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mention it, but it was a wonderful contest; it was a battle

& principle that ought to be sacred to every lover of human
liberty and everyone who Is anxious to retaln the foundation
stones on which our Government is bullt; and Harry Blattery had
a t deal to do with it.

do not suppose that there is a person nt who
elther, that I had anything to do with it; but it Is as stralght In
my mind as though it happened to-night, although I had not
thought of It for a long @. The linger work had become
80 well known that It was really a stench in the nostrils of the
people, and an investigation was demanded, and it became a par-
ent that it had to be made in response to the demands the
people, the Indignant people of the country, who had become
aroused at what was golng on.

In those days the Senate and House were both controlled by
machines that were riveted by a steel fence that was so tight
that nobody thought there was any way to tgn . And
80 this gut political machine, reallzing that the people were be-
coming Indignant and that something had to be done, declded that
they would Investigate the Ballinger matter and, of course, there

this Investigation, and they appointed a large commission. There

between great tgolmcn.l machines. Often there is not any differ-

em; they drink out of the same canteen and they
mmpphﬁkomthnmmuruhntumghuﬂtnkupthu
machine properly lubricated. It was that way then.

The Republicans, however, had a Vice President whose name
Was Bherman, of New York, and In the House of Representatives
was Speaker Cannon, another man Just like him. Bo this resolu-
tion passed the Senate. In those days, so complete was the con-
trol of the machine that the newspapermen announced in the
morning what the House and Senate would do in the afterncon,
and in the morning paper it was announced that this resolution,
Which had already passed the Senate, would come 1.? in the House
and that, immediately after the reading of the ;
Dalzell, of Pennsylvania, would introduce g speclal rule, which
would ufmﬂd' for the passage of the resolution, Everybody knew
it would happen just that way and all of us fellows who were
Members of the House, realizing that the master had spoken, did
not expect anything else to happen. True to the ng;:rt. after
reading the Journal, Mr. Dalzell arose in his hf:m and Introduced

Well, I did not know the details about B and all of this
material which Harry Slattery had worked up, but I was satisfled
there was something in it and I knew, as everybody else knew,
that there was a Job on hand to whitewash Ballinger. That was
generally known and In the debate it was ¢ . The Demo-



-

that agreement was made, It entered my mind that here might be
& good upfortunity to have a real investigation Instead of a white-
wash; and so I determined to make a 8 . To speak you had
to get the consent of the leader to yleld to you some time, and
with me it was a pretty difficult task with Dalzell. But next on
the Committee on Rules, the ranking Republican, was Mr, S8mith,
of Councll Bluffs of Iowa, who was o very warm personal friend
of mine; and immediately after the debate started, Mr. Dalzell
went down to get his lunch and, of course, he had delegated the
next man un he came back.

I went over and sat in the Cherokee strlp on the Democratle
slde, and sald to Bmith, " How about getting some time? " and he
sald, " All right, George, I will give you some time,"” and sald, " How
much do you want? " " Two minutes” I sald. He sald, " When
do you want 1t?7" And I sald, "I want {t as soon as I can get {t.”
I was afrald Dalzell would get through with his lunch and get
back. He sald, " There 15 a Democrat over there talking now, but
he s about through, and I will glve you some time as soon as he
ﬂnlmﬂ-"

I had not got back to my seat untll S8mith sald, “I yleld two
minutes to the gentleman from Nebraska."

I was innocent of trying to accomplish anything great, but I
ﬁlt knew it was a job; I just knew It was a white wash, and that

e white wash had all been mixed up and 1t was golng to be
nothing but a white wash job. I did not use up my two minutes,
All I sald was that it was generally belleved and generally under-
stood that this committee was going to whitewash Ballinger, and
that I was perfectly satisfled that {f the Speaker appointed the
committes 1t would whitewash Ballinger; and I sald, " Therefore,
I move to amend this resolution by striking out ‘appointed by the
Bpeaker ' and insert in lleu thereof ‘elected by the House,'" and
immediately the cap went off of the jug and consternation relgned
and everybody was excited.

