
inspect the oil. 

Benson urged amendment not repeal. 
iDwyer said, "If this bill will repeal t he  Civil Service, I 

a m  for  it.  I don't want things taken out of politics." 
Gillam, "Are we getting good inspection? Yes. We  

didn't get  i t  before. Let us  amend the law, not kill it." 
Hamer secured the reading of a se t  of resolutions from 

the Automobile Owners' Convention opposing repeal. 
Carley closed with another appeal not to  go back to 

the  "old, corrupt system. Neilson is  a good inspector. Let 
us keep him and the efficient system he  has  established." 

Devold was pleased tha t  both the  Democrats and Re- 
publicans were having trouble to  make their  machines run 
smoothly. 

T h e  bill was indefiniteiy postponed without a roll call. 
F o r  the bill and against Civil  service: 

Anderson, Coleman, Gooding, Sulivan, J. D., 
Baldwin, Conroy, Hall, Turnham, 
Boylan, Denegre, Kingsbury, Ward,  
Brooks, Dwyer. Nolan, 
Calahan, Ericlcson, Putnam, 
Cliff, Fowler, Iteed, 



98 T11.c I i l i~ l~tcsota  JLcgislntwc of 1921 
Against the bill and for Civil Service: 

Qenson, C:) 71 rl IT (1,  1 , i ~ i ( l s : ~ y ,  I'etel.son, 
Blomgren, Gillam, I,oonaml Rorn berg, 
Bonniwell, Guilford, McGarry, Sageng, 
Carley, Hamer, Madigan, Scliniechel, 
Cashel, Jackson, Napli:~, Stepan, 
Cosgrove, J011nsor1, Nord, Y wa~ison, 
Cumming, Lar son, 0 rs, 
Devold, Lee, Palmer, 

LEGIISL~ATOR~S AIND THEIR PAY. 
Many members of the legislature honestly feel that the 

, $1,000 that  they receiv,e for a two years' term is a wholly 
inadequate compensation. 

They must spend nearly four months in St. Paul away 
from home, family and business. 

In most cases their election has of necessity cost con- 
siderable money, perhaps a third or more of the entire corn- 
pensation, in addition to the time they had to spend in the 
campaign for which they never can receive any pay. 

The cost of living in St .  Paul is such that it  is a usual 
thing for a member to spend all or more than all of his 
salary before the term is over. 

' And then there is always the probability of an e x t x  
C 

session for which he receives nothing except his mileage. 
I t  is true he receives 115 cents a mile for one trip from 

home to St. -Paul and return; but he will .probably be obliged 
to go home and come back several times during the ses- 
sion; yet he will only get once paid by the state. 

[So from a financial point of view there is very little in- 
ducement for a busy man to take up the burden of a. 1nw 
maker, unless he has some special interest to serve that 
will take care of him. 

Often, then, there are other than ;financial reasons. 
At the .present time lnost members are honestly desirous 

to give faithful service to the people acco~cling t9 their lights 
and their conception of what constitutes scch service. 

Many members regard a term or two in thn, legis!a.ture as 
having great educational advantages ; and probably many 
hope for further and more lucrative political preferment; 
but very few such hopes can ever be realized. 

The  iRailroads and T h e i r  Rates. 
Again members say the railroads are getting too much 

for carrying ;passengers. 3.6 cents ,per mile is nearly double 
what we formerly paid and something shculd be clone. 

"Now let us conlpel the roads to carry us free wheq n-e 
a re  traveling on 'public business.' Let us pass a law re- 
quiring the- roads to give us members free passes to be used 
when we a re  serving the public in our off,icial capacity." 

T h e  N i m o c k s  B i l l .  
'So Mr. .Nimocks introduces a bill for this purpose and de- 

fends it  with the above arguments. 
Nimocks said it would enable members to "run home 

now and then" during the session and find out what con- 
stituents wanted. 

"I was the ,first person to int~.oduce an itnt.i-f1.ec-t pass 
bill in the legislature, years ago," said Bendisen. "It n7as 



I-ecognizcd ~.nil i-o:ldq were i n  politics t h e n  end free 1 ~ s s P S  

vlaced legislators under obligations to railroad c o r l ) o l ~ ~ -  
tions. Without charging tha t  house members are c o r r u ~ t  
a t  present, I still believe i t  is  human nature to want to 
return favors, and that  this bill is bad." 

Teigen of Jackson forcibly supported Benclixen in 011- 

position to the  bill. 
All this took place in committee of the  whole on January 

13th. 
The  motion made by #Mr. Haugland was to indefinitely 

postpone the bill, and resulted in 61 to  Bill the bill, 62 to keep 
i t  alive and give i t  another chance. 

