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Corporation of the Suffolk School of Law.
CHARLES W. BARTLETT, Vice President

SUMNER ROBINSON
GLEASCON L. ARCHER

THOS. J. BOYNTON,

JOSEPH F. O’CONNELL
JAMES H. VAHEY

President

WILMOT R, EVANS, JR., Clerk.

Renewed endeavors are planned to.- put
through this year the bill which Gov. Foss
vetoed last year, - permitting the Suffolk
law school te grant degrees.

The school will have still stronger back~
ing this year, ‘because it has passed
thtough another successful year, and is
more widely known.

It has been opposed by Harvard, and B.
Y. M. C A law schools, but both branches
of the legislature passed the b111 because
they regarded :the opposition as, tending
toward monopely,

The school was founded as an evemng?

{ school .in Soptember, 1906, by : CGleason - o5 o
"Arcner its present dean! For the firs ;
o .

trustee
Archer.
The facultv of the day school numbet‘
nine,: also the evening school, four being
members of hath. There' are also a
librarian and two assistants.
. Gleason L. Archer was born at Great
Pond, Me. Although small of his age he
became cook for a crew in a lumber camp
when 13,  He contrived, however, to con-
tinue his studiés, ‘and at I8 had :mastered
the ‘common school branches amnd algebra

of Tufts college; Gleason L.

.and physics; had made some progress in
‘ggoinetry and had.’ even begun(the study
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;fing on the bill to:permit the Suffo
i school to grant the degree of 4

i legislature last year,

‘years and has at present 150 students.

JA. law school.
‘why a similar right shodld not be granted

‘to the Suffolk school.

" schobl,
:been given for thorough investigation of

Tke committee on education gave a h::é{-f

law
“in the
bill which passed both branches of the
but was vetoed by
Gov. Foss at the suggestion of the state
hoa.ra'of education. Ex-Rep. Walter R
Meins appeared for the petition. He said
the school has been incorporated for seven
1t
has graduated 30 students, of whom 24
l’1ave successfully passed the bar examina-
tions.

The bill was vetoed last year by Gov.
Foss acting upon information which the
petitioners believe was erroneous; The re-
pért of the board of educatiou to him
stated that the granting of this right to
the schéol would be irrevocable Sueh is
not the case ‘The :iegislature can at any
time: reseind or revoke a right granted by
a: prev:ous legislature, and would undoubt~

‘e@ly do.so if sufficient cause was shown.

Anotlhier reason given for the veto was
tliat opbportunity had not been offered for
full and comnlete investigation .of the
school. That’ opportumtv has since been
afforded, and the resuit of that investiga-
tion wnre before the comniittee.

Several years ago,the leg islature granted
the right to grant ﬁeg‘rees tothe Y. M C.
There is no good reason

Thig is an evening
law “school ‘where yvoung men who cannot
give their days to study can quality as
members of the bar Its standards are
high and it has the endorsement and sup-

.port of some of the best-known lawyers in

Boston. .
Charles W. Bartlett, a trustee of the
said that every opportunity has

the schoeol by ihe commitiee of the Bar
Assn. This is a very impertant erisis in
the state’s handling of institvtion of learn-
ing. The graduates of this school are or-
naments to their profession and to the les-
islature itself. There is no good reason
why an evening-~high school should not
have the opportunity to produce men and
lawyers if its standards are mgh enough.

—

a ¥

Method of Investjgation.

Gleason L. Archer,
School of Law, called attention to the
mode adopted by the state board of edu-
cation to investigate the institution upon
which it filed 1ts report’ The order for
an investigation was passed by the last
legislature and the state board of educa-
tion did not turn a hand towards making
any investigation until the first of Janu-
ary of this year. At that time two of the
trustees of the state board of education
called at the office 'of the dean of the
Suffolk School, “looked ¢ver the office fur-
niture,” according to Dean’ Archer, and
after lasking a few perfunctory questions
concluded its investigation
.The state board has not attempted to
study the standard of study in the in-
stitution; have not attended the sessions
of the school and their report is based on
the most superficial investigation It is
this report, based on that investigation,
that the legislature is asked to accept as
determining the question in issue, Dean
Archer declared.

Board W{;zs Hostile,

Dean Archer called attention also to the
hostility, of the state board®of education to-
his institution. .Frederick P Fish, ' the
president of the board, before the matter
even came befgre the legislature at the
last session, made the statement im the
presence of Dr. Snedden that he was op-
posed to the measure, and the recommen-
dations the board whade to the gavernor,
upon which the governor based his wveto,
was on the judicial vxewpomt of Mr. Fish.

Dean Archer then went on to explain the
work of his school. He explained that no
student can graduate who has not at least
a high school education or its equivalernt
The- standard: of the school is as high as
that of any evening law school. The in-
structors ‘are all practicing attdrneys of
experience and training. Every facility
affordec ‘0y other evening law schools in
the country are afforded to the students
of the Suffolk school of law. He reviewed
in detail the work of the school, calling
atténtion to the success of these students
who have successfully been admitted to
Practice.’

dean of the Suffolk.
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PRACTICAL POLITICS—BOSTON

" The Suffolk Liw Sc

FEB. 15, 1913.

School Bl
R T N -

The friends of the Su%folk School of Law
have started \n with a rush on their meas-

_“ure for the privilege to grant degrees. On

Thursday, even while the committee on ed-
ucation .sas h-aring the arguments for and
against the bill students of the institution
were buttonhduling members of the house
whom they found in the corridors, telling
them of the advantages which the school
offers to students of moderate means.
One of the n:.st persistent was Frank W.
B. Sullivan of Charlestown and Dorchester,
and he kept at his missionary work all
through the n crning and well into the aft-
ernoon. Sullivan, who is putting in his
spare time studying law while still em-
rloyed in the Shuman establishment, is gift-
ed with an ability to talk, and as he is a
firm belizver in the advantages which the
school offers he is making good use of his
talents in urging the passage of the bill
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BOSTON (Mass.) MORNING GLOER
FEB, 26, 1913,

Debate Law Schobd! Bill. Ji

Mr ines of Medford opposed in the
o bill to incorporate the Suf-
: h of Law, with authority to

" dePrees. He pointed out that

H
fol
]

tfe State Board of Education and the
Bar Association have both opposed the
1 bill hecause they feel that, being un-
endowed, the school will be managed
purely as a commercial institution. |

Myr Grifin ofy Boston, himself a stu-
dent at the séhol é"?}(}_“the board of
investigation failgd to ~mdake sufficient
investigation of the school. He said\ the
power to grant degrees will not injany
way affect the quality of education
given by the school. Mr Armsirong of
Somerville said a degree should mean
something, and that to the; general
public it does mean sonqethmg,;’wh‘e‘fher
or not it does to those in charge of the
school. Mr Lawler of Bostor favored
the bill. » .

Mr Duncan of Clinton said a degree
has not the slightést value to the holder
when he goes before the Board of Bar
Hxaminers. Those ‘in. charge of the
school, he said, have even gone S0 far
as to threaten to defeat members of
the Legislature who dared to vote

ainst the bill.
a%J:‘he; bill was favored by Underhill of
Someryville, Jobn J. Murphy of Boston
and Morrill of Haverhill. The bill was
ordered to a third reading on a voice

4 vote. e ARG

BOZTON (rirag s
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T Suifolk Law School Bill ‘
| ive committee O
\ The legisiative cpmm;“wt&ey y g
reported ;a bill 5, incorBordte il M rme
¢ 1aw.” Reps. 3 . Woo '
Si?:r?; Oéanborn and Grady. dissent
Y Rep. Webster of I

_ % sions of th .
\_pé-ﬁtiOn that the pm;’;i‘iaw be extended to

- tio
ingmen’s compensat
ingmen £ C_Olln;ﬁ,es"

_employees 0

SPRINGFIELD (Mass.) R

EPUBLICA
FEB. 25, 1913, CAN

gmiittee on  edication, ' by  ur-
O}f Eév‘eéelté, r%polited 4 bill tlo
e Buffolk school of liw with:
‘o to opanit tldgrdest I\ @sﬁﬂéfﬂ,ﬁne‘s
of Medford, Wood of Gardner, Afmstrong
of Somerville and Sanborn of Norwood

SO i N o % " chasaniy o K

o

A pendme bl ™Was amended without
Fhiem o~k ma dn avtand from BRoston

STON (Mass.) ABVERTISER
BOSTON (Mo Ee. 26, 1912,

e O e

Halnes of, Medford opp
. zcorpo}agg@%&%%c&%‘ F: Taw,  WILH <
{ thority to srant,degrees. He pointed’ o

‘that the 0ard of cducation aid e
bar HSociation have both opposed the bill,
because they feel that, being unerndowed,
the school will bé managed purely as a
commercial institution. \

Griffin of Boston, himself a student at
the school, said the boa madncation
fajled to make sufficient investigation of
the school. He said the'.power to' grant
degrees will not in any. way affect the
quality of education given by the school,
but it would mean a great deal to the
young men who are striving through the
medium of this school to secure an edu-
cation in the law.’ )

Armstrong of Somerville sald a degree
should mean something, and that to the
general public it does mean something,
whether or ot it does Lo those in charge
of the schogl. L, ;

Lawler of Beston argued’ thiat this sCHoOOY |
should be given the sanie privileges that
have been granted to the Y. M. C. A. law
sciool. o

Dunéan of Clinton, said a degree has noti
the slightest value to the holder when he
goes before the board of bar examiners,
and, if the school is really desirous of im-
rroving the chances of’ its students, it
should apply to its standard of education
the money it is spending in attempting to.
push this bill through. Thoss in charge:
of the school;" he said, have even gone s0
far as to threaten to defeat members of
the legislature who dare to vote against.
the bill, -

The bill wa,
Somerville, Jo

:fa,vored by . Underhill . of
J. Murphy o ston.A,
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FoLK SCHOOL OF
LAW GAINS SUPPORT

" ‘BJH Passes Senate to Third Reading—
"Cominittees Are Direeted to Visit
Public Preperties in State,

In the senate, though passed for debate
en the first call of the calendar, the bill
1 to incorporate the Suffolk law school was
ordered to a third reading by a voice vote
without discussion. There was a slight
negative expression, but the vote was not

doubted. R . )
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The, house ‘has passed to engrossment
- the Suffolk law school bill. This ig
wisé.,” It does not set, but follows, a’
precedent The p,recedent must not be | a
followed too freely, but in the case of | co

. ' th)s Suﬁolk law school there appeared | Ja

' ' 1o be no' vah\d obJecpon to giving it the if
nght to grant; degrees. Proba,bly a’f mc

-, law school degree counts for less today

than it did a gdecade ago, way. The "
.average jgnan oC'concern employing ‘a | as
s not have any curiosity con- { cle
he possessmn of a law school § enc

'
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ZOSTON (Mass) JOURNAL
FEB. 26, 1912
T MMr. Haineés of Medford,
tl%q bill to incorpory v
Sehpol of Law, Wifhhs affthol i
grant degrees. He said that the
State Board of ®ducation and the
Bar Association have both opposed
the bill, because they féel that, being
endowed, the schdol will be managed
purely as.a comimercial institution.
N “Lawler of Boston, favored the bill,
arguing that this school should be
given the same privileges already
granted the Y. M. C. A, law school.
: Griffin of Boston, himself a student
at the school, said the board of in-
vestigation failed to make sufficient
inyestigation of the school.
‘Duncan of Clinton, said a degree
has not the slightest value to the
older when he goes before the board .
¢f. bar examiners. ‘ %
* The bill was ordered to a third!
i readi b o

I I |
BOSTON (Mass.) MORN. HERALD

FEB. 26, 1913,

Spiriteq . oiposttion  develdped - to the
Lill'to per™it-the Suffolk sehool of JJaw 10§
gragh @ s./ Chairman Haines of the

corfeiMice®n edication, which r@pq?t?d;
tpf b1, led the, dissenters.. Mr. Griffin |
‘of : Boston .defended fhe school; in Whlch i
he is himselt a student. The bill Was or-,
‘gered to a third reading on a voice vote.’
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BOSTON (Mass) CHRIZ SCi. MON.
FEB, 26, 1313,

Ui agvotee vote the bill to permit
Suffol@:sclffol of -las i T %nzé'&'%
wis ordered to a third reading, .~

SBIY to" 2 efieral laws 1n
relation to nomination papers for can.

BOSTON (Mass.) ADVERTISER
FEB. 27, 1913,
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$State House Gossip%

ofeodrefefoeucdorgenfenfordenooferfesgeoforfectefosfessegosdegoegoey®
Rep. Griffin, wd. 22, has done great work

for the bill to: incorporate the W
‘school. of :law. The committee has been
nearfwssistivided. Rep.>»Griffin was
4 born in Roxbury, Jan. 19, 1884, and is thus
. one of the yourgest members of the house,
but serving his third year, and one of the
. most® actiVe: young' < Fels ‘He 3
hupted: from the Li

& Y.
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BOSTON (Mass.) RECORD
FEB. 27, 1913.

Rep. Griffin,
for the Dbill’ to
school of 1aw-
heplymevely Bt
: eariiand one of the
put serving his third year; s e, gﬁ'?{;g;

‘ 11 evening high schoob
wated ﬁonl:etrhifl‘?rzecurb exchange, & vet’

is a mem C. and P. Ds
eran fireman, Moose, K eiti—
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BOSTON (Mass.) RECORD
FEB. 28, 1913.
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the Suifolk law SROOLTER M W =

wise. es mot set,

srecedent.
Ii)ollowed too freely,
this Suffolk law _schoo
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“vanced in the senate’to:

should have plam sailing.
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The Suffolk Iaw school

") tOrIE

{ last year

Fon a voice vote, withput dlscussion
xWhat has become of the opposition?
“Phe Bill has logic behind it, and it

UFFOLK SCHOOL OF
LW BIL PISSED

Measure for Permit for Car-
rying Flag in Parades

Reported.
The Senate engrossed the Suffolk
School of Law bill vesterday. 'The

measure was opposed by Senator Stearns
of Cambridge, who said it was vetoed
by the governor; that the
matter was referred 1o the State’ board
of education and that the board re-

borted the Suffolk School of Law should
not be permitted to grant degrees.

Seator Allen of Melrose, defended the
bill and the school.

The bill was rejected on a voxce vote,
but passed to be engrossed on ‘a rollcall
by this vote:

in favor—Allen,

Bagley, Brennan,

Chase, Clark, Txtygmald Garst, Halley,:
Hickey, Horgan, Johnson Joyce Mack,
7\I{:Carthv MecGonagle, Qul‘fley Tumltv
—17

Oppos~=L\-—B(-:-Hazrmv Eldridge, Fisher,
Hilton, Hobbs, ’\/IcLane, Montague,
Stearns, Ward, Wells—10.

Paired—For, Norwood, Ross, Drapeér,
Hersey; against, Coohdge, Gordon,’
Bazeley, ‘Fay. :

Opposes Firefnan’e Rl

W od 127 2
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Sena,te Votes R1gh%

to Give Degrees S
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By a vote of 17 to 10, with four pairs;
the upper branch of the State Legisla~
ture passed to engrossment yvesterday
‘afternoon the bill to' incorporate the
Suffolk Law School and - authorizing |

that institution to .grant Jdegrees of.}.
LLB. The bill has already passed’ the |

House. It now goes to the Governor,
LLOUD, AWWL VI UOWME T T Ty

Debate on Suffolk Law School.
. Senators Stearns and Fishe;' opposed

1 the bill that thé valuation placed upon |

an estate by the assessors for the three.

the fair market value of ithe prop
in a,suit for 4 es., Senator Alfen
of Melroge defended the bill. On mo-
tion of Senator McLane of Fall Biver
further consideration was postponed
until Tuesday next.
Senator Stearns of

School of Law. He said that last ydap;

of BEducation and the latter reporisd
that the Suffolk School of Law should
not be permitted to graat degrees. : -

Senator Allen of Melrose de ended the
bill and the school. He said the fact
rernains that this bill has been reported
favorably two years im succession by
the Committee on KEducation. There
certainly is no doubt, \he said, that the
standing of the SuffolkK\School of La.w is
as ’hxgh ag. that of the Boston M.
C. A. Law School.

Senator Fisher opposed the school
because he said that it was estabhshed
simply for private gain.

Senator Allen ridlculed this as absurd

multiplied by $60, the tuition fee.

call, as follows:

in Favor-—-Allen, Bagley, Brennan
Chase, Clark, Fitzgerald, Garst, Halley,
Hickey, Horgan, Johnson, Joyce, Mack,
M%Carthy, cGonagle; Quigley, 'I‘imilty

Opposed»—Bellamy, Eldridge, Fisher,
Hilton, Hobbs, Mel.ane, Montague,
Stearns, Ward, Wells—10,

Paired For—Norwood, ,Ross,
Hersey; against, Coohdge‘,

' Draper,
Gordon,

rxilrs

Bgzeley, Fay, o

years preceding shall be evidence as to

lambridge op- |
posed the bill to incorpordie the Suffoik .

it ‘'was vetoed by the Governor, that the'}.
matter was referred to the State i3oard-|.

when {the number of graduates was. |

The bill was rejected on a voice vote, |
but passed to be engrossed on:'a roll;}
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Lawler Made ,\C}J @‘3 T A O
Representative I awler &6% Dorches- r AT T P
ter has . ¥iimended not a little S 3 UR R 1
by his rellow members for his ]
handling of the Suffolk School of (/_x % ‘ ‘

Law proposition. Greenwood of BEv- ‘
efStT~om% in charge of the bill, but !
he was absent at the last moment }4/¥ 3 W : s LadB :

and:Lawler had to come to the front., q
& uch as he is a new man, thisj .
w.as p,ot a comfortal?le posi.tion to p:ut ; = VJM ) :
him in, but he acquitted himself with M ; .. 7 Ny
creait. | easure for Permit for Car-

S ; P USRS 4;,,,\}: 1 rying Flag iI‘l. P arades
- Reported.
LOWELL ?Mass) CO¥R. Cl(iZEP‘;f \&A - ’ ’

“TSchool' 0f Law bill yesterday. The|
fo Thomas P. Riley on his petifion that 1} measure wammy Senator Stearns
the commonwealth bear the expense of of Cambridge, who sald it was veétoed
coxlqlv ances to take- voters to the /f ‘{last year by theé governor; that the I
: N
Do # a,ssed for debate on the L I~ matter was referred to the State board A
ﬁrs call of the calendar, the bill to in- of education and that the board re-
corborate the Suffolk law school was /e ported the Suffolk School of Law should »j{AAcy{\ !
ordered to a thir ading bhy=x voicel )— ) DOl be permitted to grant degrees. )
vote, but without discussion.” There | ’ Seator Allen of Melrose, defended the|_
was but a slight negative expression, I3 bill and the school.
4 but the vote was not doubted. U’“ <~ _.| The bill was rejected on a voice vote, | £r1bl "\ X _
% Orders were adopted to permit the { but passed to be engrossed on a rollcall

by this vole:

In favor—Allen, Bagley, Brennan,

on or before March 18, and for the L Chase, Clark, Fitveerald, Garst, Halley, /
committee enharbars and.public lands ! , Hickey, Horgan, /Johnson’ Joyce, Mack,
to travel, visifing Scitvate, Plymouth, | : // McCarthy, McGonagle, Quigley, Timilty
Provincetown, Pittsfield and Greylock, | -« [SEN PG |, ——

committee on public institutions to
travel, visiting the various hospitals,

on or before March 15. Opposed—F ‘lamy Eid ish
Everything on the calendar was ad- ro Y croridge, ~Tisher,

1 —_ Hilton, L V. 1e,
vanced without debate and the rules! i L)—/'t[ Ste:;-zs VI.:I )S’w:lg'f;)“e’ , Montague
were suspended to permit the engross- I Palred- wood, Ross, Draper,

ment of the resolve making an appro- . :
priatipfi’ for the soldiers’ home.. M«ck I-;:;:fg}; Coolidge,  Gordon,

| ., v )L\ a ! L S ey Y P

", MOM, N
; . BOSTON (M VIR ER
/\J‘_,L‘_‘; .
to incorporate tae %%LK ‘ Suifolk Law bchool %.
~ The pill 1o oed by Governor-: 58 — A C Stearns of CMQG: opf
ET0 ool offia a to a third reading incorporate the Su wséhdol of law.
ms paBse wjthout, depate Allen of Melrosg said that this bill has
: he Senat%‘mw@g £ifo S'Gra«« o~ € been_xepe - fxvorably two years in suc-
Jn Iready Passe o cessloiiby “the committee on education.
‘It has alre . He £ave percentages of those wWho passed
. ~ the bar examination to show that the
- 1™SC Yre ¢vn ) AN Suffolk school of law had a higher per cent.
M by its graduates than the Boston Y. M,
FALL RIVER (Mass 5.) HERAUD ;\ C. A. or the Boston university law school.
MAR 11, 1913 Fisher of Westford said the school was
y i i established simply for private gain
i Allen thought this absurd, when the
_& D number of graduates is multiplied by $60, 1
the tuition fee. {
. The bill was passed to be eng“ossed
AX - The roll call: '
N In favor—Allen, Bagley, Brennan, Chase,
0 Clark, Fitzgeral%, Garst,MHilley, Iéicl;ey, Hor-
F & — B m, Joh n, oyce, ack, McCarthy, Me-
Though passed flor diibaéﬁemgﬂltto AN L '(g}irrmxagle? Stsx?gley, Tit?liltyrn- o ¢
first call of the ca efxg 1k'Law school — Opposed—RBellamy, Eldridge, Fisher, Hilton,
xincorporated E:he Suffa ~ Hobbs, MecLane, Montague, Stearns, Ward,
ordere a ( o Wells—10 . :
:rvciie vote, but without discussmn —4«)4 FPaired—TFor, Norwood, Ross, Draper,’ Hersey;
e T ~—-{against, Coclidge, Gordon, Bazele ) i

e A e I R el n’\/l" ﬂQ;\ =x ."\Y Vi g ;7 0

y *'Y Sl . -
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The Senate engrossed _the Suffdlk|. «ij}z -



ate Engrosses Measure for
“Incorporation of Suffolk
School of Law.

in the 'Senate.

lgw, so that it may grant degrees,

ote it was passed to be engrossed on a

11 call, 17 to 10. Senator Fisher of

stford opposed the bill on the ground
B

s LAW SCHOOL

FO 1ncorporate the Suffolk
) W was passed to be en-
ossed by a vote of 17 to 10. This is
“Bill Whioh was vetoed last year by
rernor, Foss. he roll: call was as
'ws For~Allen Bagley, Brennan,

frkey, Horgan, Johnson, Joyce,) Mack,
aithy, McGonagle, Quigley,: Tim-
17,

’inst-——Benamy, Eldridge, Fisher,
Hobbs, McLane, Montague,
¢ W‘élls-—lo ’

Against——-Coohdge, Gordon,

nator ‘Alléen of Melrose champloned i
bm to incorporate the Suffolk school |

BI_LL ONCE VETOED .

orwood Ross, . Draper,: |

P



FALL RIVER (Mass.) NEWS
MAR, 12, 1913.

' NAte. |
of 17 to 10, aVith four

i pa1rs, # per branch .8f the gstate
]eglslat assed to endrossmegg yes-

‘terday #afternoon the Bbill to in or-
‘ate the Suffolk LaW hool and hor-
izing tha®dtistition"to grant degrees
‘of 1L.B, The b111 has already passed
the house. It now goes to the gover-
nor. Senator McLane of Fall River
voted against the. bill

One gfsthew apt commit-
tee reports submitled to tI senate
vesterday afternoon camess from ~tlte
committee on legal. affaigs¥ It was a
bill to plﬁo,\ude«that nofflag, banner or
ensign, except that gﬁf'the United States:
or of this commomwealth or any other
state of the Union, shall be carried in
parade, or dlsp}aved in public without
the written consent of the mayor and
aldermen of a jcity or the selectmen of
a town. The penalty for infraction of
this law is a ‘$100 fine or six months
imprisonment. *~ Thls bill is the result
of the protest a,galnst the use of red
flags used in rece{lt demonstrations_ in

Senators Stearns and Fisher opposed
the bill that the valuation placed upon
an estate by the assessors for the thres
vears preceding shall be evidence .as to
Lthe fair market value of the property
in a suit for damages. Senator Allen
of Melrose defended the billy On mo—i

Senator Hobbs of WVorcester op- -
! posed the bill to 1?\‘7‘# the firemen of
! Lowell, Taunton d Northampton one
day off in five, on the ground that the
people jof Lowerl Iast fall voted against
this, SenatorgBellamy of Taunton and
Fxsher of Wesdtford said that the rhat-

ter was not fairly submitted to the b@ \WC-’(P n

voters and thig biil will give them an
opportunity to* i
Montague moved:
‘general court.. Thebill was passed to~
" be engrossed by a vote of 23 to 3, with
three pairs. The threé: opposed were

Senators Eldridge, Hobbs and Mon- AN

tague.

. i
his amendment to the bifl to regulate

Roston, Lawrence and other cities. ?
]

)/6:7
S,

v

~

Fre e

tion of Senator McLane of}k‘all River
further og¢nsideration wa postponcd
until Tuesday next. f :
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Local Man Agalnst the: SU“,_,,
Law School Blll—-—Oth f

Leglslatlon f & d

Senator Henry. . Wells was.one of ten’
in the senate.who voted yesterday, in op-
position to:' the bill for 1ncérporation of
the Swg authorizing the
institution . to grant dekrees .of  bachelor
cof laws. The bill passed to. engrossment

and 'is now ‘up to the, governor. Senator
Wells was not recorded on. thé& bill-te-re&-

chandise which was rejected 22 to 8, .
Senator Hobbs of Worcester opposed the
bill to give, the firemen of Lowell, Taun-
ton and Northampton one day off in five,
on the ground that the people of Lowell
last fall voted against this. Senators
Beliamy of Taunton ahd Fisher of West-
ford said that the mattér was not fairly
submitted to the voters and this bill will
give them an. opportunity to vote again.

next general court. The bill was passed
to be engrossed.by a vote of 23 to 3, with’

/)) Senator Montague moved reference to the’

Senators Eldridge®¥eobhs and.Mo

A motionn by Senator Mack o Fth
Adams to substitute the bill te enlarge
‘tthe powers of attorney general for
the adverse report of the committee was
rejected by a voice vote and the report.
was accepted.

— } -On motion of Senator Clark, the bill to
/Q_A/%é/\_z/‘ eliminate’ private profit from the liquor
\

the sale and distributi % of merchan- .__}\
dise that it shall not g&npply to agree- ~-

L ments between tradfumons and the

to
emplovers, the efféct of which is Yy
[enhance the S ng price of commod- k f«/t)\ .

ities
}‘ The blll}ﬁf g rejected on a roll-call
by a votesof 8 to 22, with two pairs. \/\4"
=

¢Lane voted against the bill.
%"*Sezafr?gu n by Senator Mack of North
Adams toisubstitute the bill to enlarge
the powerés%of the attorney-general. for
the adv erse~yeport of the committee
was réjected by
freport was 3,

BROCKTON (Mass ) TIMES,
MAR, 12, 1913.

was killed 5 5 s

A2

B}NCORPORATE LAW SCHooOL~"
Y a vote of 17 to 10, with four
pairs, the state senate Tues

v01ce vote, and the A

P VIS

ﬁxl;at'or Cla‘k OE Brockten pressed A ,6 reconsider the adverse action of Monday
n - - . s was rejected on 4 roll'call 99 to 104. This
o] L jhe Jresent ses- |

business was recommitted. The senate
then adjourned.

The lower branch of the state legisla-
tiire yesterday adhered to its position of
Monday against the bill making New
Year’s day a legal holiday. .A motion to

R L e

FALL RIVER (Mass‘) HERALD
MAR, 12, 1913.

Senator Allen of Melrose cham-

pioned the bill to inco poratg the Suf-
; @ it

S ter it had been
reJected on a voice vote it was passed
to be engrossed on a roll call, 17 to
10. Senator McLane was recorded in
opposition.

On a roll ‘call, eight to 22, ‘the Sen—
ate rejected the bill, to regula,te the,
sale and distribution’ of merchandise,’
which is aimed +o: prevent concerted
action in raising the pricé 6f coal.

A motion by Senator Mack of North
Adams to substitute the :bill to en-
large the powers of the attorney-gen-
eral for the adverse report of the
committee was rejected by a hearty
voice vote, and the report was ac-
cepted.

Among the commlttee reports were,
the following: :

Military affairs-——Adversely that
field officers of the mllitla. sh’a}-l be

seniority. ’

r-hmmnnﬁr—‘-om'-«m'-{r—vymdmr—w

. prom oted by

"IN OPPOSITION

ulate the sale and distribution:of mer- |

three palirs. e three  Opposed ' vAere

3

e Wl W el W]
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\\j but passed to be engrossed on a roll-
v RV

BOSTON {fzgs) MORMING GLOBE

T Benator “Stearns oI Camblidge op-
poged the bill to incorporate the Suffolk
Sj&o Law. He said that last year
i#was vétoed by the Governor, that the
matter was referred to the State B3oard
01'f1 Eggcastiofr’; riaigge g:he\ﬁ laf:tﬁ% repﬁrt‘v{g
that the Suffolk: Sekopl, of Law should
not be permittéd'ato?;&’_z‘?sygt*';dégr %&

Senator Allen of Melrose défended the
bill and the school. He said the fact
remains that this bill has been reported
favorably two Years in succession by
the Committee on XEducation. There
certainly is no doubt, he said, that the
standing of the Suffolk School of Law is
as high as_that of the Boston Y. M.
C. A. Law School.

Senator Fisher opposed the school
because he saild that it was established
! simply for private gain. = ,

Senator Allen ridiculed this as absurd
when the number of graduates was
‘multiplied by $60, the tuition fee. .

The bill was rejected on a voice vote, |

call, as follows:

In Favor—Allen, Bagley, Brennan,
Chase, Clark, Pitzgerald, Garst, Halley,
Hickey, Horgan, Jehnson, Joyce, Mack,
M{’:TCa.rthy, MecGonagle, Quigley, Timilty

~ Opposed—Bellamy, KEldridge, Fisher,
Hilton, ¥Hobbs, McLane, Montague, ]
Stearns, Ward, Wells—10. ~

Paired For-—Norwood, Ross, Draper,
Hersey; against, Coolidge, Gordon,

;
o

zalai DRT4

e e e
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SPRINGFIELD {Mass.) REPUBLICAN

e Tiouke bill to allow the Suffolk law
school Qs
batg: #
. bil}y ag,
O the mame 0 (i
ing the DamMe 02 gainis The bril was
rise to inantial.gaime (o A

Sﬁtsi?é to be%ﬂgrqssed by thig votel

. yeas—Messrs. -Allen,
Cl%?:ia{?’ Chase,; Titzgerald,
oy, Horgan, Jonnsomn. I : 2
IR VAR Timiltr—2l  mdriage,” Fisher,
Fhian, Hobbs, McLane. .
‘Ward, Wells—10. Norwood, Draper,

B TOT of Melrose championed |
the;fbi t cdpPorate the Suffolk schooi:
of ladf, that it may grank rees, |

and
vote it was.p

MAH,

e-

5 T i LY Fisher

Fdfhor of fair pla¥s 7\.\117 Fishy

1és n;posed the: bilk gs.capma_hz-
! of ihe state toraid:®

_Bagley, Br}e’nﬁan,
Gai‘%t, Halley:, Hick-
Joyce,: Mack. ¥

éssrs Bellamy, Montague, Stearns

Pai\:ed-‘—‘bl}eﬁs‘fsv Her sy Fay., Coolidzge.

With Messts i
Baz 1oy, P, R

.1 . 0
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in_th

Sotéd; on¥e® voice |

%’ss tebe engrossed on a
call, 170" 10. Senator Fisher of,
£ord-opposed the bill on the: ground:
.thésschool is run for private gain. |
for the Boston high school |
& ‘proceéds -of the
A arhanl ‘nroperty |

ter it had heeir fejé!

SPRINGFIELD (Mass.) NEWS i

MAR, 12, 1913, :

L

ator Fisher O

£ Westford OpPPOSe
pill on the g

und

th

F \ Sena'tor Allen of Melr:se fﬁgmgu?fr;?i 2
jl1 to incorporaile 1€ <
A o 1ilof law, so that it ma;y’g"rarm(; /\ .
g}reeé e after it had been geg:octge \
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e v g #13 Wenate Tuesday the House bill
i poedity the Suffolls scbgol, of-lads
F be giEdssed, 17 to

“~
?
—— e Vs X e - -
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Gov. g ‘ s
< the demi‘gSZti}éaffattOH Cha?rman Riley 6!
DS tends to veto't;ze gu;f%?km;ttee thatiheai.ﬁ-
( . a [ i
g:s};:ddltiiJliSt year. The ETITVI%,E:CI?C?\? bblu"
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termined chimpalsn tc: . are making a de- -/

ecure enough votes
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- 10, pass it over ¢he vt
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" # ?"Governo.r Foss -haw/) told Chai'r—
o ‘man ]?_tiley of t emocratic State
C}?mmlttee that 1&94n{é7eﬁﬁs to veto.
5 gs ISuff,my school, bill, as he
di ast year™™ The bill has now

o been passed by two sutcessive les- -
= islatures, and tihe friend}s_v of thge

b11.1 are mgaking a. determined cam-
palgn to secure enough votes to

W over the veto. |
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" SUFFOLK LAW SCHOOL BILL

Student Body May Request Hearing of» the
¢ Governor, Who Once Vetoed Measure

stood that the student body

It is under hool will make a

of- the Suffolk Law Sc!

request of Governor Foss on Monday for T

a -~hearing upon the measure. The bill

‘ } last year;
was vetoed by ‘Governor Foss las i
\ and the general belief is that similar ac¢ 5
is year. The bill gives )

ht to grant degrees,
te on Thursday.

tion "will be taken t.h
the school the rig
and passed the Sena

N

BOSTON (Maszs.) CHRIS. £CI, MON,
MAR. 17, 1913, . :

;‘Maﬁ“‘ tudents of the Suffolk scijpol of
& Bove) signed a petition to Ggvernor
lasKing for a hearing in coiinection

o

*(i)‘th. ‘the bill, now pending in’ the Le%N
islatire to0 allow this school to.gran )
the degree of LL. B, in the erapt that L
the Governor considers vetoing the
Iiedsure as was done last year.

ey e

BOSTON (Mass.) ASVERTISER Ae € A
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(SK GOVERNOR FOR
© PUBLIC HEARWS

Suffolk . Law School Stute, S Rejque

"C_hanée to Present Case if He Goi.l.-
templates Vetoing Incorporation Bill,

The student body of the Suffolkk school =—
Qaw Rave addressed a letter to MS

Nim to meet them in gonnection
with the bill whieh has passed the legisla-
ture, granting to the school the right ta
grant the degree of LL.B. The Iletter
saySi— ;

C A bill entitled ‘An act te incorperate
the Suffolk law school’ will shortly reach
you for your approval. Inasmyeh as you,
in“your wisdom, vetoed the same bill last
syear, we feel that, if you coptemplate a
similar action this year, it is only just that
we be glven a bublic hearing at which both
the proponents and epponents of the meas-
ure may be heard.”

~ TSoyivTel L L 0

e Ly Fem

BOSTON (Mass.) TRANSCRIPT
MAR. 17, 1818, _

oL v

' grant degrees. So far, the governor has

1 ,\jq

1 have won.” _,

PROTEST SUFFOLK_LAW VETO

) SRR
Deé m Writes to Governor Foss
a

d Compares Iustitution with Y. M.
C. A, in Arguing for Bill

Gleason 1. Archer, dean of the Suffolk
Law School, today sent a letter to Gov-
ernor Foss asking him not to veto the bill
giving the Suffolk Law School the right to

given no intimation of his action, but the !
letter is based on last year's veto., ‘The |
communication is as follows:

Boston, March 17, 1913.
, Hon. Bugene N. Foss:
! Pear Sir—Now that the bill to incor-
porate the Suffolk Law School is before you
for approval, I wish to call your attention
to_the following facts: )

In your veto of last year you stated two
bropositions: First, that there were enough
law schools already conferring degrees to
meet the public demand hence that degree- v
granting power was unnecessary for our\

school.
May I call your attention to the fact \‘7&;/\ L
that there is only one evening law school in

New_England that can confer degrees—
the Y. M. C. A. Law School. There are ___ —
one }mndred and eight young men in our » N
evening department who for one reason or
another do mnot care to attend the Y. M.
C. A. school. Is there any good reason
why these men-—equal in preliminary ..
training, In character ‘and ability—should ,‘ 17(6“
not after pursuing a course of study equal "~y
in length, under able instructors and un-
der methods of instruction in no way in- —
ferior to those of the ¥. M. C. A —is there I 171 '7
any good reason why these men should be, L
denied the reward that is freely given to-
the graduates of the Y. M. C. A. Law
School? Is there any good reason why the
Y. M. C. A. should continue to enjoy a
monopoly in the granting of law degrees
to evening students?

The Committee on Education has
twice said there is no reason. The Massa-
chusetts Legislature has twice spoken and ~&———J
rendered its verdiet in our behalf. We
are ready to prove to your excellency that ‘e,\_(

our school is equal in every respect to the
highest standard of evening instruction in
law in the United States. There are thirty-
&ilght evgnindg law sc%gols %1 tlléis Iiatit%ln L,J/f

at confer degrees. hy shou not effi~ __ AL A _p
ciency equal to the highest in the country =
entitle our students to an equal reward
with the students of other schools?

The second proposition in your veto mes-
sage to which I wish to direct your at-
tention is that you desired an investiga- /
tion of our school to be made by the State Ja\‘
Board of Education. The Board has made
a report this year, but they have mnot in-
vestigated the school. We have never
- had a hearing, although we have repeated- o
ly requested it, and no member of thes Shit
Board of Education has ever visited the

school. Is this fair play?

A senator assailed our bill on the floor
of the Senate a few days~ago. He de- ,
clared that he was going ‘“to tear the

mask’® off the proposifion, ar 1l made sun- *_‘
dry unfounded charges. When called to \_a_
book by Senator Allen and asked for proofs
he lamely admitted that he had no proofs
except his ‘‘own intuition and common f
sense.’” That is typical of the opposition. K C_H
Not a single person of those who have
fought us on the floor of either branch has
ever visited the school. . 2 2__2

In conclusion, our school maintains a . V
standard equal to the highest in the United
States. In the last three bar examinations
the average success of our students as dis-
closed by the official records are higher
even than those of Boston University Law
School. We maintain a four-year course,
as does the Y. M. C. A. Our entrance
requirements are the same as at the Y. M.
C. A. There is no ‘“‘commercialism’ in our .
institution, as we can demonstrate if you ‘—/dh
will give us a hearing. We have mnothing
to conceal but court the closest investiga-
tion. Our case has been “tried” twice be- ¢
fore the 280 representatives of the people /t?t_/;\
of this ‘Commonwealth and each time we |

; S : A

Why should not your excellency allow !
“this second verdict to stand?. Very truly :
yours, (signed)’ Gleason L. Archer, dea £
Suffolk Law ‘School. i
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P hé f\:jie:.r.}ci o ,.._t‘h.e, :bii_i to .iheorporate

| the Suffolk Law School, having secured
the passage of this imeasure ‘through .

the legislative branches on Beacon Hill

by ¢asy margins, arte now centering
‘their efforts on the executive depart-
ment. ., Gov: Foss vetoed’ 4 ‘similar bill -

last year.

i 7This morning a petition was received

by ithe Governor from a delegation of
graduates of the law school asking for
a hearing if the Governor was seriously
considering: vetoing the: bill. for a sec-
{ This' afternoon the Governor received
2 letter from the:dean of the Suffolk
School,: Gleagson I.. Archer, in which the
latter says: “Our _case has.twice been

{4 {tri€d” before the 280 Representatives of
this Commonwealth, and:each time we:
‘have 'won. Why should not Your Ex-
1 celléncy  alléw ! this second verdiet  to
-stgnd?’” . . ' . =

:

Foagank

|

BOSTON (Mass,) JOURNAL
MAR. 17, 1913,

The Suffolk School. of T ammuss

T Te, ‘&ﬁw:?g. element of real pathos
in ghe {makéap of the petition which
has been sent to Governor Foss from
the students of the Suffolk law school
begging that, if he has any thought of
vgtoing the bill this year, that they be
glven a public hearing at which they
can set forth thelr case. Tt may be
that the dotument in question hag been °
framed by some clever attorney for the
school, but there is a ring of fair play
In it which commands attention. °

oo A e SRR 200



Dean Anher of the Suffolk I.aw School
has sent this letter to the governor:

Hon. Eugene N. Foss, State House, Boston.