During the balance of the debate, which lasted until 8 o'clock,
there was a scurrying around and they were getting thelr forces
together on that amendment, and with a solld Democratic front
and a solid insurgent front we adopted the amendment, and that
is why there was a real Balllnger investigation. [Applause.]

We had a meeting, I remember, The insurgents met that night
down on Massachusetts Avenue to decide what action we could
take about the election of that committee. We did not want to
be hogglsh, but we wanted to name one, and the blican
membership could name two, but we insisted that certaln men's
names should not be on that committee, and we mentlioned those
who were thought to be objectionable and asked the Democrats if
they would stay with us on it, and If they would, we would carry
the proposition through.

I will now say that I had the honor of having tendered to me the
unanimous wish of that group of insurgents that I should be a
member of that committee. the first place, I did not know
much about it; and in the next place, I did not want to see myself
liable to the charge of having obtained personal galn out of it, and
I declined 1t. We selected as chairman of that committee
Madison, of Kansas, one of the ablest and most steadfast men of
his time. If he had lived, he would have been one of the leaders
in Amerlean history. He was an able uttorn%

The Democrats named two good men, e Republicans were
confilned in their selection to a small number, on account of the
exceptions we had drawn; and because there was one man there
‘who was really determined to make an investigation, there was
not anybody else on the committee that dared hesitate, and the
majority of that committee went forward as one, with one of the
‘most complete and thorough investigations that ever was made,

A man who now adorns the Supreme Court bench, Justice
Brandeis, was the attorney who conducted the investigation, and

131803—8644
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an important factor In the public service are thoss o in
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always served as an an and Inexhaustible source of

otw . perhaps not thro direct bribery and cor-
ruption, mm,m‘ojﬁhlmﬂmtmm

of my classmates was a district attorney for the western end of
Massachusetts for 13 and he tried the cases of all of the
eriminals country. He waa over In Boston
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13

Blattery s entitled to that distinction. I am sure

Wi & great success,

Judge, United States Circult Court of Appeals.
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Member Interstate Commerce Commission,



14

il TS A L
g Hib B T Gipal a1l
il Tl e
) Iy
_mw. 23 'u E wmmﬂt ",_n._..u_uw.
TR
PR | Surdihi |
g o o o Bl bl
T nw mm i “mmm ik mmmwmm il

i - — —_— — e =




Wassmrworow, D. C., June 24, 1032,
Harry has done such wonderful work that I should like to be
Jos thoss who are paying him some part of the honor that s
R. H. AN,

CHicaso, I, June 37, 1832,
There I8 no man more worthy of our honor for public service

than Harry Blattery.
LunweLL DENNT,
Chief Editorial Writer, Soripps-Howard Newspapers.

PurtanELrEta, PA, June 25, 19832,
Harry Slattery is the kind we will have more of when we get
com

oivilized. They do not ¢ any more dependsbls, able,
-minded, warm-hearted, and -gffacing. Any lsting of
:h!n “Llu:ntn: &mmmmm by about splendld qmm
fces and feel s sense of or his
deep gratitude o~

& Pir umﬁ:n. Ir., .I'uu;tll. 1832,
’ wolh useul ; : o5
Editor the Washington News
Max StERN, 3
Correspondent, Scripps-Howard Newspapers.
Rocmesren, Min., June 24, 1932,
Very sorry I will not be able to be

L 2 s e B VAR
; GRacr AmsorT,
] 1 M,_ﬂﬂlll"n'l Bureau, Department of Labor,
n : -u m :ﬁ June 28, 1932,
S B L A R W
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that Harry has rendered to the community. Do they not know
mntumuﬁnmmmmt{mmm:umm
and hid his Ught under & bushel and burled his talent In the
ﬁﬁ':?" But, then, the bushel always eaught on fire, and the
t turned out to be s smokeless and nolseless bomb that Lfted
things out of the waters of corruption. What would not the great
dmumlmhummlnms:w for that kind of an loaive forcel
Bt:-tirm-.ﬁdm:mm ﬁmuf}ﬁ‘?ﬁmﬁmmﬁ“"‘“
now BO the o words
that would most please him, I am sure,
Lemrus Maowvssos.
Wasmmworon, D. O., June 23, 1932,
I have long known Harry Blattery as a man of sterling tien,
high ldeals, and unususl attalnments, and T am of tha
ﬂm.:d ﬁmﬁlmhmw many other
J. J. PITErATRICK,