Several who voted no supposed they were voting to kill 
the  bill, and did not realize their  error until i t  was too la te  
to change. A considerable number of others voted deliberate- 
ly to keep the bill alive s o  i t  could be voted down more 
en~phatically when i t  should come up for final passage. 

Editorials  against the )Bills. 
(Several newspapers published leading editorials against  

the bill, among them the  Npls .  Tribune, the  Daily Star  and 
the Nowpartisan {Leader. 

I t  soon became apparent  tha t  t h e  support for the bill 
was waning. Members who had voted against indefinite post- 
ponement began to se s  tha t  I h ~ y  were in for much esplain- 
ing if they were to vote for  the  bill on #final passage. 

The bill stayed a t  the head of the  Calendar till Tuesday 
afternoon, January lt8th, when Mr. ~Nimocks, explaining that  
he desired to  be  executioner, grave digger and undertaker, 
moved to indefinitely postpone. This  was done with a great 
chorus of ayes, and a few surly no's and thus w a s  killed and 
buried the at tempt  to revive the  f ree  pass  graft. 

SALtARY IjNCREASE BILL.  
Later Nimocks had another bill t o  increase the  salary of 

members to  $1,500 for the  two years '  term. 
This bill r an  the gauntlet  of t h e  Committee and also the 

Committee of the TiThole House and came upon the Calendar 
for final passage February 16th, then  things began to hap- 
pen. 

John B. Gislason, who had been claimed by {Nimocks as 
a supporter of his bill, took the  lead in opposition. H e  de- 
clared, "\Our salaries a re  not measured by dollars and cents. 
If we pass this  bill we will deprive ourselves of our best  
argument against a general increase of salaries and all 
around extravagance." 

Nimocks declared his opponents were a pack of cowards 
and peanut lpoliticians. 

L. E. Olson: 'Th i s  is  no t ime to  raise salaries either for 
ourselves or our successors." 

Nellermoe: "I promised to  vote for this bill and I shall 
keep my promise." 

Noen: "The pay is not adequate,  I admit, but con- 
ditions will change. Can we say no to  our officials a t  home 
if we raise our own salaries. T h e  time is not now. Wait  
for normal times.'' 

The bill was  badly defeated, tho Nimocks claimed that  
he had 54 affirmative pledges. 



Those who voted i n  tlie affirmative were 51: 
Arens,  Gerlich, ~lul-pl ly ,  Scribner, 
$Bernard, Girling, Nel le~.n~oe,  Selvig, 
Briggs, Goodwin, Ninloclts, Strand, 
Brown, Herried, Nollet, Swanstrom, 
Cameron, H i t c h c ~ ~ l i ,  Norton, Sweitze- 
Child, Keller, O'Keefe, Swenson, E., 
Cullum, Kleff man,  Olsen, J. W., Thomas, 
Cummings, Kozlak, Pattison, Walworth, 
Dilley, Lauderdale, Praxel, Warner ,  
Dorweiler, Lennon, Rako, Washburn,  
Enger ,  Levin, Robinson, Wicker, 
Enstrom, Lockhart, Rodenberg, Mr. Speaker. 
Flaherty,  McPartlin, Ross, 
Gartner,  Miner, Samec, 

Those  who voted in the  negative were 66: 
Anderson, Goodspeed, Lightner, Risse, 
Baxter, Gran, McGivern, Serline, 
Bendixen, Grant, MeLaughlin, Shanks,  
Bensen, Green, F. A., Melbye, Shonyo, 
Burdorf, Grove, Miller, Spelbrink, 
Carlson, Haugland, Moen, Spindler, 
Christensen,A. Hemstad,  Nelson, Stahlke, 
Christianson,T Hinds, Neuman, Swensen,C. J., 
Conley, Holmquist, Norby, Swenson,O..A., 
Curtis, Hompe, Nordgren, Taylor, 
Darby, Hulbert, Nordlin, Teigen, 
Day, Iverson, Olson, L. E., Thompson, 
DeLury, Jacobson, Olson, Lars ,  Thorkelson, 
Eaton,  Johnson, Oren, Welch, 
Flahaven, Kelly, Parker.  Wright. 
Gislason,C.M., Lagersen,  Perry,  J .  T., 
Gislason,J.B., Lee, Putnam, 

28 of these  54 were from three large cities. T h e  only 
city members  voting no were Eaton, Lightner  and Nordlin. 
Howard and  W e s t  of Minneapolis and T. J .  Greene of St. 
Pau l  did no t  vote. 