Dear Sir:; Now that the bill to incorporate
the Suffélk Law School is before you for
yvour approval I.wish to call your attention
to the following facts:

In your veéto message of last year you
stated two propositions. First, that there
were enough law schools already confer-
ring degrees to meet the public demand,
hence that degree granting power was un-
neeessary for our school.

May I call your attention to the fact that
there is only one evening law school in
New England that can confer degrees—
the ¥, M. C. A. law school. There are
1908 young men in our evening department
who for one reason or another do not care
to attend the Y. M. C. A. school.

Is there any good reason why these men
~—equal in preliminary training, in charac-
ter and ability should not after pursuing a
course of study equal in length; under able
instructors and under methods of instruec-~
tion in no way inferior to those of the
V. M. C. A.—is there any good reason why
these men should be denied the reward
that is freely given to the graduates of the
Y. M. C. A, law gchool? (s there any
good reason why the Y. M. C. A, should
continue to maintain enjoy a monopoly
in the granting of law degrees to evening
students?

‘The committee on education have twwe
said there is no reason. The Massachu-
setts legislature has twice spoken and ren-
dered its verdict in our behalf. We are
ready to prove to your excellency that our
gchool is' equal In eévery respect to the
highest standard of legal evening instruc-
tien in law in the United States:

There are 38 evening layg schools in this
ndation that confer degrees. Why shoula
not equal efficiency equal to the highest in
the countiry entitle our students to an equal
reward with the students of other schools?

The second proposition in your veto mes-
sage to which I wish to direct your atten-
tion is that you desired an investigation of
our school to be made by the state board
of education. The board has made a re-
port this year, but theéy have not investi-
gated the schcol. We have never had a
hearing—although. we have repestedly re-
quested it—and no member of the board of
education has ever visited the se¢hool. Is
this fair play?

A sénator assailed our bill on the floof
of the senate a few days ago. He declared
that he was going “t¢ tear thé mask” off
the proposition, and made sundry un-
founded charges. When c¢alled to, book by
Senator Allen and asked for proofs he
lamely admitted that.he had. no proofs ex-
cept hxs “own intuition and common
sense.”” This is typical of the opposition.
Not a single person of those who have

Suffolk Law School Dean
Presents Gase tn Foss

DEAN ARCHER.

fought us on the floor of either branch has
ever visited thé school.

In conclusion—

Our school maintains a school
standard equal to the hlghest in the
United States.

In the last three bar examinations
the average success of our students,
as disclosed by the official records,
are higher even than those of Bos-
ton University law’ school.

We maintain a four-year course,
as does the Y. M. C. A,

Our entrance requirements are the
same as dt the Y. M. C, A,

There is no “commercialism” in
‘our institution, as we c¢an demon-
strate if you will give us a hearing.

We have nothing to comnceal, but
court the closest investigation.

Our case has been ‘“tried” twice
before the 280 representatives of the
people of this commonwealth, and
each time we have won.

‘Why should not your excelency allow
this second verdict to stand?

. Very truly ¥ours,
Gleason I.. Archer,

Dean of Suffolk Law School.

Boston, March 17, 1913.
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FOSS HEARS FROM
SUFFOLK LAW SCHOL

Pean Archer Writes toé(ﬁﬁe: or

Gives Claims of Institution for Right

to Confer Degrees.

Dean Archer of the Suffolk Law School
has sent this letter tg the governor:

Hon. Eugene N. Foss, State Housge, Boston.

Dear Sir: Now that the bill to incorporate
the Suffolk Law School is before you for
your agpproval T wish to call your attentlon
to the following facts: -

In your veto message of last year you
stated two propos1tlons First, that there
were énough law schools already confer-
ring degrees to meet the public demand,
hence that degree granting power was un-
necessary for our school.

May I call your attention to the fact thak
_there is only one evening law schiool in |
'New England that can confer degrees—
the Y. M. C. A, law school. There are
108 young men in our evening department:
who for one reason or another do not care
to attend the Y. M. C. A. school.

Is there any good reason why these men
—equal in preliminary training, in charac-
ter and ability should not after pursuing a
course of study equal in length, under able
instructors and under methods of instruc-
tion in no way inferior to those of the
Y. M. C. A.—is there any good reason why:
these men should be denied the reward:
that is freely given to the graduates of the
Y. M. C. A. law school? Is there any
good reason why the Y. M, C. A. should
continue to maintain enjoy a monopoly
in the granting of law degrees to evening
students? :

The commlttee on education have twice:
$41d therd 1§ 'f6 reasdn.  ThHe Massachu-
setts legislature has twice spoken and ren-
Gered its verdict in our behalf. We are’
ready to prove to your excellency that our:
school is equal in every respect to the’
highest standard of legal evening instruc-
tion in law in the United States.

There are 38 evening law schools in this
nation that confer degrees. Why should
hot equal efficiency equal to the highest in |-
the country entitle our students to an equal
reward with the students of other gchools?

The second proposition in your veto mes-
sage to which I wish to direct your atten-
tion is that you desired an investigation of
our school to be made by the state board
of education. The board has, made a re-
port this year, but they have not investi-
gated the schcol. We have never had a
hearing—although we have repeatedly re-
quested it—and no member of the board of
education has ever visited -the school. Is
this fair play?

A senator assailed our bill on the floor
of the senate a few days ago. e declared
that he was going “to tear the mask’ off
the proposition, and made sundry un-
founded charges. When called to book by
Senator Allen and asked for proofs he
lamely admitted that he had no proofs ex-
cept his ‘“own intuition and common’
sense.”” This is typical of the opposition.
Not a single person of those who have’

v

fought us on the floor of either branch has —°

ever visited the school.
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] In coneclusion—

Qur school
standard equal to the highest in the
United States.

In the last three bar examinations
the average success of our students,
as disclosed by the official records,
are higher even than thosé of Bos-~
ton University law school.

We maintain a four-year course,
as does the Y. M. C. A.

Our entrance requirements are the N
same as at the Y. M. C, A.

There is no
our institution,

maintains a ‘school

A

“commercialism’” in
as we can demon-

o perfs

/)j A A
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T strate if you will give us a hearing.
‘We have nothing te conceal, but J t..
.~  court the closest investigation. ; \% 2 o
Our case has -been ‘‘tried” twice =4
before the 280 representatwes of the
_people of this commonwealth, and
(A  each time we have won. O A

Why should not your excellency allow
this second verdict to stand? E

W

(el

TN

' no reason,

‘Very truly yours,
Gleason L. Archer,
Dean of Suffolk Law School.
March 17, 1918, _ -

1 1A

THE SUFF‘OLK LAW S(:a‘%
The appeal which Dean er of the
Suffolk Law school has made to the gov-
ernor is strong and convincing. The
school seeks incorporation which will
permit it to grant degrees, the bill has
been passed by the legislature and is
now before Mr. Foss. On a_ previous
passage of the bill, it was vetoed by the
governor and Dean Archer is anxious to
insure the governor's approval at this
time. He asserts that the school i& in
no sense a money-making venture and
that it has nothing to conceal, also that |
it is a school of high standing. Possibly
the Sstrongest part of his argument ig
that the Y. M. C. A. law school mani-
festly does not meet the requirements of
all the young men who vush to study
law at night, since there are ‘168 night
classes of the Suffolk schoal. Why is

there not room for both schools and

why should .not the Suffolk school be
‘granted Incorporatlon” There is really

Governor Foss should ap--
prove the bill.
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chored to prevent
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EXPECT SUFFOLK LAW

Clerk’s Office at State House Kept Open
for Its Receipt from Governor Foss

It is éexpected that Governor Foss wlil
file with Clerk Kimball of the House this
afternoon a veto of .the bill to incorporate
the Suffolk School of Law, which his ex-
céllency vetoed last year. By request of
the governor’s secretary, Clerk Kimball is
keeping his office open to receive ‘‘any
message which the governor amay care to
file,” and attachés of the governor’'s office
say that there is no other matter pending
before the governor that is likely to be
vetoed today.

SOSTON

“‘57?

b

! a ‘_ Bl s R T R Sl
'MANY BILLS AWAIT ‘_’.
GOVERNOR’S ACTI

59 Measures Were Ready m&&’&-

turned to His Desk After a Week of

Iliness.

* Ne less than 59 bills and resgolves
awaited the governor's signature or veéto
at 2 pm. when he arrived back at the
gtate house for the first time since he was
attacked with tongilitis a week ago.

The time expires within 24 hours on some
of the bills, such as the Suffolk law schaol
bill. The governor may 21NN to be-
come law without his signature,

Another measure on which he has felt
compunctions’ about signing is that which
provides for the appointment of a deputy
JXreasurer of thée commonwealth,” tu whum
the treasurer may depute his authority.
" There ig no provision in the constitution
by which even the governor could depute
‘his authority to another, His power goes
automatieally to the lieutenant-governor
when the c¢hief magistrate is incapaci-
tated or absent from the state.

- . The purchase, or sale, or transfer of
the ‘state’s bondg 18 a matter of vital im-
bortance to the state’s credit, and the gov-
ernor has therefore sgiven the deputy
treasurer bill particular study. .

‘He finds, however, that the reviged
. statutes provide for the office of deputy
Fguditor, a law having been put through
because of the illness of the auditor, and
| Because of this precedent ig disinclined te
veto the pending meagure

14-YEAR OLD GIRLS

The time for action on.
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" A veto of the bil] to y R
Suffolic School of Law is Boy
filed with Clérk Kimball o,
’ tomorrow. +"The bin
) " last year.

the Houge;
was vetoed by hig
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Law School

Qﬂll
- Public- Service Committee Reports
on Some Salary Measures, ~

. 2
It is expected at the § To

) : e State Houge that

&ov Foss will veto the bill for the in-

“Fogrees of bachelor of laws. The

BOSTON (Mass.)) RECORD

sev wuMARC TS, 1913,

drunk they cannot remain upright pre-
sumably they are not gentlemen, eyen
O il 4 w a a agaie &

P 5

The governor should @
Sufﬁg%%school bill as *paBsed,
though there ig considerable talk of a
veto we hope ‘it is mistaken. The bill
2s passed omits those features upon
which objection was based a year ago
It puts the Suffolk law school on the
Same basis as another similar schoo]
and so summons precedent.to its aid.
and avoids trying to create a new and
perhaps questionable precedent. ]

ke

ol 1 De-
grees are to be granted, if the bill be-
I S e \/ﬁ__e W b 1 :
% — ﬂ/’t comes law, only to s

. ’ 4 night pupils. There
1S NOW power given to grant degrees tg .
day pupils, which are not mentioned in
«the bill, Lol :

and.

rrxrllaez:syre g‘assed the branches by wide } *
gin. he Governor v i
. rj)\ st T etoed this bill '~
~— An attempt to pass th i
. e bill
veto will be magde: N SR DU ,.
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iqrporation of the Suffolx School of
aw. This bill authgﬁzfe%m?ﬁmm e
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LAW SCHOOL
DEGREEBILL
NOT VETOED

Hard F oug};t Measure
Became Law at

Midnight

The bill which would allow the
Suffolk Law School to confer degrees
has ptobably become a law. The Gov-
ernor legally had no longer than until
midnight last night to file a veto with
thé clerk of the House. And at mid-
night no veto had been filed.

CLERK LEFT

It was impossible to file any, be-
cause Clerk Kimball left after waiting
until 6 o’cloek and the messengers on
du;ty' all night had admitted nobody to
the clerk’'s office thereafter.

In order to file the veto message it
would have beenh necessary for one to
force an entrance.

A veto had been ’9xpected all day,
but the Governor was in conference
late in the afternaon with Gleason
Archer, dean of the Suffolk Law School,
and held out the hope that thie bill
might be allowed to become a law.

The , Governor, however, refused to
state, when He left the State House a
Ifttle after 7 o’clock, whether or not he’
intended to allow the bill toi become a
law.

The Suffolk La,w School” blll has had
a celebrated histery. Last year it - went
through the Y.egislature in the face of
strenuous opposition, only to meet with
a speedy veto. This year it was even
more bitterly fought.

The argument against it came from

other law schools which objected to any
further’ extension of the right to grant
degrees in the ca.se of evening law

seigols.
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ernor Against Ingor-

N —
poratmg Suffolk Body: F )
as Lowenng Standards.
On the ground thilito approv’e it AT
would be to consent Jowering of
the educational stand he com- b,

monwealth, G-“ov Foss :
the Legislature today :a veto of the bill
inccrporating the Stffolk School of Law.
The bill is similar to, the one the Gov-
ernor vetoed last year.

Dean Gleason 1. Archer of the school

called at the Governor’s office today to
protest: against his treatment ‘last Sat-
urday when he left ‘with the impressmn
thaly the -Governor hdad allowed the bill
to become a law without his signature.
At the time the dean was at the Gov-.
ernor’s office the veto:wa$ In the,pos-
sessfon’ of Clerk, Kimball of the House.

Al hot fight “has been waged in: the _
Legislatuse for the .past two years over
this ‘measure. It has been claimed in
upport ‘of it that the Boston Y. M. C.
A, has been allowed ‘to-grant:  degrees.
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. progesses. ‘of- education: cangot be self- = . «— ¢ '\/L/(,

g_éUFFOLK LA%;{'.-

CZlef Executive Returns Measure to Legislature An:
nouncing That He Is Governed by Same Reasons
That Caused Him to Refuse Indorsement Last Year

SCHOOL BILL

‘Holding that his ap‘prjoval might lower
the educational standard of the common-

wealth and announcing that the samel

considerations- govern him now that led
to his veto last year, Governor Foss to-
iday returned to the Legislature without
% his signature the bill to iﬁcorporat.e the

¢ Suffolk law school.

" “The Suffolk law school;” says theJ

Governor in his message, “however wor-

institution;

provés ﬁhat an

thy its purposes, is a self-supporting
and uriversal
'iﬁ‘stitution

experience
equipped,

proper]y f01 the exponblve and intricate

supporting, but must depend upon the
‘grants of either pubhc or pmvate “funds.
The present bill: earries absolutely ' no
jguarantee that the school in questlon

is able, or ever will be able, to maintain

from the fees of students that quality

of instruction requisite whenever the.

‘seal of the commonwealth’s approval is
to be conferred through an academic

degree.

‘In passing upon thls petltlon of the
Suffolk law school we’should give full
consideration to the individual mterests
of the school itself and to those of its

students, present and prospective, but e ..

infinitely above these considerations rises
the pubhe policy of the commonwealth,
and it is this policy which is now in-

volved.

“The q_uegﬁon:is perfectly clear and

simple.
ards

at their present height?

Are we to maintain these stand-

Is a

Massachusetts education to continue as
one of the most valuable assets a young

person can possess?

Is an accredited

graduate from one of our institutions to
be received all over thé world with
honer and given profitable employment? | '

Or, on the other hand, is it better for the:

commonwealth and for her citizens to
lower her standards, to stamp with the
approval. of the state a course of study

of doubtful sufficiency?

il hls measure is. ppposed by the state

V3 P, v —=u v %W

board of education, which regards it as a
lstep in the wrong direction. Against it
the Suffolk Bar Association and the Mas-
|sachusetts Bar Association have earnestly
Ipl otested. I danuot avoid the conclusion

that, if I were to approve it, I should
theleb) consent to a lowering of the edu-
cational standards of the commonwealth,

and I have therefore no course but to = JN’_J

veto the measure.” : ey T ~
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“From the beginning this Commonwealth ~
has stood prominently before the entire

‘world for the excellence of her educational.

SUFFOK LAW BILL VETOED

Governor Again Expresses His
Disapproval

Standards of State Are Monetary
; Advantages

.To Lower Them Would Nullify
Benefits

Injury to Class Which This Law Claims to
Help

Governor Foss has again vetoed the Suf-
folk L.aw School bill, His reasons are
p‘actxcauy the same as that which he gave
in his veto last year. He adds, however,
that a Massachusetts degree has always
had a great monetary advantage to it all
over the warld, because of the high stand-
ards malnta.ined here, and that to nullify
such benefits by lowering the standards
would injure the very class of people who

methods and institutions. This acknowls
edged leadership of Massachusetts is one
7 of the proudest possessions of the State

and it is not only a proud but a most val-
uableg possession.
Duly accredited graduates of our Massa-

chusetts institutxons are recewed in ali
quarters of the world with hopor and re-
spect. They enter positions of responsx—
Bt At Freeiveshigh. ates -ofcompensa- |
tion. -
ON 16 It does not #ppear to be the part of )
wzsdom to. nullify the benefits which the

GONTIII(IEDi0i PAGE zﬂfﬁ'

people of Massachusetts have conferred

upon themselves in insisting upon the main-

. £~ 1 tenance of the highest standards in educa-
tion. .

These standards are maintained by the

Commonwealth which delegates the degres

making power to institutions only wupon

adequate proof that this power will be ap-

= plied wisely and in strict accord with the

high ideals of Massachusetts.

The Suffolk Law School, however worthy

its purposes, is a self-supporting institution,

and universal experience  proves .that an

institution equipped properly for the exX-

oA~ pressive and intricate processes of educa- ‘

1=

depend upon the grants of either public or

think they would be benefited by the pro-
posed law. The message follows:

March 23, 1913,

To the Honorable Senate and House of

Representatives: |

Herewith I return without my approval
an act to incorporate the Suffolk Law
School, which includes in its provisions
that this school shall be empowered to con-
fer the degree of bachelor of laws.

The bill in its principal features is sub-
stantially the same as the Bill which 1
vetoed last year; and the same considera-
tions govern me now that led to my veto
of March 6, 1912.

The argument for this bill rests very
largely on the fact that the degree-grant-
ing privilege was given many years ago to
a charitable institution which maintains
a world-wide organization and which pos-
sesses very large resources.

The claim is made for this bill that what
has been done for one institution should be
done for another, notwithstanding the fact
that ‘“two wrongs never make a right.”
The argument upon which this bill rests is
one which comes up continuously in the
hearings before legislative committees and |
on the floor of the General Court. This .
argument is urged repeatedly for special
favors and considerations of all kinds, and
is used in general as a substitute for these
public considerations which ought solely
to control all governmental acts. It is the
foundation of practically all the pernicious
measures which are urged each year before
the Legislature.

I heartily sympathize with the desire of
ambitious young men and women to study ™
law; and this opportunity is now open to
them not only in the Suffolk Law Schocl,
but in othér institutions throughout the J
Commonwealth. The present bill does not .
in any way increase thess opportunities,
nor does my veto abrogate them. The
Whole questiion turns primarily upon the
granting of de°rees

Looe
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tion cannot be self supporting bhut must
* .
Ltﬁ,t private funds. The present bill carries

absolutely no guarantee that the school in
question is able, or ever will be able, to
maintain from the fees of students that
guality .of instruction requisite whenever
the seal of the Commeonwealth’s approval
$is to be conferred through an academic
egree.
d Ign passing upon this petition of the Suf-
folik Law School, we should give full con-
sideration to the individual interests of the
school itself and to those of its udents,
present and prospective; but infinitely
above those considerations rises the public
pohcy of the Commonwealth, and it is this
policy which is now involved.

The question is perfectly clear and sim-
ple. Are we to maintain these standards
at their present height? Is a Massachu-
setts education to continue as one o_f the
most valuable assets a young peéerson can
produce? Is an accredited graduate from
one of our institutions to be received all
over the world with honor and given profit-
able employment, or, on the other hand,
is it better for the Commonwealth and ‘for
her citizens to lower her standards, to
stamp with the approval of the State a
course of study of doubtful efficiency?

This measure is opposed by the State
Board of Education, which regards it as .

a step in the wrong direction. Against it‘the .. .

Suffolk Bar Associates and the Massachu- * ,_3 7
setts Bar Association have earnestly pro-
tested. 1 cannot avoid the conclusion that, 6"‘ /
if I were to approve it, I should thereby )]

A
M/Q_¥>
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consent. to. a lowering of the educational
standards of the Commonwealth; and I

”~
549
/L"\ have, therefore, no course but to veto the 7
measure. (Signed) Eugene N. Foss.
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| GOV. FOSS

4 Dean: Archer of the Suffolk law school
" hasg sent this letter to each member of the

SCORES

legislature:—

“I invite' your attention to the conduct
of Gov. Foss with reference to the Suffolk
law: school veto. The ‘students of the
school had petitioned the governor for a
hearing: on.the bill, but no hearing was

DEAN ARCHER. \

_grhnted. Satu\rday the governor, invited
me most cordially to meet him at the state
house and I met him at the time stated
and there was a Boston man present at
our interview, which lasted for nearly an
hour and a half. The governor discussed
the case at length, and seemed to be sin-
cerely endeavoring to reach a conclusion.

“I did not know at the time that he had
already vetoed the Dbill—-that he had sent
his message to the clerk’s office before in-
‘viting meé to meet him—that he, was prac~
ticing .a cruel deception upon me. While
he made no promises heicertainly gave me
the impression that he Would act favor-
ably.: After I reached home in the even-
JAng I was called up on the telephone by
' newspaper. reporters who informed me that
the sovernor had: gone home and that the

ntest’ was ended

was d_‘u‘x‘;;fdur ded;'t
cruel: hoax, ‘perpetrated . by the man who

‘““When: T called gt Gov. Fosg’
morning he gloated over thesfric?!fﬂgz ;l;ig
played and declared that he merely wanted
to give me ‘g .bleasant Raster Sunday.’
Ye (Jz‘rodsl A Dpleasant Easter Sunday—but
whati of Monday? I do not care for my-~
self, but to- have. my wife and those near
and .dear ,to me so cruelly treated ig al-
most unbearable,.

“Why did Gov. Féss invite
when ne.had already- x'etoé’&gltiéob?ﬁe g:g
put me to the trouble of making thé trip
| te Boston? Why aid he give me a hearing
from half past four to six when one littie
word would have ended it all? ‘Why did
he tell the newspaper reporters that the
Bilxl-ledwfhs ?Ilaév;" Because, forsooth, he de-
é red th ;3 hould have a pleasant Kaster

successive legislatures. VVanlcltegel?gv; “;r?
majority rule. Why should the will of on y
man be allowed again to set aside the ca :
] fully. considered verdiect of the 208 }éo;e-
sentatives gf the people of Massachusetfs ?e’.’-

i
<
] matter—this, bill has been
{

‘our:
; I

ledrn that it was all g

{mv——
——
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1.1l had not been vetoed.
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DEAN ARCHER SAYS .1

YED TRICK |-

.

In Open Letter to Legislature Accuses Governor of
t,L/\ o .2 c\

Deceiving Him as to Outcome of Suffolk Law
School Bill.

- A

A

Dean Archer, of the Suffolk Law
School, the bill for the incorporation of
* which with power to confer the degree
i of LLB was vetoed yesterday Dby
Governor Foss, declares the latter has
played a trick on him.

Dean Archer says the governor talked
,,i with him Saturday for an hour and a
<

V)

half, sending him away with the assur-
ances that he need not worry. The
governor had previously put his veto on
the measure. According to the irate
dean, His Excellency said yesterday, in
explanation, that he wanted Mr. Archer
“to have a pleasant Easter Sunday.”
As soon ag he had recovered suffi-
clentiy from his indignation yesterday
‘é afternoon, Dean Archer hastened to ad-
dress an open letter to the Legislature,
urging all members to pass the meas-

.

ure over the governor's veto The
dean’s letter makes interesting reading.
Here it is:

¢ “I invite your attention to the conduct
of Governor Foss with reference to the
Suffolk Law School veto. The students
\‘ of the school had petitioned the gov-
- ernor for a hearing on the bill, but no
hearing was granted Saturday: last at
t half past two in the afternoon I talked

with the governor over the telephone
and expressed my earnest desire to be
heard on the bill before he took action.
He invited me most cordially to meet
him at the State House at 4 o’clock. I
told him that as I was out of town it
might not be possible to reach his office
at 4, so he set the time at 4.80.

Talks With Govesnor

“I met the governor at his office at
the time stated and there was a Boston
( man present at our interview, which
lasted for nearly an hour and a half.
The governor discussed the case at
length, 'and seemed to be sincerely

endeavoring to reach a conclusion.
j “1 did not know at the time that he
“1{ had already vetoed the bill; that he had
sent his message to the clerk’s office
before inviting me to meet him; that he
was practising a‘cruel deception upon
me. While he ‘made no promises, he
certainly gave me the impression that
. he would act favorahly. After I reached
home in the evening I was called up
on the telephone by newspaper report-
ers, 'who Informed me that the gov-
” ernor had gone home and that the bill
had not been vetoed. Sunday morning

L~ a3 reporter informed me that he had

just talked with the governor over the

telephone, and that he had declared that

he had let the bill pass and that it was
f already a law.

“So, after receiving congratulatlons
innumerable on the success of the meas-
‘ure and a day of happy assurance that

ended, I was dumfounded to learn this —\ ’ Q,\_‘\

morning that it 'was all a cruel hoax !
perpetrated by the man who has three ;
times been honored by the people of| &7t
this Commonwealth by the highest ot-

flice in their gift : -
“When I called at Governor Foss’s of- [\ .

fice this morning he gloated over the

trick he had played, and declared that

he merely wanted to give me “‘a pleas- —t
ant Baster Sunday.” Ye gods! A pleas.

iant Easter Sunday! But what of Mon— -
3day°

“But why did Governor Foss mvxte
me to see him when he had already.
vetoed the bill, and put me to the ,..4\_,, @
trouble of making the trip to Boston?”

Why did he give me a hearing Irom

half past 4 to 6 o’clock when one little —u ..
word would have ended it all? Why did

he tell the newspaper reporters that

the bill was a law? Because, forsooth,,

he desired that I should have a pleas-
ant Faster Sunday!

S A
Appeal to Legislature

N\
- \_ﬂ\(i
“Do you, as a member of the Legis- )
lature, approve such conduct? I knowc a
you do not; but will you not manifest™=

vour disapproval bv voting to pass thig
bill over the governor's veto? But.aside
from the personal madtter, this bill hag‘“&lut
heen enacted by two successive Legls
latures. We all believe in majority rule. 9
Why should the will of one man be al-
lowed again to set aside the carefully
considered verdict of the 280 representa- )
tives of ithe people of Massachusetis? “€—<0
“Very truly yours,
(Signed) “GTEASON 1. ARCHER, B
“Dean of Suffolk Law Schoel” jz

In vetoing the Suffolk ILiaw School
bill Governor Fosg holds that the neces-
sity of keeping up the high standards
of the law schools of the Commonwealth
compelled him to gay ‘no.” b - %

This is his second veto of the bill...” R
In reply to the argument that the school t L

d’eserves as much consideration from

him as any other he makes the answer: N m\
“Two wrongs do not make a right.”

Although he sympathizes, as he says,

with the efforts of young men and young ,\&’_\x‘
women of the Commonwealth to obtain L R
a legal education, he does not think

that the Suffolk Law School bill in-

creases theu‘ opportunities. ;

g,

The veto message concludes:

‘““This measure is opposed by the State{ . j ® —
Board of REducation, which regards it as [? Y 2 = U W -
a step In the wrong direction. Against iy .
it the Suffolk Bar Association and the f
Massachusetts Bar Association have Pt Sf #
earnestly protested. 1 cannont avold ;a i =
the conclusion that, if I were to approve Qf ‘7‘\
it, I should thereby consent to a lower- . -
ing of the educational standards of the X2 e A
Commonwealth; and I have, therefore,

no course but to veto the measure e

Sur two yea.rs of bitter contest was‘
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SLAW sm‘nm

dav in his veto. ‘of the
blll to mcorporate the Suffolk law school,
“ which included a provision grantmg this
' school the power to confer the bachelor of

.laws degree, made a strong appeal for
malntaliné 2, Massachusetts standard

j of eduvation. At m parti—

' “The Suffolk la &hool however
i worthy its purpeses, is a self- -supporting
institution; =~ and universal experience
,proved that an institution equipped’ prop-
. erly for the expensive and intricate proc-
! Jesses of education cannot be self-support-
. ing,. but must depend upon the grants
of either public ‘or grxvate funds. The
present .bill carries a solutely no guaran-
tee that the schdol in question is able, or
ever will be able, to maintain from the
fees. of students that quality of instruc-
tion requisite whenever the seal of the
Gommonwealth’s approval is to be con-
ferred through an academic degree.

c
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“In .passing upon this petition of the 'l/‘L,—»"'_/‘—/\

Suffoll law -school, we should give full
eonsideration to. the individual mterelts of
the §chool itself and to those of its stu-
dents, present and prospective; but m-‘
finitely above these considerations rises'
-the pubhc pohcy of the commonwleath
and ,it is this policy which is now in- =2
volved.

“The guestion is perfectly clear and sim-
ple.. Are we to maintain these standards
at  their present hight? Is.a Massachu-
settb education to contmue as one of the
.most valuable assets a young person.ecan
possess? Is an accredited graduate from ——
‘one of our institutions to be received all
pvet, the world with honor 4nd given profit-
‘able” employment? - Or, on the otlier hand,
is it better for the; commmonwealth and for
her " citizens to lower her standards,
stamp with the approval of the state a
Jeourse of study in doubtful efficiency.’

. “This measurg'is opposed by the state
hoard of education, W]ilwh regards It as a
step. in. the wrong direction. Against it
the Suffolk bar association’ and' the Massa-~
thugetts bar association have earnestly
protested. I cannet avoid the conclusmn
that, if I were t6a; }mm‘ve it,. T .: should.
thereby consent to a lowering: of the edur-
cational standardsief the.commenwealth;:
‘and T have therefore no course but to veto
the measme ”
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ize the Suffolk law school

‘ées, ; % ﬁle in the
: : 1 e of &‘ewton 1t
. assxgned/ to the second place in "the

cai&pdar for Wednesday.
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THE SUFFOLK VETO. §

= __ ey
The action of the gov#nﬂn ¥etoing
the bill to grant a charter to the Suffolk
law school has not been adequately ex-
,plained in his veto message. It is qiffi-
‘cult to see how what he says in disap-
proval of the incorporation of the Suf-
folk law school does not apply with!
equal force to the already incorporated .
Y. M. C. A. law school. The law depart-
ment of the Y. M. C. A. is not generally
understood to be endowed. It is a note-
worthy fact that the Harvard law school
takes in more money in proportion to
its expenses than any other part of the
university. Of this, the superb building
known as Langdell hall is a lasting wit-
ness. To be sure, the Harvard school,
has the benefit of 'endowments, but it
prospers by its veéry successful efforts
to teach law. A good portion of the
community feel that the action of the
a_~_governor in regard to the Suffolk law
school is one which withholds privileges
from one school, which have already
been granted to another and that earnest
young men are the losers thereby. N
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VETO BY
_ GOV. FOSS

DISAPPROVES THE SUFFOLK LAW
SCHOOT: BILL

“Says It Would Not in Any Way

Increase Individual
Opportunity.

. e
ugenie N TFoss’' veto of the

biil tgfauthorize the Suffolk law school
lo cohfer degrees wik the
house yestierd‘ay aflernoon and as-
éigne@ to second place on the calen-
dar for Wednesday.

. “The.message says in part=—

1 heatitily sympathize with the de-
sire of ambitious young men and
W-‘dmen to study, and this opoprtunity
1S now open to them not only in the
Suffolls law school, but in other in-
slitutions. throughout the common-
wealth. The present bill ‘does not in
any way increase those opportunities.
nor does my veto abrogate them,

'Phe whole, guestion . turns primarily 1

upon the BrA8 S rof - degTecs.
“It does not appear Lo be the part of

wisdom to nullify the Dbenefits which}|

the people of Massachusetts havé con-
feried . upon themselves in insisting
upon the maintenance of the highest
standairds in education.

“Thesé standards are mait\tained by
the commmonwealth which ‘delegates
the degreé making power to instifu-
tions .only upon adequate proof that
this power will be applied wisely and
in strict accord with the high ideals
of Massachusetfs, -

“The Suffolk law school, however

worthy its purposes, is W self-support- |

ing institution, and universal experi-
ence proves an institution equipped
properly for the expensive and intri-
cate processes of education cannot
be self-supporting but must depend
upon the “grants.of either public or
prnatg funds. . Caa

mo_ -
“The present bill carries absolutely !
no guarantee that the school in gdes-i
tion ig, able; or ever will be able, to;
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maintain from -the fees of students|V ~¢7 D7 i_ e - .

that quality -of instruction requisite
wheniever the seal of the common-
wealth’s approval is to be conferred

through an academic degree.” 3
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degrees. This is the same bill _whlch
was passed by the legislature last year
after a bitter fight and was afterwards
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Foss’ Messages, ST . ‘ ey
ing Two Vetoes . I R St
PV g - mA
(Spectal Dispatch to THE GAZETTE). ) - 1 RI1Q nr
STATE HOUSE, BOSTON, March 25. \ FLGEIDat ;
'} —A good part of the time of the legis-~ A -l ¢ = L dd ’
{Jature was taken up yesterday listen- : . _
ling to messages from the governor, 5 ‘ ‘
the ohief executive sending in four M
‘| communications to the great and gen- i e R
eral court—two vetces of bills which 21 ¢ AR : e
had passed both branches. ‘4\//» ik }
vy AT Bt Lot L 11Ul , 111
The governotr sent in a veto of the U R :
bill to allow the Suffolk school of law — - b .
to incorporate with the power togrant| = O | BIU ea Y

vetoed by the governor, the house sus-
taining the veto. The governor in ve-
toing the bill this year points out that|.
the state board of education and the
Boston bar are opposed to the bill, and
expresses the belief that the bill would
lower the high standard of efficiency
which the state has already established
in matters of education,

The veto has been put over for con-
sideration in the house on Wednesday,
and in the meantime the members of
the legislature are receiving Iletters
from the dean of the school, Gleason
L. Archer, in which the latter accuses
the governor of practising deception in
conferring with him on Saturday last
as to the merits of the bill, when at i
the time his excellency had already /
filed his veto of the measure with the
clerk of the house.

The letter relates that Dean Archer
on Saturday last requested a confer-

i

P 3
ence with Governor Foss concerning| —— "™ Y
the blll. The Governor gave him al
hearing from 4.30 to 6 o’clock, ac-
cording to Archer, during which time 1. 2 -~ 1 «_ % «

he says that the Governor appeared
to be trying to reach a conclusion as
to what to do with the bill. Archer.
further maintains that on Sunday he
was Informed by newspapermen that
the bill had become a law without the
signature of the Governor, and it was
not until Monday that he learned the
real fate of the bill. Then, he main-_
taing, the reason given by the Gover-
jnor was that he desired Archer to have
8 “pleasant Easter.” The letter bris-
tles with the indignation of the dean
.{of the school, and the members of
both House and Senate are strongly
.jurged to agsist in passing the bill over
the veto. '
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4
In. vetoing the bill to incorporate the

clally communicated to the Massachu~
setts House at yesterday’s session.

4 Dean Gleq.sc;n L. Archer of the school

states that Gov Foss cruelly deceived

léarn of the *“‘cruel hoax perpetrated”’
«n him “by a man who had three times

monwealth by the highest office within
their gift” until yesterday morning.
Then, according to Dean Archer, Gov=
Foss “‘gloated over the trick’” he had
played on him Saturday, when he
called at the Executive Department to -
agcertain the truth of the story in cir-,
culation that the bill had been vetoed.
When he saw the Governor yesterday’
he says that the latter laughingly Te-

marked in explanation of his conduct

kim last Saturday and that he did notm

l“l
.

IR

Suffolk Law School, which was offi-——-

/
2. _ 4 |

34

been honored by the people of the Com-iy 7 X _

Ll

Saturday that he ‘‘wanted to give the & tf T
a pleasant Easter Sunday.” T

. “Ye gods,’’ exclaimed Dean Archefz

.



funday, but what

LA pleasant Kagter
| of Monday?’ ;

Déan Archer galso says that at the
time he talked with Gov Floss Saturday.
afternoon the Governor had already
.signed the veto message, which was
delivered by Sec¢ Sherman. of the Gov-
ernor’s office to Clerk Kimball's as-
sistant at 2:50 p m Saturday.

Dean Archer’'s interview with the
Governor was at 4:30 p m and lasted
until about 6 o’clock, he states, ;

‘When the Governor heard of Dean
Archer’'s communication to the mem-
bers” of the House on the subject he
only smiled. He didn’t think it neces-
sary .tc make any reply at present to:
<the charge of deception.

- The bill incorporating the law school
also. gave it permission to confer de-
grees. Gov Fogs vetoed a similar meas-
ure last year. It passed the branches,
by easy wmargins this year. .
| In his veto méssage the Governor says
that the State Board ¢f Education, the
Suffolk and the Massachusefts Bar As-
soeiations have all protested against
the meagsure, and that if he should sign
it the conclusion would be. that he con-
sented "'to a lowering of the educational
standdards 'of the Commonwealth

1

Archer’s Letter to Legislators.

Dean Archer’s letter to the members
of the Legisiature follows: .

“Dear Sir: I invite your attention to
the conduct of Gov Foss with refer-
_ence tu the Suffolk Law Schocl vote.
Siludents of the school had petitioned
the Governor for a hearing on the bill,
but no hearing was granted. Saturday
jlast at 2:30 in the afterncon I talked
with the Governor c¢ver the telephone
and expressed my earnest desire to be
heard on the bill hefore he took action.
He invited me most cordially to mee.
bim at the State House at 4 o’clock,

“I told him that as I was out of town
it might not be possible to reach his
offie at 4, so lLie get the time at 4:30. 1
met the Governar at his office at the
time stated and there was a Boston
man present at our interview, which
lagted for nearlv an hour and a half.
The Governdr discussed the case at‘
length, and seemed to be sincerely en-\
deavoring to reach a conclusion

Charges “Cruel Deception.”

“I did not know at the time that he!
had already vetoed the Dbill; that he had,
-sent his message to the clerk’s office

you . You,

your :disapproval: by voting to pass
this bill ~ over “the: Governor's veto?
But aside from the personal matter,
this pill has béen enacted by two suec-
cessive Legislatures We all believe in
majority rule. Why should the will
of one man be allowed again to set
aside the carefully considered verdict

of the 280 ‘representatives of the
people of Massachusetts? Very truly
sours, ) Gleason L. Archer,. )

“Dean of Suffolk Law Schoei.”