Managing Editor the Washington Times,
Yoax, N. ¥., Juna 23, 1932,
I offer my testimony of the unusual *bmnﬂnuim
that has rendered this Natlon and the cause of en-
lightened and practlcal 11 . consonant with the principles

mmﬂmwmnnwoommw:

Executive Secretary American Construction Counedl,

WasminaToN, D, O, June 22, 1832,
It would give me great Iness to attend n gathering in honor
lendid work that Mr, Blattery has done In all these years,
&m a fine public servant without portfolio,

Huston THoMPSON,
Former Chairman Federal Trade Commission.

gk ek :wu. D. 3&:’ June 22, 1932,
ve personal wledge . Blattery's splendld service and
direct personal ald In this movement, from the days when as n
newcomer I challenged wasteful appropriastions by the House, His
m-uﬂuuummml before the people, and that waa
the battle. mmmuﬂhnﬂumdn:hnmmm
lent ald and encourngement that helped In the of thoss

JAMES A, FrEAR,
United States Representative from Wisconsin,

o .nL,nJ'uM 25, 1932,

and tiona to Harry Sla upon

Wﬂﬂmu{m public service lo his chosen
I wish him more power and a long 1ife.

HeEnsmaw L. Exenw,

Former Attorney General of Wisconsin,

‘WisHinoToN, D, O, June 21, 1832,
nmnmmmmﬁmmmmm
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chance to expresa

splendid work.
Geoncr Soure, Editor The New Republis,
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THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

February 18, 1838.

MEMORANDUM FOR
HON. CHARLES WEST

I think it is time for
you %o have a talk with Sabath
and the Steering Committee and
see what is needed to keep tham

happy in the next month,

r- n- n'l



LOUIS R. GLAVIS

I Dismissed from the Federal service by President Taft September 18,
1509, for filing "a disingemuous statement, unjustly impeaching
the official integrity of his superior officer."

I1 Resignation from California conservation boards requested by Governor
Hiram W. Johnson in 1913 for contracting secretly with lumber
companies for a financial profit for securing the clear-listing
of timber lands in which the State was interested.

III Dismissed as Chief Investigator for the Senate Committee on Indian
Affairs in 1930 because of incompetence and extravagance.

IV Reinstated in the civil service in 1933 by President Roosevelt on
recommendation of Secretary Ickes, who later demanded his resig-
nation because of disloyal intrigue against certain of his as-
soclates and superior officers and misfeasance.

I

Louls R. Glavis was appointed a special agent of the General Land Office,
$1,200 per annum, April 4, 1504; promoted to be Chief, Alaskan Field Divi-
sion, $2,000 per anmum, March 10, 1509; dismissed from the service by order
of the President September 18, 1909. He wasz a rrominent figure in the
Ballinger-Pinchot controversy, which was the subject of a Congressional in-
vestigation. Glavis' connection therewith has been published in Senate
Executive Document 248, 61st Congrees, 2d session. (Exhibit "A") A SummATy
by the Attorney General, George W. Wickersham, beginning p. 731, addressed
to the President on September 11, 1909, gives the incidents involved in the
controversy, and concludes as follows (p. BO5):

Glavis' actions appear to have been founded upon a wholly exaggerated
sense of his own importance, and a desire for personal advancement rather

than any genuine desire to protect the interests of the government, and this
specles of meglomania has finally led him to submit to you charges of improper



motives and conduct against his officiml superiors, which, in my opinion,
are 30 unjust and unfounded as to merit his immediate separation from the

service.

President Taft wrote Secretary of the Interior Fisher:

In yow.answer you request authority to discharge Mr. Glavis from the
service of the United States for disloyalty to his superior officers in
making false charges against them. When a subordinate in & government
tureau or department has trustworthy evidence upon which to believe that
his chief is dishonest and is defreuding the government, it is, of course,
his duty to submit that evidence to higher suthority than his chief. But
when he makes a charge against his chief founded upon mere suspicions, and
in his statement he fails to give his chisf the benefit of circumstances with-
in his knowledge that would explain his chief's action as on proper grounds,
he makes it impossible for him to continue in the service of the government
and his immediate separation therefore becomes a necessity. You are therefore
authorized to dismiss L, R, Glavis from the service of the government for
filing a disingemuous statement, unjustly impeaching the official integrity
of his superior officer.