TlHE PRIZE F I G H T  B I L L .  
A bill had  been introduced to permit  "boxing matches" 

(prize fights) in  all  cities large and small, a n d  all villages 
of more t h a n  5,000 people (Hibbing and  Chisholm). Baxter 
led t h e  opposition. "This i s  a moral question. Pugilisnl has  
been demoralizing in every age  and every nation." 

~ o l r e t  defended present day pugilists. 
T i m  P e r r y  declared tha t  city boys who had enjoyed the  

advantages  of athlet ics were made into soldiers more quickly 
than  country boys. 

Pat t ison declared tha t  boxing nlatches a r e  now held in 
all  p a r t s  of the  s ta te .  This  would make them legal and give 
t h e  s t a t e  10 per cent  of the  receipts. 

T h e  bill was defeated, 56 yeas, 39 noes. 
Those  who voted in the affirmative were:  

Briggs, Cullum, Eaton, Gerlich, 
Brown, Cummings, Enstrom, Girling, 

Christensen,A., Dilley, Flaherty,  Goodwin, 
Conley, Dorweiler, Gartner,  Green, F. A., 



IIerried, Long, Pattison, Spindler, 
Hinds, McLaughlin, Perry, T., Strand, 
Hitchcock, McPartlin, l'raxel, Swe i t ze r ,  
Howard, Miner, Risse, Swenson, 13 , 
Keller, Mu r' ph y , Rodenberg, Taylor, 
Kleff man, Nellermoe, Ross, Thomas, 
Kozlak, Neuman, Sarnec, Trow bridge, 
Lauderdale, Nollet, Scribner, Walwortli, 
Lee, Nordlin, Shonyo, Welch, 
Levin, Olsen, J. W., Spelbrink, Wilkinson. 

Those who voted in the negative were: 
Anderson, Enger, Lightner, Selvig, 
Arens, Flahaven, . Melbye, Serline, 

" Eaxter, Gislason,J,B., Miller, Shanks, 
Bendixen, Goodspeed, Moen, Slulte, 
Bensen, Gran, Nelson, Stahlke, 
Bernard, Grant, Norby, Stein, 
Burdorf, Grove, Nordgren, Swanstrom, 
Cameron, Haugland, Norton, + Swenson,C. J., 
Carlson, Hemstad, Olson, .L E., Swenson,O.A., 
Child, Hom'pe, Olson, Lars, Teigen, 

Christianson,T, Hulbert, Oren, Thompson, 
Curtis, Jacobson, Parker, Thorlrelso~~, 
Darby, Johnson, Pedersen, Warner, 
Day, Kelly, Perry, J. T., Wicker. 
DeLury, Lagersen, Pntnam, 

McPartlin had declared that  if this bill were defeated 
he would introduce a bill to repeal the present law that per- 
mits 10-round prize tights in the three large cities. Miner 
now asked him if he intended to keep his promise. 

Not satisfied with defeat in the House, the friends of this 
law to extend boxing matches to al l  the small cities and big 
villages in the state, pushed their bill to a vote in the Senate 
Saturday, April 2, and were there defeated 24 yeas, 26 nays. 

Those who voted in the affirmative were: 
Adams, Cashel, Erickson, Reed, 
Anderson, Conroy, Hegnes, Ribenack, 
Ressettc. Cosgrove, Kuntz, Sullivan,J.D., 
Boylan, Denegre. Loonam, Swanson. 
Brooks, Devold, McGarry, Van Hoven, 
Callahan, Dwyer, Rask, Vibert. 

Those who voted in the negative were: 
Benson, Gandrud, Nolan, Stepan, 
Blomgren, Gillam, Peterson, Sullivan,G.H., 
Bonniwell, Gooding, Putnam, Turnham, 
Carley, Guilford, <. Rockne, Ward, 
Cliff, Hall, Romberg, Wold. 
Cumming, Jackson, Sageng, , 

Fowler, Lindsley, Schmechel, 
This leaves 1 6  senators not voting: Larson, Baldwin, 

Kingsbury and Lee had been excused, iMadigan had been 
sick for a long time. Coleman, .Gjesset, Hamer, Handlan, 
Hopp, Johnson, Millett, !Naplin, Orr, Palmer and Widell did 
not vote. 



HIiBBI'NtG, CHI~SHO~LIM A N D  MR. K L E F t F M A N .  

IIibbing ~111tl Cllisllolin a re  great, sprawling villagcs i n  
the iron cou11ti.y. 

T h e  ,first has more than 15,000 pecple and the  second 
more than 9,000. 