Goy Foss’ Reasons for Vetc:

./L_Sfé}/—a\
In his veto message the Governor said 4

that one of the principal arguments.-
used in favor of the bill was that simi-
lar degree~granting privileges were
given many years ago ‘“‘to a charitable
institution which maintaing a world--
wide organization and which possesses
very large resources.” He sees nothing

“zy

4

—

——
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in such an argument, observing that &
“tWo Wrongs never make a right.”’ i AN

Continuing, he said:

“Y heartily sympathize with the desire
of ambitious young men and womien t‘id\ 47(

study law; and this opportunity is no
open to them not only in the Suffolk
Law School, but in other institutions
throughout the Commonwealth. The
present bill does not in any way increase
these opportunities. nor does my vetc
abrogate them. The whole question
turns primarily upon the granting of
degrees. \

“From the beginning this Common-*
wealth has stood prominentily befor
the “entire world for the ekcellence o
her educationgl methods and institu-
tions. This acknowledged leadership of
Massachusetts is one of the

proudes
possesgions of the State,” and it is mos:L -7

only a proud byt a most valuable pos-
sesgion

_“Duly accredited graduates of ouxn
Massachusetts institutions are received
in-all quarters of the world with honor
ang respect. They enter positions of re-~
sponsibility and receive high rates of'—
compensation.

“It does not appear to be the part of— ..
wisdom to rullify the benefits which the
people of Massachusetts have conferred
upon themselves in ingisting upen the
maintenance of the highest standards in J
education. i

.

upon adeguate proof that this power
will be applied wisely and in strict ac-
cog ~with the high ideals of Massachu-
sett@.”

before inviting me to meet him; that he’

was practising a cruel deception upon
me, While he made no promises he
certainly gave me the impression that
he would act favorably.

“After I reached hcome in the even-
ing I was called up on the telephone by

that the Governor had gone home and
i"that the bill had not been vetoed. Sun-
day morning a reporter informed me
that he had just falked with the Gov-
ernor over the telephone, and that he
had declared that' he had let the bill
pass and that it was already a law
“So after receiving congratulations
innumerable on the success of the
measure and a day of happy assurance
that our two years of bitter contest was
‘} ended, I was dumfounded to learn this
| morning that it was all & cruel hoax,
! perpetrated by the man who has three
i times been honored by the people of
: this Commonwelath by the highest office
i in their gift. )
i “When I called at Gov Fosg office
this morning he gloated over the trick
i he had played and declared that he
merely wanted to_give me ‘a pleasant
Faster Sunday.” Ye Gods! A plyasant
. Baster Sunday-—but what of Monday?

. Will Legislators Shiow Disapproval?
[ “Why did Gov Foss invite me’to
Miee him when he had already

N and. g :

newspaper reporters, who informed me-—g' % L=
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(Spe;a.l to the Mercury.)
State House, Boston, March 24—
Governor Foss’s veto of the bill to
allow the Suffolk School of Law ,t4h§”
right to confer degrees has stirred
up Gleason L. Archer, dea,n of the

the chief executive conferred
Archer on the measure and gave the

‘ unpressxon that he was still trying to
|reach a conclusion as to wha.t to do on &

As a result of the’ deceptlon which . Lt -

the measure.

‘Archer a.liege\s, the latter has sent a
{letter to every member ‘of the legis-

L3 la.ture, telling, the whole story and
liirging the members to vote to pass ﬁ

‘the bill over the veto. 4 171:\‘ J 2
5}/‘6 gl

Last year the governor ‘vetoed the

" | same measure and the house sustained

the veto. In 1912, however, there vvax.s»l

considerable opposition to the original
1passage of the bill, while this year it
went through both branches with lit-
tle or no discussion. In his veto to-
day the governor lays great stress
upon the opposition of the state board
of education and of the Suffolk bar
and a,lso claims that the passage of
such 2 measurs, W m tend to lower
the h;gﬁ {%ﬁaﬁ&i of ‘efficiency which

educational matters.

. {ready busy lobbying to pass the bill
{ {over the veto,

| follows: B

the sta.te has always insisted upon in}

The consideration of the governor'si.
message was postponed until Wednes- |,
day and was placed second in thel.
orders of the day, and in the mean-|:
time the letters of protest against}’
the governor's action are being senti:
=|to every member of the legislature,|
while students of the school are al-|'

The letter of Dean Archer 1s as .

/t¥

\_A/WJ, At

r/ia{, Ifuu_x\ :&“ V/'é,r
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.schodl, who maintains tha.t after the —(_,Q (Z./a/l
1 governor had filed his veto with the -
4 clerk of the house on Saturday lagt, |
withk. 7
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Dean of Suffolk Law School Sends Lettéftm
LPgislators, Following Governot’s Veto of
~ Bill to Aﬂow School to Conier es§
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‘“Dear Sir—1 invite 3 Your atte
to the conduct of Gox ernot Foss
reference’ to the Suffilk- fg DL
veto. The studentdpmelim 2
petitioned the governor .for a
ing on the bill, but no heariy
granted. Sa.turda.y last, at half
two in the afternoon, I talked w
the governor over the telephone.
expressed my earnest desire
"heard on the bill befoe: ‘R
action. He invited me most’ ‘eor
to meet him at the state hois
four o'clock. I told him that
was out of town it might not be
sible to reach his office at four;
he set the time at half past fou
met the governor at his office
time stated and there was a B
man present at our interview
lasted for nearly an hour and ]
The governor discussed the cas a;’
length, and seemed to be sincerely gi “—>~
deavoring to reach a conclusion )

“I did not know at the time t a
he had already vetoed the bill~<tha -
he had sent his message.to the clerk’:
office before inviting me to meet hi
—that he was practicing a cruel’ de—
ception upon me. While he made nc
promises he certainly gave ‘me
impression that he would act fav -\
ably. After I reached home in ‘the
evening I was called up on the telex
phone by newspaper reporters wh
informéd me that the governor, hai
gone home and that the bill had. né6t
been vetoed. Sunday morning a’ re-
porter informed me that he had: Just
talked with the governor over the
telephone, and that he had declared
that he had let the bill passiand tha.
it was already law.
“So after receiving colgratulation
innumerable on the success of th
measure and a day of happy a.ssur
ances that our two years .of bitte
contest was ended I was dumbfo
ed to learn this mornin
all a cruel hoax, perpetra. d
man who has thrée timés béen h

“When I called at Govemor Foss'}\
office this morning he gloated over:
the trick he had played and :decl I;e
that he merely wanted to give me’

pleasant Easter Sunday.”” ~Ye Go

A pleasant Easter Sunﬂay——but Y.
of Monday?

“Why did Governor Foss invite
to see him when he had already: v
1sed the bill, and put me to th
"rouble. of mak}ng the trip to, Boston

Why did he tell .the newspa.
per reporters that the bill was a law
Becauge, forsooth, he desired that

lature approve such conduct?:
know you do not, but will yo
manifest your disa.pproval of
to pass this bill over the gov
veto? But aside from the pe
matter—this bill has been enact
iwo successive legislatures.
believe in majority rule. !
the will of one man be allowed agai
1o set aside the carefully considered
verdict of the 280 representatives 3
the people of Ma.ssachusetts
“Very truly yours,

(Signed) “Gleason L Arche
“Dean of Suftolk Law




BOSTON (Mass.) ADV*’«‘R

MA&R. 25, 1918

P

| ARCHER ALLEGES

CRUEL DECEPTIQ)

DEAN OF SUFFOLK
LAW SCHOOL ANGRY

‘Says Gov. Foss Led Him to Believe

That Bill Conferring Right %o
Grant Degrees Had Been Signed.

Dean Archer of the Suffolk law school

‘I has sent this letter to each member of the

lature:—
le‘g‘ils lanvite your attentlon to the conduct
of Gov. Foss with reference to the suffolk
law school veto. The students of the
school had petltloned the governor for a
hearinig on the bill, but no hearing was
granted. Saturday the governor invited
me most cordially to meet him at the state
house and I met him at the time stated

| and there / was a Boston man present ‘at

our interview, which lasted for nearly an
hour and a half. The governor discussed
the case at length, and seemed to Ye sin-
cerely endeavoring to reach a conclusion.
“I did not know at the time that he had
dlready vetoed the bill—that he had sent
his message to the clerk’s office before in-
viting me to meet him—that he was prac-
ticing a cruet deception upon me. While
he.made no promises he certainly gave me
the impression that he would act favor-
ably. After I rédached home in the even-
ing I was called up on the telephone by

the governor had gone home and that the
bill had not been vetoed.

*So after receiving congratulations in-
numerable on the success of the measure
and a day of happy assurance that our
two years of bitter contest was ended, 1
was dumfounded to learn that it was all a
cruel hoaX, perpetrated by the man who
has three times been honored. by the people
of this commonwealth by the highest of-

1 fice in: their gift.
‘“When I called at Gov. Foss' office this’

morning he gloated over the trick he had
“played and declared that he merely wanted
to give me ‘a pleasant Kaster Sunday.’

Ye Gods! A pleasant Easter Sunday—but

{ what of Monday? I do not care for my-
4 self, but to have my wife and those near

and dear to me so cruelly treated is al-

1 most uibearable.

“Wny did Gov. Foss invite me to see him
when he had alreddy vetoed the bill, and
put me to the trouble of making. the trip
to Boston? Why did he give me a hearing
from half past four to six when one little
word would have ended it all? Why did
he tell the newspaper reporters that the
bill, was a law? Because, forsooth, he de-
sired that I should have a pleasant Faster
Sunday!

. “Do you as a'member of the legislature
“approve such conduct? I know you do not,
but will. you not manifest your disapproval
by ‘voting: to pass this bill over the gov-
s veto? But aside from the personal

] m ter—this bill has been enacted by two_
] successiVe lesislatures. We all Dbelieve in
3 le.” W

newspaper reporters who informed me that:

NE N BEDFORD (Mass.) STANDARD
MAR, 25, 1913.
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ARCHER’S IRE AROUSED

Law SCHOOL ])EAN GHARGES
FOSs WITH DECEPTION.

Says 'Gover'nor Said He Was Still 7
ing to Reach Conclusion Regardi
Veto of Bill When Jt g?d
Been PFiled. A

State House, Boston, March 25.—
Gove_rnor Foss’s veto of the bill to
allow the Suffolk Law the
 right to confer dwrecs has stirred
up Gleason L. Archer, dean of the
school, who maintains that after the.
governor had filed Hi§ veto With the
clerk of the house on Saturday I&St
the chief exemu;ew;:e conferred with
Archer on thé* measure and ave the
impression that he was st111 trying to
ireach a conclusion as to what to do on
the measure.

As a reésult of the deception which
Archer alleges, the lafter has sent a
letter to every imember of the légis-
lature, telling the whole ‘story and
urging the members to vote to pass
the bill over the veto.

In his veto the governor lays great{
stress upon the opposition of the state
board of education and of the Suffolk
bar and also claims that the passage
of such a measure would tend to)
lower the high standard ‘of e:ﬁcxencY|

which the state has always msisted‘
uvpon in educatlgng,g,mmﬂ_

LYNN (Mass.) ITEM
MAR. 26, 1913. ;
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A SERIOUS CE[AB»GE?:j

. Thé dean of the Suffolk Law schoo!
openly charges Governor (71 th
granting him a hearing of an hour and
a half on-the bill conferring the right

. of his school to graknt degrees, and

'; giving him the impression that it would
¢be signed, when he had already vetoed

uthe measure. When called upon to ex-

v plain his duplicity, Drean Archer says

¥ the Gdvernor gloated over the trick
he had played, and declared that he

s merely wanted to give the dean a
pleasant Easter Sunday. Probably the

' Governor fell back on the principle, that
the end justifies the means, but if the
fa.f'ts are as stated, it presents his ex-
ceﬂeﬁcy in an unenviable light. The
deanr has: appealed to the . Legislature

«to- override the veto. Without attémpf-
ing to deal with the merits of the case,
whether the right ‘should be given the

: u;fto!k Law scheol or mnot, thé advo-

;,cgses of the bill had a right to: expeet :

‘ "_t’ be~tres.ted in a spirit°o£ can and
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‘IS i{AP PED
BY MAYOR

- connection with the difference that

i tlie.

} maXes the statement:

{ant Easter Sunday.’

Republic Says Dean
Archer Unfairly
Treated .

Governor Foss is rapped hard in

has . arisen between Dean Archgr of
the Suffolk School of Law anq:him-
self, by Mayor Fitzgerald, in an
article which appears in this week’s
issue of the latter’s paper, the Repub-

The article which appeared on 2
page which the Mayor hir{rself is un-
derstood invariably to write, accuses
the Governor of not hesitating to say
one thing to people one day and an-
other thing the next.

NOT FIRST TIME

The' article in question read as: fol-
lows:

“Governor Foss certainly got himself
in bad in his treatment of Dean Arch-
er of the Suffolk Law School on the
question. of his signature to the l'oiu
'Which passed the Xegislature giving
the school the right to glve degree.s.
Unfortunately for the Governor this
i i done
ig not the first time that he has
like things, though they have not got_-
ten the publicity that this last inci-
dent has received. People that know
Governor Foss the longest .and the
best cannot explain his peculiar point
of view on many matters. He will
turn down his best friends and those
closest to him, and slapping his hands
upon his knees, assure them that they
are all right, and that the thing that:
he is doing is the best thing:for them. |
He does: not hesitate to say things to
people, and 24 hours afterwards say
the opposite thing. Deg,n Archer

td
‘“When 1 called at Governor Foss
office this morning he gloated over the
trick he had played and declared lthesxt
anted to nge me ‘a pleas-
he merely w R
pleasant Raster Sunday—-but what of
day ?
M‘("'ghig i3 not a statement that a man
who thought : himself fitted for” the
Presidency should feel proud ot

P --—-ﬂ—v v-\!r"'“ ‘ m“ -

\

FALL RIVER (Mass.) NEWS
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\

A WISE VFT 0.
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CGovernor Foss has repeated his
Year's veto of the bill to amhorxyg
. Buffolk Iaw 1

achelor of laws.,  H ar-
gues the case with a goog dgal of
strength, and his argument is @nvmc--
ing unless there is another sme net
represented in the governors dmC‘Ib-
Bion. When the State Board of HBéduca.

tion and the Massachusetts Bar Asso-
ciation both oppose such a privilege, |

it is surprising tha{ the legisiniure
could have heen persuaded to pass tne
©C bill giving this grant of powei; Thc
bill was practically the same whiche |
Gov. Foss vetoed last year, This
legislature should have taken note of

. bis eobjections.

The Suffelk Law School is not a
chartered  institution. It is not en-
dowed, nor is it responsible to any
public authority. It has no building,
but its classes meet in hired: quarters. |

If it can teach law: well enoygh 1to
qualify its students to take.the bar
examinations successfully, its grad-
vates will be admitted to the bar and
pl‘actzce witheut a degree which the
state sanctions. Men, thus admitted to
praectice will have the oppeortunity to
-make the most-of their ‘knowledge ang
of their capacity. They are not dis-
barred by the lack of the coveted de-
gree. But their teaching has not beew
up fo the grade whxch Massachusetta
requires in order to the grant of a
degree of bachelor of laws. . Mueh
&8.0ne may sympathize with those
- thus denied a degree, he can but see it
the value. of Massachusetts degrees ig |
to be maintained it must be by refusal
'to ‘cheapen the method of thexr ‘atiain-
ment,
It is not a sufficient answer to say
that the Suffolk Liaw Schoo! iy af as
*high grade as is the law sx:hool of the
Boston Y, M. C. A. which is per-
mitted to grant the degree in aues-
tion. That dees not make’ jt wise to
give thig powex' to the Sufi'olk Law
' School. Ii is doubtful if the Y. M.
c. A, school of law ever ought ta have
.been ’ empowered to give degrees in
L law  As Governor Foss Weu SaY5,
'mngs do- not - make oné right,,
: 1{ ‘& mistake was made once, it shouid

not be repeated in order to be consist-
gt Consistency is less of & wwel

tham character. What is wanted is to
mamtam the high eharacier of thst
; »cgrtiﬁcate known as the de”ree of

1 9



ays Governor Said He Was Still Try-
ing ‘to Reach-Conclusion Regarding
Veto of Bill When It Had Already
Been Filed.

:State House, Boston, March 25.—
overnor Foss's veto of the bill to
low the Suffolk School of Law the
At t0 confer degrees has stirred
fleason L. Archer, dean of the
»ol, who maintains that after the

governor had filed his veto with the
clerk ‘'of the house on Saturday last,
he chief executive conferred Wlth
¢her on the measure and gave the,

ression that-he was still trying to|

3 measure.

AS a result of the deception which !
her alleges, the latter has sent a
letter to every member of the legis-:
ture; -telling the whole story and:
gifig the members to vote to pass’
bill "over the veto. :
In h1s veto the governor lays great;
éss upon the Gpposition of the state]
Emard of education.and of the Suffolk
| bar and also. claims that the passagé
* ‘such a measure would tend toi
ower ‘the high ‘standard of efﬁmenoy‘
h: the state 'has always insisted
n educatlonal matters. i

[ QR et -

B t
ch:a conclusion as to what to do on*




SPRINGFIELD { 'V!ass) REPUBL]CAN
MAR. 26, 1913. P

k the right course in veto-

e bill to incorporate the ey

Suffopk 1 1 with power to grant de- .

O‘TZ% an®hideftion involves no disparage- SUFF%LAW VETO F
fnedt of the: sehool ‘Which seems 1o be do- 67
ing good work; under the directmn of Glea- ote of 165 to ’
son L. Archer, The. bar. association of the House by v . d

clty of Beston inyestigated: the-school re- Qverrides

cently, and, while unable to recommend}
sempowering: it to grant degrees, reported%
“In the course of this mvestlgatlon we

" ‘Gov Fass
ing Monday

LS

Bill Gives the Right to Grant

‘have acquired a respect for Mr Archer Degrees

‘and the instructors whose work we have i

‘observed. .. . The students of the Suf- on Standard
‘folk school of ]aw receive a more than . Governors Ideg;—,

«adequate return for the tuition which they
‘pay.’ But as the bar associgtion and . :
the state board of education and Gov Foss [t Was to Uphold This idea That He Vetoed
agree there is danger in grantmg the au- It )
thority to vwe degrees to @ .school which |
is dependent ‘upon its tuition fees and is
mot subject to outside control. The Mas-

RIS

he gover- |
In the House- this afternoon t ;
nor's veto of the suffotk Law Schoolsv

sac fisetts standard ig high and should be nor's vete of o 2 otk Tew Serers
e ” ) . overridden by a vote of 155 to 67. :
i Governor Foss, in his yveto message ©

tion was
Monday, had said that his ac ‘
taken i’n order to keep all law schoolS

HAVERHILL (‘\1a~c} GAZETTE of the State up to the standard
MAR. 25, 1913 [ “i, -

PUINIUN BILL

STABBED AGAIN;

PITTSFIELD (Mass.) EAGLE
MAR. 27, 1913. S

Beacon Hill Solons Refuse
o X o ) Y
Qconsnder——Suﬁrage
.mEjght Begms ‘
(Speciat te tha .
‘STATE HOUSE, —-—Bv a8 vote
of 104 yeas to 1 e house this
Bl Bt ynfz‘ms;gercfts S The house sesterady ate
oynton bicycle, railwa, ae hou 3
bill. - Rep. Priest of Haverhill took" an vote of 15583'5 mgg 6 rioon by 2
aictive part in the battle for reconsidera- Gov. Foss' th pays passed over
tion, ‘as he dld in favor of the bill ves- u&' ¢ veto the bﬂl to authomze the
torgass . r .’ uffolk law gschool to conmfer degrees, A
Debate ont the’ woman suffrage amend- cirewhwe=tettir sent out by Dean Archer.
nfent’ to the ‘constitution. was resumedin of the gchool to members f the h
the house this mbrning.  ~ It is not Iikely charged that Gov. h (? . lO)Qause
a vote will. be reached hefore the latter Archer the i ose had given, "t
part: of todafy&; ‘sessiond Thereris no in- favorabl mgression that e would Jact
dication -of {aiy’ (“ﬂian‘g'é ‘ih - the, sentiment y ofi ‘the measyre after e had {
of the members since they first voted in gent his veto to the clerk of the house
favor of the amendment two weeks ago." On the passage of the bill over the veto,
i It is likely the house and senate win Messrs. Faulkn 1 of P Wit
Hoth pasg over Gov .Foss’ veto the bill to voted with the ¥ Lttsﬁéld
allow thé Suffolk School of Law to grant land and’ Davi f Bo-»
g%grees Ti overnor .in f Le es ° North A G]a
ding the fact that he had jvetoed thel e, Ennis of Willlamstown, Hull Of
Bill and -talking With its advocates affer | Srent Barrington and Burdick of Adams
Hont e T et i e " Gnder™s suspersion : .
caused miuch adversel
eriticism among the members and will re- lousgdi;s Zdi;xlstgegs om of the fales the
sult in gaining votes for the me@sure. tenii f: ooy, betxcomtwns for ex-
The. I-Iouse began this morning its . on of the workmens pﬁrﬁsatxon
mornihg sessions, which wiil. . continue act to employes of the sta ntie
t:hrough the balance of the sessicm, exaept cities and towns. Ome of tlrem :
Glﬁf’é}iﬁ Foss' veto of the bilf makin thg"‘“legmlahve eommittee” of
bl wa' n, B
agpropnau%ns for the . phrch 8. ’of unig-' - ’
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Gas and Blectric Appeal Bil
Swamped by Leglslators

v

Senats Expacted fo Do Well Fur the
Veterans. G ing ‘in Geﬂyshurg

The Houé&ibr\‘séeéﬁ Eote yes-
terday passed over Gov Foss's veto.
the bill authorizing the" Suffolk Schgol
of Law to grant degrees, by 155 to 87,
There were no party- lines

The Governor's alleged treatment’ ‘of
Dean Archer of the buffolk School, as
set forth in the latters statement, is
supposed to have mﬁuenced some to
vote to pass the bill over the veto.
Dean Archer said the Governor made
him believe last Saturday that he (the
Governor) was still in doubt as to the
measure when, as a matter of fact, the
veto message had a.lready been deliv-
ered.

The debate on the veto ‘was very
brief. Greenwood of Everett urged that
the House send the Dbill oVer the veto
“to properly rebuke the wovernor” for
his treatment of the dean. Haines, of
Medford said he wished he might dssist
ih administering the rebuké which, he
believed the Governor deserved, but
suggested that the merits of the bill

:are not affected at all by the Govern-

or's ‘lack of cour tesy He'
against the bill itselfs

Favoring the passage of’ the bill, Mur—
phy of Boston said that the veto was
based entirely ‘on the opposition of the
State Bohrd of Edueation, which board
did not even visit [the school 'in ity 1n-
vestxgatlon

The chances for the passage of the

measure over the veto in the Senate
are not particularly bright. Certain
Democratic Senators who have ‘been
strenuous in support. of the bill, "a
quietly “dropping away” and may
found in favor of the veto.

The reason for this change of. mhd
was discussed Yyesterday on RBeacon
hill. and’ friends of the bill suggest: d
that: the Governor’s friends' outside ‘th
chambe; rha,d become ‘somew, 1
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Lot
AR

A2 2

)
R
Dt

-

£z A

J

A

i
Lé

e

T

\/\//\_,L/‘[ O 2 n 1
SPRINGFIELD (Tﬂas:) MOR. UNION.
> B MAR. 27, 1913,
‘\/\/W——/&

Passes the Suffolk Law

School
Measure Over the Execu-
tive's Disapproval.

TWO ANNEXATION BILLS
Report Against Springfield and
Holyoke Measures to Take
Chicopee Terrilory.

[Special to The Union |
BOSTON, March 26—The House this!
afternoon by a decisive vole overrode
the governor in his veto of the bill to;

allow the Suffolk School of Law to‘;

grant degrees and passed the bill along’
'to the Senate. [
The vote m the lower branch f‘




BOSTON

(Mass.) FOS
MAR. 27, 1

LAW SCHOOL
BILL PASSED*\

!

- OVER VETO -

Asks That »Govemor
Be Rebuked for

Discourtesy - [N

N

The veto of the bill permitting the L"- ‘J

Suffolk School of Law to grant de-‘
grees was overthrown in the House |
_yesterday by a vote of 185 to 67, )/ J
{and Governor Poss was attacked. . ! 3
Greenwood of Everett said that the
Ilouse should rebuke the Governor
for discourtesy to the dean. of the -
law school, who charged that the
Governor had deceived him. ~ DA
BLAMES STATE BOARD

Haines of Medford, who defended the
veto, said that lack of courtesy on the

with the veto. .
Mr. Murphy of Boston said the Gov=-

tion of the State Board of Education,
which in its investigation did not even 1
visit the school. ) v
The Governor’s supporters are worl_{- o
ing to prevent the passage of the bill
over the veto in the Senate.

b t ‘\n

NORTHAMPTCN (Mass.) GAZETTE
MAR. 27, 1913,
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W THE LEBSUATURE

by a decisive vote over-
ro:ihih?zzs‘;mgr in his vetq Of, ﬁh:v bltlé
to allow the tSuffOHiwsﬁhﬁﬁﬁ@i?namong‘
grant & nat al}ld\hpaiieti ine the lo,wer‘
tl: m; %c?l?ﬁffi‘n:g ae short, spafp ﬁebgﬁ
as c155 to 67 om a question of pas -
* ;‘lrl“is thé bil, not\i'i;hstanding the «_e}sec
e yeto. T i

T~

A

A A

90

r thirds. The vote was 155 to 67 in
e A of  passing the. bill motwith- |-
. standing the objections of the Gov-

than an hour and leaving him the im-
pression that he was still considering
o N
< T‘r
part of the Governor had nothing to do ~-QQ_,\C -A A.much to do with the passage of the

ernor’'s veto is based upon the opposi- - X

e A

3 OHERALD

PR
T2 s

“ALL RIVER (Macgs.
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House Approves Granting De-j

(drees by Suffolk Institution—Z

Copying Provice Laws Long
Coping Proies y@/.m\

_ (Special to 2 h‘g Herald.)

I/\,/’a STATE HOUSE, Boston, March 27.~
Governor Foss was given his first
setback of the year yesterday when
the House of Representatives over-
turned his veto of the bill to allow the
Suffolk School of Jay to confer de-
8 A e friends of the bill getting

a wide margin over the necessary two-

oA
- IS 11/
/Y s~

IS105

S

ernor,
It was apparent that the letter of
Gleason 1. Archer, dean of the law
{QJSChOOL in which he charged the Gov-
ernor with deception in discussing the
merits eof the bill with him for more

) %J/M T

TN

AN

the matter, when as a matter of fact
. the veto had at that time been filed in

~ the office of the clerk of the House, had

.
| ‘lt\.ﬂ\‘

bill over the veto yesterday. '

The brief discussion prior to the;kj\* /f/\
<R

tesy of the Governor towards Dean

Archer. There was also:. some criti- |

of Education in opposing the bill, and

the advantages which the school:af- /

<

L education in law were pointed out, e <7

but the bulk of the argument was that

/
\}7/1/&/-2_9\«,*%«%* |
balloting all turned on the discour-
{ _.cism of tie action of the State Board' s ,.;Q,x f/\/\%
. fords for working people to secure an
the Governor had not played fair with

e T the friends of the bill. It was also ‘
- intimated that the Governor’'s per- !
. sonal interest in the Y. M. C. A.

law school had something to do with
'his veto of the bill.
The fight will come in the Senate
A this afternoon, ‘where the friends of '{r’{
24ithe bill are not so confident of their ? X UTNAL
ability to defeat the veto., They are | ___
working hard, however, but late yes- -
terday afternoon, the Governor called 4 5 £ wv. &(\
some of the Democratic senators into
his office and urged them to stand by
his wveto.
On the question on passing the bill
over the veto, Representative Doherty
j voted no, and all of the other Fall
.7 v li me

Y

"‘*““”{-4 & "Al’( -t




SPRINGFIELD (Mzss.) REPUBLICAN
MAR. 27, 1913 o

07 of the
} : of $13,000 issuctmg 1904,
ble in 1914, at not' over T »
b . serial payments to be used to chnt
{ thé¢ debt in 10 years. -The other pet
hromote the building of a seygaze
Astem. .  ; ’
n the veto of the bill to 3
¢ law school to confér deg

s Gfhak#ly. sustained. There weyf at-

ckg upon the integrity of Gov FosfE and I
Mr Griffin .of Boston regarded Igm as —
positively tricky in. his dealing with. the

House and the public. E. BE. McGrath of
Boston was also strongly for the bill ‘and
against the .governor.. On thé roll-call
there were 155 yeas to 87 .nays on the
passdge of the bill. over the veto. The e

vote in part folpsii SLATIV ‘
Yes—Ball of Monsen, Carman of 'S_é)ringﬂeld,

j} Faulkner of Pittsfield, Felton of Jreenfield,
Hardy of Huntington, Hart of Webster, {.

Pratt. of _Belchertawn Wehster .of North-—

$feld, Hall of Pittsfield, Sutlivan of Holyoke. A .

T No—Barty of Agawam’! Beland of North - c

Adams, Buckley of Chicopee, Clark of Lee, N T

Courtney of Springfield, Cowles of Amherst, A

Darling of Sunderland, Davies of. North Ad-{_

ams, Ennis of Williamstown, Hull of Gredt - \(L v

Barrington, Mather of Northampton, Mitchell |~ 14

of Springfield, Putbam of Westfleld, Sessiong |

of Hampden, Shepard of Warren, Spencer of

N Folyoke. Strester . of Springfield, Tyler of

thol, Wood of Gardner, Wright of Rowe,
.Chamberlain of Sprinsfold. ]

LAW SCHOOL BILL

: SHARPLY DEBAZED

.{1’\

S
)

A Y

House 1s Urged to Regl
for His Conduct—Revere State High-
way Bill Is Adversely Reported.

“The house, 155 to 67, passed over the gov-
ernor’s veto the bill to allow the Suffolk
law school to grant degrees.

In the senate, Greenwood of Everett
asked the house to put the bill over the
veto. in order properly to rebuke the gov-
ernor for his treatment of the dean of the
school, as:.set forth in the statement which
the latter issued on Tuesday.:

Haines, of Medford said the merit of the
bill is not affected by the governor’'s lack

of courtesy

5y P
‘Murphy of Boston saild the governor's:

veto i3 based’ upon the opposition of the-*

state board of education,” which did not

even visit the school. .
‘By 21 more than the necessary two-

thirds, the bill was passed over the veto.

i ey Y o

e

W\—xe/\/ 2
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SPRINGFIELD (Mass.) REPUBLICAN
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GOVERNOR GETS. A SETBACK. ‘ T
P e » R . :I m;!\’\d"‘\
N

HIS TRUTHFULNESS ATTACKED. !

Vote of 155 Yeas to 67 Nays for the
Suffolk Law School Bill—Exten-
. sion of Workmen’s Com-,
pensation Law. . \1\’\

)

BostoN, Wedhesday, Mareh 26,
bil} to authorize the Suffolk
Foss in vétving the bill, though there wasg ¢ /7/7
to -the members, which was sent as a cir-

From Our Special Reporter.
By vote 6f.155 yeas to 67 nays the House
this afternoon passed bver the veto the : é 5[ /
1ol Jamemactiool to‘f\S) /
confer degrees. The debate was ‘marked .
by sharp: criticisms of ‘the action of : Gov___
nothing which reached the hight of :théB 2
letter of Dean Archér of the law school I 2\
¢ular so a8 to be received by them to-ddy: i ) (/ 7’? *f / a. é /
He refers to the conduct of the governor 5

when he had_already sent the veto.to the
morniniz he gleated over the trick he had— -

as “a ‘cruel ,I]s > in practicing “a crué. ; -
déception” uph f@d&;g A e certainly ¢ ¢ ’{’L 3 03y
gave*me thé impression’fl ¥ would act

i
clerk of the House, One passage is this;
played and declared that he merely wautesz/L—o
to: give ‘me 4 pleasant Easter Sunday.”

favorably” on the bill at thE very time ( ! i {—a,v\/lt\
“When I called at Gov Foss’s office this
There was’ considerable feeling manifest

0( against the” governor, which apparently
fa __ - .

¢ ton.the vote, . . -

WILPORD (Mzze) JOURHAL /
MAR. 27, 1913,
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Suffolk Law Veto Fils; 4 A
‘ > Fpilsy #

Boston, March 27.-—In Ii:i“iouse
Yesterday afternoon the

Gaynor's A
N W Yol

withdrew pig

against the mayop, Iibel suit

g0vernor’
veto ZOf. the Suffolk law Sohael’s b?fls e
g::m%tmg it to gran degrees, Waé u o
TTiden by a vote of 155 to 67. N j
—_— T
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LOCAL MEN ARE
- INBACKGROUND

George Pearl Webster and All
Other Bombardiers Take
Well Deserved Rest

MELLS IN SUFFRAGE TEST

ludge Winn’s Appgintignt Only
Real Bit of Haverhill

——

News on Hill

Outside of the nomination of Associate
Justice John J. Winn by Gov. Foss to suc-
ceed Judge John J. Ryan, Beacon hill was
not productive of any news of purely lo-
cal interest to Haverhill yesterday, Repre-
sentative George Pearl Webster and the
other bombardiers turning their attention
to other affars. . [ H 1

All three suffrage‘miedsurés on the sen-
ate caleﬁdar_- will not receive further con-
sideration in that branch of the legisla-
ture until next Tuesday. On motion of
Senator Wells, chairman of the committee
on c¢onstitutional amendments, the senate
yesterday agreed to put off action on
“yotes for women" temporarily. It further
agreed with the Haverhill senator that the
day might as well be Tuesday as any
other. .

The house by a decisive vote passed
over (Gov. Foss’' veto the bill authorizing
the Suffolk School of Law to grant de-
grees, by 155 to 67. There were no party
lines.

The governor’'s alleged treatment of
Dean Archer of the - Suffolk sg iy .S
set. forth in the latter » ent,? is
supposed to have influenced some to vote
to pass the bill over the veto.

The' debate on the veto
brief. . 1 h.
the house send the bill over the veto ‘“‘to

was very

Greenwood of Everett:urged that|’

properly rebuke |

BOSTON TRAY
Wi AR

" icati
e matter.
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PASS LAW SCHOOL BILL |

75"
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as a Whole for the
B

O\g. R GOVERNOR’S VETO

'Dean Archer Grateful to Progressives and Legislators '

House Vote on His
ill.

In a statement to The Boston Journal
last evening, Dean Archer of the Suf-
folk Law School extended his sincerest
thanks to the Progressive members of

the Legislature for their support of the |

bill which passed the Iouse yester~
S}:;Ly,LeIl:npowering his school to confer
e . B. degree on graduates, over
£ uthe veto of Governor Foss.

Q “1 am deeply grateful to the Pro-
gressives and the members of the Leg-
Islature as a whole for their support

of this bill,” stated Dean Archer.
Questioned regarding the attitude of
Governor ¥oss in vetolng the bill, Dean

Archer stated that he thought it best
not to criticize Fogs.

.= ‘I am ready to prove that the re-
quirements in the Suffolk School of Law
are of just as high a standard as those

oC Q. ¢ of Boston University and the school

4 of which Governor Foss i1s a trustee,
the Y. M. C. A. Bvening Law Sehool.”™

Dean Archer expressed surprise that
the governor should veto the bill, stat-
ing, however, that he was confident the

Senate would pass the bill

A/M Override Law School
! Veto by Vote of 155 to 67

;./QF" By a vote of 155 to

terday afternoon

e

by

S

Y

Al

N ) e b DO

—

67 the House yes-
bassed the Suffol
‘,School bill over Governor Foss's l;eigx
;veto. Representative Griffin  of the
~~S¥ | Twenty-second Buffolk distriet led the
fight. The alleged shabby treatment of
the dean of the school by the governor,
when the former called at his office
Saturday figured in the debate. Several
i speakers for the bill paid thelr compli-
‘ments to Governor Foss.
“You've all read the statement of the
dean telling of the cruel trick the gov- |t
ernor played on him,” gaid Representa.-
tive Greenwood of Everett. “I ask the
House to pass this bill over the veto
in order broperly to rebuke the Bover-
nor for his little joke.”

Representative Haines of Medford saiq

ovﬁ’f\@z‘\i/{w.‘;_\
WM
Rk

- [ o

PR

A

he wished he might assist in administer-
ing “a richly deserevd rebuke,’” but went
on to argue the governor's ‘lack of
ocourtesy’’ should not affect the merits=s
or lack of merits of the meagure,

The vote to override the veto was by,
roll-aall
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WEDNESDAY, M

FOSS AS A JOKER.

T is unfortunate for Gov. Foss and
unfortunate for the common-
wealth that the Governor’s sense of
humor is so highly developed. It is
all the more unfortunate that his in-
terpretation of humor varies some-
what from the standards usually ob-
served by men high in authority and
enjoying the confidence of their con-
slituents. But when a Governor of
ihe commonwealth attempts to blend
a2 sense of humor with a desire io
‘make “a pleasant Easter” for one of

tis fellow-citizens, the result seems|,

to be peculiarly unfortunate, from
the standpoint of good taste,

The Suffolk School of Law desires
suthority to confer degrees. Our own
opinfon is that the supply of law-
yers now engaged in trying to earn
_ livelihoods in this and adjacent com-
" monwealths is out of all proportion
to the. demand, but that is not the
point at issue. The Suffolk School of
l.aw appreciates the fact that author-
ity to confer degrees would aid it ma-
trially in obtaining students. Thus
. far in its attempt to obtain that au-
thority -it has been balked by execu-
tive veto.

Last- Saturday the dean of the
school asked for and obtained a hear-
ing from the Governor. It had been
ieported that legislative permission
to confer degrees would be vetoed by
the Governor; as it had beemr*vetoed
by him last year. The report was
true. Indeed, when the dean of the
school, by special appointment, was
presenting his case to the Governor,
the veto message had been written
and committed to t®e proper custo-
Jdian for transmission on Monday last
to the General Court. The Governor
listemed appreciatively and even sym-
pathetically to the arguments ad-
vanzed by Dean Archer. Not one
word did he utter to indicate that his
decision had been made and officially:

recorded. The dean went away full|

of hope, and, found on Monday that
he had been buncoed.

It is not the first time that men of
repute and prominence have been
victims of the Governor’s curiou’
taste in joking. It s not yet forgot-
ten that a promment “citizen of Hs-
sex, urged to find a board of trustees
for a proposed educational institution
in that county, devoted valuable time
to the task, only to be iInformed,
when he returned with a report upon
his mission, that the bill providing
for the school had been vetoed!

We respectfully suggest to Gov.|

Foss that, before he makes further
arrangements to obtain a fourth cup
of tea, he mend his ways in the mmt.
ter of joking. The hilarity following'

his official ventures into fun-making

is altogether one-sided.