(Glavis' personnel file in the Department of the Interior covering his
early record, as well as his status record card, disappeared from the Depart-
ment's files during his last temure of office there.)

When he recommended his reinstatement to President HRoosevelt, Secretary
Ickes was not acquainted with Glavis, but on the representation of others inm
whom he had confidence, he was led to believe that in the Ballinger case
Glavls had been a martyr in the public interest. Information which has come
to him since as to Glavis' conduct after he was discharged from the Govern-
ment service in 1909, and his actions during the time he served under Secre-
tary Ickes, have convinced the latter, however, that Glavis is lacking in
integrity and that his motives are not unselfish.

II
After his dismissal by Secretary Fisher, Glavis went to California and

was appointed secretary to the California Conservation and Water Power Com-



migsions at an aggregate salary of $300 per month by then Governor Hiram

W. Johnson, allegedly at the intercession of Gifford Pinchot. His reslig-
nation was submitted in 1913 at the requeet of Governmor Johnscn for irregu-
larities during his term of office, after a hearing presideded over by the
Governor. (See Governor Johnson's letter of December 31, 1912, Exhibit "B",
and transeript of hearing, Exhibit "c",)

The record shows that while employed by these State conservation com-
mizsions Glavis, the avowed enemy of despoilers of the publiec resources, had
made secret contracts with lumber companies for securing the clear-listing
(1, e. transferring title to publie land to the State so that it could be
used, sold or otherwise utilized by the State) of some 30,000 to 40,000 acres
of valuable timber land in which the State was interestesd, under which con-
tracts he was to receive a fee of $1.25 to $2.00 an acre.

Glavis and his assoclates, three of whom, including Glavis, were not
qualified to practice before the General Land Office, created the impression
among the lumber companies that it was almost necessary for them to contract
with Glavis and his mssociates to have their selections acted upon promptly.
He undertook to expedite action on the lumber companies' selections by having
them advanced over others through a special arrangement with then Assistant
Secretary of the Interior Adams,

He employed in this work Milton C. U'Ren, a Californla lawyer, and a
former General Land Office employee named B, W. Marshall, both of whom were
also on the pay roll of the State conservation commissions, and a timber land
agent named Johnson.

Glavie went to Washington several times at the expense of the State of



California. It was implied in the Governor's hearing that he was there in
two capacities: First, as a representative of the Califernia conservation
commissions, supposedly supporting & bill before Congress which had been
sponsored by the commissions. Second, as one having secret contractural
relations with lumber companies, privately opposing the bill that he was
supposed to further as an employee of the commissions. This bill was intended
to suthorigze the Secrestary of the Interior to comvey the controverted lands
to the State and had the approval of the Department of the Interlor, (Ex-
hibit "C".)

Governor Johnson in his letter to the Conservation and Water Power Com-

missiona of California (Exhibit "B") after his hearing on Glavis, said in

part:

The State cannot with any degree of complacency observe three of those
in the employment of one of its most important commigsions, a comnission the
very design of which was to preserve for all the people from private rapacity
the resources naturally belonging to all, acting for private interests, even
though the acts have no taint, and are fraught with no injury to the State,
and I do not by this in any manner reflect upon or criticige Messrs. U'Ren
or Marshall. I think Glavis if he desired the private employment which he
has taken, should have relinguished his public employment; or at least he
ghould at once have explained fully to those entitled to know, the two com-
missions he represented, exactly what he contemplated. He did not disclose
his employment to his superiors. He sald he did not becauss it was none of
their tusiness. I totally disagree with him., It was thelr buainess to lmow
whether he engaged in private undertakings with any who might by any possi-
bility come within the jurisdiction of the commissions; and generally speak-
ing it was their business to know in what their confidential employee might
bte engaged.