For  years they were ruled, or ra ther  misrulcd by the  
agents  and influences of the Steel  trust. 

Then they revolted, elected men of the people to  office, 
and began to  govern in the interest  of the  people. 

But  they have never adopted city charters .  
They have always remained villages, and,  as villages, 

there  has  been no system of registration of voters, before 
elections, nor any of the other safeguards tha t  surround the 
!polls in third and fourth class cities of t h e  state.  

I t  has  been easy to send repeaters f rom one precinct to  
another on election day, and to  stuff t h e  ballot boxes with 
fraudulent votes. 

Enter Kleffman. 
In the  election of 1920 the  workers and  common people 

of the  district sent 'A. H. Kleffman to represent  them in the 
legislature. 

The   first thing Kleffman did was to  introduce a bill to 
throw around the elections in those two villages the  same 
safeguards tha t  apply in cities of the  same size throughout 
the  state.  

T h e  mining interests did not like th i s  bill a little bit: 
bu t  they didn't dare oppose i t ;  and on (Friday, Jan .  121, Mr. 
Kleffman had  the  rules suspended and  his bill passed by a 
vote of 108 to none. 

,Mr. iKleffman handled this matter  with grea t  skill and  
i t  went through without a hitch. 

J a n .  25, on motion of Senator  Bessette, the  (Senate passed 
this  bill without a dissenting vote. 

The  range villages may now have decent elections. 

" G R O W I N G  THE HOOD,LUM."  

Put  a boy born of gentle white parents  among Indians 
and he  will grow up like a n  Indian. 

!Let a child born of criminal parents have a sett ing of 
morality, integrity and love and the chances acre tha t  hc will 
not grow up into a criminal, but into a n  upright man. 

.If a child with a vicious temper be placed in a n  environ. 
nlent of peace and quiet the temper will change. 

I a m  as certain of those great t ruths  as 11 a m  of the  
grea t  t ruths  in the  plant world. P u t  a plant into close quar- 
ters  without sunshine and room to grow normally and you'll 
ge t  a hoodlum plant! 

The  only place hoodlums grow is in dark ,  dry,  cramped 
surroundings. Change those surroundings; ,put a little love 
and care and sunshine into their  lives and  you get  opposite 
results.-Luther Burbank in Association Men. 

'The whole history of mankind proves t h a t  t he  more 
brutal the punishment, the greater the  number of criminals. 

Crime is not the  result of innate depravity. 
Crime, a s  Burbank says, is the result of bad environment. 
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C h a n z e  the  ~nviron~nent- iml~rove living contlitions- 
nlake i t  possible to earn an  lloncst llvlrlg easily-a.11t1 ( I  I I I I ( '  

will diminish and possibly disappear. 
But there are  always those who cling to the disciwlited 

idea of Ipunishment. 
:Senator (Hall introduced a bill to restore the death 

penalty, but the committee killed it. 
.Nimocks had a similar bill a s  H. F. )No. 1, but  it died 

when Hall's bill was killed. 
Nimocks, also, in H. F. No. 2, proposed to establish the 

electric chair. 
Again, in El. F. No. 3, Nimocks proposed to increase 

punishment for robbery in the first degree. 
lFraudulent Checks. 

On the afternoon of Jan. 21, Rep. J. 0. Levin tried to  
pass a bill amending the statute relative to issuing checks 
without sufficient funds. He  would make a certificate of 
protest from a bank in another s tate  against a check issued 
in Minnesota prima facie evidence in this  state that  the 
drawer of the check had no funds in the bank when the 
check was drawn. 

O'Keefe of Dakota county and Nordlin of S t .  Paul ob- 
jected on the ground that  such a law would be quite a s  
likely to catch the innocent a s  the  guilty. Of course i t  is 
quite desirable to ,prevent thieves and swindlers from issu- 
ing fraudulent checks on banks outside the state and getting 
away with it, but this bill will not accomplish that result, 
while i t  might, and undoubtedly would subject innocent per- 
sons to great hardship, especially a s  the  bill makes an inno-  
cent holder of a fraudulent check equally guilty with the 
person who has  fraudulently drawn and issued the check. 

This is trying to do a good thing in  a bad way. How- 
ever, the following 16 members voted for the bill: 
Briggs, Hitchcock, Melbye, Shonyo, 
Dilley, Jacobson, Nimocks, Sweitzer, 
Eaton, Levin, Parker,  Taylor, 
Flaherty, Lightner, Praxel, West. 