Ll e - — —. -

it




e

— T —

DT &

BOSTON (Mass ) MORNIMNG HERAED
MAR. 27, 18138, ___

’ ~»f} HUMOR.
Probapid’ ce# TFoss will nev
leéarn tfat it pays in the long run go
play the game squarely. He is sufh
‘a confirmed joker that he doubtldes

prefers the pleasure of his little jo
even though it cost both the object
aimed at and the respect of all who
believe that important matters of
state legislation should be attended
to in serious-minded fashion.

The case of the Suffolk Law ool
illustrates the Governor‘fﬁiar
idea of a joke and its results. Last
year the Legislature passed a bill
giving this school the:right to con-
fer degrees. The Governor vetoed the
bill and the Legislature ststained the
veto.” This year the Législature again
passed the bill and Gov. Foss again
vetoed it. But instead of sustaining
thé veto, the House—passed a bill
| yesterday over his veto by the over-
whelming vote of 155 to 67, and similar
action is expected in the Senate.

Why this increased enthusiasm
for the measure? One reason is be-
yond doubt*found in the general re-
sentment at the official joke which
his excellency played last Saturday
on Dean Archer of the law school.
The Governor, after he had actually
sent in his veto of the bill, but be-
fore the fact of the veto was made
public, gave Dean Archer by appoint-

appeal for the bill.
two. parted, the Governor assured his
visitor that he could be “hopeful.”
Taken to task later for having

ernor explained with
laughter that he wanted to give the
dean ‘‘a pleasant Easter.” This little
joke proved a boomerang when the

ment an hour and a half to make an|,
And when thel’

buncoed the innocent dean, the Gov-j
Homeric |

L
vote was taken in the House yester-
day.
b FASS AR N o A ° hs
N . YA
=7 =Y E, HERALD

BOSTCON T=' ¥ 7% 1 IVE

i

»
» e_c
S TRy
A
F S e T

ko
1.k,

~N
A AL A,

.

I idle debate now.
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MAR. 27, 1813.
THE SUFFOLK LAW SCH:
The house ! :
veto of Governor Foss Of
of incérporation for thg ¥
school. Public epinion is"almo
on the side of the house. The arguments
of the governor against the bill are
weak. A law school does not need an
endowment, such as would be neces-
sary to enable a scientific ‘school to do
its work. It does not require labora-
tories, Shops nor expensive special{ ap-
paratus, and the very fact that the state
already allows the Y. M. C. A. law schgol
(of which the situation is not dissimilar
to that of the Suffelk school) te _kgrant
degrees, made it morally and logicaily
necessary for the state to treat the,
| Suffolk school in the same way: In any
event, the governor’s objection in thyeu
matter of a degreé is not vital, so I‘Qngg
as the state keeps its bar examinations
at the high standard which it now main-
tains. T————
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BOSTON (Mass.) RECORD
MAR. 27, 1813,

Law school bill was s -
wWesEsStEverett and Hind officdTord
in the debate that pfededed passage
over the governor’s veto.Rep Greenwood
asked enactment ag a rebuke to the
governor’s shabby treatment of Dean |
Archer in deceiving him in an hour and |
& half interview, after the bill haq been |
vetoed. Rep. Haines remarked that
the merit of the bill was not affected
by the lack of courtesy. Both had some
regson in their points of view, and the
first won because, although the secongd-
was correct, the merit of the bill wag
quite enough to . carry it through.
Whether the bill would have. bheen
passed over the veto had not the gov-
ernor committed his breach of courtesy

The issue in the casg

main cause of Turkey’s defeat by the
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MIEFORD (Mass) NEWS
MAR, 28, 1813.

is not a matter of

— U 4

GOVERNMENT BY REBUKE.

How political methods argvented B { 0;
e

Theodore Roosevelt

for the latest to break the shell—thef

recall. He may not

@1 . Col.

as’ the sponsor ,
24

have originat%d !

its underlying prineiple, but he was i G
the first to make a general application

of it to all classes Of public servants. . !
A member of the Massaehusetts Gen-

eral Court recently

coined & Sugges- ( _
3 /X, =

tion that carries fhe potency of a
prand new method of procedure.

When the veto of
the Suffolk School of
grees. cathe 3

a bill permitting ﬂ/ﬁ

Law to grant de-
lower House, a . %’
A

member advocated its overthrow as a
repuke to GovV. Toss. In his eye an
alleged personal affront to the chief

peneficiary of the
overshadowed the 4
to’s merits.

- Here 'we bave the
ment to the recall p

not the voters be asked in the future . "
{ o act upon the doctrine of govern- £ W

ment BY rebuke?
eircumstances 0

measure entfu‘elyh L_L
of the ve-~2 4 N\

uestion

MALPEN (Mags.) NEWS ' .
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Ve:flb:; tt}::mnection with thi Hl?’{o pre.
vent & e Suffolk law setiool to confer
egrees which was passed by the House
over the governor’s veto, there were bit-
ter attacks on the treatment by Gov
Foss of the dean of this law school, whoi
we).zt away from the governor’s ’oﬂ”yfé
_behe‘_rmg his excellency would signfhe
the bill. We do not pretend to k‘;low - «f\
what conversation took place bétween
the chief executive and the dean, for it
ﬁagﬁ be that t.he head of the law school
is enthusiasm for his bill, took too
much for granted. But this we do
lgnow, that far too many of us have to
le'ave the office of men in public office
vc.nth unsatisfactory answers; to ques-
tl.ops whose answers we have ;1 right as Z’I;‘"’“Q’”ﬁ
citizens and taxpayers to know. ‘Why \

with emphasis in his business becomes

germ of & supple- is it that a man who' can sa .
o~ Y yes or not— =
f

rogess. Why may

\

According to the’

f the affair the deanz//d/‘»/R o

of the school that seeks to grant de-
grees to its graduates called on Gov.

dially that he wa
safety of his bi
psychological pact

Foss about the time the offensive veto ‘
was framed and was treated 8O cor- *;t o [\ g\(
L]

given a cocksure impression of hav-
jng gained from the chief magistrates 3 2~ >
what he wanted; and hence the veto .
of deceit. Here, { §
- -V

was a messenger

then, is a pointer for

s assured of the

A
1. By a purely /,\ ,\\)
the suppliant was‘y .

A
£

a new civie? -

process When an official creates 2a
wroung idea by means of effusive affa-

bility in regard to

his plans of action,

¢urn him down with 2 stinging re-\ .o e

buke,
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gn evagive triqﬁmer when holding pub-
lic office, indulées in shilly-shallyin
beats about the bush, hems and hawi,
zx;& cannot answer straight ? Do otﬁcé QQ\
ventgr:h];ﬁ ;1;02:1 ;tmOSphere that pre-
\ eing outs B
:grz;ghtforward ? Perhaps it? fsk 1:2:;122 ' Y£ -
= many ol hem have it (/57
" s
for other walks in life t(l)lran:p czﬁzl;sa:han ) '
easy to defeat when they come u efso ‘
rcele%&gg affer a year or two. P o

L. -
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~ On_the reading of the govern r's ¥t
the Suffelk Law school r an gg
Boston moved postponemg t onda,y,
arg t}{e‘motion prevailedg. ’
voglidge offered an order ’which w
, P 1y as -
adoxied, that the serate “yéssion on Fri- D e
d%s be held at 10.36:am. ) =
Iton of Framingham offered an
11t n amend-
ment 'to the recalled bill to authorize con-
EmAuance of cases against stubborn chil-
ren, to provide a limit of not exéeeding

six months. The amendment was
and the bill sent to the house. adopted
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SENATE HAS

ir; the Seriate and thus far have pre-

LAWSCHOOL
VETO FIGHT

Mack and Quigley
Blocking Two-thirds

Majority

A fight is going on in the Senate
over the veto of the bill permitting
the Suffolk Law School to grant de-
grees. ‘The bill was passed over the
Governor’s veto in the House.

Senators Mack and Quigley are
handling the fight for the Governor

vented the friends of the bill from
securing a majority of two thirds. It
will take two-thirds majority of those
present, or 27 out of the 40 votes in
the Senate.

EVENING LAW SCI!‘IOOL

The controversy over this/measure ix
bitter because of the charge made by
Dean Archer of the school that the
Governor had treated him unfairly. He
says that there is no reason why the
Suffolk Law School should not have
the right to gramt degrees if the Y.
M C. A. Law School has the power.
Both are evening law schools.

At the present time the Senate ls
pretty evenly divided Twenty Senators
are said to be pledged to vote against
the veto and for the bill

The Dbill has been assigned for debate
ngxt Monday.

\#ﬁ_? EX N %t g.,/,l D

HOLYOKE (Mass.) TRANSCRIPT,
MAR,. 28, 1913.

he, veto of t! o 'SW schoo] ehar- »I

ter 3 U I, anqg Mr Horgam of Suffolk
had xtzﬁl. ywer untll next Monday.

K /Q _ THe mm;mntee on -harbors e'ent to the
AL e s : 12—

SPRINGFIELD (Mass.) REPUBLICAN
MAR, 28, 1913 L

3ot b,

el \uffo]k Iaw .schob] char-

y FALL RIVER (Mas s.) HERAL
. MAR, 28, 1913,
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A—s o postponedfft’ Overgolr s Teto
enator V8 was

Yo a4 .
. c WORCESTER (Mass.) PosT ° M:::
) MAR, 28, 1913, &\
- K,Q,- A - -
- 2.
L«&—&«ﬂ.t ) 2L
.

La _
MWWGT”YHE‘ By 3 /J{\
/VQ - charter was read, and put ov until v }
londaquﬁ Barkors sent 10 '
B ext y g cb. 081 o {oapos rvon\ s
> next genergl cmxrt 'é“béa praposi on
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SRACTICAL POLITICS—BOSTON
MAR. 29, 1918. ol
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~Governor’'s Humor Was Misplaced.

It beging to look as though the governor
overdid it when he ‘jollied” Dean Archer
over the Suffolk School of Law. The over-
whelming vote Wy=WhieHE*~the house, on
Wednesday, overrode the governor’s veto
of the bill to permit that school to grant
degrees was undoubtedly due to the general
resentment at the official joke which his
excellency played last Saturday on Dean
Archer, giving the latter an hour and a half
to make an appeal for the bill, and then
telling him that he could be hopeful, when,
as a matter of fact, the veto was already
in the hands of House Clerk Kimball, It
would be unfair to the house to say that
it passed the bill simply out of resentment.
The merit of the measure was the first con-
sideration. The members could not see any
reason why the Suffolk School of Law
should not have the same privilege that 1s
now possessed by the law school at the

Young Men’s Christian Association, of which f K’({ /% {;) ~

the governor is a director.
The bill has been assigned for debate

in the senate on Monday and it will prob-£ .1 -2zt~

ibly see its finish soon afterward, for the
votes are undoubtedly there and they will
se delivered to the governor at the proper
ime.

lefeat for the governor; it also was a de-

‘eat for the board of education, to which[ i )
[ B I N
’wé\_t\;‘ =y
K8
o ' !\ . ‘ )
M%m i R N
(L* . M‘-—CM }Af,\ &w\v
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;20dy Rep. John J. Murphy of South Boston
vald his respects in a most unreserved
nanner. The latter and Rep. Griffin of _
“harlestown conducted the fight for the bill
ind undoubtedly did a good job, the vote T
being 155 {0 7. wewee moms wwnes
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A & e Industrial Accident Roard was greatly

The past week has, been notable /in
that it has segs making of much |
: PO et fall’s elec-
tion; Ben the two great politi-
ycal parties, e Democrats have had
‘much the better of it, hut Governor
'Foss has undoubtedly seriously injured
h_ls ghances of securing a re-nomina-
tion, at the hands of his party. -

The governor’s difficulty arose from
his attitude in relation to his veto of b
t}ée bill authorizing the Suffolk Sehool }
bt I :

3

” ™degrees. S a
in which Joseph A. Parks of the

interested last year, and while he was
a member of the legislature he lined
up in its favor so many of the present
members of the house that its pass-
age this year became somewhat a
 matter of course. To make! a long
|story short, the bill’ passdd both
ibranches and finally reached fhe gov-
ernor. 'What happened after that has
been told in the letter which the dean '
of the school sent on Monday last to
each member of thie Jegislature, and:
which has been Urifited in The Globe,

The effect of the governor's veto: wag
very noticeable in the house when the

f]’?ﬂM )(IT

matter was taken'f\;pf:on Wednesday on

v the question of ‘passing the bill over
his veto, for sevéral members who had a(d lg
previously opposed the bill on principle .
voted to pass it notwithstanding the

(Continued froph Page One.)

s ; objections of the governer; sinmiply be-
The action of the house was not alone a z&f ~ Q—‘ cmllsve 1they’%’elt thft he had beexf guilty

of practices unbecoming a gentleman

and particularly the occupant of the
office of chief executive. , W :

The only explanation thus far offered
on beralf of the governor, aside from
that which he personally gave to Dean .\{X q q:\q
Archer, is that he felt that courtesy
to the legislature forbade him telling
anyone what he had done, because the
legislature was entitled to receive its
information from the veto message it-
self. Yet within -an hour after the
veto message had been filed the g‘ov-btj/eio,-\,\.
ernor had: told a néwspaper reporter {
of his.action.” ‘Subsequeatly “he told
the same -individual that hé had not
acted, and in the light of previous ex-
periences with the chief exescutive the
newspaperman decided that the sdfest _,
thing to do was.to forget that the gov-
eérnor had said anything:

But aside from the academic consid-
eration of the matter, there can be na
doubt that:the governor has seriously
injured himself. It was to be ex-
pected that when the supporters of the”
bill made such a personal attack upon
the chief executive the members of his
own party would rally to his defense,
but an examination of the roll-call
shows that very few of .the Democratic 4 .
members voted with: their party head,'l j\
and the conviction is growing every
day that if Foess runs for governor
again next fall he will be forced to de

) e P W oL so. without any’ organizeéd: part ind
) T T R KRN et i M q‘
We wonder if the governor presented to Dean Archer ¢z i A
the pen with which he did not sign the Suff

§chool bill,

et Gl p 26 L 195,
Q (CM%LMC—\ \)
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«The governor’s sharpest criticism of

the Suffolk Law school, in.denying his
signature to the bill empgWeting it to
confer a degree, is that theé sc¢hool is
sélf-supporting. Shame! ¢

vGov. Foss’® veto of the Suffolk Law

school bill comes up for debate in the
house tomorrow. The bill will not suf-
fer through the governor’s playful little
trick on Dean Archer. Giving a man
an hour and a half to urge his case,
when the case has already been vetoed
two hours, is a kind of humor which

does not appeal to the victim or his

friends.
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I men are worth encouraging. Their ed-

ALD
DAMS (Mass.) HERAL
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IS ABOUT
EVENLY DIVIDED

Mmk, Handhn Governor's
' Agamst Passmg of Suffo
Law School Bill .8

Fight

A fight is going on in the Senate

over the veto of the bill permitting
the Suffol&Wﬁ‘ grant de-

grees. The bill was passed over the
governor’s veto in the house.

Senaters Mack and Quigley are
handling the fight for the governocr
in the senmate and thus fyr have pre-
vented the friends of the Dbill from
securing a majority of two-thirds. It
will take two-thirds majority of those
present, or 27 out of the 40 votes in
the senate.

The controversy over this medsure
is pitter kecause of the charge made
by Dean Archer of the school that the
governor had treated him unfairly.
#He says that there is no reason why

; -hool should not hav
e sl Lo schosh shod e B ¢

4 a A £

MAR. 28

VY arrLue

The Suffolk School 0

A group of over one lgsred young

men of Boston have seid’ We will take |
our leisure time, after our day’'s work
js done and study to increase our ef-
ne

ﬁcI1§ w:; can pass the established tests, |
will the Commonwealth give us recog-
nition of our work? Three times the’l
people of Massachusetts have an-,
swered through their Representatlves, |

The Senate has also, twice, sald

S

The State has done right. Such young\

d
ucated brains plus their enterprise an
gelf-denial will make them va.luablg_
citizens.

They could not keep Abraham Lin-
coln down, though his college oppor-
tunities were and a pine
knot.

Though we sit on the lid, we cannot;
keep these young men down. Net in:
this land of “Tqual opportunity for‘

late hours

all.”

Bravo for the vote for fair play in,
the House of Representatlves La.st‘
Wednesday. M.

March. 21, 1913

H
|
A Subscrxber }
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the right to grant degrees if the Y. M.
C. A. law school has the power. Both |
are evening law schools.

At the present time the senate is
pretty evenly divided. Twenty sena- [
tors are said to.be pledged to vote
against the veto and for the blH The |
bill has been assizned for debate next
Monday.

/ rd

BOSTON (Mass.) CHRIS SCI; MON:
MAR 29, 1913. o
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 ACTION AT STATE
HOUSE ON MANY
BILLS AWAITED

4]

= Senate’s Vote on Suffrage Reso-

P lution Is One of Pending De-
cisions in Which There Is Cen-

o *tered Keen Public Interest

PASSAGE  PREDICTED
At '3/————--;——-—AC/’L‘ —— a2 xk

There ,is considerable interest in ‘the
outcoine of the actiom to be.taken in
the upper branch next week..on the bill
authonzmg .ae Suffolk school of law to

T S

-\

= =T

>
I~

=

) ~for approval.

R
3

7gra,nt degrees. Tollowmg his action of

last year on this measure, Goverror Foss
vetoed it when it was presented to him
* Also, the House followed
its procedure of last year and passed the.
bill over the executlve veto. The legis-
_lators and friends of the measure are now
watching to see if this year’s Senate
also wilk follow precedent and sustain
[the Govérnor in his veto.

. Moody Boynton’s bicycle railroad
bill, which has had.a career before the
Legislature in the past 18 years, said
-\ to be second to no other measure, again

was passed by the House this week; by
\A_}i\ta small margin on a rollzcall vote.

. The followma day an attempt was
made to recon51der this favorable action,
but the motion whs defeated. This

pt__
— -
L,

meagure . is another of those on which

\,{ hﬁnal action is. pending. for it has yet to

f go’ to the Senate, where 1t WAas rejected
ls,st year : : ;

|25
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FOLK LA SCHOOL
‘DEAN CRITIGISES FOSS

He Attacks Governor’s Words i‘n__'Rela-
tion to Y. M, C. A. School.

Dean Archer of Suffolk Law school is-
2 sug'd another letter on Saturday evening
in relation to the veto of the bill granting
. the power to confer degrees. The letter
gaysi—~

“In Gov. Foss' veto, he criticises the
* gchool on the ground that it is self-sup-
porting and possesses no endownient funds.
- “No school can obiain endowment until
'i_t is incorporated with power to confer de-
grees.

+ “He also states that ‘¢wo wrongs do not
make a right, obviously referring to the
granting of ‘simllar powers to the Boston
Y. M. C. A. Evening Law school nine years
ago as the first ‘wrong.” Does Gov. Foss
&eriously contend that the very school of
whlch he himself is a trustee ought not to
‘confer degrees?’

THe letter further asks if Dean Thayer
of Harvard Law school would remain as
svice-president of the Y. M. C. A, Law
:school or Former Dean Samuel C. Ben-
inett of DBoston University Law school
continue as its president if it were not
propetly equipped and managed.

The letter closes with the statement that
“the Suffolk Law school is an evening law

Y my — v

&

As for the Suffolk’ Law School— o
gympathy with the victimg of a tact-]«
. less joke is one thing; $upport of a

a
g«‘ bill on its merits, quite another, b
; a

3

NN ecenda 3 cemdnm bamlre awa awand e

g

school equal in every respect to any de- |
ee-conferring evening law school in the '

e e
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MAR. 30

BOSTON (Mass.) MORNING

[ANEIS“ARE IN SAD DILEMMA

b

'Wan't to Elect Opponents of ¥ %' BOSTCN (Mass.) MORNING GLOBE
Suffrage and Yet Keep Out. %

of Politics.

By B. F. FELT,
Wheén the House sent the' Suffolk

‘I Schoot of Law bill kiting over the Gov-

T4 error’s veid with 21 votes to spare it

fwas passing sentence on Gov. Foss for

excéeding the speed limit on “jollyﬁng."

bedn made that the chief executive was

jreckless in the pursuit of his favorite
- | pastime this is the first time that formal
"l complaint was made.
) goes not want it to appear that he has

The Governor

‘qeen chastised for his treatment of
Dean Gleason L. Archer and he has
had His lleutenants on the jump trying
to line up the Senate In support: ‘of the
veto.

Those who have had previous experi-
ence with the gubernatorial well wish-

'lose & large

L3}

élthough frequent accusations fhave‘

g ~ua

ings did nothing imore than join in the|
peals of merriment wWhen they heard]
how the Governor had bidden the dean |
of the law school ta “be hopeful’” hours
after his bill had been vetoed.  Being
{nexperiericed with the ways ¢f the
- present administration the dean was
%hpeiul and had the “pleasant Easter”

business did

i “iThe “pleasant Faster”

not go with Dean Archef. The more he
“was “Old Boy’d” the more his indigne-
tion grew. Custom decrees that when a
man has succumbed to the ripplmg jests
of thé executive he must stnk’ away
with & sickly grin 1lluminating his feat-
uress -Dean Archer was too mad to do
the conventlonal thing and, by taking his

rievance direct to the Legislature he

id the one thing to maks. the passage
of his measure possible,

Many of the new members of the}—
Houise were eager to express their re-
sentment of the executive “Jollying.” It
di¢ not it with the ideas of guberna-
torial dignity that they brought to the
State House. They were glad to walve
thé appeal the veto made to them on
its merits for the sake of tickiing the
Governor with & birch twig. ' The Sen-
ate 15 a lttle less startled by such
methiods. Ordinarily it does not let its
desire to correct the Governor affect
its action on important measures, If
the Senate puts the bill over the ‘veto
tomorrow . the Governor has no one to
thank, but himself.

Scores of stories are told of men who
have come hopefully out of the execu-
tive department to wake up the next
day to bitter disappointment. The heart
of Waiter L, McMenenienn of the loco-
motive engineers went out to Pean
Aicher when he heard of his experience.
He remembers an Interview he had
last year on the “full crew' bill.

sohight ouq the dean ‘the other day and
each in his own ‘way expressed himseif
of sentiments that cantae flom the heart,
h

A ﬁ"‘ T

"3

at the Governor desired him to have. |

He|

but it is not’ imposﬂ hat this mﬁ;y
be the result. There’ was much to! bed M"'
said for the veto, itself. "What will hurt A,

the Governor will be the zmpression the

public gets of his peculidr sense Ofy’j Y, 7% /j l

humor. P e L

D .
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4 Dean Archer and his friend
L Suffolk School of Law by
the “Old Boy” last i
latterys veto jof’ :th,e»;é' i orating
the school a Wi it ‘autdrity to
grant degrees’ ca.me up. faeveral gradu-
) mémbers. of the®

ates of thée school, . .
. ‘ Leglslature took great delight  u. LW‘,,

swenmg the vote’ to pass the bill over y

the veto: | § ¢

Most of those who spoke on the bill
asked the members te: rebuke the Gov-
erniar for his deception of Dean Archer, &
who was lead to believe that the: Gov-’
ernor had taken no action on, the bl
althougb the veto was in the ands oL
{tie clerk of the House at 3 m; and

Archer's interview didn't take place
h 4, until 4:30. ; N P 3
' = Archer objected to what he’termea 3,
¢ ’ ding | “
\the Governor’s cru{:l b.oax of lea g e
S ! him to believe that thert  was 5§1l1 hope.] LA

v—7
7 for his Dbill becoming a law, when, as

3 uatter of fact, it had béen vetoed
two hours before he (u'rzved at' the
State House to present his arg uments
in its bebhalf.

Archer’'s experisnce with Gov" Foss is
nething new to many who have busi-

ness with the Executl\’e Department.
It was not so much the soundmess of
Gov Foss® wveto of the measure that
was attacked in debate as it was Ris

¥~
o

fal f
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t ] p.assmg over
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executwe

k i a p}frsonal
voted againgt thew b?llhgg
it to pe
establish,
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brinei 1o}

& dangero 1
voted us

It Was stated in |
debate

gé’n%he housé that the go%%r&zhe ﬁoor
erately misstated £ or had
Wl;xéle such oy 2nd
\ sults in a . peg .
. ',spea.kers ga.ve?undmg

passed unnoti X
cer: a.nd ther oed byn::)}tle ps; g




15Y

BOSTON (Mass.) MORN i T .
i ) B t N - s
MAn 5o NG HERALD # BOSTON (Mass.) MORNING GLOBE 759

) MAR. 30, 1913. o

,:—-w
¢ Suffolk Scéhool

B/ commorion:

n VA!‘Che}‘ ‘of “th

W she; Ay
} I \,% ;p,e.nt the gx‘eater Part of the
It i{s extraordinary the attention; & Ffind 11 Zaved ie:ving
row given by press and public to th hiS eXPorienpe gl ' therm
commonplage and undramatic experi W\/ interviewed tg e G 0 S8 when he |
7" | show ni overnor and trieq to |

v Why he ought ¢ '
:hedbxll, after “The O14 Boy* ;Z.d sign}
i toed the Mmeasure, alt M

. ence of Dean Archer of the Suffoll

LSOOl With Gt mggs - jive

the plrase; “I wanted you to feel .— i h

> ; ? 1.~ didn? e ough the D

hdppy over Easter,” which his excel- o “;lfaé{‘gor?o&:- at ):'he time, ) ean4 —— !/\K Zg R P N
tency subsequently used in explaining M8, sald a well-known | ¢ Y

B> railroad ma ]
té the dean why he had so elaborately = 7 L~ Watching g B in the tobby,

mmisled Him as to the situation; has traismen before sts: 6f the

i : : M s lore the 2 b “

passed into curfent slang. The man 4)@/\/ year agg, : Iegislaxuré-, A ’3‘[ 5 7
on tke street introduces a project, : S i
jocular or otherwise, for getting the

better of his assoclate with the & onts Py
e 1 d et ts for

words, “I wanted you to feel happy Ve fert c%a!;é di:i";}?@l‘dv ! 1

over Baster® This sentencé has be- = ¥ [our bill. He recers, ;;iat he would sign '

tome a countersign of the “fim- § | Made us feel that we o 1OVl and ~ )7 '
flatmmer.” amt

Ang yet there was nothing strangeg WA
in all this. Archer Has had no new
experience. He is entitled to no - )
space in the papers. News Is
the unusual. It does not ordgnarily
comprefiend the perfectly norig
routine, or ‘expected thing.
clates of Gov. Foss have give
to no exireme émotions of surprise-
over the episode. They have merely
s3id. “Why not?’ And then, when
they had occasion to tell how Smith
“45q” Jones in a horse trade, they
haye made the point clear by saying . 7 m ""““/(»(
ihat the former wanted !“Jones to be
happy ovér Haster.” Thus our lian- n
guage grows! Thus its phrases ripen v
into new meaning!

Some of these experiencés ecan
doubtiess be accounted for by the
Governor’'s skill as a practical joker.
But any one who supboses that they [~
can 4ll- be thus explained, by any
stretch of the imagination, is sadly
unfamiliar with the facts. And it] — = =
ig - very annoying, in the delicate
stagés of legislation, when confer- %2 14
éheces with the chief executive are
often necessary to effect Wwholesome XY 7 /1(9-
resuits, for the serious-minded legis- Ll S o
Iative leaders to have a man in com- :
fand: whose words are so unstable.
It:is ‘moWw nearly half a century
ol husetts has given a Gdv-§) <o

29 u\t\i“f%ﬁ‘ /51 / /IW@’«_/ﬁ«’ ) /2'/
LS s Cooiian 224~ 593
N L, 90 ¢ S+&7 |

o Lice \:,\1 iona 2 | |
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ot bheen able to approve
vetoes; in fact, we
d to take issue with
him rather more fre-
We Uphold a guently than we would
Foss Veto. ° wish. It gives us par-
ticular pleasure, there-
fore, to commend the governor for
his disapproval of the Dill designed
td pérmit the Suffolk School of Law

1to grant the degree of LL. D. No

institution of learning in this state
can grant any of the recognized de-~
grees without the approval of the state
board ‘of -education., This board has
not seen fit to place the Suffolk School
of Law on the list of approved insti-
tptions Hence the resort on the part
of ‘the school to special legislation,
.As we understand the case, the Suf-

folk School of Law is a privats inc

conducted business college. It is op-l
erated for profit, which does not mean, |
however, that it may not be enga, ed ;
in a very useful work. It conduct
night classes, which is unquestmnably
an advantage to many young men am-

but who are obliged to devote their!

'Qays to earning a livelihood. To this
extent the school is entitled to favor- \/-/\(“L//L ‘&' M {1'%
1able consideration. A school of this s U ’L/‘w'L/l -~

‘| éharacter, however, should not be

placed on the same plane with our
.colleges, any more than a business
&chool isg entitled to enjoy the same
rank as a college:. We do not know “—e—o?
How it is with the Suffolk School of

these privately conducted schools will
graduate a pupil in a surprisingly
short time, In some of the Western
and Southern states allegéd schools of
medicin€ flourish and the rapidity with
which they turn out “doctors” is noth-'

size of the fee has something to' do;
with the quickness of graduation. We
would not place the Suffolk School of ! .
Law in the same category with these "¢
institutions, but we do say that the
legislation sought for is an unwise de-
parture from our established educa-|
tional policy. .

)68

L Y I, s
Our‘regular mstltutlons of learnm°'
carry on prescribed courses of study . M

and ususlly one must complete a four

_{years’ course anhd attain a certain re-

quired standing in his studies before“‘\{

he can receivé the coveted diploma
Land the degree that goes with it. Fur-
thermore, these institutions are not
conducted for gain. Instead of -mak-
ing money we doubg if ‘there is a
single college in.good and regular
standing that- does not sustain a di-

Trect pecumary loss for every student

graduated. This is not the case with

< the private law school or thé private

bitious to enter the legal professmn,’ % HLe

ing short of amazing, Apparently the’ . -
077

W,ngcre /o jit N

business college, else they would not
ex1st Certainly we do not understand‘
that the Suffolk School of Law is a
philanthropic institution, despite the

~ fact that it may do a great deal of

good in its own way. i

{ The governor does well ta sustaxn
the principle that no institution which
does mnot meet the requirements of

stitution precisely like a  privately: the state board of education shall be '_)y\
F /prmvueged to grant collegiate degrees, f‘”«\

and he is to be commended for taking

hig veio, but we think the Senate can
epended on to take a wiser view
e es befere it on

N

&N?.

4571

M,L_thls action. The House has overrxddenrﬁuik { f / ?3
S Ny (14

S ot F%w e\ lss
fee vt o T My

Law, but we do know that most ofM 2 | L/\fz*/{/ o P
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Head of Suffolk Law School
Criticises Chief Executive for
Veto of Charter,

! Dean Gleason L. Archer of the Suffolk
School of Law is odt with & statement at-
tacking Governor Foss for his veto of the
bill authorizing that institution to grant

degrees. This is the measure which the

{Houge passed during the week over the

It bas yet to come be-

‘;Grover_mor’s veto.
In his statement Dean

irfore the Senate,
}Arche«: says, in part:

A

) In Governor Foss® second veto of

! the Suffolk Law School charter: he
criticises the school on. the ground
that it is self-supporting and possesses
no endowinent funds. Such’an:argu-
ment for a veto is too absurd for ex-
tended comment. Of course the
school has no endowment funds, for no
school can obtain endowmeni until it
is incorporated with power to confer
degrees—as Governor Foss and his
alvisers should well know.

He also states that ‘‘two wrongs do
not make a ' right,” obviously refering
to the granting of similar powers to
the Boston Y. M. C. A, Evening Law
School nime years ago as the first
“wrong.” Does Governor Foss seri-

' ously contend that the very school of
which he himself is a {rustee ought
not to confer degrees? Would Dean
Ezra Thayer of Harvard Law School
remain as Vice-President of the Y. M.

MC. A. Law School corporation if there

*“were any rea] basis for the change?
Yet he ig vice-president of the corpora-
tion at the present time, and was so
listed in thelr last catalogue. Would
Samuel C. Bennett, the former dean
of Boston University Law School con-

tinue as President of the Y. M. C. A,
Law School corporation? e is so
listed in their latest catalogue.

No complaint was heard against the
Y. M. C. A, Law School until the

Suffolk Law School provided beyond
question that it was equal in every
respect to that school and as fully
entitled to degree granting power.
Then the opposition invented this spe-
cious argument. If the Y. M. C. A,
Law School were in possession of:a
power that it ought mnot to possess(

. the remedy would be slmple——the Leg-
islature had the pqwer,to annul  its

charter. 4

““imade; . nor comld it succeed, for t')ié

1 mer dean of Boston Umversity Law
; School

: '_}Pilf 1s 80 hstl:ed in, thexrtlatest catalogue.

T H e ongmz. incoerporators of t

But no such:move has been: Potae T. M.
o i| Bair Ames of - Harvard Law ' School,

S MORNING QLOBE

ARCHER AGAIN
RAPS GOVERN

Attacks Stand i

School Veto.

T

Reference fo ““Two Wrongs.”

I In S_enate Tomorrow.

The Governor's veto of Lihe Suffolk
Law School bill, which has already
| caused much discussion, will come up
'{ in the State Senate tomorrow afternoon, =

the House having already passed the

bill over the véto.
f In a statement issued yesterday after-
i noon Dean Archer of the Suffolk School
goes “after” the Governor on the rea-

. sons the latter has submitted for his
'veto. The suggestion of the Governor
,that ‘“two wrongs do not make a right”
is particularly discussed by the dean,
‘who says in part:

“In Gov ¥osg second veto of the
<~uﬂ?0}£k Law School charter, he criti-
cmes the school on the ground that it
'is self-supporting and possesses no en-
dowment funds.
for a veto is too absurd for extended

comment. Of course the school has no
endowment funds, for no school can

rated with power to confer degrees—as
Gov Foss and his advisers should well
know, ,

‘“The aim and purpose of the oppo-
nents of the school is obviously to keep
1t (rom becoming incorporated with de-

gree granting powers so that it may
not secure
permanency. He also states that ‘two
wrongs do not make a right,” obviously
referring to the grantmg of similar
powers to the Boston Y. M. C. A, Even-
ing Law School nine years ago as the
first ‘wrong.’ Does Gov Foss seriously
contend that the very school of: which
he himself is a trustee ought not to
confer devrees'? .

‘ Con_tentlon at Least Amusing.
““Would Dean Ezra Thayer of FHar-
vard Law School remain as vice presi-
dent of the Y. M., 'C. A. Law Schoul
L,orporatlon if there were any real basis

for the charge? Yet he is vice prebldent
1 of the corporation:at the present tirne
and wag so-listed in their last catalogue.

“Would Samuel C. Bennett, the .for-

.continue: as president of the

Y. -Law ‘School Corporation?

C. ‘A. Liaw School included Dean James
Dean: Samuel C. Bennett of Boston -
veisity: Faw Schogl gnd Hon Jame]s;ﬂ‘g
. Dunbar.. The:cliarge that the schgol ds.

Ui

in Law
'Comments on Trustee Foss’

Veto Comes Up for Action;

€
U

Such an argument _ .

obtain endowment wuntil it is incerpo- .

endowment and  thereby :

administered by these men Yiny “wrong,
which should not be repeated: comi
from Trustee ¥Foss, is amusmg, to JSEY:
the least. -
“No camplalnt wasg heard agal
4y M. C. A. Law ‘School untir
folk Law School proved beyonk 1
t{on that it was equal in every res
to that school and as fully entitfed
a degree granting power. Then the, op
position invented this specious atl
If the Y. M. C - A, Law Sc¢
were in possession of a power tha,
ought not to possess, the remedy
be simple—the Legislature had
power to annul its charter, B

/ Could Not Revoke Charter.
“But no such move has Been mhad
nor could it.succeed; for the: pe

of Massachusetts bélieve in givin
evening ;students a sgpuare deal. If an
man is entitled to homors at the’ hand
of the Commonwealth it should be
yoling man who with heroic self-
rifice achieves an education by eve
study, rather than he who attend
day law schools, supported by -hLis
rents, and to whom all things:
not by reason of his own meri
because of accident of birth.
“The Suffolk Law School is/’
ning law school equal in every res
to any degree-conferring evenm
school in the United States.  Fo
reason we believe that. the 3
should be given the power it. seeg
order that it may better serve
students and secure such endo
a8 may ‘be necessary to msur
ure stablhty
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. On: the questxon of” glvmg the Suffolk L% k/*-ev
; School of Law the right to giadbades
‘g ston Y. M. C. ’ a;w,
school’ already has the prxvﬂege to
do, the house has given Governor Foss
a stinging rebuke for his treatment of

Dean Archer of the Suffolk school, by ol t L
passing the bill over the governor’s-

veto. But the senate! xﬁluitllconcur (
‘with:the house to make the bil w, in \
spite of the governor. ¥ Cé‘ﬂ" id

On March 11, the bill was engrossed '

in the senate by a vote of 17 to 10,:
' with eight members paired, so that the -
!actual recorded vote was 21 to 14, and
| there were four members absent. Tre-
mendous pressure has been brought to,
bear by those interested in the Boston
Y. M. C. A. schol of law, which natur-
ally:. opposes compet1t10n to prevent
the friends of the Suffolk school from
vobta.mmg their bill over the veto. ,
. On ‘a veto it requires two-thirds of
Fthe members in each branch to pass
“I'the bill over the governor's objections;
'although the provision of the constis
tution is a liftle ambiguous upon this,
but ‘the genate rulings have held that
a twe-thirds vote must be cast. The
friends of the Suffolk school still |
lacked two of the necessary two-thirds
of the senate on Friday, and the out-
look is not very promising. w

The Suffolk schol of law is the Tre-
mont temple school, and as shown by
‘Senator Claude Allen of Melrose, the |
records of the bar .examiners show |
that the highest percentage of gradu- \
ates passing - the bar examination,

b

came from the Suffolk school, the Bos- (B I !
ton Y. M. C. A. coming’ second andf ) .
Boston university law school, third.

Betause of the action of Gov. Foss in i5

raising the hopes of Dean Gleason L.’
Archer, in an hour and a half confer-. | -
ence, that he wotild not veto the bill, é
while he knew at the time his veto ‘-~ ¢ =
‘Imessage was in the custody of the,\
clerk of the house, there is very great, ~t‘
interest in the outcome of the vote in_..a.. L——
the genate on Monday. To many at
the state house, it looks like persecu- /{
tion, both by the governor and the op- XA =z
ponents of the school, which is no’ -
“shyster” institution, giving degrees .
or dollars, without 2 rigid course of
ibtudles as members who stand behind~
the b111 have asserted in both senate
cand house. It is a matter of doubt
whether the senate will pass the bills
‘over the veto.
Whethar +ha

L A A B

A A A

[ R - -
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1egis1a LT I8 netessury un Yvue aopol o [

In’ the ' Senate the veto message of

%oday The question comes on passing the
ill, notwithstanding the objections of the
Govemor The House already has pussed
the bill over the executive-ve

Far—z

(s AQ e Attacks Governor’s o@n

sued another letter on Saturday evening

7 it is incorporated with power to confer de-
" grees

- The letter further asks if Dean Thayer

Lo o~

_school equal in every respect to any de-
t_—~_ gree-conferring evening law school in the

g*l Nt A, '( ' ? L’L,AJ

b though they}e'tr oned for it.

. pledged to vote agaimst the bill,

Governor Foss on the bill to allow the PP
Suffolk scmsilaw to-grant degrees is
1éxpected to eached for debate late| - 4 Ao

:govemor’s objections most strongly.