I think Mr, Glavis' connection with the commission should at once Dbe
severed, and I trust that such action in that direction will be taken as may
by the members of the commissions deemed appropriate.

The whole Glavis incident was widely publicized in the newspapers at

the time. (Exhibit "In.)



Former Secretary of the Interior Fisher, in view of the disclosures
regarding Glavis in California, ordered an investigation on September 19,
1912, The report of the Chief of the Second Field Division of the General
Land QOffice, F. C. Degendorf, dated February 28, 1913, is submitted as
Exhibit "D", Mr. Dezendorf says at the conclusion of his 46-page report:

+» + + « » in my opinion there was a conspiracy against both the State
and the United States by decelt, fraud, and irregular practices, contrary
to the public poliey and welfare both of the State of California and the
United States of America and that even if it be held that it was only a
conspiracy against the State, I contend that the United States or ites of-
ficers should not kmowingly ald or abet or silently countenance such ir-
regular practices and such comspiracy as I think it is shown Glavis, Johnson,
U'Ren and Marshall combined and conspired to commit.

In 1914 Glavis applied for admission to practice before the Department
of the Interior as an attorney. The Commissioner of the General Land Office,
Clay Tallman, stated in a memorandum September 21, 1914, that he thought it
would be bad Judgment to refuse to admit anybody to practice as a result of
implication in the Ballinger-Pinchot controversy. He sald that personally
he was convinced that Glavis' part in that proceeding was reprehensible, He
added that this, as well as Glavis' conduct in the California controversy
thereafter, indicated a lack of character and a tendency to sharp practice
which would lead him to vlew any case with which he should be connected with

close scrutiny.

After Glavis' separation from the California conservation commissions in
August, 1913, it was reported in California newspapers (Exhibit "E") that

Eleanor Fay, formerly a stenographer with the commissions, attempted suicide



by swallowing carboliec acid on a San Prancisco-Oakland ferryboat, leaving a
note to Glavis, as follows:

Loule: TYou wronged me. Burn my body. Don't tell the folks. At the
price of my happiness you cught to be happy. --Your Sweetheart.

111

Inquiry has been made as to Glavis' record with the Senate Committee on
Indian Affairs, which employed him as Chief Investigator in 1929-30. Senator
Wheeler, Chairman of the Committee, is willing to be quoted as saying in
effect: "Glavis ran 'hog-wild', spending money right and left: he could

not get results, and he cannot be trusted.”

v

Glavis was appointed by the Secretary of the Interior onm April 27, 1933,
as Director of Investigations. Previous to this employment, Glavis reports
that he had been a "special article writer and investigator for William H.
Hearst publications." No report is available covering this pericd of his
career.

On July 26, 1933, Glavis was restored to a classified civil service
status by Executive Order of the President on the recommendation of the Secre-
tary of the Interior, thus removing a stigma from his Government record under
which he had lived for nearly a quarter of a century., When Secretary Ickes
became Administrater of the Public Works Administration, he placed Glavis in
charge of the investigative work of that organization, as well as the Interior,

At the time of his appointment, Glavis had the full confidence of Secretary

Ickes, who gave him a free hand in condueting investigationa. By reason of



the widespread activities of the two agencies with which he was associated
and the frequent public endorsement given him by Secretary Ickes, Glavie
had tremenduous power, It became apparent gradually, however, that he was
misusing it, decelving the Secretary and acting in an unethical way with
regard to investigations under his direction.

Without instructions from the Secretary, Glavis 1;:rﬂt.iga.tad the two
officers of the Department of the Interior who were his former friends and
who had persuaded the Secretary to reinstate him. These investigations were
deliberate attempts to "get" these men and the resulting reports were scand-
alous examples of unfair procedure and conelusions witheut basis in fact., So
many other important officers of the Department and the Public Works Adminis-
tration, as well as other Government officials, were persecuted in this way
because of Glavis' suspicions and prejudices that it finally became necessary
for the Secretery to admonish Glavis orally and to order in writing that no
personnel investigations could be made without the Secretary's prior written
approval, (Exhibit "F",)

Because of the confidential nature of the work, Glavis had been given
complete discretion by Secretary Ickes in the selsction of hie staff of in-
vestigatore. It was discovered later that he took advantage of this muthority
by appointing many personal friends with no qualifications other than their
loyalty to Glavis. He also gathered around him a small coteris of special
agents who were little more than personal retainers.