On the afternoon of Feb. 16, one of the educational bills 
was up which prohibited changing the boundaries of consoli. 
dated school districts without the consent of the State De. 
partment of Education. lverson tried to amend out the pro. 
hibition and provide tha t  the State Department need only 
be notified. Teigen then took the  floor and briefly pointed 
out his objections to the bill-that it strengthened the cen- 
tralized control of our schools in the  s tate  department and 
deprived the local authorities of a little more of their initia- 
tive. The bill was killed very dead, only 18 voting for it and 
75 against. 

On the same afternoon, Jan. 21, they had up a bill to 
permit farmers' mutual insurance companies to extend their 
operations .into the field of automobile insurance. 

iMr. Eaton had opposed this bill in the insurance com- 
mittee, and in the committee of the whole House, and now 
continued his opposition on the ground that  automobile in- 
surance i s  especially hazardous, tha t  the mutual companies 



a r e  inadequately equipped to handle the  business and  assume 
the great  risks and that,  therefore, such companies a r e  likely 
to go broke and sacrifice the farmers '  investment. 

Baxter, Jacobson and  lWilltinson defended the ability of 
the mutuals to handle the business and assume the risks. 
"In the ,first place the risks in the  country a r e  only about 
one-eighth a s  great a s  in the cities. T h e  old line companies 
have always tried to stop the progress of the  farmers' 
lnutuals and have always raised the same cry tha t  only the 
old line companies could safely handle the  business; but we 
have demonstrated our ability to furnish insurance to  farm- 
e r s  in every line cheaper than  they, and now we propose to  
protect our auton~obiles against  accident, thef t  and  fire a t  
half the  cost they demand of us." 

''.Really they a re  very kind to  offer to ac t  as guardians 
to ,protect u s  from ourselves," said Wilkinson. 

,The bill passed with only two votes against  i t :  Guy E. 
Dilley, real estate and insurance, 1st. Paul ;  Leo  K. Eaton, 
attorney, of Minneapolis. 

Nimocks of Minneapolis had a bill greatly increasing the 
penalty for "taking a n  automobile without the  consent of 
the  owner" and "driving i t  across a county line.'' 

Nimocks lauded the bill as a means of .preventing the  
stealing of automobiles for joyriding or  ordinary thievery. 

Nordlin objected tha t  i t  opened the  door to  the  worst 
kind of malicious prosecution. W h a t  constitutes "consent of 
the  owner?" "and why should i t  be la f a r  greater  offense to  
drive 'across a county line' t han  to  just drive around in the 
same county?" 

T h e  opposition might have been s tated more fully and 
fairly. T h e  bill passed with one vote to  spare. 

Those who voted in the  affirmative were: 
Arens, Green,T. J., McPartlin, Serline, 
Bernard, Grove, Melbye, Shanks, 
Briggs, Herried, Miller, Shonyo, 
Cameron, Hinds, Neuman, Swans trom, 
Carlson, Howard, Nimocks, Sweitzer, 

Christianson,T., Hulbert, Nollet, Swenson,C.J., 
Cullum, Jacobson, Norby. Swenson,O.A., 
Darby, Johnson, Nordgren, Taylor, 
Dorweiler, Kelly, Norton, Trowbridge, 
Eaton, Lauderdale, Parker ,  Walworth, 
Enger. Lee, Pattison, Warner,  
Gerlich, Lennon, Perry,  T., Washburn, 
Girling, Levin, Praxel, West ,  
Gislason,J.B., Lightner, Rako, Wicker, 
Goodspeed, Long, Risse, Wilkinson, 
Gran, McGivern, Radenberg, Mr. Speaker. 
Grant,  McLaughlin, Selvig, 

Those who voted in the negative were: 
Anderson, Burdorf, Day, Flahaven, 
Ehxter, Christensen,A., DeLury, Flaherty,  
Bendixen, Conley, Dilley, Gartner,  
Bensen, Cummings, Emmons, Gislason,C.M., 
Brown, Curtis, Enstrom, Goodwin, 



Green,F.A., Loclthart, Perry,J.T., Strand,  
Ha11 gl a n d , nlincv. 131 tnr tm,  Swenson,E., 
IIemstad, h'loen, ltobinson, 'l'eigcn, 
Hitchcock, Nellernloe, Samec, Thomas, 
Holmquist, Nelson, Scribner, Thompson, 
Hompe, Nol-dlin, Sluke, Tllorltelson, 
Keller, Olsen, J.W., Spelbrinlt, Welch, 
Kleff man. Olson,L.E., Spindlcr, Wright. 
Kozlak, Olson, Lars,  Stahllte, 
Laagersen, Oren, Stein, 

T h e  negative votes on this bill a r e  mostly members who 
use care  tha t  a bill to punish the guilty doesn't also catch 
the  innocent. 