WAW SCHOOL

DEAN CRITICISES FQSS

tion 1o Y. M, C. AL Sechool. :

Dean Archer of Suffolk Law school is-

in relation to the veto of the bill granting
the power to confer degrees. The letter
pays:—

“In Gov. Foss’ veto, he criticises the
school on the ground that it is self-gup-
porting and possesses no endowment funds.
.““No school can obtain endowment until

“He also states that ‘two wrongs do not
make a right,’ obviously referring to the
granting of similar powers to the Boston
Y. M. C. A. Evening Law school nine years
ago as the first ‘wrong.” Does Gov. Foss
seriously contend that the very school of
which he himself is a trustee ought not to
confer degrees?”’

of Harvard Law school would remain as
vice-president of the Y. M. C. A. Law
,school or Former Dean Samuel C. Ben-
nett of Boston TUniversity Law school
continue as its president if it were not
properly equipped and managed.

The letter closes with the statement that |-

“the Suffolk Law school is an evening law

Tnited States”

The house has passed the bill over the
governor's veto. The sendate will vote on
it today.

2

FALL RIVER (Mass.) NEWS

MAR. 31, 1913,
wuu TAve had hno “raige &

- aao Ty

& %7

For reas
- the veto of the Suffoltk Law . School
 bill, we hope the Sel¥ s o
: pass - the bill over

the

: veto.
 House overrode the objectichs of the
governcr and passed.the bill. At latest |
agcounts the friends of the bill had
 not a sufficient number of senators . to

{ pas$ the bill over the veto. Senators
Mack and Quigley are handling the
fight for the governor, and have thus
far prevented the friends of the bill
from securing a two-thirds vote. Ax
present it is said that 20 senatorsgarel
The
faet that the State Board of Educa-
tion and the Massachusetts Bar As-
sociation are against it reenforces the |

President Wilson has Just‘xﬁved the

hsYwhich we stated after |
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And still it is probable that thel,

supply of lawyers -will not’ fall be-

low the'demand, notwithstanding the |,
Ggvernor's veto of the Suffolk law}:

school legislation.
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. ON BEACON HILL
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%Govemor’s Veto on Suffolk Eani
* County School Bill Not o Q[ '

Considered.

el

K

(Special to the Courfér-Citizen.) !
‘Boston, March 31.—Contrary to ex- |
pectation the governor's veto of the !

a8
SuifﬂcMof law bill, was A
no W upon by the senate this af- \b q
ternoon, but was put over till tomor- ~ -

row because Senator Mack of North {
Adams desired to speak ‘on the bilt i I
and could not be present.

In the house the committee on social
welfare reported a bill for a commis-

sion upon defective vision and also a
bill to require that persons desiring to
marry Sshall state whether there are
any legal impediments to such mar-
riage before they can obtain a license.
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Veto I Senate Today. ‘

The State Senate postponed till t\odafy
actigh 0] Verno ’.?, ,of the Dill
aut$r' g ‘S ql of gﬁ"
to grant degrees. The bili has alr e
d over the Governor's ve
g?’ the Hgﬁse. A canvass of the Senste
shows that the contest is going to be a
deci ly close one.
aelgflediggg side is claiming emphatically
a victory. The indications are, how-
ever, that the veto will be sustained by
a very narrow margin. This, howeveyi
would give the Suffolk L Sc}}ool blill‘
the indorsement of & ma% of the
since a t d e
2R
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? Vi
aen i D QEBATE  the T H.
| (;Fa;gi‘t) f,!.lr?h_el‘ : -,gnlatioi 0{}31111? report
n a 01t11 19 dccepted, practice
of Berkshire 3'1' he absence of Ny Mack
| Mr Gordon of HapSogd Yorbe revordad
! the charcor of GRPGSR bl (66 vito o

tlxe uffolk law scho
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— Suifolk Law Schquvg%g § -
: tion of Gordén,of+S in¥aeld,

o e f o0 gvernor's veto of the
i i He gOoverno ]
sSld?fml'Eo;a,gf stct;mol bill was continued to
uffo

the next sesion
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HAVERHILL (Mass.) GAZETTE
APR. I; 1913,

Ve Altve,

\ The sfate-
i . XQ& action O‘nt es'%qate DOstDo" .

» aﬁﬁpay iagent | b= authorizg ‘Eoverngp ed til ¢,
migsioner of BQﬁ%@e@oY@W,. ent ! *S S’;sasntddegnl% e‘tshe Sufeoll S vet gl 0; -~ qgg)
mer_ 11 ¥ ¢ the amoun : f i ed ovep . 0 %
m&ﬁ%e-hﬁf :deby members 3 BS6u s tE ove eetr?
2 tidn MOW &8 R ; 4
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Governor Foss Giyes the Lie to Dean Archer

in ?7 C¢tffiiipficgtion to the Senate—Late
Busines§ in 1% House

Before killing the Suffolk Law School bill
by sustaining the governor’s veto, in the
Senate, by a vote of 14 to 21, a two-thirds .
Vote being necessary, a letter from the
8overnor was read in which statements
made by Dean Archer of the Law School
were flatly contradicted. The letter was
read by Senator Quigley, the governor's
bersonal representative. In his letter the
governor declared that Dean Archer’s story
of their interview regarding the bill, which
sought to give the school the right to in-
corporate and confer degrees, was incor-
rect at every point. The governor asserted
that_almost the last words of Dean Archer
to him on the day of their first interview

M

. wefe an appeal to recall his veto.

20STON (Mass.) AMERICAN
APR. 2, 1913.

~

After the reading of a'letter to Senator
Quigley in which Governor Foss gave the
lie to Dean G. L. Archer of the Suffolk
Law School, the Senate, by a:vote of
14 to 21, has refused to pass the Suffdlk

. Law School bill over the Governor’s veto.

f the Governor and the -dean, is killed for

a year, unless the Senate should vote to
reconsider it, which iz not prébable,

Replying to Governor Foss’ letter, Dean |
Archer accuses the Governor of a ‘“‘cow- |

ardly action in waiting aumtil Just before
the vote was taken on the bfil before
sending his letter.” ,
“HEvery word in my letter to the Leg-
isluture was absolutely true,’”” he -de-
clared. “If is now a question of veracity
between the Governor and myself, and
I am content to let the public jmige
for itseif. ' )
“It is rather significant that the Gov-
ernor, who had twenty-four hours after
the publication of my letter to the mem-
bers of the Legislature in which to re-

ggs an appeal to recall his.veto. He said. 17( / //Q'E /7v "fute my statement before the House
Wa: ;iez:]esr?t fihlfrilx;egfcotll{;ecglotrl of 2 man whe, ~ :l%edépm?nif;l osguttoagggéledhﬁ:ﬁio;f
: e interview, : Rk A .
,91/ ""“rf;‘i nnnnnn ot ...zm,,..ﬁ - ardly method of  walting until just be-
{' LS NT S e P AR [Ny o) fere the vote was taken, when I had ho
f l / chance to respond.” ;
- . / In his letter Governor Foss said:

B8OSTON TRAVEL é{i EVE. HERALD '-’(i e o -» When a personal stateinent tbat is

APR. 2, 913 ¥ ’ at every essential polrnt s pure fabri-

s .- - - - cation - is sent - fo-~irembers . of ‘the

3 - 7 ? Legislature for the obvious purpose of

o Ll infilmencing the vote on an important

uent. orations of Sen-E
nator ' McCarthy ang ||
prabers oF .the Senate, !

> [y

12 .gb 'b.ra ch voted i
sustain the veto of G Foos ay to sL '
3 1 M
. Suffolk scheo! of jaw OI‘IIHFOSS o phe N e S

which haglf

| created i
S0 much { and comment ;!

’pn Beacon Hill of late b

public question, it becomes necessary
to take cognizance of a matter other-
wise unworthy e¢f attention,

On Saturday, March 22, Dean
Archer of the Suffolk Law Scheol
asked for an Interview in order that
he might make a statement concern-
ing his case. I therefore arranged
to mee him, and in the Intervjew
went over the entire matter, Theée -
entire: conversation, iike others I had
the sime day with other advocates
of: the bill, proceeded upon the as-
“sumption that it was my intention to
veto the . measyre. Almost the laat
words of Mpr, Archer as he left the
‘office were: ‘‘The Legislature has
passed the bill: twiee. Wor’t you re-
call -the veto and let it go 'by?’ My
recoliection on: this point is con:
firme& by 4 gentleman Who was pres-
ent during the ‘interview. = .
My, Archer’s statement Comecerning
: the interview of’ Saturday, is, there
€ £ =

The bill, which has. brought forth bitter;
denunciations and recriminations betweén |
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Il‘he senate, 14 to 21, with one pair, refused
fo pass the Suffolk law school bill over the'
veto of Gov Foss. ¢

Allen 01’ Melrose urged its passabe over ¥
the veto, saying that the degree is of value

to the graduate who has succeeded in_
‘finishing his course with honor, and that
thé school has proven its high character.

Quigley of Holyoke read a letter from
Gov. Foss explaining the Dean Archer xn—
c1dent, and the “pleasant Eastér Sunday’)
episode, and chargmg an attempt to raise
“g false issue’

Letler From oy, Foss.-

In the letter Gov. Foss wrote:—

“A pub‘hc official cannot deny every er-
’roneous report concerning his public on
(ljprnate acts, and it is my general rule to

pay no attention to such matters ‘When,
however, a Dpersonal statement that is at
every essential point a pure fabrication is
£~ senit to members of the legislature for the
obvious purpose of influencing the vote on

an important pubhc questlon, it bécomes .
N necessary .{o tgke cognizance; of a mau-}

ter otherwise unworthy of attention. ;

“Dean Archer asked.for an interview,
in, order that he might make a statement
concerning his case. I therefore arranged
to see him. -Almost the:last words of Mr.
Archer as ne left the.:office were:—

“ “The - legislature has passed the bill
twice. Won’t you recall the veto and let
it.go by?

“My recollection on thxs point is ‘con-
firmed by a sgentleman who was present
during the interview.

“Mr. Archer’s statement is therefore in-
correct. at, every point. Mr. Archer’s
further statement about our interview on
‘\[onday morr‘m"r is as incorrect as the
others. Smce he reéeived on Saturday no
intimation. 6f an intention to allow his' bill
to become a law, there could have been no:
point in the poor jest he attributes to 'me.

‘“This, statement I issue not for personal
’reasons, but in order to, counteract the
effect of a desperdte fabricatlon contrived
and. circulated for the ‘obvious purpose of

\_affectmg legislation. The concurrent opj .

don of the board of eduication, the SS.
Bar Assn: and the Boston Bar \ fsn. is
against the proposed measure; and the

frantic attempt to " wm sympathy by a.
false “statement concex mg an sinterview
in: this . office should. -convince * everyone
/that it is unwise to confer further powers

upon the mstltution in question.”

The roll- call:

* In favor of passlng over the veto—Allen Bag-,
ley, *Brennan, Chase, *Fitzgerald, Garst, *Hal-
ley, Hersey, “*Hickey, Johnson, "\{cCal:thy, Nor-
WOod *Timilty Wheeler—14°

Against—Bazeley, Bellamy, Blanchard Clark,
Céolidge, *Draper, Eldridge;, Fay, *Fisher, Gor-
don; - Hilton, , Hobbs, *Mack, “McGonagle, Mc~

Lane, . Montame, *quvley,gqtearns, Ward Wells,
lehams— 21, - '

;

Ty hy the head of the

HCM_
C.fe
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_ 147,

SPRINGFIELD (Mass.) REPUBLICAN
APR. 2, 1913.

ME Allen of WIlddIese‘z began the debqto
on the veto he charter of the Suffolk
law gehgals favormfr its passage:over
the getof mw]ov “of Hampden read
a_ pfrsonal lefter to him from Gov Foss
absqutelv denying the substantia 2l accuracy,

of the staterment relative to the vem

dressed (o the Legislatui i
er of the law school: ﬁ%{;‘vernor said

that such 3 nnsroprmentatwn 'of the facts
mstltutlon wa
reason, why the chartsp should bse a‘netzt)légr
Mr Brenngn of Suffolk ohjected to such.
intérferetce by the governor with the ac-
tion of the Senato, 2nd favored tlie bel
Mr Tisher of M;(Idles@x oprosed the bill
without reference to the lefter of the ‘gav-.
ernor, and’ said +he plea’ of Dean Archer}
to Jpass ‘the bill because of the gover-
nor’s treatment ' of him, “should have no
bearm« on t}]e n}lent of the measure, '
elp the promoters o o insti-
tutmn rather than the poor: bovg at]t]fce!:g;?w
t Mr Garst of Woreester iwould treat
the governor with due courtesy, bur
thodght the lawyers 17 vere opposing the bill'
largely  from conservatism. He thought.
the governor’s objections: were not ‘WG]g‘]]tV«
enongh, to warrant °ts defeat, Mr -Bagley:
of Suffo]k said the governor s a trustes
of a rival gchool and wants' a monopoly
for: it by barring ont the Suffolk scheol.
Mr Stearns of Middlesex oDposed the hill,
and Mr McCarthy of Middlesex favored:
it ds in the interest of the poor young
mexlxl wh(t) attend this sehool.
¢ vote on passing the
wils gs p oD Pas g bill over the veto
Yeas—Messrs ;. Al
Chage, Fxt7grerald 1%]4rst
Hmknv Johnsomn, McCarthy
1ity, "Wheeler—14.
Navvaessrs Bazeley,

’

i S 7,

Bagléy, Brennan, ™
Halley, "Hersey,:
Norwood, Tim-.

Bellam
(“la;k Coolidge, Draper, I*.Idr‘ildﬂg E;aéle%?gg.
el[*cIC;orgm{j H%Iton Hobh 2k, MeGonsgle,
«ane. .Montague, .44 )
ells, W;ll iam g T Ward,
Paired=. ¥ Sl
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B0STON (Mass.) ADVERTISER °
APR. 2, 1913,

THE SUFFOLK VETO GS[T 5@4 ﬁ“
the authori- :

The story of the effort
ties of the Suffolk law school to obtain
the right to issue degrees has been
closed for the year. Although the house
repassed the bill after the Governor had
vetoed it, the senate sustained the rather
flimsy reasoning of the veto, by declin- :
ing to pass the bill over that veto. Al-
though this finishes the matter for the
present session, it will doubtless be
brought before the legislature next year
and will probably be passed at that time.
The request of the Suffolk school was
simply an appeal for justice, and it is to
be regretted that the senate did not see
it 1n the’ same light as the house. Justice

is sure to be had on this matter. It is|
too bad that justice should’have been ‘ i
so long on the way :

Mt“‘

/‘MN

> 7\

fB2oy
v



BOSTON (Mass.) MORNING HERALD
APR. 2, 1913,

SUPPORT LAW ©
SCHOOL VETO

Senate Backs Foss’s Objection
to Incorporating Suffolk -
Institution.

BAR BOSTON PENSION RAISE

Demand Chambe?’s ‘Reasons
tng Railroad Con-

Five Democrats and 16 Republicans

voted in ‘the Senate yesterday, after-

bill incorporating the:Suffolk School of
| faw.. The bill’feéll far short of the
necessary two-thirds to beat the veto,
getting but 34 yotes Of these six were
from - Demiocis li;f:}; e ;

Senator Quigley’ ‘réad jhrdetter from
Gov Foss denying the statédments made
by Dean Gleason L. Archer of theilaw

Lémmoderately "jo'uigg’_’ by the Governor.

Lo

.-

noon to sustain Gov. Foss’s veto cf thexr L

school to the effect that he had been_.2 . FA_A_T

e N Q

80STON (Mass.) ADVERTISER
APR. 2, 1913,

Dot held up «o

Gov. Foss so far has allowed
bill to become law withoutjh
that regarding the promot#niy
call nrerpen without civil sbrvice examina-
tion. His course this year is in ‘notable
contrast to that in hig first two’ years
:vvﬁ%n he Ii)..llc>w~ed more bills to become lavs;
governor.  *ENF1US Hen any previous

Gov. Foss has also vetoed fewer bills
S0 far this year than in either of his ﬁrs;

, two years So far he has vetaed six bills—
to raise the salaries of the Boston licens
ing board, which vato was sustained by
the senate; providing for the election of ¢
lic:ensing board in Clinton, which was sus
tained by the house; the Su W _schoo
bill, sustained by the sen;i%hese
on the house calendar:—to prohibit th

gommunication to the court of a forme
conviction of a defendant until after sen
tence; o provide uniforms for East Bosto

to increase the salarles o

court officers;
Walker of Ames
M s
\

gourt officers.
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law ‘school bill 'over thie veto..

tor

of’ )
tical joke

AL

SPRINGFIELD (Mass.) REPUBLICAN

le working of the,
‘ learly, was againsty
loyers ta be sued under the %
v, though' tliey: favored cutthh &

time when over 10~ days fre

iAW YR
ﬁkﬁ;};«@ e Suffolk:
The wote
thYe_l',llOL’ was op the/ merits
0ot on resentment of hig prac-
on Dean Archer e schot

e ————

sustaip the
the ¢ase,
of ‘the school.
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Closed Doors

Rigid rules about th of
visitors prevailed at tﬁ g goor-
ways yesterday. Aft the gdlleries

filled the doorkeepers thrust out their
arms and barred all laté comers. Not
even ‘“pull” of a representative, to say
nothing of that of a senator, could
budge the officials from their stand.

Mrs. Theresa Crowley, the well-known
suffragist leader, came early, otherwise
even she might not have had'a seat.
Several other suffragists, as well as
numerous students from the Suffolk
L School, fell victims to the sud-
chrected Senate rules against
overcrowding.

One senator, In order to get a couple
of friends, including a representative,
in the Senate lobby, had to make a de-
tour through the Senate reading room

179
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- pussage the other day.

vy

. With morning sessione af th

{ Smith of Gloucester,

1] frage heard in the Leglslature this

3.

4 could hear:
A *“This beloved country of ours is to-

‘I'beetle;, the brown-tail moth, the gypsy

| swelling the vote to pass the bill over

tasked the members to rebuke the Gov-

} aithough the veto was in the hands ov
Jihe. clerk of the House at 3 p m, and
| Archer’'s

{the Governor’s “cruel hoax” of leading

‘}two nours bhefore he arrived at the

treatment of ihe dean.

¢ * R e

Some of the members in the fourth di/
visfon think they see a coolness between
two old friends—Kelly of Salem and
botii Democrats.
‘Smhith is a woman suffragist; Kelly s
an anti. ‘Smith made, one of the most
elogquent speeches in behalf of the Con-
stitutional amendment for equal suf-

-year. In his speech Smith referred to
certain members of his party known as
congervatives, whom, he said, must be
sloughed off of the party. He remarked
:that he had no patience with them.

“XKelly didn’'t ‘take part in the debate
.on' suffrage, but after the session he
héld forth in the lounging room and
declared loud enough so that Smith

day, notwithstanding that the good
Lipord has. blessed it more than any
other land, afficted with the elm tree

moth and the old reliable potato bug,
but ,of all the bugs the one that 1 de-
test the most is the political straddle
-bug, which spegcies Is growing more
numerous every day in this Legisla-
ture.”

/ *es ,

\:Dean Archer and his frierids of the
Suffolk School of Law put it all over
the “0Old Boy” last week when the
latter’s veto of the bill incorporating
the school and giving it authority to
:grant degrees came up. Several gradu-
ates of the.school. members of the
Legislature, took great delight 1.

the veto,
Moat of those who spol\e on the bill

‘etnot for his deception of Dean Archer,
‘who was lead to believe that the Gov-
ernor had taken no action on the bill,

interview : didn't take place
.until 4:30.
‘Archer objected :io whal he termea
hinm to believe that there was still hope
for his bill becoming a law, when, as
a4 matter of fact, it had been vetoed

State Mouse to present his arguments
4in its behalf.

Archer’s experience with Gov Foss is
‘nothing new to manv who have busi-
nesi with the Bxecutive Department
1t was not so much the soundmess of

o Manga ! dawn  tha

.his Administration.

‘Gov Foss’
-way attacked in debate as it was hi

LI

veto of the measure that!

Llame A -

T e
LR I 4

Dean Archer of the Suffolk School
of Law spendt the greater part of the
past week on Beacon Hill interviewing
members of the House and telling t
his experience with Gov Foss when' hé
interviewed the Governor and tried to
show him why he ought to sign
the bill, after ‘“The'Old Boy” had ve-
toed the measure, although the Dean
didn’t know it at the time.

“That's nothing,” said a well-known
railroad man in the lobby, who is
watching out for the interests of the
trainmen before the Legislature. “A
year ago, whén we went in to see him
on our full crew bill he listened to us
and stated that our spokesmian had
made one of the finest arguments for
our bill he had ever heard. 8

T oAmtaTa

v e State.

“We felt confident that he would sign *

our bill. He received us rovally and
made us feel that we were a part of
As he mnioved us
toward the door and put his arm
around our shoulders he sajd: ‘Boys,
you are engaged in a hazardous occu-
pration. Be careful. Don’t get run over
by the cars.” We did get fun over: for
the next day he vetoed our bill.” :
The veto will come up in the Senate
Monday. The friends of the school
lacked two votes in the Senate at ad-

veto,

/Washburns Railroad bill;

- ..

,

A moam ~ ok et I A N B A b s m

P

)

journment Friday to pass it over the'}
M

increasing
the Board of Raiiroad Commissioners
from three to five and giving them the
control of the telegraph and telephone
companies is in at last. There are no
dissenters, and the only note of discord
came from Washburn hlmse}f

His “Massachusetts for Boston com-
ment on the bzll is puzzling “his coms~
mittee assoclates, but he has assured
them that he is for the bill. 'What its
fate will be time alone will tell, but it is
not believed the Senate will accept the
measure as drawn. Then it will have o
run the gauntlet of thé Governor: What
he will do, veto or sign it, is a tossup.
The last guess may be th_e best. One
thing is sure, the sponsors will not be
fuoled as Dean Archer was on his Law

€chool bill. They've been through the
Executive mill.

. ey
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SENATE SUSTAINS [~
LAW SCHOOL VETO

_APR. 2, 19i3.
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Governor Foss Declares, in Letter to Semnator, That T 3,

Dean Archer’s Charges

Are False—Vote Is 21 h e

to 14 Against the Bill. 52 ¢

Governor Foss's veto of the Suffolk

. Y.aw School bill, which, with the recent
controversy between the governor and
Dean Archer of the school, has been
the talk of the week at the State ITIouse,
was sustained by the Senate yesterday
safternoon by a vote of 21 to 14. Pre-
viously the House had overridden the
wveto, as it thought, by a vote of 155
to 67.

One of thes; unusual features of thz

debate which preceded the roll call was
the reading of a letter on the subject
from the governor to Senator Francis
Quigley of HHolyoke.

In his letter the governor denies he

had tricked or otherwise playved a joke
on Dean Archer. It was a reply to the
ietter of protest which the dean sent
several days ago to every member of
the Legislature. The governor’'s com-
munication was as follows:

‘‘Dear Senator:

‘““A.  public official cannot deny
every erroneous report concerning
his public or private acts, and it is
my general rule to pay mno attention
to such matters. When, however, a
personal statement that is at every
essential point a pure fabrication is
sent to members of the ILegislature
for the obvious purpose of influenc-
ing the vote on an important pub-
lic question, it becomes mnecessary
to take cognizance of a matter
otherwise unworthy of attention.

Interview With Archer

“On  Saturday, March 22, Dean
Archer, of the Suffolk IL.aw School,
asked for an interview in order that
he might make a statement concern-
Ing his case I therefore arranged
to see him, and in the interview
went over the entire matter. I did
not tell him, in advance of the read-
ing of the veto message to the leg-
islature, that I had vetoed the bill;
but the entire conversation, llke oth-
ers I had the same day with other
advocates of the bill, proceeded upon
the assumption that it was my in-
tention to veto the measure. Almost
the last words of Mr. Archer as he
left the office were: ‘“The Legisla-
ture has passed the bill twice. Won't
you reécall the veto and let it go by ?
My recollection on this point is con-
firmed by a gentleman who was pres-
ent during ihe interview. B

““Mr. Archer’s statement concern-
ing the interview of Saturday is,
therefore, incorrect at every point.
In his further statement that I, tola
the newspapers that the bill had be-
come a law he is also wrong. The
newspaper representatives were told
before my office closed for the day
that no statement concerning my ac-
tion would be made until Monday.
The same announcement was made
from my home Saturday evening in
reply to repeated telephone calls.
Mr. Archer’'s further statement about
our Interview on Monday morning is
as Incorrect as the others. Since he
recelved on Saturday no intimation
of an intention to allow his bill to
become a law, there could have been
no point in the poor jest he at-
tributes to me.

’E “?m; statement I Issue not for

T

]

personal reasons, but in order to

* counteract the effect of a desberate d_/%—-a e, D_\
fabrication, contrived and circulated J

for the obvious purpose of affecting . ‘Q/L/\:: ’Q’\ i
legislation. The concurrent opinion AL

of the State Board of Education, the

Massachusetts Bar Association and

the Boston Bar Association is against

the proposed measure; and the fran-

tic attempt to win sympathy by a ? -
false statement concerning an inter- Q—/U ‘7(

view in this office should convince

everyone that it is unwise to confer AA

further powers upon the institution Y 4,4' blj\ .

in question. Yours very truly,

(Signed) “EUGENE N. FOSS.” @ :
ey = (3
Charges Commercialism e L o

& oy

The moment the reading of the letter ) - -
was  finished, Senator Brennan 0L r N
Charlestown jumped to his feet and
said:

“IL cannot see why the executive de-
partment of this Commonwealth should

feel it incumbent to interfere with the — . i
legislative branch. When he a.ttempts! i
to explain his attitude upon any bpar- - = 4 C e
ticular need or sends his representa- -

tives into this body he is oversteppingu Ag é « ‘_,‘_4/‘\ r
the boundaries of his position. This

isn’t the first time such a thing has < —_
happened I fail to see why it shouid 61 = <
be necessary for any chief executive to *
send a letter to this body¥ on a bill
that 1is before it for consideration+ /j 2

And simply because the chief executive -r

disapproves of a bill I do not see why -

‘we should recede from our position.” {u

. Senator Fisher of Westford then paid%

his respects to Dean Archer.

i “If anything further were needed to

iconvince us thatsthis school is a com-

imercial enterprise,”” he sald, “you can .

find it right in this letter which the e/ L/c/(c ‘6& 57
dean hasg sent the members of the Leg—A\’iz‘( })

islature. If ever the wisdom of our an-

cestors in glving the veto power to the
govemor were justified, you have it in 2 ’ 0 %! g

this appeal for sSympathy. Behind the

screen of the poor boy they seek to pro- ?1

mote a business concern. / B ‘K —_ - 53( !
4 2 Y ’ !

Veto Is Sustained :
‘“Lhe other States In the United States » — LM——EA ’L,:,‘h

loo¥ to Massachusetts for guidance in

thidsgs educational. I question the ade| ¥ —— - g
4 visability of giving the right to confer %/ P " t
degres either to this school or to the |-

Y. M. C A, but I do not see how two
wrongs make a right. I think the gov- “/(f‘« :
ernor has acted wisely in sending =&
communication to the members of the
Senate explaining his position., T think
this controversy should be stopped
right here.”” . ¥
The roll call, which was on the <:1ue>s-'£
tion, “*Shall this bill pass, the objec-.._ . —_—
tions of his excellency the governor to-— )

the contrary notwithstanding?”* re-
sulted as follows:
In favor—Allen, Bagley, Brennan.

Chase,‘Fitzgerald, Garst, Halley, Her-
sey, ¥ickey, Johnson, McCarthy, Nor-
wood, Timilty, Wheeler. Total, 4.

Agalnst—Bazeley, Bellamy, »Blanch-
ard., Clark, Coolidge, Draper, Eldridge,
Fay, Fisher, Gordon, Hilton, Hobbs,
Mack, McGonagle, McLane, Montagae,
Quigley, Stearns, Ward, Wells, Wi~
liams. Total, 21.

Paired—Joyce, in favor, and Horgan.

against,

ey e
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‘The ‘story of the! efforf of the authori-
s .of the Suffolk law ‘school to obtain
| 'the right to issue degrees has been
closed for the year. Although the house
repassed the bill after the Governor had:
vetoed it, the senate sustained the rather
flimsy reasoning of the veto, by declin-
ing to‘pass the bill over that veto. Al-
hough this finishes the matter for the
Present session, it will doubtless be
brought: before the legislature next year
and will probably be passed at that time.
The request of the Suffolk school was
simply an appeal for justice, and it is to
be regretted that the senate did rbét see
it in the same light as the house. Justice

is sure to be had on this matter. It is
too bad that justice should have been
¢6 long on the way.
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SenateiS&éféiné-' deerno}; in His
Disapprqval of Grantmg 1
Of Deorees. -

-

QUEST!ON OF VERACETY S O

o Bri e

pemtv Fabncatlons. ” -

—

. [Special to The" Unio jl‘

BOS’T‘ON April 1—By a vote of 141
to 21, wilh a single pair, the Senate |

this atternoon sustained the. governor }A_.q'

| méasure

in his veto of+the bill to allow thej
c Suffolk LaW school "io Wrant degrees [

The failtre of the proponents ‘of the I\
‘ to secure even a majority of :
‘the Senaie on.the question of passing
the bill over the veto was the surprise
of "the final 'vote that ended the lon&‘:
fight to secure the enactment of thib;
legislation.

The "pill had already been passed
over the veto in the lower branch of
the : Legislature. . ﬂl/\
. A feature of the debate was the read-
ing, of a letter from the governor by 1t

O

Senator Francis X Quigley of Holyoke,
in which the governor aunswered a re-
cent statement made by Dean Gleason
L. Archer of the Suffolk Law school. é 7 \ci

“Mr. Archer’s statement is incorrect
al every point,” said the governor in
the letter read by Senator Quigley.

“This statement I issue not for per-
sonal reasons, but iu order.to counter-
act the effect of a desperate fabrica-
tion conirived and circulated for the
obvious purpose of affecting legisla-
tion.”

The statement reférred to- by the
governor is the one in which the dean -
of the Suffolk Law school declared he
had been made the victim of a cruel
hoax and allezed that the governor
explained his actlon.,@Nlth the de lara.-
tion that he .wanted fos.give "Dean
Archer a pleasant Easter Sunday.

Of the 13 Democrats in the upper
branch, seven voted to pass the bill
over the veto and six to sustain the
g0Vernor.

The Western Massachusetts senators
were recorded as follows on the gues-

tion of passing the hill over the veto: /\'A—’(—/el
Yes—Wheeler of Hubbvardston.

No—Coclidge of Northampton, Gm-' ~

don of Springfield, Ward of Buckland,
%A)_M\/\_/?

Me_

3. L

Q\L\r ey
“f‘—ify VAY

J( Q//\

Quizgley of Holyoke, Mack of North
Adams,

When the veto was reached, Senator
Allen of Melrogse urged the passage
‘of the hill over the veto, reiterating
what he said before as to the degree
being simply of value to the’ ﬂradu"tet}
who had succeeded in ﬁmshmg b;s
course with honor. 3
I Senator szley said tha‘t"
of the governor’s statement ‘thi
qught to sustain his veto.

q‘r lioc Oe =2

A= €.
alé7 S

¥\~ R Ucfoea the bill:

~ ~ ceeded upon

/OQF(;

e Saturday evening

MA.« others

| vig®
1 The condurrent opinion of ‘the state

e’ glwngﬁ
Liaw: school the
but that is nmw !

:the Boston Y. M
I right to e‘rant degreés,
rhl*forv ’
Senator Garst of Worcester said; that -
r1t was ‘evident to him that the con-
;servatism ' of the lawvers prevented
them from fairly

—m e considering this bill.

Senator : Stearns of Cambridge said.

* ,that he believed the governor’s ob-*

- jection  was sound. But the bill
S .should be considered by itself. He 01!') {4’/9\

. posed the passage over the veto.
Senators Bagley of Boston and Mc-

AN , Carthy of Marlboro. favored passmvg

ll.nc I oveyr tlhc VETLO.

By a vote of 14 to 21 the Senate
saved the governor and the bill failed
to nass

The letter 6f Gov. Foss addressed to
Senator Francis X. Quigley, follows:

March 31, 1913. |
Hon. TFrancis K. Quicley, uenate.
Chamber, State House, Boston, Maus«

Dear Senator A pubhc ofﬁc’al can-i

not denv evel'y erronegus report con-

cerning his public or private acts, and

it is, my general rule to pay no atten-

tion to such matters: When, however, »
a personal statement that: is at every
essential point a pure fabrication, is
sent to members of the Legislature for
the bbvious purpose of influencing the
vote on an important public questlon
it becomes necessary to take cogni-
zance of a matter otherwise unworthy
of attention.

On Saturday, March 22, Dean Archer,
6f the Suffolk Law school, asked for
an interview in order that he might
make a statement conceining his case.
!T therefore arranged to see him and
1in the interview went over the entire
| matter I did not tell him, in ad-
Ivance of the reading df the veto mes-
sage to the Legislature, that 1 had
but the entire conver-
sation, like others I had the same day
with other advoca.tes of the bill, pro-
the asswhption that it
was my intention to veto the measure.
Almost the last words of Mr. Archer
as he left the office were: “The Leg-
islature has passed the bill t}Vlce Won't
you recall the veto and let it 80 by ?”’
My recollection on this point is con-
firmed bv a gentleman who was pres-
‘ent during the interview
. Mr Archei's statement concerning
sthe interview of Saturday is therefore|
incorrect at every point In his fur-
ther statement that I ‘told the news-
papers that the bill had become a law,
he is also wrong The newspaper rep-
resentatives were told before mv of-
fice closed for the day that no state-
ment concerning my action would be
made until Monday. The same an-
nouncement was made from my home
in reply Lo repeated !
Mr Archer's further
statement about our interview on Mon-
day morning is as incorrect as the
Since he received on Satur-
day no intimation of an intention to al-
‘low his Dbill to becomes ‘a:law there

. 4

relephone calls

!could have been no point 1n the poor

%est he attributes ‘to me..

This statement T lssue not for Der-
qonal reasQns, bul in order to counteg-™
act the -effect of .a desperate fabrica-
tiowcontrived and circulated for the ob-
purpose of affecting Igeglslatxon

N

board of education, the Massachusetts
Bar association, and the Boston Bar.—
association is against the proposed
measure; and the frantic attempt to

A win sympathy by a false statement
’;concernxno' an interview’ in this*office
; should‘ conv,mpe everyope that it is un-: ¢

v

! Senator . Brennan said -
£ he
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State Senate Kills Suffolk Law School Bill by . -

> b

Sustaining Veto by Vote of 14 to 21. -
Quigley Published L
- of Holyoke Version of |
Made the Interviews
Official Is Flatly o
Spokesman Denied »
to the Body. by Letter.

)
GLEASON L. ARCHER,
Dean of the Suffolk Law School.

*igeaﬂ of the Institution Involved Retorts That Action of  +.
xecutive Wag Cowardly and in Bad Faith, - *




ate, ana
of Com-
r of the
and The
7vh a note-
:d many
graduaie,
rs at the

take their

L

m  Jewell,
vt Benton
Ra¥ymond
¢ Mr. and
on Centre,
al church
Lure offi--

‘e by her
Gertrude
f honor
Mildred
vton and
lle were

ierce of
hile the
r, Rob-
mer of
‘rowley
Everett
Joshua,

18 of
bridge
rd ’10,
t Uni-
. Rich-
+ is the
. Gerry

TWENTY GRADUATE FROM
SUFFOLK SCHOOL OF LAW

Gen, Barﬂett_Px‘esents Diplomas and
Wilmot R. Evans Jr, Speaks Upon
; Value of I’eréo_nal Charaecter,

Twenty young men were given diplomas
a_t thg class day and c‘omi‘nencement exer-
‘Cises of the Suffolk school of law at Tre-
mont temple last night

Gen. Charles W. Bartlett presénted the
diplomas to the graduates and made a
short address congratulating the success-
- ful young men upon their ‘achievement,

At the class day exercisés Willlam' G.
Dolan, president of the class, presided.
Michael ¥, Curran read a history- of the
class of 1912 and Nicholas 8. Lawless,
class prophet, madé % distinet hit by his
clever prophecies of the -future of each of
hig claSsmates.

Hiram B Tuttle delivered the class ora-
tion. He spoke upon *‘Our Duty to the
Commpnwealt . The farewell message
was delivered by Abraham Lelyveld, vice-
president of the class. )

The eommencement exercises were pre-
sided over by Webster A. Chandler, of the
school faculty, in place of James H.
Vahey, who was unavoidably detained.

. Speaking upon “The Tendency of Mod-
‘ern Education,” Wilmot, R. ‘Evans Jr. fm.
bressed upon the sraduating class the
gr\'eat value of” personal chardcter to the
Dreservation of the commonwealth In
every instance ‘of a nation’s decay, he said,

|
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the downfall wad caused by a lowering of f:on: that
the standard of citizenship. ;—‘;:ur‘er;
Dean’ Archer of the school paid a tribute legiszxa?ab
to the graduates for their indomitable poi- ittee or
severance through the four years of ardu. | PAtt
cus night ~gtudy. mittee t
“The leaders of manking,” said he, ton of
“have been those Who have made their ﬁ:ﬁt"nt
oWn way Irom the very beginhing; not | 4 ter,
the men whose parernts Dossessed wealth Of m
to send their song to rich men’s instity. | & Javé
tions; bub men whose childhood days have | 2O
felt the pinch of poverty.” - te;f?
: A T was
BAPTIST SOCIAL UNION Pa
: ¥
s s fie
HAS NEWTON NIGHT |
* Ti~ht was ohserved by the | '
g
Biiaciicu A v e mmew aks wermanas oo
of Tuam. Rf
CARRIER LAWLESS P
BECOMES A LAWYER| ™
. . ; riag
Niciolas 8. Lawless, one of the best| dau
known letter carriers in this clity, presi-|to .
dent of the Massachusetts State Letter| thas
Carriers’ Association, and also of Branch | mot
84, embracing letter carriers in the Bos-| an¢
ton postal district, will re_\ceive a diploma | it
from the Suffolk School of Law at the Jur
class day and commencement exercises, the,
;held in Chipman Hall. i
o Vi
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SIXTEEN RECEIVE
LAW DIPLOMAS

James H. Vahey Presides at
Suffollt School Commence-

ment.
At class day and commencement exer-
cises of the Suffolk School of Law in
Tremont Temple last night, 16 young
men" were presented diplomas by Gen

Charles W. Bartlett,

James H. Vahey presided. The in-
vocation was by the Rev. Henry S. Sny-
der. Wilmot E. Evans, Jr., spoke upon
‘“The Tendency of Modern Education.”
Gleason L. Archer, dean of the school,
gave an interesting address upon “Our
Young Men.” The class day speakers
were Willlam Gregory Dolan, president
of the class; Michael Francis Curian,
historian; Nicholas Stanislaus Lawless,'
prophet; Hiram Edwin Tuttle, orator.