Glavis once absented himself for a long time under the guise of illness

during a eritical perlod in the history of his organization, while at the



same time negotlating to represent a borrower of the Public Works Adminis-
tration in New York for a retaining fee to look after the interests of the
borrower with the Public Works Administration in Washington. (Exhibits"G"
and "H",)

He embarrassed the Administrator of Public Works by having him suspend
under serious charges an important state field officer and two of his assis-
tants on what later proved to be inadequate evidence, which made it Nacessary
for the Administrator to make public apology when Glavis could not substan-
tiate the charges.

After Glavis left, his division was found to have bean organizged cumber-
somely and operated incompetently and extravagantly. A large reduction in

the mumber of employees and a thorough reorganization of methods were required.

When it became apparent to Secretary Ickes that he had been decelved in
Glavis and he began to question his competence and integrity, he expressed
his dissatisfaction to him personally on several occasions, until finally,
there being no improvement in Giavis! attitude, the Secretary could no lmger
contimie the relationship, which had reached the point where Glavis was wil-
fully attempting to embarrass the Secretary im reports and memoranda and
otherwise.

At about this time the Select Committee on Investigation of Campaign
Expenditures of the Senate desired to utilize Glavias' services during the
recent political campaign. Glavis wanted to retain his positions in the Interior

and Public Works and serve the Committee by detail. This Secretary Ickes



refused to permit, telling Glavis of his loss of confidence in him, specify-
ing in detall the various charges he held against him, and demanding his
resignation. Glavis, of course, denied any disloyalty to the Secretary.

It was agreed between them, however, that in mccepting his resignation the
Secretary would respond amicably in the interest of harmony in the Adminis-
tration, which was, in fact, the reason why he haimt. taken earlier action.
Glavis in turn agreed to conduct himself thereafter without hestility to the
Secretary. Notwithstanding, and in his true character, Glavis has since
carried on a covert campaign of character misrepresentation against Secretary

Ickes.

It is needless to say that if Secretary Ickes had been aware of Glavis'
conduct in California and his record with the Senate Committee on Indian
Affairs, which were not exposed until after his resignation, he would not

have employed him or accepted his resignation in friendly terms.

February 1, 1937.
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EXHIBITS,

Senate Executive Doc. 248, 6lst Congress, 24 session.

Letter of Governor Hiram W, Johnson to State conservation com-
missions re Glavis, December 31, 1812,

Transcript of Johnson hearing.

Report of F. C. Degendorf, Chief, Second Field Division, General
Land Office, February 28, 1913,

Newspaper clipping of attempted suicide of Eleanor Fay.
Administrative Order No, 858,

Letter from Secretary Ickes to Glavis, April 9, 1936.

Letter of Acting State Engineer Tuttle, PWA, New York, April 6, 1936.

Photostatic copy of scrapbook of newspaper clippinge regarding Glavis.
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EXHIBIT "B"

December 3lst, 1912,

To the Conservation end Water Power Commissions of the State of
California,
Gentlemen:=-

Since cur recent meeting when we discussed the Glavis matter,
I have given to the subjeet the most careful considerationm, My sole purpose
of course, has been mccurately to mscertain the facts, snd then with these
facts before us, from the standpoint of the service of the state mnd its due,
to reach a just comelusion, just slike to the Secretary of the Boards and to
the Stete itself. From the remarks of the members of the Commissions presant
it may be teken as indubitable thet Glavis hes rendered as your secretary
eignelly valusble service end that his work in his of ficiasl position has not
suffered or in any wise been neglected becsuse of the employment hereinafter
mentioned. Glavis was the Secretary of both the cammissions that mre cammonly
designated our Conservation Boards. He received from each a salary of one
hundred fifty dollars a month. Certain specified work was under his direc-
tion thet involved investigations both in this Stete end in Washington. This
work as the members of the two Boards were glad to certify has been well donea,
and his salary therefore presumsbly has been earned, and could not be withheld
from him. While Secretary of the Commissions he secepted certain private em-
ployment from verious corporations and individuals who were entitled to patants
from the State of Celifornia. Without in deteil deseribing this employment
suffice it to say that the State has sold certain lands aggregating some two
hundred thousand acres, but becesuse these had not been listed by the Federal