This  bill afterward passed the Senate. 
I n  H. F. 31  and 113 by Mr. Nimocks a n  at tempt  was 

made to  make i t  harder for owners of property to  collect 
rents. T h e  first bills were returned to  the author.  

Again in H. F. 41, Nimocks attempted to  regulate the 
ent i re  milk business by means of fines and penalties, in place 
of the  process of education and co-operation so  successfully 
employed by the city of S t .  Paul. 

The  bill was opposed by the Health Department of St. 
Paul  and w a s  killed. 

(So it did no  harm except to  clutter up the  records of the  
legislature. 

I n  H. F. 379, ~Nimocks and others provided strong penal- 
t ies for  carrying pistols and revolvers. 

Indefinitely postponed. 
Mr. Nimocks later introduced a proposed constitutional 

amendment to  re-establish the death penalty but tha t  was 
returned to  i t s  author. 

It would not be correct-to suppose t h a t  Mr. Nimocks 
was the  only member who introduced bills t o  make people 
good through fear of punishment, but  he has  more such bills 
t o  his credit, or discredit, than any  other member; neither 
would i t  be t rue to suppose that  he confined his energies 
entirely to  this  kind of legislation. 

,Mr. Nimocks was the author of several other measures, 
only two of which passed. 

A M E I N D I N G  T H E  E I G H T  H O U R  LAW. 
The  legislature of 1919 passed a bill providing for the  

eight hour day for employes in all s ta te  institutions a n d  on 
all s ta te  work. 

T h i s  law aroused great opposition among the farmers  
who claimed that  they could not operate their  farms on a n  
eight hour basis, tha t  eight hours in the s ta te  institutions 
set the  standards,  and that  they could not get  help. More- 
over if the  great program of state roads was to  be put thru  
on a n  eight hour basis, it would be still more difficult for 
them to  keep workers on the farms, besides adding greatly 
t o  the  cost of the roads. 

They brought in a bill to amend the eight hour law so 
t h a t  all outside workers for the s ta te  should not be confined 
t o  the  eight hour standard. 

'This bill was bitterly opposed by the forces of organized 
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labor both in committee and on the floor of the house whesc 
i t  was passed Wednesday, March 30th, by just t l i ~  nc>c.cqsal,v 
G G  votes. 

Representative Theo. Christianson strongly ul'gccl pas- 
sage of the bill. It  would save the state many t l ious :~~~ds  o f  
dollars on road work alone, and that employes of tlle s l a tc  
on the state farms and on other outdoor state wo1.k stioultl 
not be given any advantage over those einploycd by private 
farmers. 

John B. Pattison in opposing the bill said, "This bill is 
not backed by friends of labor nor has the state board of 
control asked for this change." 

"The University farm school and other state depart- 
ments, and T. E. Cashman of the Farm Bureau are ~ l r g i i ~ g  
the passage of the bill," declared ,Representative Neuman. 

.Miner denounced the bill as  having all  the earmarks of 
the "open shop" movement. 

"The big unemployment problem can't be solved by 
lengthening the work day," declared 0. D. Nellermoe of Min- 
neapolis and 8. J. Keller of St. Paul took the same stand. 

I t  took a long time to get the necessary 66 to pass the 
bill. 

Those who voted in the affirmative were: 
'Baxter, Gislason, J. B., Lagersen, Selvig, 
Bendixen, Goodspeed, Lee, Serline, 
~Briggs, Gran, Levin, Shanks, 
Cameron, Grant, Lightner, Shonyo, 
Carlson, Green, F. A., Melbye, Spindler, 
*Christensen,A. Grove, Miller, Swenson. C. J., 
Christianson,T Haugland, Moen, Swenson,O.A., 
Conley, Herried, Neuman, Teigen, 
Cullum, Hinds, Norby, Thompson, 
,Curtis, Holmquist, Nordgren, Trowbridge. 
Darby, Hompe, Oren, Warner, 
Dorweiler, Howard, Parker, West, 
Eaton, Hulbert, Pedersen, Wicker, 
Enger, Iverson, , Perry, J. T., Wilkinson. 
Flaherty, Jacobson, Perry, T., Wright, 
Gerlich, Johnson, Putnam, 
Girling, Kelly, Risse, 

Those who voted in the negative were: 

% Anderson, Gislason,C.~M., Miner 
~ r e 6 - s ,  Goodwin, 
Bensen, 
Bernard, 
Brown, 
Burdorf, 
Child, 
Cummings, 
Day, 
DeLury, 
Dilley, 
Enstrom, 
Flahaven, 
Gartner, 