The following recelved diplomas: Wil-
liam J. Dolan, Abraham Lelyveld, J
Frank Welch, Hiram E. Tuttle, Michael
¥, Curran, Nicholas S. Lawless, Arthur
G Eastman, Clarence W. Bosworth,
James J. Cronin, Percie D. Jordan, John
T. Coy, J. Frank Welch, Joseph Abbqtt,
James P, Heron, Patrick S. Broderick
and Michael J. Horan,”
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‘:to see him,

The Senate yesterday kﬂled the
uffolk Law School bil, whieh Gov

; Foss had vetoed

But before this decisive action was
taken there was read on the floor of

:;thevSenate a letter from the Goveér-
nor iu ‘which he gave the lie to Glea-
gon L.} Archer of Woburn, dean of

> Jaw school.
he Governvor wrote the letter to

N

i Senator Quigley of Holyoke, his per-

sonal representative on most party
matters on the Senate floor, who
read it after Senator Allen of Mel-

{rose had urged the passage of the

bill over the Governor’s veto.

The veto was sustained after vig-
orous debate, 14 to 21, two-thirds
present and voting being necessary
to pass the bill over the veto.

Governor Writes Plainly.

Yesterday’s action settled the mat-
ter for this year, unless an attempt
should be made in the Senate today
lo reconsider, but thatis not thought
at all likely.

In his letter the Governor de-
clared that Dean Archer’s story of
their  interview regarding the bill,
which sought to give the school the
right to incorporate and confer de-
grees, was incorrect at every point.
The Governor asserted that al-
most the last words of Dean Archer

'to him on the day of their first inter-

view was an appeal to recall his
veto. He said this is also the recol-
lection of a man who was present
during the interview. The Governor
is understood to mean Daniel J.
Kiley, who was in his private office
at the time.

Gov Foss’ Letter.
The Governor’s letter, as read by Sen-
ator Quigley, was as follows:

“Dear Senator—A public official
cannot deny every erroneous report
concerning his public or private acts,
and it is my general rule to pay no
attention to such matters. When,
however, a perscnal statement that
is at every essential point a pure
fabrication is sent to members of the
Legislature for the obyious purpose
of influencing the vote on an import-
ant public question, it becomes neces-
sary to take cognizance of a matter
otherwise unworthy of attention.

“On Saturday, March 22,. Dean
Archer of the Suffolk L.aw Schdol
asked for an interview in order that
he might make a statement concern-
ing his case. I therefore arranged

and in the interview

went over: the entire ma.tter E_gi;_l

J g
xslature that I, had Yetoed ‘the bill,

but the entire conversation, like
others I had the same day with
other advocates of the bill, proceed-
ed upon the assumption that it was
my intention to vete the measure.
Almodst the last words of Mr Archer
as he left the office were: ‘The Leg-
( islature has passed the bill twice.

‘Won’t you recall the veto and let it

f Archer Flatly Contradicted.

““Mr Archer’'s statement concerning
‘ the interview of Saturday is there-
| fore incorrect at every point. In
his further statement that I told the
newspapers that the bill had become
a law he is aiso wrong. The news-
] paper representatives were told be-

fore my office closed for the day

go by? My recollection on this .
point is confirmed by a gentleman

who was present during the inter- ¢
view. 2

v

w

¢

-ter, f0 the: Leglslature

}p{zséf

i Mr Archer’s further statement about
e our interview on Monday. morning
h, is as incorrect as the others. Since.
€l he received on Sa.turday no intima-
C tion of an intention to allow his bill
e tol become a law there could have
a t ~been no pomt in the poor: Jest he
3] attnbutes o "me. i
h- “This  _statement I issue not for
personal reasons, but in order to
it counteract the effect of a desperate-
a fabrication contrived and circulated
b , for the obvious purpose of affecting
N legislation. The concurrent opinion *
ot of the State Bpard of Education,
o the Masgachusetts Bar Association .
si . id the, Boston Bar Association is .
e against the proposed measure; and’
\ the frantic attempt to win sympathy
be by, a false ;statement concerning an
s mfevview in this office should con-
b virice évery oné that it'is unwisé to.
confer further powers upon the in-
stitution in question. Yours very
: truly, Eugene N. Foss.”

- E R i
that no Statement concerning my
action would be made until Monday.
The same announcement was made
from my home Saturday evening in
reply to repeated telephone calls.

Division on Sustaining Veto. '
Senator Fisher of Westford upheld

< congratulations on“the success of

il ing T “Was called ~ up

i Sunday: morhing a reporter info

.:wealth by the highest ofﬁce ‘n
gift”

’ﬁce that Monday morning, he’ a.sserte
An" His létter,.

|“COWARDLY” SAYS ARCHE

the Governor, as did Senator Sfearns

of Cambmqge. i Sénators. Bagley: and
Bremnan 6f Bostén urged, the pagsage’
of the, bill over the veto., The rollcall
reeulied as follows#:. vt

In !Favor of Passing Over the Vef.o——-
Allen Bagley, Brennan, Chase Fitz-
gerald, Garst, Halley, Hersey, ‘Hickey,
Joh)non, McCarthy, Norwood Timilty,
‘Whegler14.

Against Passmg ‘Over the Veto-—Baze-

‘ ley, Eellamy, Blanchard, Clark, Cool-
idge, Draper, Eldridge, Fay, Fisher,
:oldon, Hiiton,- Hobbs, Mack, McGon-

. agle, MoLah Montague, Quigley,

Stearns, W Wells, Willlams—21,

L' I o (- -

‘_’-\.‘_{)\

4

il it is now a questlon of ver a,clty bet

- ment 1s as follows:

Sen tor oyce was paxred in
theé hill :with lSexiator

Demoerats votmg ‘to -sustain
eruor . were Draper, ther, Mac
Gonagle ang- Quigley, showwg a_
split in the Governor s party.

3

Basis .of - Archer Complaint‘.\

Aftér’ Gov Foss had commuhic
his veto to the House last ‘week, D
Afrcher sent a letter to the Liegisl
declaring that the Govérnor had: b
petrated a cruel hoax” &#nd 't
“gloatéd, over. the trick” ‘he saillr he ha
played on him

‘Dean Archeér met the Governor in th
Executive Chamber a week’ag dr
day by invitation 6f Mr Foss; O
mtervxew Dean Archer said in:k

“I*aid not know at: the time-tha
had already vetoed the bill; tha
had sent his message to the clerks
fice before inviting me to meet: h
that he was practising a crue] de
tion upon me. While he made no p
izes, he certainiy gave ile the Py
sion that he would act favorably
) “After I reached home in tH
on the té&l
by’ nEwspapet réparters, who' infol
me that the Goverfior had gone
and’that the bill had not' beer vel

me that he had just talked with
Governor over the telephone, an
he: had ‘declared . that. he had, et,
;Jill pass .and that if was ali
aw.” i

Dean Archer said he I‘ece1ved ma

measure, and had a happy day:in:
assurance that. two years’ of - bit
contest wasg ended.

Then, he.added, the next mornimn
was dumfounded to learn “that:it wi
all a cruel hoax, perpetrated by Y
man. who has'three times been h
ored by -the people of this Comny

When he called at the Governor s

the Governor . “gl
over:the trick He had played, and
clared that he merely wanted to:
me ‘a pleasant  Eastér Sunday

Gods! A pleasant Easter Sunda
what of Monday?’ -

Says He Referred to Veto' Onl
Hope of Inducmg Foss: to Ma
Some Deﬁmte statement. )

" WOBURN, April 1—Dean (éas

Archer of ‘the Suffolk Law 8Scho

cut’ a statément tonight from his ho

on Mishawum road; alleging tha.t G

Foss used ‘a cowardly method:in. W

ing until yesterday, just before the vo

was taker ‘in the Senate on the Suffél

Law School veto, before sending 'h

letter .to Senator Quigley. Dean-Archer

says that in this way the Governc%(
gave him no chance to answer. He

the Governor and’ himself. The _s

p

ey
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‘lohg interview with; him
n ¥ March 22, ‘Will ‘you' re-
call your veto; Governor? o
T had tried in every: way I .could
think .0f for an hour and a half {0 get
some Mne.on: the Governor’'s: pi‘oba,%le
action on’ the Suffollt Law School bill. [
had ‘asked’him directly over and over
againi what he intended to do with it,
but I could get iio glimmer of his in-
tention. 8o, as.a. parting shot, in the
hope that he would say something that
would: be dofinite, ‘T tried the other tack
and pui’ the guestion to him that he
Juotes in his letter to Senator Quigley,
but I did it without the .slishtest jdea
that he had already vetoed the bill
“This nuestion, llke all ‘the others,
elicited no reply. BT . :
“Ii{'is vather significant that the Gov-
ernor, . who: had ‘more than 24 hours
after the publication.of my letter to the
members of thé Legislature in which te
refute my statement before the House
acted, and more than a week before the
Senate acted;, never chose to avail him-
self of the opportunity, but adopted the
cowardly method of waiting wurtil. today
to send, his letter to the 'Senator, to be
read just before the vote was tak
and when I had ric chance to e
“Hvery word contained in my. le
t6 the l.egislature’ was absolutely 't
It is now. a-guestion of veracity"
tween the Governor and myself,'and 1
am content to 'let:the public judge’for

: . itself.” i
BOSTON (Mges»} TRANICRIPT
’ KEEP UP THE FIGHT
2 _

Dean

line,
lution
have

strated beyond
trial of strength will result in victory.
The growing populari
and the wave of public
sweeping over the
pe illustrated than by
of the House this year.
won by a vote of 93 to 97; this year by
the astonishing vote of 153 to 67.

« wish to extend to our friends in

heartfelt thanks
done for us this ye

that 1914 will find us right on the firing
with new courage and a firm reso-
e until our school shall
justly

entitled—power to confer degrees.

A"rcher Jssues a Statement Re-
zarding Law School Veto

Dean Gleason LM#¥Her of the Suffolk
gchool of Law has given out a statement
in which he thank
meagure to grant the school the ‘
confer the degree of bachelor of"gaws
and assures them that he will be next
year fighting as hard as ever.
stated:

«rhe failure of the
bill to pass over
the Senate today

s the suppo¥ters of the
right to

The dean

Suffolk Law School
the governor’s veto in
is fn no wise discour-

to the officials and friends of the

aging

fnstitution. It will not adversely affect
the work of the school mnor its future’
prospects. The school ha: now demon- |

rruestion that the next

ty of the school
centiment that is
gtate cannot better
the increased vote
Last year we

Y_

- <

pranches of the Legislature our
for what they have
ar and to assure them

to persever C
secured that to which it is
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FOSS CONTRADICTS
ARCHER STATE
Governor Accuses Su% 1R »s e hool

Dean of “Attempt to Win Sympathy
by a False Statement.” .

The senate. 14 to 21, with one pair, refusec
to pass the Suffolk law school bill over the
veto of Gov. Foss. _ M

Allen of Melrose urged
the veto, saving that theidggree is of value
to the graduate who succeeded ir
finishing his course with fonor, and that
the school has proven its high character.

Quigley of Holyoke read a letter fromw
Gov. Foss explaining the Dean Archer in.
cident, and the ‘“pleasant Easter Sunday”
episode, and’ charging an attempt to raise
“g false issue.”

Letier From Gov. Foss.

In the letter Gov. Foss wrotei—

““A public official cannot deny every er-
ronecus report concerning his public’ oy

s passabe over

{

pay no attention to such matters®™®&Ehen
however, a personal statement: that is: af
every essential point a puré fabrication is
sent to mémbers of the legisldfire for the
obvious purpose of influenc¢ing the vote -or
‘an’ important public question, it becomes
.| nedessary to take: cognizance of & mat”’
| ter ‘otherwise unworthy of attention.

. “Dean -Archer asked for an INTSIVIewW;
,F”Yn order that he might make a statement
~ concerning his case. I therefore arranged

RM«“ to see him Almost the last words of Mr.

l
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- twice.

Archer as Me left the office were:— .

““The legislature has passed the bill
Won't you recall the veto and let
it go by?” . :

“My recollection on this point is con-
firmed by a gentleman who was present
during the interview.

“Mr. Archer's statement is therefore in-
correct at every point Mr Archer's
- further statement about our interview on
Monday morning is as incorrect as the
others Since he received on Saturday no

~ S intimation of an intention to allow his bill —

?, > - ,,
K L] H

B to_become a law, tirere tould -have been no
point in the poor jest he attributes to me

‘““This statement I issue not for personal
reasons, but in order to counteract the
effect of a desperate fabrication, contrived
and circulated for the obvious purpose of’
affecting legislation. The concurrent opin-
ion of the board of education, the Mass
Bar Assn an#f the Boston Bar Assp. is
against the proposed measure; and the
frantic attempt to win sympathy by a
f#lse statement concerning an interview
in this office should convince everyone
that it is unwise to confer further powers
upon the institution in question.”

The roll-call: ‘

In favor of passing over the veto—All
—Allen, Bag- =
ley, *Brennan, Chase, *Fitzgerald, Garst, *Haé;-
ley, ¥ersey, *Hickey, Johmson, *McCarthy, No:~
, wood, “Timilty, Wheeler—14 ' ’
gainst—Bazeley, Bellamy, Blanchard, Clark
Coolidge, *Draper, Eldridge, Fay, *Fisher, Gor-
Eggé I—LIIiltotn Hobbs, *Mack, *McGonagle, Mc-
, Montague, *Quigley, St 3,
Wi}liams—Zla Quigley, Stearns, Ward, Wells,
Paired~-Yes, *Joyce; no, *Horgan,

4

*Democrat

A Y M T

‘\ private acts, and it™s my general rule tq>—
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YEAR,” HE SAYS

- Bill’s Supporters,

i

‘Says Velo Wﬂﬁect Work

| Statement Given Out by
Him This Forenoon:.

‘Dean Gleason 1. Archer of the Suffolk
School of Law has given out a state-
ment in which he thanks the support-
ers of the measureitd grant the school
the right to confer the Qegree of bache-
lor of laws, and assures them that he

hard as ever. The dean stated: -

‘““The failure of the Suffolk Law School
bill. to pass over the Governor’s veto in
the Senate today 1S in no wise discour-

institution. lt will not dadverssly af-
fect 'the work of the school nor its
futura prospects. The schoul has now
4 demonstirated beyond question that the

nekt  trial of strength will result in
victory.. = .. o ¢

The growing popularity of the school
and the wave of public sentiment that
‘Is sweeping over the State cannot bet-
ter be illustrated than by the increased
vote of the House this year. Last year
we won by a vote of 98 to 97—this year
by the astonishing vote of 155 to 67.

“I wisll {0 extend to our friends in
both branches of the Legislature our
heattfeélt thanks for what they have
done for us this year and to assure
them that 1914 will find us right on the
firing line, with new courage and a firm
resolution to persevere until our school
shall have secured that.io which it is
justly. entitled—power to _confer de-
grees.” .

Dean Archer Thanks|

| of Sufo Law Sehool.

will be “on deck’ next year fighting das|’

aging to the officlals and friends of the |
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8OSTON (Mass.) CHRIE SCIL. MON-
ARE, 2, 1913

SUFFOLK LAY
‘SCHOOL.TO TRY

“AGAIN IN 1914

\ -
Dean Archer Issues Statement|

Thanking Supporters of Meas-

Gr

aing Degrees

ec]aring that efforts will be resumed
next year to gain victery, Gleason L.
Archer, dean of the Suffolk School of
Law, issued a statement today thanking
supporters of the measure to grant the
sthool the 1ight to.confer degrees which
was finally defeated in the Senate yes-
terday when by a vote of 21 to 14 Gov-

ure Providing the Privilege of |

DEFEATS BILL|

C

<

Y

{ernor Foss® veto of the bill was sus-.

ernor regarding a statement Mr. Archer
recently sent to members of the Legis-
lature.

The dean stated: .

“The failure of the Suffolk Law school
bill to pass over the Covernor’s veto in
Jthe Senate today is in no wise discourag-
ing to the officials and friends of the in- |
i stitution. Tt will not adversely affect
the work of the school nor its future

1 of:

|yond question §fthat the next tria

fstyength will result in victory.
Ing popularity of the S
of public sentiment t
the state cannot bett

school and the wave
bhat is sweeping over
e state er be illustrated tha
hy: the inereased vote of the House thi;1
_ g;@?‘ gl;ast yeéar .we won by a vote of
I8 to 97—this year by the astonishi
Vote of 155 67). y the astonishing
» “1 wish to extend t i
. > o our f i
both branches of the ' islagure o
heartfelt thanks for
gﬁng ‘for us th_is year and to assure them |
ﬁr?;f ;9,14 will find us right on the |
'ing line, with new cours )
resolution to il our st
: ;Illat]jlv have secured that to which it is
ustly  entitled—power 't '
sl p o confer de-
o The Gove'rnor.’s letter was addresséd to "
enator :Qu‘ligley personally, and is ag fol-.‘

lowsy

-

| prospects. The schopl has now shown be- -

The grow- ;

¢ Legislature our u
what they have :

persevere until our sehool!
P : o Lo

| tained. (Lefore the vote was taken Sen-
lator Quigley read a letter from the Gov- iy

.

-

' of .the Suffolk Law School asked for an .

-~

{

&

1

i

<
|
i~
IS
-

!

{

r

i

{

-

i

i

“Dear Sérx_;fgl'-z_p\;}fxiic ‘official Caninot |,

dény, ‘every: efroneous 1eport, co.nc’e.'r'ﬁing‘l"
his publi¢ or'private acts, and it is my |
general rule to pay no attention to such ’
matters, When# howeder, 2 “persor}al e
statemeinit. tha ‘at every ‘ essential

point a _pure: fabrication is sent to mem-|-
bers of the Legislature for ‘the obvious
purpoge, of influencing thie v_ote jon an|
important public. question. it becomes

necessary to take cognizance of a matter
otherwise unworthy of attention.: -

“On Saturday, M

March 22, Déan Areler ||
make a

I there-
in the in-|

interview in order that he might
statement colicerning his case.
fore arranged to see him, and )
terview went over the entire mattgr. '
did not tell him in advance of the read-!
ing of the veto message to theALegxs-'
lature that I had vetoed the Dbill, but
the entire couversat )
the same day with other advoeat;‘es‘of
the bill, proceeded upon the assumption

that it -was my intention to veto the- an

measure. Almost the last words of M

Archer.as be left the office were: “The .
Legislature has passed the bill twice.
Won't you recall the veto anfl let'lt gto;
by ? © My recollection on this point 18

sonfirmed’ by a gentleman who was

present during. the ifiterview.. o

"My, Archer's statement coneerning
the interview of Saturday is 'thqr_efo;'e
incorrect at every point: In his. further
statement  that I told the newsapapers
that the bill had become 2 law he is
also’ wrong. The newspaper representa- ’
tives were told before my of_ﬁcg closed
for the day that no stateme11t concern-
.ing. my action would be made until Mon- |
jay. The same announcement was ma.(‘le
from ' my home Satuvr»day evening 1n
reply to repeated telephone calls, ~Mr. |
Archer’s ~,§urtherfstateme1113 ab‘out our
interview on Monday morning is as in-
correct as the others. ‘
on .Saturday no intimation, of an in-

tention to allow his bill to become, 2 }

l&w .there-.could ‘have been no point. in
the ‘poor jest he attributes to me. t
“This statdment I. issue not for per-
sonal vreaSOQ{é, but in order to counteract
the .effect of a desperate fabrication eon-
trived ~and “citculated for, the obvious
purpose of. affecting. legislation. The
concurrént opinjon of the state board of
eduéatid.h,; the Massachusetts Bar Asso-
ciat'-iflm al;td ‘the! Boston Bar Assqciati?n
is agains€ the, proposed measure; and tje
frantic attempt to win sympathy by @

falge, statement concexning an interview |,

in this:office should: convince every one
that it -is wnwise to’" confer further
pOWerS»uporj the institution in question.
Yours; very. truly,.. :
' < ) 9EU

GENE N. FOSS.”

1

ion, like others I had | €licited no reply.
© refute my statement before . il

. to dend his letter to the' Senator,

FETT .
M{ ﬂQJ—A.,'\

Since he received |,

N/ X))

Dean, Archer 'in _'nf)ﬂ;'ezf state
sued last night.said: > :

. $T¢ is' true.that I said to.Governos :
‘at the close of miy long intervie
Nim on: Saturday, March: 22, ‘Wi
recall: your: veto, Governi‘)f?’:i Yo

“I 'had  tried in every way."
think.-of for. an hour and a half
-some -line ‘on: the Governor’s
action on the Suffolk law. school:
had. asked ‘him directly over and
again. what he intended to do'w

«I could. get no' glimmer of his inf
8¢,:as a parting shot, in' the hope
he :would. say something :that w
definite; I “tried ‘the other tack:.
the question to him that he qu
his letter to Senator Quigley, bu
it without the slightest idea that
already vetoéd the bill. - . |
“This question, like all. the

‘Tt is rather significant thaf the
ernor, who. had, more;’ than] 24 -
after the publication of:my letter t
members oft the Legislature in' Whi
acted, and more than a week- befer
Senate ‘actéd, never .chosé to ave
self of the opportunity, but adopted.
cowardly method.of waiting unti

read, just Lefore the vote was t
and when T had no chance to respe
“Every word contained ‘in my let
to the Legislature was absolutely t
It is now a question of veracity .
tween, the Governor: and myself, :ani
am goitent to let the publiciy
itself:” -

T
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““Held in Reserye_

Had the Senate, yeste] )

A

1) ’ - the Suffolk Law School Hif over The -
governor's “Weseweais ‘excellency might
; : B b #pve said, In the words of the black -
~ soldler in ““Kismet,” ‘“There i{s yet one A
e et e

more move.”

D X All members of the House who
ea,n Archer Thanks ] voted ‘“‘yes” on the question of passing

- the bill Over the governor's veto, last B
. week, may or may not have ever read

Bill’s S . , the page entitled ‘“Note” opposite page
' UPPOI’teI’ S. o 602 in the volume of 1904, “Laws and LT~
, ‘ ‘ Resolves of Massachusetts.” Governor ,7

L Foss, it may be said, was fully in-
formed as to the existence of the fol-

says vetﬂ wOn!t Aﬂect work lowing paragraphs which embody the

i . opinion of former Attorney General

Uf SUﬁulchhogL /;L Herbert Parker:

‘“The bill to provide for the pay-

of the Civil war was passed and & o

i ment of hounties to certain veterans . 9

| laid before the governor for his ap-

]
|
i
‘

S ta,t t 'G.' [ / probation and was returned ggr hi-}r)n B
i *1V i A . to the General Court with his ob- R S
D emen 1ven Out by T/f—ex/()“ : jection thereto. Upon a consigeira- e~
B ' 1r : ] tion of the=bill'and the vote being
Hlm Th]_.s F orenoon, Jd { taken on passing the same, the ob- g
‘ . . '{ n_gAAaSL jections of the governor thereto _. 7o

notwithstanding, it was declared

Dean Gleason L. Archer of ) assed and indorsement to that ef-
; g - Are the Suffolk p ;
School of L?.w has given out a state- fect made by thteh presidmi oﬁ.’icﬁetﬂ
-ment in which he thanks the p———— and clerks of, e two branches.

’ . " -
! the rignt to et fo Srant the lk s office of Ine seoretary of the Com
Lt g er the degree of biche- ! g B N

Ior of laws, and assures them that he z ) Tt ey, Tumbered Chapter  =— A

will 4 9% ! 458, Acts of 1904. .
be “on deck” next year fighting as “The treasurer and receiver gen-

hz}}&f} as ever. The dean stated: ;“ ../"r?f\ _p( eral, before proceeding to issue
he failure of the Suffolk I.aw School * bonds as provided for in the aect,

i‘t)}il] Ito pass over the Governsr's veto in - asked for a written opinion of th_e
e Senate today 1s in no wige disc : (-? Y\ attorney general as to the ‘consti-
aging to the officials ‘s i cour tutionality and legality’ of the act,
in;ét{tution: It WﬁlS s:td zgszf:e&f g}e giving as a reason for so doing that .
féct the work of the roal- ) - there was in his mind and in the ;Q —
futude the ‘school nor it La— 4 minds ‘of many qualified to judge’ —— .

brospects. ‘The school has

demonstrate g now a doubt as to the legal enactment

next nfl’ﬁt’ff beyond question that theg t : of the bill, as two-thirds of the em-

Victory. strength will result inX. . L~ < tire membership of the body 8 _ g > At
Th ya. . . which it originated did not vote in

and ih,,rovnng bopularity of the school . . ggnvor of passing it oyer the exec-

; € wave of public sentiment t LU ~ -> #mutive veto. The attorney general in

izrsgee?ﬂ%lsgtrg\tfeg the State cannot b}?gf ek hi% reply gave it as his opinion N '

vote of the Hoiset?l?ig by the increased that the act in question ‘is without

t
w year. Last: yea, a validity, d is in 1 if it had

e won Db v St r A | alidity, and is in law as i .
b “t o Y a vbte of 98 to 97—this” year (2 Ry 2 s _

Wig}%t%%isgi?eg goge of 155 to 6T, gggﬁr’ ”a,ppeared upon .our statute
nd to ou i ; .
Rgthtfbranches of the Leggslglgfg 501111; f The membership of the present House :_//L\
done. fov t&?‘nt}ﬁ f‘_"/"; yhat ‘they ‘have ( ~ g —A 1§ 240. Thus, according to Mr. Parker's St
8 ar an N . 3 "
them that 1914 will find wno rigthot gﬁsgﬁg: \ interpretation of the law, the vote nee

i i ess to pass a Dbill over the gov-
ssofution 1o, persevers hegy And & frm arnor's_veto 13 160 &
'shall have secured that to Whichsci}%oti);I The House “rebuke’ totalled 155—o0r

Justly entithd—gower T/\ ranfom % five short
. A ‘g(\ /K‘— 4 &L :

i < TARMY.NAVY ORDERS

F‘; SA)—CA,W ﬁ\rQOQ_ﬂ/\ QD’{&«V%\M L oam z,\w\
A Tt /t M‘f(&e ({\cu-j a . . u«JK %rm
Ap A et dee LA VORI N A

: e MW T Ve ca ey
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- CHARA CTERIZE EACH OTHER

What Gov. Foss Said of Dean Archer ’

HIS statement to members of the Legslature is at every’ essential poimnt a

pure fabrication for the obvious purpose of influencing the vote or’ an
important public .question. Mr. Archer's stétemen( 'conce‘rni‘ng the nter-
view of Saturday is incorrect at every point, -
In his further statement that I told the. newspaperss that the b111 had become
a law, he is also wrong. Mz, Archer’s further statement about our: mtervufw on
Monday is as. mcorrect as the others. -
This statement I issue not for personal reasons, but in order to- counteract
the eftect of a desperate fabrication contrived- and clrculated for the obvious pur—
pose of affecting legistation.

What Dean Archer Says of Foss

WAS guileless enough to believe that no human being could be guilty of such
hypoctisy. I would sue him for libel 1f “pis commumcatmn to. the Legis-
lature were not a privileged ome. "As it 1s, ‘1 must sub;mt to /the outtarreous

insult from his excellency.

I wish he would tell the public how he. ]ustlﬁes himself,- for twice vetomcr
our school charter when he is himself.a trustee of the Y. M. C.»A. law school,
which has: been our chief opponent. .

How does he justify himself for coercmg

Every word contained in my letter wa

ators to vote against the measure’-’
isolutely true,

AN G. L. ARCHER. GOV. FOSS.

la r f—:
b 5 «
- ‘! i~ . — ¥ - . o = L
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“I WEF Bulleless. ehough to believe |
{'that no human being could be guilty of
such hypocrisy, especially’after ‘he ’had

B v{ 2 . M\ B ) [1
2 ’ ‘ | assured me during the 1nt‘ervi‘ew.that'ﬁj

. he ‘was convinced the state board.gsr
| education had used the school’.ghame- | ¢
' , N fully ‘in reporting adversely  Without | !
" ‘| having-investigated the scliool, 13

“Were {t not for the fact iha‘t"thé
:Governor's charge that I had falsified’
A{in my statement to the Legislatyre|.
was s0 made that it is in law an absg. |

lutely: privileged communication &
would sue him. for libel;. but as it g
‘I must submit-to the outrageous in-
sult from his excellency i

‘“But now -that Gov. Foss has started/
to explain things at all’ I wish he would |
tell the public how he justifies himself
for® twice vetoing “our school chiarter
when he {8 himself a trustee of the Y.
M. C. A. law school, the rival school
" 1| that has been our chief opponent in hoth'|
‘| contests. -
“I wish he would explaln also how he !l
justifies himself for belng trustee .6f g |
school whose degree-granting power he ||
‘{ refers to in his veto message a8 -

prrectness of his statement, He says| . | ‘wrong’ that should not:be repeated. .
| that my statement of our interview on| |N] I ‘wish he would explain how Hhe.

nday morning when he gloated over ,pfies himself for coercing senatort

is ‘incorrect.| I 'stated then, and I Support,” as he did’ so shamélesily
am\ wiillng to fa the recent contest on his veto, forcing],
®, that he ekplained his deception friends of the measure to vote againmg|y
by daylag that he wanted me. to have it—contrary to their inclinations, .fg
gter Sunday.” When I there not a brovision In the - constity:
e became abusive and Jtion that none of the three branch
‘You've got of the government ,shall usurp ‘th
functions of the others?

i ,

‘}:Arc‘lf‘lér"Calls Governor Hy pocrite and- Charges Him Calls Action ,;anm w(-}'i;fing ”
Q‘:: - with Coercing Senat og's_vto-V()te Against Degree Privileges
‘ Bill Granting Degree Privileges. il Hypocritical.

1] : -

N

. / L ‘ '
egson ‘L. Archer, dean of the Buffolk) Suffolk law school was taken, asserts (Continued ¥rom Page One.)

v 2 o . o that .my letter to the members of the
,I'Of’ Law of Baaton, hurled the lie Legislature March 24 wasg 'at every es-
at'Goy. Foss today In a statement 1ssued | oo puiay noint a pure fabrication.” Every
the ~press, Tlie dean declared’ he| word. contained in my letter was abso-
ould . bring suit against the- Governor | ltely true, and in spite of his outrage-
- 1 " to the Leglslatur ous assertion the Governor himself ad-
el.for. declaring to the - €| mits the truth of practically every one
he (Ardher) ‘had falsified, wWere it|of them in his letter to Senator Quigley.
1 the fact that the communication | He axélmits1 that he ‘arrangeﬁ’ to:-see me;
b that he did see me, and that we went
state Svenafte yesterday yvas & over ‘the entire matter although, as he
od’ communication, Mr. Archer | yo..g the veto had already been filed
the Governor-a hypocrite. He also|two hours before.

iag o . h ing sen- ‘These are the materia} points .of |

| BN rges the Govexnlo r w?h coere ugre to | MY statement that the Governor char-
Tatorg to vote against the meas -acterizes as ‘a pure fabrication.”’ He
rant the law school the power to grant gayg that he did not tell the reporter
e Sunday morning that he had taken no

e .

a8 ‘a pure fabrication” He] ;
e did not tell the reportei !t
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| action on the bill, yet I can produce “It is\sigpfficant that thé Govérnor In-a n to his. sta

a ; ! y j i8..gtatement. oritict:
the man and he will take oath to-tife éight days before replylng.to, ing th¢ Governor, Dean Archer sald:
gorrectngss of his statement. He' says giyent and then had his letter |t “The
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ﬁgﬁingtﬂgxg?; *}?gﬁog!; 1;1'2’6;‘37;5“; v(:; 1046 inf] -en(\:ve the vote of the Senaten {bill to pass over
i day - ing. whe i just before thé'Voie Was taken dhd when{d |in the Senate tod in n} wise

| the Governor safd Dean Archer’s )me»-‘_ls ingorrest. ‘I stated -then, and X ~11 could not gossiﬁly respond. 30 courgging to the agﬂigia{ls ay ! P

¥ Fegirding their interview was in-'am willlhg to take oath to- the #aet{d v o3y aggerts that T used the expression | I' | of the institution. It will not adverse

. ¢t. at every point. Dean Archer | now, that he explained his deception on ‘Won't you recall your veto?” I .did|n |affect the work of the schbol or ‘i

reviously sald that Gov. Foss had|by saying that he wanted me to have use the expression, but only after I had| | | future prospects, The school has 1fo

h-hirh the. impression he would not| ‘a pleasant Haster Sunday.’ When I exhausted every other means of getting' demanstrated beyond ques‘tlo%”fh’a& t

the bill,swhen, as a matter of fact, | reproaclied him he became abusive and|/A |, direct reply. T hoped thus to surprise |1] | new trial of stréngth will restilt in: v

svgto; had already been written two|sald among other things., You ve gotip IBim into sayifig that there was no veto tory. , The growing popularity of"t

oung: . i't“ln the neck. Now don’t squeal. © {in existence. His. response to my query schoof\zand the wave of public: séntire

Dean Archer’s statement today, reply- It is significant that the GOVernorin |wag to take my hand in both of his at|V | that is'‘sweeping over the state cannot ||

.-[ing to-that of the Governor’s of yester- |'waited for eight days before replying toin . parting and with ‘tears in his voice’ to|t | better Be illustrated than by the in:

i follows: L my ' statement. and ‘then had his letter | assure me that I déseryed to win; that!t | creased vote of the House this yea
Foss in his letter to .Senator|read to influence the-vote of the Senate his office was_ope ¢ at all times— | a | Last year we. won there by a vote. of #

Q ‘whiéh the latter read in the

Q : o - come when T~ would
Sensate: yesterday before the vote on the| <(Cohtinued on Page Two, Column 3.)

tagain for s defipite ang
1sured ‘me fervently thi

— & —= = - EEER Ty - worry at the outt:bme:y' ] Lo L N ] |
L ’ N | -

pressed him1{ . to 97--this vear by the astonishing vote
and he as-| "} of 165 to 67."" ™. = _.f o
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’ AN EXECUTIVE CONUNDRUM

. “.. .

 BY THE WaAY

. I . ‘ -
1. May we vrqm’lnd the Governor that
he does not have to wait until Jan. 1

Without entering into any dis-
» cussion of the merits of the legis-
10f next year in order to swesr off of- lation prayed for by the Suffolk
ﬁdia: 391::11131 Md;'“‘“’“ if he should law school, of which Gleason L.
wait un en, - . . . .
because unnecess:ﬁ?ﬁﬁ:ég&?ﬁ Archer ?f this city is the dean,
no more .official jokes. on - his part and which was vetoed recently,
S and for the third time in as many

thereafter.:

HR _ . ; years, by Governor Foss, the]|'
e - story of the mix-up between the
 Despite the el rations of Sen. : chief executive of the state, anfi
jator ‘Brennén,” Senator McCakthy and]. the head of the law school, is
e Soner rancn voted veabrant | b i the fret or only instance of
sustaln the veto of Gov. Foss on the the uncertainty attaching to fore-

Suffolk school of law bill, which has . ) :

creaéed 80 much interest and comment eastmg the governor's action. He
on Beacon Hill of late because of the ig

 controversy between his excellency and |’ Is a conundrum to almost every-
Dean Argher-of the school. Theé vote. body who comes in contact with

was not as:close.ag was expected, there
being only 14 votes rqcorded in favor of
overridi -thet j}tv.s,gainst 21 to sus-

tain; the veto.

him officially, if current reports
are true. A pat on the back, and
& ‘were 70 o, 1y the glad hand, together with the
There were 70 0dd matters on yes-{, comradic “Old Boy” seem to be
capable of all sorts of translation,
but to which the governor alone
holds the key. Men of all shades

M 0\)\'«,\ Yt of opinion, and representing all

political divisions are getting tired
® . :
| Dean Archer and Governor Foss seemn of jthe methods in vogue in 'the
’;ZI;: amer I:EIO elec; each other to the executive chamber, some of which,
; club. Name t . e
N ‘e the Club. if correctly reported, tend to lower
T e atvasy the dignity of the high office.




Governor and Dean of Suffoik Law
School Give Each Otheér the Lie

WOBURN._MAN STANDS PAT

Gleason L. Aréhei‘, dean of the
Suffolk Law school, and a resident
on Mishawum road in this city,

twas featured in Boston papers this

morning as a, party to a controversy

| between bhimself and the governor,

'the latter’s action

the trouble having its origin in
in connection
with his wveto of the bill which
gave the right to the Suffolk law
school to confer degrees.

Three years ago Dean Archer
was a petitioner for this right and
secured favorable action at the
hands of the legislature, but Gov-
rernor Foss vetoed the bill and the
executive action was sustained.
Tast year a similar bill was intro-
duced, passed both houses, and
again., was turned down by the
£OVernor.

Nothing daunted by the two
defeats, Dean Archer came up
smiling this year, and after a hotly
contested fight secured favorable
action in both Senate and ¥Howuse,
and the bill was sent to Governor
Foss for the third time.

i And right there the trouble
cloud began to gather. The gover-
nor had until Saturday night,
March 22, to sign the bill, veto it
or allow it to become a law by
doing mnothing. According to a
letter sent to all the members of
the»«legxslature by - Dean. Archer
rand published in the Boston papers;
he (Archer) called on the Governor
by appointment at 4.30 p. m. and
discussed the bill with bhim until
6. While the governor gave no
indication as to his feelings, he
listened with apparent interest.

¢« X.ater that night, and the next
lday, Easter Sunday, Dean Archer
received, he alleges, many con-
gratulations on the fact that the
governor had allowed the bill to
&become a law by not signing it.
- Butb Dean Archer when he
{ reached Boston Monday morn-—
ting was startled by the report
{that Governor Foss had vetoed
i the bill and filed the veto with the
~clerk at 2 p. m. March 22, two
i hours before the interview with
" Axrcher.

Archer said he called on Gover-
nor Foss Monday for an explana-
tion and was told that he (the
governor) allowed the Saturday
interview because he wished to
give Archer a pleasant Easter.
This statement of Archer to the
legislature was effective in the

House which body passed the bill {

over the Governor’s veto by many
votes more than the required two-
thirds. '

Yesterday, after several post-
ponements for one reason and ano-
ther, the matter came up in the

Senate.  ~That the 6p'porients of

the mea,sure had b_ en. busy ‘was
made evident in fheé wote whlch
stood 14 for the bill npj;w;thstand—
ing ' the governor’s objections, to
21 against. And that was the end
of the matter for the current year.

Incident to .the debate. yester-
day in the senate and just before
the vote was taken Senator Quig-
ley of Holyoke the governor’s
personal representative on the floor
read a letter from Governor Foss,
in which he characterized Dean
Archer’s letter to the legislature as
‘incorrect at every point,””? and

©
|

he added that Archer as the in-
terview ended asked ‘“Wont you
recall the veto and let it go by?”’
showing that Archer must bhave
known that the governor had
already vetoed the measure.

Dean Archer when seen at his
home on Mishawum road last
evening, admitted that he asked
the question the governor had
cited, but, he said, “I had tried in
every way I could think of for an
hour and a half to get some line
on the governor’s probable action
on the Suffolk Law school bill. I
bad asked him directly over and
over again what he intended to
do Wlth it, but T dould get no glim-~
mef” of his intention. So, as a
‘parting shot, in the hope that he
would’ say somethlng ‘that would
be definite, I trled the other tack
and put the gquestion to him that he
guotes in his letter to Senator
Quigley, but I did it without the
slightest idea that he had already
vetoed the bill.

‘““This question, like all the others
elicited no reply.