Govermment to the State, the purchasers have been unsble to obtain their
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patents. 4 long drawn ocut controversy has existed between the State end the
Federal officisls regerding these lands, and the last legislature undertoock

to close that controversy through the Attorney General and Surveyor General.
4n agreement of settlement by the two officials mentioned was finslly con-
summated with the Secretary of the Interior, end it was hoped that the State
would be able to have the lands duly listed and then issue patents to those
who had purchased these lends. Glavis with knowledge of the situation entered
into contraets with the Weed Lumber Co., the Standish Company, MeCloud River
Lumber Co. and others by which he asgreed to have the lands to which they were
entitled listed by the Federal Govermment to the State. Involved in these con=
tracts are some twenty-five to thirty thousend seres, and Glavis was to receive
a8 compensetion from his employers sums reanging fram §1.86 to $2.00 per acre.
The amount in wvalue of his contracts aggregetes probebly between forty and
fifty thousand dollars. It is insisted by him that the State no longer was
interested in the title to the lends, nor in the subject matter of his con-
trects. It is true that the Staete had parted with its title to the lands in-
volved, tut nevertheless the State, through its Attorney Gemersl and Surveyor
CGensral, was, far those to whom the State owed the obligation of title, en=
deavoring to have in the order in which filings had been made, listings desig-
nated by the National suthorities.Glavis and those employing him agree that the
fect thet he was in the employment of the State had nothing to do with the
private amployment which he sccepted. As sldelights on the whole transection,
it may be mentiocned that one of the attorneys employed by Glavis st Weshingtam
to attend to the epplicetions there in behalf of his private clients wae Mr,
Milton T. U'Ren, who was engaged in doing same spesisl work for the Conservation

Commission at $200. per month. The attorney who represented Glavis and his
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private clients otherwise in Washington was a Mr. Marshall who was supervising
the wark of the Conservetion Commission in Washington at a salary of ten dol-
lars per day. Many other things might be stated, but I have purposely re=-
frained from drewing even warranted inferences or dwelling upon controverted
metters. From this brief resume of the facts, perhaps imperfectly stated, we
mey conclude that in the private employment of Glavis the State was not in-
Jjured and that his services to the State were rendered with fidelity unsheken
by private interest. But the entire effort of this edministration has been

to require every public servant, every officiel high and low alike, to glve

to the State his undivided slleglance, and never to place himself in 8 posi-
tion where his loyalty to the public might be strained by any privete interest.
The very essence of the contest waged in 1910, the drestic measures adopted in
1911, in which at timea the legislature aided, all were with the one purpose,
to demand and require of officiasls that the publie service should never within
the realm of possibility be where private interest might conflict; and while

it may be true that in this particulsr instance, Glavis has not conseciously
departed fram the strictness of the attitude that we insist must be maintained
by every man in the employment of the State, still one of nice diserimination
ought never to have put himself in the position in which Glavis voluntarily
placed himself. The State cannot with any degree of canplacency observe three
of those in the employment of cne of its most important commiseions, a cam-
mission the very design of which was to preserve for sll the people from private
rapacity the resources neturally belonging to ell, escting for private interests,
even though the acts have no teint, and are freaught with no injury to the State,
end I do not by this in eny menner reflect upon or eritieize Messrs. U'Ren or

Marshall. I think Glavis if he desired the private employment which he has

-
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teken, should have relinquished his publie enployment; or at least he should
at once have explained fully to those entitled to know, the two commissions he
represented, exactly what he contempleted. He did not disclose his employment
to his superiors. He said he did not becsuse it was none of their business,

I totelly disagree with him. It was their business to know whether he engs ged
in private undertakings with any who might by any possibility eane within the
Juriediction of the commissions; and generally speaking it was their business
to kmow in what their confidential employes might be engaged.

I think Mr, Glavis' connection with the cammission should at cnce be
severed, and I tru