Hemstad, 
Hitchcock, 
Keller, 
Kleff man, 
Kozlak, 
Lauderdale, 
Lennon, 
Lockhart, 
Long, 
McGivern, 
McLlaughlin. 
McPartlin, 

Murphy, 
Nellermoe, 
Nelson, 
Nollet, 
Nordlin, 
O'Keef e, 
Olsen, J. W., 
Olson, L. E., 
Pattison, 
Rako, 
Rodenberg, 
Samec, 
Scribner, 

Sluke, 
Spelbrink, 
Stahlke, 
Stein, 
Strand, 
Swanstrom, 
Sweitzer, 
Swenson, E., 
Thomas, 
Thorkelson, 
Walworth, 
Welch, 
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Ten did not vote: Emmons, T. J. Green, Nimocks, Nor- 
ton, Lars  Olson, Praxel, Inoss. Taylor.  TVashbl~r-n a n d  Speaker 
Nolan. 

April 18th this bill passed the Sena te  46 to 14. 
Those who voted in the affirmative were: 

Adains, Cun~ining, Kingsbury, Sageng, 
Anderson, Denegre, Kun tz, Schmechel, 
Bald win, Fowler, Larson, S te l~an ,  
Eenson, Gandrud, Lindsley, Sullivan, 5. D., 
Blomgren, Gillam, McGarry, Turnham, 
Bonniwell, Gjerset, Nolan, Van Hoven, 
Brooks, Gooding, Putnam, Vibert, 
Carley, Guilford, Rask. Ward,  
Cashel, Hall, Reed, Widell, 
Cliff, Hamer,  Ribenack, Wold, 
Coleman, Hegnes, Rockne, 
Cosgrove, HOPP, Romberg, 

Those who voted in the  negative were: 
Boylan, Dwyer, Johnson, Orr, 
Callahan, Erickson, Lee, Swanson, 
Conroy, Handlan, Loonam, 
Devold, Jackson, Naplin, 

T H E  RODENJ3ElRG S H E R I F F ' S  PAY BILL. 
Tuesday, Feb. 1, this  bill was before the :House for pas- 

sage. 
Mr. ,Rodenberg explained tha t  the bill simply authorized 

the  counties of Ramsey and Koochiching to  pay to their 
sheriffs the  salaries which had been withheld from them 
during the  time they had been suspended by Gov. ,Burnquist. 

"There was  a s t reet  c a r  s t r ike in  Bt. 8Plaul. Sheriff 
Wagner had called out all his  deputies to  keep order and 
protect property. T h e  police department had 'done the  same. 
The  sheriff had not asked for the  calling out of the  Home 
Guards. 

"Some roughs and hoodlums had committed damage to  
s t reet  cars. This  lasted a n  hour o r  two. Then  peace and 
quiet prevailed, without the least  disorder. 

"Governor Burnquist suspended Sheriff ~Wagner  and ap- 
pointed in his place E. 'H. Davidson of the Home Guards. 

"The Home Guards were immediately called out and  
marched up and down the  s t ree ts  and (Davidson is said to 
have declared that  he would 'hang crepe on the  door of any  
working man who showed his head out of his window.' 

"Davidson promised not to accept any  pay ;  but he  did 
draw full pay and turned i t  over to the  Home Guards. 

"Later Sheriff Wagner had a full and impartial trial be- 
fore the Governor. I t  was admitted tha t  he  had been sus- 
pended without just cause, and the  Governor reinstated him. 
Later the people re-elected him by the  biggest majority he  
ever received. 

"He was deprived of his pay for tha t  period of his sus- 
pension. 

"We simply ask  that  the legislature authorize the county 
of Ramsey to pay )Mr. Wagner what  is  justly due him." 



'Mr. Lightner objected to the bill. 
"It is a bad precedent to pay men who had been sus- 

pended and thus did not serve. Mr. Wagner lived in the 
sheriff's house, and made what profit there was in feeding 
the prisoners. The Governor reinstated him 'during good 
behavior.' '1 hope the bill will not pass.'' 

Mr. ,McPartlin of Koochiching described the situation in 
his county. 

"A certain great corporation, for purposes of its own, 
had made complaint against the sheriff, and the governor 
had suspended him. 

"This sheriff was a poor man with a family to support. 
He could not seek other em<ployment for he was expecting 
to be vindicated and reinstated. 

"Finally, after a fair and complete investigation by the 
Governor, he was found guilty of no offense and was restored 
to his office. 