‘It is rather significant that the
governor, who had more than 24
hours after the publication of my
letter to the members of the legis-
lature in which to refute my state-
ment before the House acted, and
more than a week before the Seni—
ate acted, mnever chose to avai
himself of the opportunity, but
adopted the cowardly method of

letter to the Senator, to be read
just before the vote was taken,
and when I had nd
respond.

“Every word contained in my
letter to the legislature was ab-
solutely true. It is now a question
of veracity between the Governor
and myself, and I am content to
let the public judge for itself.’”’
0—0—0O

chance to

Habitual Thought Counts. L
it is the habitual:® thought' ‘that
fraynes itself into our life. ‘It affects

nug. 'even more than our Intimaté social
relations do.—Scotulsh Reformer.,

waiting until today to send his’
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POSS WAS ABUSIVE

DECLARES ARCHER

SuﬁMaw School

Dean Says

Only One Thing Prevents Him

- Suing Governor for I.ibel

The very last chapter in the contro-
versy between Go'vernor Foss and
Dean  Gleason L.. Archer of the Suf-
folk Law - School closed last mnight
with the refusadl of the Governor to
make a réply to the statement issued
'yesterday afterncon by Mr. Archer.

“I have told all 'the facts and I
have mnothing to add to them,” ‘was
the answer of the Governor when

\shown the statement in which Mr.
!Archer declared that he would have
brought suit against the Governor for
libel had not the statements of the
Go'vernor been made under privilege
of a communication to Senator Quiig=
ley.

SAYS FOSS WAS ABUSIVE

Mr. Archer in his statement yester-
day reiterates his sStory of alleged de-
ception on the part of the JGovernor,
who, he says, led /him to belileve the
il might Pecome a law, wheny at the
time, it had been vetoed.

Mr. . Archer also makes the charg‘e
that the Governor was abusive when
reproached by Dean Archer. Mr. Arch-
er quotes the Governor as saying:

“Youve. got it in the mneck. Now,
den’t saueal.’

The Archer statéement is as follows: |

Will Swear to Facts

ter)zes fAs ‘a pure fabrication:’ Fle
says that he did mnot tell, the reporter .
Sunday morning that he had taken no
action on the bill, yet I can produce
the man and he will take oath to the
correctness of his statement. e says
that my statement of our interview on
Monday morninsg when he sloated
over me is incorrect I stated then,
and I am willing to take oath to the

fact how, that he explained his dJde- :

ception by saying that.he wanted
to have ‘a pleasant I asteér  Sund
When I reproached hrim he TDbec e
abusive and said among. other things:

‘¥You’ve got it in the hneck. Now, don't

call the <eto and let it go by?’ My
recollection on this point is confivmed
by a gentleman who was present dur-
Ing the interview.

Archer Flatly Contradicted

*Mr.  Archer’s statement concerning
the interview of Saturday is there-
fore incorrect at every point. in
his further statement that I told the
that the . bill had become
is also wrong The news-
Paper. representatives were told be-
fore my  office closed. for the day that-|
no - statement concerning my action
would be made wuntil Monday. The
same announcement was made from
my home Saturday evening. in reply
to repeated telephone calls. Mr. Arch-
er’s further statement about our in-
terview on Monday morning is as
incorrect as the others. Since he re-
ceived on Saturday no intimation of
an intention to allow his bill to be-
come & law there could have been no
Point in the poor jest he attributes
to me.

‘““This statement I issue not for per-
sonal reasons, but in order to counter-
act the effect of a desperate fabrica-
tion contrived and circulated for the
obvious purpose of affecting legislas-
tion. The concurrent opinioni of the
State Board of Education, the Massat
chusetts Bar Association and the Bos-
ton Bar ~ Association iz againsgt the
Proposed measure ; and the frarxtic at-
tempt to win sympathy by a false
statement concerning an interviéw in
this officé should convince every one
-iia»t it is unwise to confer further
ferEdasa VEIeR the lnstxtutlon in gues-
®Peur

Tebms | T .

SEETIWROSS

sgueal.”

It is significant that the Governor:
waited for eight dJdays before replyving
to .My ‘statement and then had his letter
read to influence the vote of the Sen-
ate just before the vote was .taken
and when I could not possibly réspond.

Hoped to Surprise Him

““¥le asserts that I used~ithe expres-
sion “Won’t you recall your veto?
I did usé the expression, but only
sftar I  had exhausted every ot
means of getting a direct reply., . I hoped
thus 1o surprise him into. sayinsg ‘that
there was no veto in’ existénce. XHis
response to. my dquery .was to, take my
hand in both of his at parting and Svith:
‘tears in ‘his vdice’  to assure me that
. I Qeserved to winji that his office was
open. to me at =zll times—come when I
wonid. I Pressed him again for a defin-
ite answer and he assured me fervently
that.-T need not worry at the outcome:

1 ‘was' guileléss enough to believe
that no Human being could bk guilty of
such hypocrisy, especially after he had
Bssured me during the interview that
‘he ‘was convinced the State Board of
Hducation had used the-school shame-
fully in .reporting adversely without

> school. - =

N Protected by Law
. ‘*Were .it mnot for the fact that the
‘Governor’s charge that I had falsified
in my statement to tlie Legislature was
so madé that it is in law an absolutely
privileged communication T would sue
him for libel; but as it is T must submit
to. tha outrageous insult from his Ex-
CellencyA

But now ' that Governor ¥oss has
started to explain things at all, I wish
he would tell the public how he justifies
himself for twice vetoing our school
charteér when he is himself a trustee of
the Y. M. C. A. law school, the rival

school tli been our chief opponent
in both congests.

L wish - would explain also how he
justifies himself for being trustee Of 2
school whose degree-granting power he
refers to in his veto message as a
“wrong® that should not be repeated.

Alleges Coercion

I wish he would explain how he jus-
tifies himself, for _c¢oercing senatorial
support, as s/he did so shamelessly in
the recent contest on his veto, forcing
. friends of the-measure to vote against
Cit—contrary| to their inclinations. Is
there not.#@ provision in the constitu-
tion that none of the thrée branches of

+he savernment shall usurp the fumc-




Mr. Archer

in his statement yester-
day

reiterates his story of alleged de-
ception on the part of the Governor,
who, he says, led /shim to believe the
bill might’ become a law, when/s at the

time, it had been vetoed.
Mr. Archer =also makes the ‘charse
that the Governor

was abusive when
reproached by Dean Archer. Mr.
““You've got

it in the neck.
den’t squeal.”

The Archer statement is as follows.\

Will Swear to Facts

- The
Statement that the Governor charzc-
terizes a8 ‘& pure fabrication:’ ¥le
says that he did mnot tell the reporter

>s5e are. the -material points of my |

Sunday morning that he had taken no:

action on tle bill, yvet I can produce
the man and he will take o6ath to the
correctness of his statement. Ile says
that my statement of our interview on
Monday morning when he Zzloated
over mme is incoryect I stated then,
and I am willing to take oath 'to the
fact how, that he explained "his
ception by saying that he wanted .

to have ‘a pleasant Xaster  Sund;
When X réproached him he bec
abusive and sald amonsg other things
‘¥You've got it in the neck. Now, don’t
squeal.’

“It s

significant that the Governor:
waited for  eight days before ‘replying
to .my statement and then had his letter
read to influence the vote of the Sen-
ate just before the vote was taken
and when I could not Possibly respond.

Hoped to Surprise Him

““Elfe asserts that I used -the expres-
sion Won’t you recall your veto ?*
T @aid use the expression, but only
aftar I had exhausted every ot
means of getting a direct.reply. I hoped
thus 1o surprise him into saying that
there was no veto in  existénce. Xis
response_to Iy query was to, take mny
nand . in both of his at partx‘ng and with
‘tears in his véice’ to assure me that
I deservea to win; that his office was
opernn to mme at zll times-—come when 1
wonld I pressed him again for a defin-
ite answer ‘and he assured me fervently
that I need not worry at the outcome:

“I was  guileléess enocugh Jdo  believe
that no human being could Pe suilty of
such hypocrisy. especially after he had
Zssured me during the interview that
he was convinced the State Board of
P Tiducation had used the -school shame-
|fully in  reporting adversely without

: - smelrool.

N Proieéted by Law .

“cWere,.it mot for the fact that the
Governors charge that I had falsified
in my statement to tle Lesgislature was
sc madé that it is in law an absolutely
privileged communication T would sue
him for libel; but as it is I must submit
tao thao Outx‘a,geous insult from his Ex-
celiéncy.

“Eut now that Governor ¥oss has
started to explain things at all, I wish
he would tell the public how he justifies
himself for twice vetoing our school
chartér when he is himself a trustee of
the Y. . C. a. law school, the rival
school th been our chief opponent

would explain also how he
Justifies himself for being trustee of a
school whose degree-granting power he
reférs to in his veto message as a
“wrong® that should not be repeated.

Alleges Coercion

» <L wish he would explain how he jus-
tifies himself for ecoercing senatorial
support. as e did so shiamelessly in
the recent contest on his veto, foreing
. friends of the-measure to Vote against
"it—eontrary| to their inclinations. Is
there not a provision in the constitu-
tion that none of the three branches of
the government sh#ll usurp the func-
tions of the others"’

‘In addition to his statement
ing the Govermnor,

eriticis-
IPean Archer said:

School’s Prospecté"’ O. K.

““rhne failure of the Suffolk Law School
bill to pass over the CGovernor’'s veto
in the Senate is in nd wise discouraging
to the officials and friends. of the insti-
tution. It will not adversely affect the

work of the school or its future pros-
pects. The school has now demon-
strated beydnd question that the new
£rial of strength will result in victory.
The growinsg popularity of the school
and the wave of public sentiment that
is sweeping over the State cannot bet-
ter be jllustrated than by the increased
vote of the ¥ouse this year. rast
veaxr we won there by a vote of 98 to
97-—this year by the astonishing vote of

185 to 67.7
Gov. Foss® Letter

The letter of the Gtovernor which was
read ‘in the Senate Tuesday afternoon
by Senator Quigley is as follows:

““Dear [Senator—A public offtcial can-
not deny every erroneous reéport con-
cerning his public or private acts, and
it is My sgeneral ryrule to pay no at-
tention to such matters. When., how-
ever, a persconal statement that is at
every, essential point a pure fabrica-
tion iz ‘Sent to members of the I.egis-
lature for the obvious purpose of in-
fluencing the vote on =an important
public question, it becomes mnecessary
to take cognizance of a matter other-
wigse unworthy of attention.

““On Saturday, March 22, Dean
Aricher of the Suffolk Teavww = ool
asked for an Iinterview in  ordeér that
he might make a statement concern-

ing his case I therefore arranged
to see him, and i the interview
went over

the entire matter. X dia
not tell him in advance of the read-
ing of the wveto message to the ILeg-
{slature that I had vetoed the bill,
but the entire conversation, iike
others I had thé same day with other
advocates of the bill, proceeded upon
the, assuwmption’ that it was ray inten=
tion to wveto the measure.  .Almost the
last words of Mr. Archer as he left
the office werea *“The Y.egislature ham

assed the bill twice. Won’t you re-~

de-

e et m e et e

*“This statement I issue not for per-
sonal reasons, but in order to counter-
act the effect of a desperate fabrica-
tion contrived and circulated for the
o:bvzous purpose . of affectxng legisla—
tion The concurrent opinion of the
State Board of ¥Iducation, the Massa-
chusetts Bar Association and the Bos-
ton Bar Association is against the
rroposed measure; and the fraritic at-
tempt to win sympathy by =a false
Statement. concerning an interview in
this office should convince every one
tl;xa.t it is unwise to confer further

the ipstitution in gues-
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FOSS INTERVIEWS FOSS.
“W F.:’;)‘lgilt’ci;}e‘ns’,’ old boy, what are they saying

““Al1l sorts of things, Governor. They say

vou’re all in, politically, and that you’ve made

several kinds of an ass of yourself by your message to the

Legislature telling Wilson ~mtd the Democratic Congress
what to do on the tariff.”

Foss was interviewing Foss.

A long line of angry office-seekers waited impatiently in
the outer room, Secretary Sherman, erstwhile Deputy Gov-
ernor, scratched away on another special message, while
over in the House Martin Lomasney tore a passion to tat-
ters and down at 15 Beacon Street Tom Riley dreamed
of the happy days when Wilson was no more and -pie
might be had for the asking.

“Ha! ha! Hal”

IFoss wheeled in his chair, chuckled at Foss in the big
mirror opposite, slapped his knees, knocked his heels to-
gether and 1esumed:

“If I didn’t have those poor boobs outside to play with,
this job swould bore me. It’s not big enough 7

“I know, Governor,’’ replied Toss, but they say it’s too
big, that you can’t have it again They say you’ve had
your last piece of pie ™

“IThey said that before, ’Gene, but I got themn on the
run. The trouble with these fellows is that they don’t see

ahead, and they don’t learn by experience They forget
how I trimmed L.odge and the Republican party and led
the Democrats out of the land of bondage ”

‘“They say your success is due to luck, plus a barrel.”

“Fhey don’t know what they’re talking about, ’Gene. My
success is due to the fact that I had an idea and ham-
mered away on it I started in the 14th district of Mas-
sachusetts the revolution that culminated In the election
of Wilson.”’

“¥You should have been chosen instead of Wilson, Gov-
ernor.”

“No, ’Gene I am convinced now that the psychological
Foss moment had not arrived. The idea that I should have
been President instead of Wilson was due to a mistake on
the part of my palmist TTe has since confessed that he
mistook 1916 for 1912

“Then you are to be elected President in 19167

“Sh-sh-sh! INobody has yet discovered that in my mes-
sage to the Liegislature, but it’s there as plain as day.
Why, ’Gene, there’s nothing to it. I’ve got them on the run
already.”

“They’re wondering what party you are going to belong
to.”?

“Oh, that makes no difference. INot a bit. Party nmames
don’t mean anything. The idea, the principle, is the
thing. I’'ve got the idea—reciprocity, constructive tariff
revision. It’s a sure winner, "Gene And the Wilson policy
of tariff revision is a certain failure It’s going to railse
Cain with the industries of this country in the mnext year
or two, and throw the Democrats out of power.”

“Wilson is carrying out the promises in the Democratic
platform, isn’t he?””

“Certainly, *Gene, but that’s fatal’

“You supported that platform, didn’t you?”’

“Of course, 'Gene. I had to do that to be re-elected
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THE POKER FACE.

because on Sunday

You go—as all us pious do—to church,
Nor do I scout you when a. lie on Monday—-
We all lie, sometimes—sets a Dean to search
For that one ethic principle which alway
Guides governors and mayors and commonplace
Men from Asturia and men from Galway,
Of whom you are which—until we change your face.

I D(S not flout you, ‘Gene,

I wonder only that you caunnot sometime
Arrive at this first stepping-stone to Truth,
Reached, it may be, in age or in the bum-time,
The brief, inglorious period of Youth:
When facts refuse to pass, if you won’t face ‘em,
When faces flush, if your face shows the same—
Then, if the poker-player’s mug won’t chase ’em,

A lie, well stuck-to, always wins the game.
—W. L. S.

s School lel Be Able

: Ancither ¥dayl ”

The \ufolk

school of nién sat a

statement in whxch he than the support-

. ers of the: measure to grant the sLhuoI the
?ri:;ht-to donis: 6 o

lawws,: and assures Th .fhat he will be
next vear ﬁéhtxng ns huard as ever., The
dean stated: “Therfailure of the Suffollk
NV vghool bill fo pas's over the governoris
to Senate to-day ix in mo ‘wise
1o The- f‘)ﬁclilb and fricuds of
It Awill net adversely af-
of ‘the schwol nor its future!
“he " school has now -demon

beyond gquestion that the next. tx::ai
of stxen t]\ il - resulf in victorvi: The
t e sch and’ the

ol
hat is sweeping
e 111u5trated

‘Wwave of
- over the stat

} tlran . by yotu_ - thve T otse
we won by ote
astonlmh)n—s

2 ‘thi

155 . te T, wis £
olirT frlend<‘ in bo;.h branche: f he T.egis-
lature our Neartfsli thanks for what they
have done for us this vear and to assars
them that 1914 will find us »ight on the
firing’ line, wWith new courage and a firm
resolutlon to persevene. .untxl our school
11 ;’ive segured that t yhich i

BOSTON (Mass) MORNING HERALD

APR, 3, 1913

ACCUSES FDSS

&
'y
g
'm
ket
@
7

Dean Archer of’ Suffolk
of Law Also Gharges .
Hypocnsy- S S

ASSAILS GOVERNOR’S LETTER

Declares Senators Were Co-

ercetg\lnto Sustaining Veto ,
i
I

In sta¥ement issued yvesterday, Glga-
son ¥. .Archer, dean of the Suffolls school !
of law, the bill chartering  which wAas:
vetoed by Gov. Foss, declared the Gov-!
ernor guilty of falsehoods' and hypocr!s
and that he ha.d used coercive measures

icharges qf falsahoods apply to .State-

to bave his veto sustained. ’I‘he intirna—
tion also is cohveyved that Gov. Fossg, as
a trustee of the ¥. M. C. A. law schHool,
is prejudiced agidainst the Suﬁolh scheool.

The statement of DDean Archer«\wa,ss
made in reply to a letter from Gov. Foss
which was read by Senator Quisley Just
before the Sendte voted on the veto. The’

ments made in: this ‘letter. My, Aréher
says that if the lettér to:Senator Quigley
were mnot a privileged communiéation he
would sue the Gavernor for libel. basing
his suit on the Govermnor’'s assertipn. that
a statement “maade by: Mr. Archer im &
letter to members of the. L:egxslature .on
March 24 was “‘a pure fabrication.”

After describing an Interview: with the )

Governor in his statement, Dean Archex‘ k
says:
TTEY Twas guileless. enough  to believe
that no -human being could be gullty’ of
such hypocrisy, especially after he had'
assured mie during the interview that
he was convinced the state board (of
education had used the schpol shame-.|:
fully . in  reporting adversely ' without
having investigated the school.

“Were it not for the fact that the
Governor’s charge  that I had: falsified
in ‘my statement to the Isegislature
was so made that it is in law an abso-
lutely. privileged communication x
would. sue him for 1libel; but as it is
I must submit to  the outrageous jinm-
sult from his excelleiicy.

««I wish he would explain. how fe ju-{‘*
tifies himself for. coercing .  senatorial
support, as he did. so shamelessly 4n .
the recent contest on his veto, :Borcing<
friends of the. measure to vote again
ft—contrary to . their iaclinations. s
théere not =a pProvision in the eonstitu—f
tion - that mnoné of: tie three. 3
of  the.  moverbnment .shal
functions of they, others 2"
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BY WGREGOR

"'GGVEHN'OR"AGGUSEI—I O0F

PLAYING FAST.AND LﬂﬂSE

COUN GILLOR MAKES

HIS TALK DIRECT

Charge Is That Suggestion of Suit-
able Man For an Appointment

' ‘Was Asked and Obtained When
Person to Fill Position Had Al-
ready Been Selected. ©

Gov. Foss and Councillor McGregor have
had quite 4 set-to over appointments.
It transpires that Gov. Foss consulted

# Councillor McGregor in regard to an ap-

Dointment to the state board of health, and
the latter recommended a very prominent
physician,

Thereupon the governor invited the phy-
sician to call at the state house, and a full
half-hour interview resulted .

After all, it .came to the councillor’s ears

%ha.t the govefnor infends to name a Har-
vard man.
‘“The ecouncillor naturally became indig-
nant, and charged the governor directly
with doublé-dealing; if the governor had a
man already in, mind then it was simply
an imposition t« ask the coundillor to rec-
ommend somebody, and then waste the
physician’s timé fooling him.

Councillor McGregor talked plainly, but
the .governor ‘only smiled, and replied:
“Yow will be 1)leased; you will be pleased.”

“Do You Tl;ink Pm a Dean Archer?”

© YT’ be plea:sed"’ retorted the councillor.
“‘Do you thinlt I'm a Dean Archer to listen

“O come,” ‘responded the governor, ‘“‘you
may be sittirtig in this chair yourself some
day, and then yow'll apprecxate how hard
it. is to get Jfust the right man.’

“If T ever siit in that chair,” returned Mec-
Gregor, “y&u may be sure I won't be keep-

ing:a lot o’f people dancing like puppets on .

a-string,  a dozen au expecting the same
job.
“You'~ve got four judgships to fill and two

CIBrkshups of courts, and almost all the va-

carnci es have existed a’long time. The

_cour ts are behind hand, and prisoners and

per.sons in civil cases suffering,

“You know that the ends of justice, sim-
Ile Justlce, as well as the duties of your '

office, require you to act, and yet you don’t
make any nommatlons because you like to
guessmg, hopmg

““You can’t accuse me of holding up your

{ nommationa in-a partlsa)) way.

“I voted to cenfirm your nommation of

Clerk Bradley, a democrat;, to the Somer-’

ville .court, though Robert Luce and other
eadmg repubhcans opposed: him.

hen you 'sent m the nommatlon a

‘I “voted this year:to: wnﬁrm Dr. Briggs, E

l\t Cona Ao e e 15 e dece

/WA,’V\-\M—-\ o HA«"“N\? <C‘\* VL‘“%;M}

hou’ h last year I opposed hirn; bt this
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DENIES HE LIED

' TO GOVERNOR FOSS|

Understand That the

Would Pass.

t ?’Dean El\rcher Reiterates T hat Executive Gave Him to ;

Suffolk Law School Bill

@

“Were it not for the fact that the
governor’s charge that I had falsified
my statement to the Legislature was
s0 made that it was in law an abso-

lutely privileged communication,” said
Dean Archer of the Suffolk Law School
yesterda,y afternoon, ‘I would sue him
for libel. As it is, I must submit to
the outrageous dinsult from his excel-

er—<  leney.”

pu
la~

Dean Archer denied that he had mis-
represented the interview which he had

m~_ with the governor on the Saturday pre-

ar

|

ceding the Monday on which the veto
wag sent to the House. Xe said he took
the governor at his word and so quoted
him in the statement he sent fo legis-
lators.

I stated then,” added Dean Archer,
yesterday, ‘“‘and am willing to take oath
té the fact now that he explalned his

Hdeceptlon by saying that he wanted me

t0 have ‘a pleasant Easter Sunday.’

5\11 ‘When I reproached him he became
to ,\_/La‘.busive, _and sald among other things,
me ‘You've got it in the nmeck. Now don’t
1 squeal.’

ing ““It is significant that the govemor
ne wadted for eight days before replying to
we my statement .and then had his letter
m: read to influence the vote of the Senate
Tt just before the vote was taken and
co when I could not possibly respond.

st .“He asserts that I used the expres-

sion ‘Won't you recall your veto? 1
dld use the expression, but only after
I had exhausted every other means of
getting a direct reply. I hoped thus to
surprise him into saying that there was
no veto in existence. His response to
my query was to take my hand in both
of his at parting and, with tears in his
volce, to assure me that I deserved to
win; that his office was open to me at
a.ll times—come when I would. I pressed
agaln for a definite answer, and

i

he assured mé fervently that I need not ‘

worry at the outcome.

“I was guileless enough to belle
that no human being could be guilty.
such hypocrisy, especially after he h
assured me during: the interview: tha
was convinced that the State Board® of
Bducation has used the school shame

fully in: reporting adversely: Without 4

h,aving investigated the school. .
:“But mow that Governor Foss
started to explain things at all, I Wish,
he would tell the public how he jusﬁ-
fles himself for twice vetoing our

school charter when he is himself &
trustee of the Y. M. C. A. Law School, |
been our !:

i

the rival school that has
chief opponent in both contests:

“I wish he would explain also hdw

he justifies himself for béing trustee
of a school whose degree—granting
power he refers .to in his veto message

has ]

as a
peated.

“I wish he would explain How he fits- |
coercing sena.torlal k

tifies himself for
support as he did so shamelessly in:
récent contest on his vetow fore
friends of the measture to voter aggihst
{t—contrary to their inclinatio
there not a provision in’ the" Cows itu-
tion that none of the three branches of
the government shall ‘usutrp the it n
tions of the others?”
There will be no further attempt thls
yéar to get through the Legxslatur ]
bill granting the Law School the right:
to -confer degrees. Said Dean Archer;
on this point: af wish to extend to ow
friends in both branches of, the, Legisla.‘x
ture our heartfelt thanks for what thej
have done. for us this year and.to as
sure them that 1914 will find us . right
the firing line, with new courage an
firm resolution to persevere until "ou
school shall have secured that to- whic!
it is justly entitled—power to conter de:

4

~J

wrong” “that’ should not be re<




BOSTON (W

oo—war WIWays say,

"YOU titwe e
NS !

There is no mistaking the resp and
even affection that the nt the
Suffolk School h 1a% fodDean” Glea~
son ‘W,

The earnest Instructor blushed like a
schoolboy at the annual banquet of the
school this week when he received
three cheers such as are seldom heard

Archer was introduced as ‘“a man
whose word is believed absolutely on
any matter or in any controversy,”” and
again the loyal students “yelled their
,heads off”’ with sincere approval. Thé
i little “shot” at the governor was ap-
preciated and the young men seized it
to express their view.

Dean Archer Arrives

d: A startling intermptlon in the pro-}:
}gr'amme came with the entrance of|:
I Dean Archer, impersonated by A. I
Merigold, who demanded an interview
with CGovernor Foss. When this was
beranted he \inquired if the Governor }1
intends to sizn the bill permitting the
Suffolk Schoel of Law to fssue certifi-
cates to graduates admitting them to{.
the bhar. The fake Governor freely
‘granted the permission, and then, be-
ing interrogated by the interlocutor as
to the sincerity of his promise, stated
that he gave permission in order to
make Archer feel good over Memotial
‘Day.’

BOSTON (Mass

_ ﬁght it out in the prima.rles i

MORN. GLOBE H703

—

APR. 6, 1913,

. Gov .David’
¥ iting for.Gov Fos
b%‘k and tell him: eds ¥
W{I not be -a’ cai !da,te tor a tou '
tedin, but.the (:overnor has not
S0} a,nd Da.vxd they WL !
tha,t he may not. 1. 'Walgl s CTrieh s*
realize that it: would never do; td “he
a, Dean Arch epxsode with ‘the ‘
| Boy." s may be azll right with 4n
y outsider, but.it would hot look “well' Yo |
the Democxratlc Governar and. the .Demo- ;
cratic Lieutenant Govez‘nor calling one
| another short a.nd ugly names [N
That would be a; spectacle pleasxrg
to the eyes of the- narties ssymbolizedl
by the Elephant and! the' Bull , Moosc>
The. Govertior, ag, ‘usual,“ha

\e

Some of, Wa.lsh’,
militant friends ha,ve advxsed aim to go
right into the “®l4 Boy,’.’ take him u)'
the lapel of his eoat, and without botm-"
erig to brush the invisible thread i
His, Excellencys shoulder, inform t
that' he is 4 candjdate for first_ plaes, b, :
ahd:df the “Old Boy"’ warits to they g

GARDNER (Mass.) JOURNAT,,
APR, 17, 1913,

That seemingly level headed
legislators are easily influenced when
their sentiments are appealed to
was demonstrated when the vote
was taken to pass the Suffolk Law
School bill over the Governor’s veto.

It seems that Governor Foss had
in a joking way given the dean of
Suffolk Law_;;hm)l to understand
that he was going to sign the bill
and that he hoped he would have a
pleasant Easter,
already resolved to wveto the bill.
As soon as the veto was announced
the dean at once sent a letter to
every legislator giving the episode
in detail. Many were so angered

when he had_

at the Governor’s double dealingS

that they refused to vote to sustain
his veto just to spite him; are such
men reliable law makers?

oA,
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PITTSFIELD (Mas

: iﬁ;éi‘héad‘s of innocent parties while em-

"ition has been saved by an executive

APR, 3, 1913:.

A ’
Fiive to Pittsfield
by The Eagle. l

JOKING EXECUTIVE.

hile mirth is supposéd to e the sun-
e ‘of the soul, there are extrémes to
¢h it ought mot tobe carried. A false
ception of what constitutes &~  joke
often brought down anguish upon
larrassment ‘Has wuot infrequently” fol-
bwed in its wake. Jesting in  high
Jnces, 4f harmless, works 1o hardship |
ind may sometimes be used to illuminate,
i potnt. The artful Lincoln sent maby
if ﬁﬁ'rgtr’ougest lessons home by citing
in anécdote—but .it was not at the ex-

ense of a friend. Mapy a. serious sfd- b

¢

who Had the saving grace of laughter.
:’But the character of the “fun” in-|
{i1¥ed 'fn by the governor of the com
monwedalth , has long been a source of
amazenietit and concern to 4 great many |
people and finally the legislature i tak-
Ing cogmizance of it. Not so very !ong!
bgo M. K. Hepnessey of the Boston |
Gilobe vouched for this story involving
the executive:~—A man called at the of-
fise one day to present a matter, ‘in
which. he was deeply interested.  The
governor listened intently to all that was
said-and roddell his assent to much of
it. After a while the governor asked to
be :excused ‘for. a moment. Going into an-
other room he donned his coat and hat;

‘and leaving the state house went to his |

hime, leaving his visitor -alone in thel &  ‘Governor T : = . gu

e, ! : or Foss certainly. got himself|— Ward, Wells, Williams—-2

office. ¥t was an hour afterwards be-i &in bad in his treatment of Dean Arclher aired in Fa D eaat '
' | J of the Suffolk law school on the question | PaN yor—-Senator, . Joye:

fore the amazed . caller realized what |l iho}f lLis signalure to the Lill which passed —
) the legislature giving the school the right l

“had happened and then he went on his
way. Neither his thought at the moment
nor. his maturer opinion of the governor

35 given by Heunesséey in his Globe ac-|

count. ‘

. The Boston Traveler and Evening

Férald delivers this little preachment:i—
Tt i unfortunate for Gov. **oss. and

.—_—————fﬂ i ihad b > A !
+ ; veport was true. Todeed, when the deam /-~  SUET

L e

2ok

Tast Satorday the of “ihe school - -
-asils’:ftfc?rgt:tgagbﬁ?h?? 2 ﬁga%:gsfrom NEW SEDFORD (Mass.) MERCURY
the goverﬂdr.ilzt. had been '\::E ted that APR. 2, 1913, o
legislative permission. to confer _agsre%i >

X be vetoed by the governor, :
V“)“ldeén‘ vitoed by him last year. The

.bfpcthe school, by special appoinﬂtment:,;r.,\_
‘was presenting ‘his case to the governor, 5

£ | [Senate T e

‘the veto message had been written and\_‘ Suff oigmézl‘- . »quver’;;-oli,
commiitted to the proper . custodian for\w folk School of Law - Bif
transmission T;)ln Monday 1%1513 toe(tlhil;gpelrg& Denies Deceplion on His Part.
urt. The governor lsten ; R His Part,
ﬁ:}aiv%%‘;fand eve% gympathetically to the\ L st ‘(‘S.‘D?‘cxal 8§ the Mercuiy),

srgumeets advanced by Dean Archer.. ate: Housél Boston, April
) d did -he utter to indicate fight which the advocates of th

Not one Wor
that his decision had been made and offl- ' ; ve been ma
iglty recorded. ! ‘ € 3
cially and fcund on Monday that over the- %
buncoed. 4 v
e had been ed. . of re-| senate this afternoon when: Se:
ce have been vietims |}~ Quigley of Holyoke, read a perso

The dean went away
) ‘ € » X % T ‘. ks
'.}flul_l of hope, of ths governor, fell to piéces i

P arid prominence n ViCL % ' 3
fogtghe govgr'ﬁor’s curious taste 1n JO}UDS{; iﬁggﬁ)tg{)m the governor fatly
\1¢ is not yet forgotten that a prom which me;: of the

citizen of Essex, urged
_trustees for a proposed educ
‘tution in_that county,
time to the task, on'lgh to Tb% nformets
: ; v re g 3 EPA P by iy
_jvhen be glxe;‘tn?heg 1;;111 'pi%"idgng for °. the t‘OCI[‘!hto the bill = o
;school had been vetoed! ‘laim? fn_eplds of ‘the BeROET e
“"We respetfully suggest tg Gov. Fossi o0 d~s?fe da lln:,;gg%’ tah?'t, fll.t!égcf
that, before he nakes further arrange~|  Lp o tuers and tha ainst e
s ) . tea e S L0 and tha they.
ments 1o’ obtain a fourth cup of tea, hei rnors veto oond that v
2 ve in the matter of joking. b r ce.of passing. it n
%ﬁgdhlill{:ri‘&a‘fouowing his 1ommt:ltlx ve L ;igglng the objsetions of his ex
oten A R " . atof*'e er one-,. 5 . . X A 2
baided. to fun-making 18 ° ' m‘;’lhe;llé%!:v?gll -,mas called this a,
' o1y  however, the majority of
There have been local cases of dehbetr- 3301%?;?6 ‘%vas th?ﬂ?the‘r Way{ 2; s;n :é, X
ate Iying to correspopdents Hin order to-- voting to sustain the governor, ¥
!ze ymg'tﬂ fun at thelF oxgense.” rhe—the friends of the bill could mu
<have a 13‘ ,‘Lu’f at their &Rgem?” A€ :on'll‘& 14 votes. e ‘mus
wople expect of ‘their public servants a!'r lows:e senators were recorded as f
reat many things including honfty, || pagrer® pan Favor-—Senafors A
. y i HE -5 v£o ne
fficiency and above all truthfulnesp. It|: ,g;ﬁé:y»HEﬁgnH%L C}}g%  Mtzgeral
s not encugh that an officeholder > ] ey, ersey, Hickev, Yok

ould | ~8on, MecGarthy, Norwobdd, Tirai

3¢ a successful politician. £ W?fefilier-r-l'.‘!. ' orw? &’ Timilty,
e e . ; otin inst— to

A 'Thls is the rare tribute which Mayor! Bellamy%,, Jélégglcxixs;rd,seg@x?l:s'ﬂliifi%ém
Fitzgerald, in the Republic, pays to his'  DraPer, Eldridge, Fay, Fisher, e,
former friend:— don, Hilton, Hobbs, Mack, MéGon:
‘ McLane, Montague, Quigley, Ste

1

1
it
A
(&)
t
r

d against—Senator Hor

|
|
j

to give degrees. Unfortunately for the =

s~governor this is not the first timye that he ( <

‘ has done like things. though they have!

“gfctidm;\ttteﬁ the publigity that this last .

i = incident has' received. People that know

|' Governor Toss the longestpand' the best L PITTSFIELD (Mas&) EAGLE
| cannot explain his peculiar point of view APR. 2, 1913
{+ on mauy matters. He will turn down his', . ' h
i~ best friends and those closest to him,and:

 slapping his hands upon his knees assure )

mpfertunate for the commonwealth that™ )
them ihat they are all right,and that the|’

' . : < caab:

ﬁ‘.l;e é;e?vv:l{vgzrd.s _Isf!fisse :ﬁ htwi\lx:o; ;iesoug}flgl;- ]gﬁnﬁ that he is doing is the best thing) 'gy; vote of 14 yeas to 21. ndvs.  nrt
; ifunate that his interpretation of humor| | {hines  to g’i) (}ge'sangt;;eslxtatte tofs&y% even 'a majority, tp say PH(;-&I_H Y&, Dot
 aries somewhat from the standards US| | tworil say th ple, and 24 hours after-; nedeésary,two thi ing. of . the

e o LU T e, Sne e M e :

tuggig.m nﬁuttlivizg aexichv:fnc??eﬁcgt?é ““When I called at Governor Foss’ of-1 ’?‘ll]l : SChOBL DIl over the

mmonwealth attempts to blend a sense fice this morning he gloated over the! the merit sustain the governor wa
‘ﬁbf e with a desire to make ‘& t‘me};whe &,"ad played and declared that he|t mee,mm g?ts of the case, not:on res

‘E‘éﬁmsant Easter” for one of his fellow e gﬁgg‘;‘; to vore il A p%ea,sant : Ay i,

gpltizens, the result seems to be peculiarly | Focrer Sunday—but o ts. £ M P deas%n ;

-lmsftortunate, from the standpoint of good “rhis is not a :tatergen% tha?tn aas,;ian 1
- EEaste, : i

e . i who thought himself fitted for the i-j?

i PRI i  Jesires | dency should feel proud of.” et
R _6n°?nis that the_ supply o £ lawyers now It ought to ‘be s;ud in justice to the f
i Jen.gaged in .tryu]g to earn livelihoods in | g0Vernor that in the school case he dis- :

and. adjacent com;monwe;llthg istguz claims any intention of being a joker, i
The %uffo%k‘ but says that lie acted golely for the }\

jates the fact. that public welfare and was very solemn!

d it it. Wil able to’dispose of :

Y i




LOWELL ‘Mass.) COUR-CITIZEN
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VORABLE REPORT ON BILL

T

sy TR
o “F R :

' COUNTY AGRICULTURAL S
o Dissén é‘f&s‘ on Measure as It C
From Committee -~ Rep. Achin Takes
'«‘P:a;rt in Debate on Compensation Bill,

It Came

t

Special to the Courier-Citizen.)

Boston, April 1.—The Bill for the
¢utablishment-ef-ar agricultural. school
in, Middlesex county was favorably re-
portéd ‘by the committee on counties

PALL RIVER {Mass.) HERALD
APR. 2, 1913.

TSR

The Sepdte strongly

endorsed

rrate the JW&W withe
the right' t NIer degrees, the vofe
yesterday on passing the measure over
the veto being 14 to 21.

The important factor in the discus-
sion of yesterday was the letter of
4 Gov. Foss to Senator Quigley, which
4 the lattéer read, and which contra-
f dicted the statements made by Dean

J latter criticised the Governor for his
deception in talking over the merits of
the bill with him after he had filed his
.| veto with the «clerk of the House, * - - -
In his letter "to Quigley the Gov-
‘ternor said that he had not practised
jany deception, and quoted the' closing
remark of Dean Archer on the day:of
the interview as BYeing that he hoped
‘the Governor would withdraw his veto
‘| of the! measure. :
Il The Governor also came in, for some
| criticism at the” hands  of °Senator
{1 Brennan of Boston, who' said that this

Y lis not the first time the Governgr's un-

fairness has been called to the atten-
tion of the public. He said that many
J.others had felf the same way towdids
‘I:his excellency -at different times ‘duritis

Senator McLane

1 the past two years.
‘| voted against passi
| Governor’ P i

Governor’§ veto of the bill to incorpog

Archer of the law school in which the :

AVERHILL (Mass.) GAZETTE

Nova Scotia and
paralvzed..h

~In~a
son L.
of L,

e bill chartering
vet%&; o088, decla
o é

)

ernor guilt
and that g

a trustee of the
is prejudiced agginst th

to have h
tion also 3

-a lohg conference with,Rep. Wil'li,a;_r}s

‘| action upon ‘it being Saturday.

:._—_‘—_ P

today, without dissenters. Previous vto
taking this vote, ithe committee, held
of Billerica; the flatter explai
detail the agricultural
needs of the c¢gunty. . e
Rep. Achin took an active part in
the house debate on the bill to amend
the workingmen’'s compensation a@ict ‘
ay. o, I R

overnor JFass:gained a victory in

th¢ senate today when that- body re-
fuled to pass ©ver his veto the bill to
permit the Suffolk Law.school to grant
degrees, < Unm Sy s probabil-
ity, however, ‘that there willbe some
fireworks over this! bill. "It is now al-
leged that the veto was not actually
filed with the clerk of thé house until
last Sunday, the last day for executive
> If this
charge can’be proven, the:courts will
probably’ be asked to pass upon: the
question® whether or not the measiire.
becamé law in spité of the bel:
veto.: i BTt

WITCHMAN ELECTED ‘AS.

APR, 3, 1913,

demand. - The
Majx;e fishery has been

tenien ™ ” <
Archer, dean of the Suffolic School

) wxe SUPply
- aueel the

A

: e Bovs
Isehoods and hypocrisy,:
i used coercive measures
,Sustained. The intima-:
conve%fethhﬁt Gov. Foss, as

hool.

‘

:00 . )

ire Dean Archer ce;‘taln!y shot a few arrows from his bow
at the gubernatorial “jollier,” and the results prove that

)})— they hit the mark,

edi -

cea 1.

.. 1% . . '

ithe right te coni

Jfowards His Excellency at. ‘different:

/Bag]ﬁ‘ey, Brennan, Chase,’ Ritzgerald,’

A. law school o

WORCESTER (Mass.) GAZETTE
APR. 2, 1913.

SOVERNDR 0N
1 5t

(Special spgtéh to THE GAZETTE
STATE HOUSE, BOSTON, Apri
—The Senate strongly :
governor’s veto of the bi
rateithe Suffolk Sc

yesterday on paSsiﬁg the,
.the veto being 14 to 21

deception in talking over the.:
of the bill with him after he Hia.
his veto with the clerk’ of the H

latter criticised the: Governor for

1 had not praectice
any deception, and quoted the; clogin
remark of Dean Archér on. the. 20!
the interview as being that he hope
the Governor would withdraw - hi
veto off ‘the measure, ' Coo Tl

The Governor also caine in for gome |
criticism at the hands of Senator|
Brennan of Boston, who said that this |
is not the first, fime the Governo
unfairness has been cdlled to the
tention of the Jublic. " He saild that
many. others hdd félt the: same way

'timeg} during the past two years, - |
The roll eall on passing the bill ovér

the yeto was as follows: . '~ -5 . '
Voting in' favor—Senators. Allen;

Garst, Halley, Hersey, Hickey, John-

son, McCarthy, Norwood, Timi
Wheeler, .

Voting against—Senators . Blazely;
&,

‘Bellamy, Blanchard, Clark, Cooli

Draper, Eldridge, Fay, Fisher, Gor-

‘don, Hilton, Hobbs, Mack, McGonagle,”

MclLiane, Montague, Quigley, Stearns,

F'Ward, Wells, Williams.

Paired—Yes, Joyce.

Hergan,
BAST BOSTON (Mass.) ADVOCATR,
APR. 5, 1913,

S IAVLIR UL a sasewe.

the King, of Death.
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: T he ‘senate vesterday k111ed
Published by Boston Herald, Imcorporated, every evening except Sun folk law school bill, which G

N and cutered at the Boston postomce as seeond-class matter. had v
— Bub e this ems lve action -w

* : T ‘ TUESDAY, MAY 6; 1913 ] taken there wag pn the floor,

- the senate a let the move
in which he gav the lie to Gleason

A GOOD EXAMPLE ) / Arhchelr ¢f Woburn, dean of the
scnoo
R. JOHN W. CO_UGHLIN’ V‘_'ho § ) LRAL Thd governor wrote the lette
¢ . v lectured in this city last evening L U 4 Senator' Quigley. of Holyoke, hig ;
", on “Justice and the Wilson Adminis-|itt S@rﬁl repre:ﬁntatwet gn mcﬁ"t pa&rt
., i « p matters on the senate floor who rea:
tration,” has set an example for thelta %M after Senator Allen of Meirose. : h

orators of his party that they should | H B urged the passage of the bill ovel
follow promptly. Dr. Coughlin is a|w P governor’s veto. g

. - ; The veto was sustained after Wl
Democrat of experience and at the fea—as /‘/‘& - ous debate, 14 to 21, two-thirds prese

present time is the Massachusetts | ¢l and veting being necessary to.pas
. ) bill over the veto.

member of the Demoeratic national{ A —nl | —or
. . . Yesterday’'s action settled the
committee, but there are other Demo- | Bi e "l ter for this year, unless an attem
' crats just as eloquent and forcible. is W,tr‘{ should be made in the senate toda ?
> Why should not Chairman Thomas | lo — Erflcclmlnks;?sr but that is not thought .
; - P. Riley of the Democratic state com- so& :)7 é In his letter the governor decla,r,vd'
' mittee address the Suffolk Law [h¢ : that Dean Arncher’s sttory of thair inter- |,
- ‘ School on “Unveracity and Gov. {hc 5 v1ev§r rega,rdmg the bill, whml; sought -
N Foss”? ta )/ ‘ - e
o > What a brilliant address could be/an ‘ %O give the school the right to i
given by Mayor Fitzgerald to the}ih ‘porate and confer degrees, was ing
a i 's Hill “Illumina- | dr rect at every point.
.Iumm of Copp’s il on I.,l,l_ h The governor asserted that a,lmo
tion, and the Endless Confgr\act. . it the tast words: of Deat Archer to
Lieut.-Gov. David I. Walsh could fill | to on the day of their first interview we

Symphony Hall if heé would but ad-|{le: B an appeal to recall his veto, He sa
: ) ) . s : this is also the recollection of a man
dress the Democrats of this city on} -2 == "~ who was present during the 1nterwe

" “Patience and the Double Cross.” Tthe - The governor is undersiood to mean |
e rine aint Dl }) A Daniel J. Kiley, who was in his prlvate \
During the awful uncertain v as to sl R < Y office at the time. v
what the Wilson administration in- {ar:

" : \ tends to do with.the federal offices ca: j , Wz . Wﬂ

' hereabouts, let the Democratic lead- po < '*“’”:“‘"’ B s/

ers take to the lecture platform as aiga 7 \ . !
:i,&.—\.,fz ~ Bl -- L-d’"

rmeans of relieving thexr pent-up en-{to

thusiasm. ’ L'"z - HARTFORD KCOnn)&O JRANT
! (/\—”\ ﬂ,kamv e L g A APB’ flwwja;t -eo1d. 14 o
1 A - ' { {E“‘“ S“gg,,&tion of frost in the
¥ NEWBURYPORT (Mass) M. HERALY  ~ =~ —
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“evely word was abs utély
says, Dean Archer. “'.lelaleteé:gnc
opinion,” says the governor, ‘of
State Board of Educatton, tﬁ'e Ma
Chugetts Bar Association and the:.
ton Bar Associatlon is against t

Spinions the, dig-

jgentlemen eftertain cop- |

ne anothet but rejoice that }\/
Sust: good! sén e to
n the governor on - lns véto,. ; ‘,
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a sec
got his bill passed.f

fe é&ppéd and the bov‘s’zfg
1 ,‘it came to the turn of|
In-;

he spic:,ness of deba & by'
;whxch he wrote for seHatori- | i

ide from the exchange of compli-
ts between the governer and the
the general conviction among
-] Who have studied the question ‘
S ’Ho ‘be strongly in hne with the
rna.torial objections. The fact
Vhe state angd a cpunty bar agsocia-|{
'reSpectively opposed the provi-.
ions’ of the repudiated measure is|;
t¢ be taken into account.

N EARLY DEMONSTRATION,

avar allnring tha wac~—

MORM
R4, 1913

h Law School Dean.
ey, who was present at|
‘iﬁ; Al Governor's oftice
tween Gov. Toss'aha4

the statements made by the Gov-
ernor in his controversy with the dean
ha law school. Mr. Kiley said:

)¢ attitude of Dean Archer and the
us statements made by him as to
interview which took place between
LGovernor and himself are absolutely
evidently the result of
sappointment.

ning of the mterview

v did knrow—that the Governor,
alreadv vetoed his bill incorporat-
g Suffolk, School of Law. His

rcher assumed to know-and ap-|

: I‘N

a guestion of veraclty be
roor of the common
and of the Suffolk law
it becomes neg&éary to.‘cal}
eree. Shall 5¥ b8 the mayor of Bos—

‘ton—the Democratic leader in this

¢ity, who, at Baltimore last July, was
in charge of what purported to-be a
Toss boom for President? Let us
listed t0 the words of John F. K
gerald, writing as political 'editor of
the Republic:

Unfortunately for the Governor, this
is not the first time that he hasg done
like things, though they have not gotten
the pubhcity that this last incident has
received. ' People that know Gov. Foss
+he longest and the best cannot expldin
his péculiar point of view on many mat-
ters. He will turn down his best friends
and those closest to him, and slapping
kis hands upon his knees, assure them
that they are all “right, and that the‘
thing that he, s doing is the best thing
for them. He does not hesitate to say1
ihings to people, and twenty-four hours
afterward say the opposite thing.

The mayor has had dealings with
the Goverpor. Perhaps he speaks out
of the fullness of personal experience.
The fact remains that, in a public
statement, the Governor of the com-
rionwealth was charged with deceit
and unveracity by a gentleman with
whom, less thap forty-eight hours be-
foré, he had. an intimate: discussion
gﬁ‘ appointment. Instead of replying
ss soon ag the charge was made, the
Governor waited for more than a
week, and then wrote a “personal let-
ter to the young senator from Hol-
yoke who had undertaken to defeat
for the Governor a meéasure to which
he was ¥ery miuch opposed. .

THat letter, to the average man,.
pudiation of a seriou T a«samst

e Governor's veraclty 0 much as

e Senate what had bee dpne in
) & House. The mayor’s ' tesnmony‘
is to the remarltaﬁle methods em-
Ployed by the Governor is borne outv
by other prominent Democrats who

have come in contact with him.

The qugrnor should take to heart
his experience with one man who
could not appreciate the intellectual
ﬁrocesses of the chier executive of
this commonwealth and was not
afraid to 5ay 80,

rarious statements made by him as to}
‘he interview which took place between]
she Governor and himself aré absolutely

iew in the Govern?rs office betyicer
rovernor Foss and; Dean Gleason
trcher of the Suﬁ‘olk school of law,
tatement made public today.
aid.
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Govlﬁor Foss is suppmtei by Daf‘
- Kiley, who was present at the :int,

Mr. Klley‘

“The attxtude of Dean Archer and the

injustifiable and ev1dent1y the result of - /

i keen personal disappointment.”

TN T e e e o,
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3N TRAVELER & EVE. HERALD

APR. 5, 1913: N

KILEY, a well
oraior and

Gov Foss S assertions relative
to hi i3 fa’mous interview with. Dean
Archer of! 'the Suffolk Schoo] of Law,
Those who Know Mr. Kiley and hxs
keen and ailmost overmastering devo-
txon to the ‘danse of truth and justice
in pubhc mé,tters, and partrcularly in;
matters of: législatmn, know that- his
word on: such a subject ig far more to
be trusted’ than the recorg of a dlcta-
rhone,

And yet'there will be- those Whé}»
not knowirg Mr. Kiley ang not know.
ing Dean Archer but knowmg G
Foss, will rbeheve that Dean Archi
was right. | The moral of this ig that
sometimes the best charalter witness
in‘ the ‘worlq - is not sufficient: But
Mr. Kiley ought to be able to con-

-5y
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‘ Representa.tl e
words_,after {him,. while the House

gaspedf hysiert ahy for brenth.
; ThE 8 '!/ % chool of law bill has no_w§ _
) ded for another year, when, ne

) doubt, it will appear again, accompanied
' by the ustial publicity which has been
attendant upon this particular piece of
legislation for at least one year previous
1 to the present gésion. Dean Archer and
Gov. Foss will’ doubtless hold no more
friendly conversations over the bill even
if. it should come up again next year, ,

and even if Gov. Foss 18 successt

o(inmg that “foui

~f

.

SPRINGFIELD (Mass.) REPUBDCAN
APR. 4, 1913.
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qu possxbleh that the am‘k;xtx?n to 1\be

§ president of t e {é &3 has taken
A strong lodg ng q\?'eq& cutive, heart.
The. entire 1 ent is .most unusual and

‘dounbtless will be closely noted.
On t e same day comes a backm~ u

s

tmded attentxon M@presentatne Dan-
T Kiley, who is the man referred to
aving been present’ in the governor's
. e officé during the conversation be-
'-~'tween: thé& governor and Dean Archer on
turdav March 22, and whose statement
unportant as bearing upon the con-
Vversy ' between the govemor ind Mr
(rclier’ as to what was said ‘on that oc- |
L‘ﬁSmn, gives out the following:—

attitude of Dean, Archer and the vart-
ments made by him as to the inter-
Hich took place befweel the gdvernor
Doag self. are. absolutely: unmstxﬁahle mis-
leading, a@nd. cvidently the result of. a keen
personal disappointment. ~ From the begmning
. of‘:the- interview,. Mr Archer assumed to
Z-and apparently diad kuow-—that the
governor had. already vetoed his Dill incor-
Zporating the- Suffolk school of law, FHis open-
“ stdtéinent wag an-appeal to the governor
_econsider his detéerminatioh and withdraw
..¥eto. "~ That precipitated a general discus-
wn of the merits of the bill.” during which
. .the governor stated without equivocation- his
: 1\maltemble opposition to. _the act, quoting
the attitude of the state board of edmation,
‘the Massachusetts bar association; the Suf-
folk: bar association, as well as many leading
;i lawyers and educators:
“ S -Althouslh Bot having any personal kuoiwl:
grlge of. the meérits of the bill previously, the
(emvc imipresgion that I  could- obtain from
..exelvthmg that. was said during fhe entire
intefyiew was that the governor had vetoed, M

(2 Y

7

or 1fténded to veto, the bill 4nd; that Mr
Areher-was begging . of himyand. giving the
A§ ns : why he should. reconsider.-or with:
to; aund. the last words said by
= Al(‘her"“ele a strong personal appeal by
-to the governor to withdraw the veto
t fhe bill become ‘g liw’ ipithout ap
val- or . disapproval. It 1s: with greati Te
‘¢’ that T participate in fHi§ .contyo-
but [ believe the attitude :of. Dean
as- a tendency: to.anjustly: cause dis-
for law and its highest.
gre'ltlv weakeus the” ¢as
s’chool of

Q
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honor when oppmtumty offers.
Sy

:ij’_%_"/'#_’eetacle
Yownaaheol 2

Tt hs ©ot a very edifying sp
to sée the deanof a - n% 4
the governor of the (/omn;\onwealg1
in a newspaper controversy regard-
acity ona public

ing oneanother’sver
mgttel Public servants should be

careful what they say, and when i
they are held to accouut for whaiw 1
they have said ought to be manly

enough to acknowledge the truth.
There is no man so dangerous in

public life a8 the trimmer ; you can
watch a thief, but a liar is beyond
lcor}_‘gOl.

b

x T )

FALL RIVER (Mass.) NEWS
APR. 8, 1913.

vOne thmg whxch iny

ke a
vote the House sentgtives
to over-ride the veto of

the Suffolk Law Schocl kill wWas the
alleged W had allowed Dean
Archer a Jong mtervxew to pleag for
his signaturé, ‘aftef he had aiready
sent*in his veto message. This ap-
-parent lack of candecr told against the
governor. But now Daniel J. Kiley,
who was present at the in'terview,backs
up the governor’s denial that he kept
Dean Archer in ignorance of his ac-
tion. Mr. Kiley ‘says the statements
of Dean Archer as to the interview
are absolutely unJustxﬁable He adds:

““From the begmmnfr of the inter-
view, Mr. Archer assumed to know--
avtl apparently did know-—that the
governor had already vetoed his bill
incorporating the Suffolk School of
Law. His opening statement was
an appeal to the governor to .recon-
sider his determination and withdraw !

his wveto.” ,
A

~
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A truce ha.s been‘digar
forced; on’ ‘the Suffollt law s¢
The Senate having sustained th
nor in his veto of the nieas
questxon is _a}l‘tfjrpatlcally droppe
as the present session is concgrr}ed
Archer of the school and those vzho

worked for the proposition, ho
that actlon will be resuited
h
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Dea.n Archex of thﬁ»
School says that he wil
, next year, on Beacon H111 W
the bill to i _pgrate p
grant it authorlty to “don
which must remind Gov ;Foss®
lines of the old English pog
é fchert Could’not
fey - thrice u;sd* 4




ND now"i‘t 4s Councillo McGres
% or ‘who ‘eznnot understand or
appreclate the Governors methods
That i8 too bad. Who was present
when Mr, Mc@regor made,h,i_s heari-

‘to-heart statement concerning the

Governor\’s “system”? The Governor
makes a sgpecialty nowadays of hav-
ing an intimate and reliable friend
near enough to him to deny abso-

lutely the truth of hurtful reports|

concerning his delightful jokes.

Before the end of the next political |

eampaign the Governor will be able
to add tremendously to hiss_‘ ‘,reputa-
tion as a joler. It. W 4
who refused last July: -onsider Mr.
Foss er1ously as aeandidate for
President, on the ground that the
Governor’s hair was not; 4thenqmry,
following his baptism as a Democrat.

And now the Massachusetty candi-

date for the Democratic nomination |
for the presidency in' 1912 is pre-|

paring to repudiate the Democratic
party's attitude on the tarxﬁf in spite
of a Democratic platform Whlch he
swallowed whole and -without an

" audible protest

However as Mr Bird is to be re-
nommated for Governor by the Pro-
gressives next fall, it is not deemed
probable that Gov. Foss will go this
year to the newest party.
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f plied;
i" be pleased.”

Iieillor.

COUNCILOR TALE
T0 THE GOVERNEF

McGregor Says Foss
Plays Fast and Loose

Charges Excutive With
Double Dealing

council from this district, Hon, Alex-
one day recently.

sulted Councillor McGregor in regard
t0 an appointment to the state board
of health, and the latter recommend-
ed a very prominent physician.

. Thereupon the governor invited the
physician to call at the state house,
and a full half-hour interview result-
ed. .
After all, it came to the councillor's
ears that the govenor intends to name
a Harvard man.

The councillor naturally became

!indignant, and charged the governor

directly with double-dealing; if the
governor had a man already in mind

‘then it was simply an imposition to
jask ¢he councillor
1 somebody, and then waste the physi-
i cian’s time fooling him.

to recommend

Councillor McGregor talked plainly,
but the governor only smiled, and re-
“You will be pleased; you will

“T’ll be pleased!” retorted the coun-
“Do you ¢think I'm Dean

' Archer to listen ito talk like that?”

13 <

Wt,w g
A f@b Vo o

Gov. Foss and the member wof his.
ander McGregor, had a lively set-to|?

It transpires that Gov. Foss con-f

S~

t

}

[
¢

“O Come,” responded the governor, |’ .
a2 2 o R

“you may be sitting ' in this chair
yourself some day, and then you’ll ap-
preciate how hard it is to gpt just the

iright man.”

“If I ever sit in that chair,” re-
turned McGregor, “you may be sure 1
won’t be keeping a lot of people dane-
ing like puppets on a string, a dozen

‘1all expecting the same job.,

“You've got four judgeships to fill
and two clerkships of courts, and al-
most all the vacancies have existed a
long time. The courts are behind
hand, and prisoners and persons in
civil cases suffering.

“You know that the ends of justice,
simple justice, as well as the duties
of your office, require you to act, and
yet you don’t make any nominations,
because you like to keep people wait-
ing, guessing, hoping.

“You can’t accuse me of holding up
your nominations-in a partisan way.

“I voted 1o confirm your nominaltion
of Clerk Bradley, a Democrat, to the
Somerville court, though Robert Luce

NT,‘% ~—_ =

Len e .

L

and other leading Republicans w©p-
posed him.

“I voted this year to confirm Dr.
Briggs, although last year I opposed
him; but this year, when you sent ini
the nomination a third time, I helped
you to get your way.

“Now this is the way you play fast
and loose with me, and everybody
else.”

And the councillor turned on his
heel and walked out.
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ough the Syffolk School of Law
is to have its annual MseRyuct e
1incgyHouse on Tuesday, the 29th,
a formed that Governor: Foss
has not been invited to respond to
the toast, “Humeor, as Appled to
Easter Sunday and Law Schools.”
~TRAVELER.
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School at B'@nq’uet, -

DeanAroher Says Fuss Veto Hped

h Roi Public Interest.

Uean Gleason L Archer of the Suf-

aw School and some of tilsieen

Who are interested in that institution
avajled themselves of the opportunity
presented at the annual banquet of the
school at the Quincy Hoiigé last eve-

aing to attack Gov Foss for his action |

n vetoing the bill granting the school
1 charter. )

Some of the speakers, including Hx-
"tmgreSSman Joseph F. O’Connell and
Fen Charles W. Bartlett, expressed the
spinion that Dean Archer’s “pleasant

Baster” would become a reality In the
near future.

‘Dean  Archer, whom Ex-Ma,yor
Thomas J. Boynton of Everett intfo-
iuced with the assertion that “no one
who Knows him doubts 'his words lupon
any subject of which he speaks,” de-
clared that he had no word of calamity
or story of woe, but a message of
cheéér.  He said th#t fhis year’s fresh-
man class was B0 percent larger than
last year’s, and that the public intérest
aroused in the school has dote more
already for the institution than 10
yeéars of plodding would do

“I have enjoyed the Aght,” he said,
“desplte the little Easter epxsode 1
fear that in this contest with the Gov-
ernor of the Commonwealth I have lost
my reputation as a meek and peace-
loving citizen, for one day I found on
niy desk a.{ract. from: the America,
Peace Society.”

Ex-Congressman O’Connell declaro
%VM if hé ever did want to go back ia
ashington he could make the Suffotk
aw School the slogan and campaign
ssue in his district and get back.

“ThHe school 1s an ornament to. our
clty,” he said, “and it was_a shams
that our Chief Execufive should he-
little himself and the State Dy, the un-
seemly, conduct in which he indulged.

“I "cannot believe that he acted in
good faith. I told him o, and his gh
swer wis g childish one. He said: ‘I’ e
got to protect the lawyers.” I asked
himi, when he ever heard of lawyers
néeding protection.

‘“Harvard and Boston University did
ndt neike as good a showing at: the

. ag has th1s school; and I'm sure

Governor’s law school did not. I'm
ood enough a Demoérat to kriow,
ust as soon as we get a Governor
is not 1nterested in ¥. M. C.
Schaools, the Suffolk Law School
‘% get its charter.

f Foss i§ renominated, I shall sup-

+ him, but I hope he will not aspire
another term.”’

a

g i cent LTS L STUEO vy saageasy  wass
- al Vermont son o ughter take?

5

BOSTON (Mass.) TRANSCRIPT
APR, 30, 1913,
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Boston,

GOVERNOR FOSS CRITICISED

Dean Archer Tells Suffolk Law  School
Friends That Veto Incident Helped the
School

v e .

Governor Foss was warmly criticised
at the annual banduet of the Suffolk
Law School held at the Quincy House :
last night for his veto of the bill grant-
ing the school the :privilege of con-
ferring degrees. !

Dean Archer,

n

\

introduced by former -
Mayor Thom%s J. Boynton of Everett
with tHe asséftion that ‘“no one who
knows him doubts his words upon any
subject of which he speaks,” said that
this year’s freshman class was fifty per
cent larger than last vear’s and that the

public interest aroused in the school has
"done more already for the institution

than ten years of plodding would do.

“I have enjoyed the fight,” he said, ‘“de- | _
ra spite the little Easter episode.”
Former Congressman Q’Connell de-
clared that if he ever did want to go

\-‘: back to Washington he could make the
Suffolk Law School the slogan and cam-
paign issue in his district and get back.
He said he could not believe the gov-
ernor acted in good faith. C(Corporation
Counsel Corbett said: ¢Shamefully Gov-
ernor Foss belittles himself and the State
by his veto of the law school bill”
Charles W. Bartlett said: “The gover-
nor’s action was an insult to every man
and boy who works through the day for
"a living and attends a school at night to
acquire an education.”
Senator Claude Allen declared that
many of the members «° the Legislature
/ who come from Harvard think that they
must exercise a monopoly in the mat-
ter of degrees. He saiu that he be-
lieves the principal value of a degree
is,the incentive to work for it.
The other speakers were William H.
Holden, James H. Brennag, Julius Garst,
. Joseph A. Parks, Fred P. Greenwood,
‘James F. Griffin, John J. Murphy, Charles
H. Lawler, Charles H. Morrill, Leon R.
.Byges and Henry C. Berlin. All ex: __z 4
‘pressed confidence that in the near fu-
*amre the school will be recognized by the !
State. Mr. Boynton was the toastmaster, .

[ japhere were about 120 Richikweersmmuan
. el

] D7
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enator Claude ..Allen declared that
ny. of the members of the. L
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6 matter 0f degrees. He said that he
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1 decision in this widespread controve;gy

(N‘ass) JOUP‘\.“
APR. 30, 1813,

Democrats Criticize Veto 0f
Suffolk School of Law,
Measure.

Toam

ERNIR L ST

“Shamefully Governor Fos§ beubtled

himself and the State by his veto of the:
bill to allow the Suffolk Law School to:
confer degrees,” declared Judge Josegh
J. Corbett at the Law School dinner a.t
the Qulncy Houssl ast night.

‘While 100 students cheered, prominag;

the school, Charles W. Bartlett and -
ators Claude Allen and James H. ] n-
nan, handled the governor without
gloves. Right and left he was bitterly
condemned for his action, a.nd Judge
Corbett expressed .,the hope that he-
would seek some other office next yes,r

“That decision was far :reaching,’
coward’s Dblow,” declared Charles ’W.
Bartlett. “It was an insult to every
man and boy who works through the:
day for a Uving and attends a a&chool
at night to acquire an education.”:

“I do not geek to attack G-ovgm
Foss,” sald Judge (Corbett, ‘“‘but- I
don’t believe he acted in good faithi I
told him so when I went to see him,:
and his answer was childish.”

Must Protect Lawyers

“ <] have got to protect the la.wers.
he said. ;

“‘And how long. have the la.wyets
needed protection,” I asked him.

‘“ ‘Ha, ha! Tha.ts a new one; you've
put it over on me,” he said.

“q @idn’t like his attitude, and I don’
now. Neither Harvard, Boston Univer-_
sity, nor even the governor's law school
had so promising a start as the Suffolk
school. When we get a chief executive
who is not interested in the ¥. M. C. A,
school, the Suffolk school will be ‘tav-
ored.

“I hope that Governor Fosg will find
‘| it convenient to seek some other officé
next year, although, asg a Democrat, I
would have to support him.” !

Smite Him Back

“If g man smites you oh the cheek,
smite him back and then turn the other
cheek and see if he wantis any movre,”
said Dean Archer, reférring to his dis-
cugsion with the governor.

“I believe the people have made their

Democrats, including Dean Arch g

and we could have chosen hg betteri
position than the one our enemies h
forced upon us.
favor is better
plodding.”

* “I may have lost my reputation
peace loving citizen in this aigu
with thé governor but our ﬂghts

Public interest in our
ot

than ten years

Lworth ﬁght.mg for.
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o ct f the Suffolk school of law

ha¥e never been so bright as now, ac- ﬁ/\/\/\/.l' 27~ H—LAJK Mj{ﬁ 7? 2 27,
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cording to the dean of the institution,
Gleason L. Archer. At the scfhools an- M

nual dinner at the Quincy house last X ' % i s "’”ﬁ*“\/
!71 “Inight Dean Archer said this year’s

- [t _—
freshmen class is 50 per cent larger than| | y }L% B ij 2457 Fon ,4.7_,u:\ 44,\!\ ‘

the class that entered last year. There| \

Wele about 80 present,
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“it, for it has won us hosts of friends,
ke sonie institutions that are advertised
by their: lovmg friehds,”’
I8ehool, has received .its most effective ad-
| vertising from its baftled. and short=ighted
*.enemles.

. “We are "oing up to: Beacoh Hlll Just

The Suftolk Law School

students than ever before' in: itg hxstory
Evet‘y veto:is 4 boost,” says Dean Glea-
son L. s Arcier of the: Suffolk : Law -School
“in an 1nterv1ew today relative to. ‘the effeqt
sof Govérnor Foss’ second veto of the bill
-authorizing the’ school: to confer degrees:
"It is a. fact,’”’ .says the dean, “that the
school has e\perionced a strong tide of
popularity since Governor Foss' first veto
‘of our school charter,

,“Last year was the very best year in
the schools Jmstory in every . respect and
‘the school year now approachmg promises

even to exceed last year’s recoxd Every "
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‘the school’s history in every respect and

OPEN SEPT 15/

Thé Suffolk Law School will open its 8th
Vvear on Sept. 15 with a larger niumber of
students than ever before in ifs history.
“Every veto is a boost,” says Dean Glea-
son L. Arcner of the Suffolk Law School
in an interview yesterday relative to the
effect of Gov. Foss’ second veto of the bill
authorizing the school to confer degrees.
“It is a fact,” says the dean, ‘‘that the
school has experienced a strong tide of
popularity since Gov. Foss' first veto of
our school ¢harter
. “Last year was the very best year in

the school year now approaching promises
even to exceed last year's record. Every
veto is a boost for such a measure as oms
and especially so coming from our pres-
ent Governor, whogse affiliation with a nv-ﬂ
institution is so notorlous.

“Were there 'a reason behind his veto
other than the selfish one of protecting his
own institution (he can’t take that to
Canada with his Blower Works), the
problem might have been a more difficult
one for us. His vetoes have had the effect
merely of bringing our school to the at-
tention of people who were hitherto un-
familiar with its merits.

“Our school has been undey close scru-
tiny for two years, and that is the very
Best , thing that could have happened to
it, for it has won us hosts of friends. Un-
like some institutions that are advertised
by their ‘loving friends,” the Suffolk Law
School has received its most effective ad-
vertising from its baffled and shortsighted
enemies.

“We are going up to Beacon Hill just
once more, in 1914—unless our enemies de-
cide to give us a lot more of advertising
by procuring another veto. We atre not
seeking for favors or unmerited privileges
at the hands of the Legislature, but for
simple justice and fair play, and in spite
of vétoes and .‘pléasant Easters’ we are
going to stay right on the firing line until
we win.””
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AFTERWARDS.

HEN ’Gene’s last “good thing” is jollied
And his truths are twisted awry,

When the softest sucker has faded
And scorned his merry “0Old Boy,”

‘We shall rest, and, faith we shall need it
Where 'Gene is never in view.

‘While he’s tunneling out of the party
To flock with a party that’s new.

And those that were bunked will be happy,
‘While those that were not get the fire,
They shall paste up ten-sheet posters
That shall bear no word but—liar.
The angels then won’t be drawn on,
And Riley, Martin and Jawn,
Shall talk for an age at a sitting
And make the whole world yawn

Then only the bosses shall praise us
And only Eugene shall blame,
And no one shall work for money,
Because there’ll be none in the game,
And each for the joy of working
The guy that thinks he’s a star,
Shall call for the drink that pleases
As he leads him up to the har

When ’Gene is dead and forgotten,
And his jokes are ancient and gray,
‘When there are no leaders to hunco,
10 parties left to .etray,
We shall sit on the edge of chaos,
And in outer darkness carp
Of the songs and dances he gave us
‘When he used to play on the “Haip”
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TUESDAY, MARCH 11, 1913. (3%
- - ’7 (‘:’J- \'IMU\./\.&, B T B - —_— . i
Suffollc Law The House Bill to incorporate the Suffolk Law School
(House, No. 597), was read a third time; and the question
on passing the bill to be engrossed, in concurrence, was
determined as follows, to wit: —
YEas.
Messrs. Allen, Claude L. Messrs. Horgan, Francis J.
Bagley, Edward C. R. Johnson, Charles Cabot
Brennan, James H. Joyce, Thomas M.
Chase, A. Preston Mack, John H.
Clark, Ezra W. McCarthy, Charles F.
Fitzgerald, Redmond 8. MecGonagle, Philip J.
Garst, Julius Quigley, Francis X.
Halley, Dennis E. Timilty, James P. —17.
Hickey, William P.
Navs.
Messrs. Bellamy, William A. Messrs. McLane, Walter E.
Eldridge, Edric Montague, David T.
Fisher, Edward Stearns, Harry N.
Hilton, Frederic H. Ward, Charles E.
Hobbs, Clarence W., Jr. Wells, Henry G. — 10.
PAIrED.
YEas. Nay | .
Mr. Frederic M. Fersey, Myr. Wilton B. Fay (present).
Mr. C. Augustug™ rwood, Mr. Calvin Coolidge (present).
Mr. Henry J. D7 er, Mr. Gurdon W. Gordon (present).
Mr. Samuel Ross,. Mr. William A. L. Bazeley (present). —8.

ABseENT OoR Nor VorINg.

Messrs. Blanchard, Charles V. Messrs. Wheeler, William H.
MecDevitt, John J. Williams, Lombard. — 4.

So the bill was passed to be engrossed, in coneurrence.
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WEDNESDAY, MARCH 26, 1913.

P Ni3F WYL 1A . —

The engrossed Bill to incorporate the Suffolk Law
School (see House, No. 597), which had been returned by
the Governor with his objections thereto in writing
(House, No. 2199), was considered.

After debate the question ““ Shall the bill pass, notwith-
standing the objections of His Excellency the Governor ?”
was detelmmed by yeas and nays, as required by the Con-
stitution; and the roll having been called the bill was
passed, notwithstanding said objections, two-thirds of the
House having agreed to pass the same.

The vote was 135 yeas to 67 nays, as follows: —

Messrs. Achin, Henry, Jr.

Anderson, John A.
Annis, Charles H.
Arkwell, Oscar E.
Babb, George W. P

Bacigalupo, James J.

Ball, Freelon Q.
Beck, John E.
Bliss, Alvin E.

Blodgett, Charles M.

Bodfish, Edward C.
Booth, William
Boyle, Patrick H.
Bradstreet, Alvah J.
Brennan, James J.
Brophy, Michael J.
Buckley, John H.
Buckley, John P.

Carbary, Matthew J.

Carman, Julius F.
Carney, William E.
Caro, Maurice
Carr, Patrick B.
Casassa, Andrew A.
Casey, Thomas J.
Chapman, Daniel J.
Churchill, John W.
Coggan, M. Sumner
Collins, Samuel 1.
Conway, John J.

YEas.

Messrs. Cook, D. Herbert

Cotter, Michael H.
Coughlan, Arthur J.
Craig, Joseph
Creed, John J.
Curley, Patrick J.
Curtin, John A.

Dahlhorg, Edward N.

Daly, George T.
Dean, Charles A.
Donaghue, Peter J.
Donovan, James H.
Donovan, John L.
Douglass, John J.
Doyle, Andrew P.
Ducharme, Elie J.
Dwyer, John F.
Eames, Harry M.
Eaton, Frederick W.
Eldridge, Charles W.

Farnsworth, Frank S.

Faulkner, George W.
Felker, Charles H.
Fellows, John B.
Felton, Frederick B.
Ferguson, James H.
Ferring, Benjamin
Ferry, James R.
Fessenden, Alfred N.
Fisher, William A.
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Messrs.
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Fitzpatrick, Daniel Messrs.
Flanagan, John T.
Fosgate, Elmer G.
Gallagher, John J.
Giblin, Thomas J.
Gordon, Isaac
Graham, William J.
Greenwood, Fred P.
Griffin, James F.
Hackett, William N.
Hall, Edward M.
Hardy, Leonard F.
Herrington, Edward F.

. Harringlon, Stephen H.

Harrop, James L.
Hart, George F.
Hayes, George H. W.
Hersey, Ira G.

Horan, Timothy J.
Hurley, James M.
Keenan, Michael S.
Kelly, Michael
LaCroix, Louis
Lawler, Charles S.

Le Beeuf, Franecis X.
Leonard, Joseph
Leslie, William J.
Libbey, George W.
Lomasney, Martin M.
Lucke, Frederick H.
Lydon, John J.
Maguire, James P.
Mahoney, Henry J.
Mahoney, John C.
Mansfield, George E.
Martin, Joseph W., Jr.
MecCarthy, John F.
MecCullough, Leo F.
MeDermott, Edward J.
MecEttrick, Michael J.
McGrath, Edward E.
MeGrath, Michael F.
MeLaughlin, Edward F.

McManus, P. Joseph

Messrs.

Morgan, Charles H.
Morrill, Charles H.
Mulveny, Frank

Murphy, Dennis A.

Navys.

Ahern, Timothy J. Messrs.
Andrews, Henry L.
Armstrong, William M.

Murphy, John J.
Naphen, William J.
Nason, Parker H.
Newhall, Arthur N.
Nutting, Edward H.
(’Brien, William P.
O’Leary, Jeremiah
Orstrom, Charles A.
Parsons, Henry H.
Parsons, Norman B.
Peirce, Frank D.
Pepin, Chauncey
Piper, Horace H.
Poole, William H.
Pratt, Almon L.
Priest, A. Franklin
Quinn, John E.
Rieutord, Louis O.
Robinson, William M.
Russell, Walter F.
Schlapp, Frederick W.
Sears, Henry H.
Smith, Jerome S.
Stevens, Jolin G.
Sullivan, Benjamin F.
Sullivan, David F.
Sullivan, Lewis R.
Sullivan, Michael T.
Sullivan, Thomas D.
Tague, Peter F.
Taylor, Samuel L.
Thompson, Herbert E.
Toomey, Kugene F.
Tufts, Nathan A.
Underhill, Charles L.
Vincent, John M.
Wallace, John R.
Washburn, Robert M.
Waterman, Charles II.
Webster, Charles H.
Webster, George P.
Williamg, Charles H.
Wilson, Herbert A.
Wilson, Thomas E. P.
Wing, Clarence J.
Wright, George L.
Wyman, Windsor H.

Atwood, Charles N.
Ballantyne, John
Barnes, Clarence A.
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Messrs. Barry, James F.

Bigelow, Enos H.
Boland, J. Bernard
Bothfeld, Henry E.
Buckley, Daniel J.
Burdick, Morton Henry
Burns, James D.
Butler, Otis W.
Catheron, Allison G.

Chamberlain, George D.
Chandler, Cleaveland A.

Clark, Albert B.
Courtney, John J.
Cowls, Walter D.
Cox, Channing H.
Crocker, Courtenay
Darling, Albert M.
Davies, Edward
Doherty, John F.
Dolben, William H.
Duncan, William S.
Ellis, George H.
Ennis, John

Faxon, John G.
Gifford, Charles L.
Grady, Frederic J.
Greaney, Arthur G.
Haines, Benjamin F.
Hathaway, Edward R.
Hays, Martin
Henchery, Michael A.

!

Messrs. Hull, John B., Jr.

Hurlburt, Frederick W.
Jewett, Victor F.
Kennard, William W.
Kinney, William S.
Look, William J.
Manning, Daniel C.
Mather, John L.
Meade, Timothy J.
Meaney, John F.
Mitchell, John
Moulton, J. Warren
O’'Keefe, J. Howard
Parker, Joseph H., Jr.
Prime, Winfield F.
Puinam, Harry B.
Robinson, Robert
Sanborn, Clifford B.
Sanborn, John C.
Sessions, William J.
Sharp, Benjamin
Shepard, Herbert N.
Sherburne, John H.
Spencer, Henry B.
Streeter, Merrill E.
Tyler, E. Warren
Warner, Joseph E.
White, Thomas W.
Wood, Judson 1.
Wright, Henry D.

155 yeas; 67 nays.

The bill, together with the objections, was sent to the
Senate.
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