"He should have his pay. I hope the bill will pass." 
.Mr. ~Briggs: "I occupy an impartial position. These 

men were suspended. They were tried and reinstated. I 
favor this bill." 

Mr. Lennon: "These men had a fair  trial before the L 

Governor. The verdict was not guilty. T h e  charges were 
untrue. We should ;pass this bill." 

Washburn said: "This is a Ramsey county affair. Why 
should a man be deprived of his salary when he had been 
removed from his office and then reinstated after a fair trial 
a,nd no guilt proved?" The bill passed the house with a large 
majority. 

Those who voted in the affirmative were: 
Anderson, Girling, Miner, 
Bendixen, Gislason,C.M., Murphy, 
Bensen, Gislason,J.B., Nelson, 
Bernard, Gran, Neuman, 
Briggs, Green,F.A., Nimocks, 
Brown, Grove, Norby, 
Burdorf, Hemstad, Nordlin, 
Cameron, Hitchcock, O'Keefe, 

Christensen:A., Holmquist, Olsen,J.W., 
Cullum, *Hompe, Olson,L.E., 
Cummings, Keller, Oren, 
DeLury, Kozlak, Pattison, 
Dilley, Lennon, Perry,J.T., 
Emmons, Lockhart, Rako, 
Enstrom, Long, Robinson, 
Flahaven, McGivern, Rodenberg, 
Flaherty, McLaughlin, Ross, 
Gartner, McPartlin, Samec, 

Those who voted in the negative were: 
Baxter, Haugland, Olson,Lars, 
Child, Jacobson, Putnam, 

Christianson,T. Kelly, Sweitzer, 
Curtis, Lagersen, Taylor, 
Grant, Lightner, Teigen, 
Hulbert, Moen, Trowbridge, 

Selvig, 
Sluke, 
Spelbrink, 
Spindler, 
Stahlke, 
Stein, 
Strand, 
Swanstrom, 
Swenson,E., 
Swenson,O.A., 
Thomas, 
Thompson, 
Thorkelson, 
Walworth, 
Washburn, 
West, 
TVilkinson, 
Mr. Speaker. 

Warner, 
Wicker, 
Wright. 
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A F.EW MODEST SUGGESTIONS.  
M o r e  L o c a l  R e s p o n s i b i l i t y  

In every session much time is wasted on legislation re- 
lating to  purely local matters,-relating to the affairs of 
townships, cities school districts and counties. 

If the  principle of home rule and  local self government 
could be extended so that  all these affairs could be taken 
care of by the localities affected much time would be saved 
and better results reached. 

"The remedy for the ills of democracy is  more democracy." 
P u t  the responsibility for local affairs on the  local people. 

Nothing will so  stimulate civic interest .  ,Nothing will so 
arouse the citizens of any  community a s  to feel that  the 
burden is  upon themselves. 

In a democratic republic the management of affairs should 
res t  with the people-not be handed down from a legislature 
sitting a t  St. Paul. 

The Ques t i on  of S a l a r i e s .  
A provision should be :put into the  constitution making it 

inlpossible for the  legislature to grant  any  increase in salaries 
to any  officials during their  present te rm of office. 

Every candidate for any  office knows what  the  pay is when 
he  files for nomination. 

I t  i s  bad faith to  ask  for an incremase before the  end of the  
term. 

Spindler and  Kelley introduced a bill for a constitutional 
amendment to this eff.ect, bu t  it was defeated. 

 proportional [ R e ~ p r e s e n t a t i o n .  
If members of the  legislature were elected by a proportional 

system, so tha t  no considerable minority would ever  lack 
representation, i t  would be a very great  improvement all  
around. 

I t  would result  in the  nomination and election of the  ablest 
men within the various groups. 

Ideas would b e  represented rather  than certain territorial ' 

boundaries. 
Suppose each congressional district in the  s tate  were to  

elect six senators and twelve representatives at large. Then 
any group of people comprising about one-sixth of the popula- 
tion of a n y  district would b e  sure t o  have a senator. They 
would put forward their  ablest  man and devote, their energies 
to  explaining their ideas so  a s  to g e t  votes. 

There would be no considerable minorities unrepresented 
to  breed discontent. 

This system is being rapidly adopted for the  election of city 
councils and other legislative bodies everywhere in the  
civilized world and is  working well. 

An amendment to the  constitution permitting proportional 
representation was  reported favorably by the  Elections Com- 
mittee of the  house but died on special order. 

The S t a t e  Audi tor .  
The s ta te  auditor should be  auditor and nothing else. Then 

the various departments of t h e  s ta te  government should be 
co-orclinated, each with a responsible head. 
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