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CHAFTER I
FERGUSON'S IMPEACHMENT

The storm that broke over Texas politics in the
summer of 1917 has not received a full and unbiased pre-
sentation in the general histories of the state. The
textbook histories, with Jjustification, treat the removal
of Governor James E. Ferguson 28 a curious anomaly in
state govermment. Prior to Ferguson's impeschment, six
American governors had been officially removed from office
by impeachment, and, of thess, five were Southern Recon-
struction gavern@rs,l Since 1917, only two shbate gover-
nors, J. G. Walton of Oklahoma (1923) =and Heary 5. Johnston
of Oklahoma (1929), were successfully prosecubed. To the
present, Ferguson's lmpeachment and conviction remains the
only such case against a high state officiszl in the history
of @axms.g Yet, concerning this singular and impressive

leartez A, ﬁ; Ewing, “The Im@eaehmanﬁ of Jeames E.
Ferguson, " Pplifigal Soience Quarterly, XLVIII (June,
1933), 184. In 1913,&avaﬂnor Sulzer was impesched and
convicted by the New York Legislature. The method and
procedure of that impeschment seems t¢ have had no effect
upon the participants in the PFerguson ocase,

Polisi aw%ézgurn;@. Benﬁgn61§§%asgﬂzts rovernment and
0 o8 .3 Englewoo S, N6w dersey: rrentice-
HaIl, 1966), p. 221. ’
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event, the histories of the state are smazingly vague.
They indicate Perguson's impeachment was the result of n
gpontanecus reaction by the people of Texas to the once
popular governor. The turbulent battles between the Gov-
ernor and the University of Texss are acknowledged by
Texas historisns Rupert Richardson and Ralph Steen, both
products of the University, but they characterize the
fight between Ferguson and the University as being
"aclipsed" or "overshadowed" by the movement %o impeach
the Governor.a A detalled look at the events between 1915
and 1917 reveals that the Ferguson~University imbroglio
was not replesced by a movement to iﬁp@aeh,tha governor,
but thaet the Perguson~University confrontation was the
impeachment movement, and that this movement, far from
gpontaneous, was the result of well-plzuned sctivities
designed by supporters of the Universiiy o undc the chief
execubive. This view is more clearly expressed in numer-
ous articles covering the Ferguson affsir; furthermore,
articles which were published eloser to the impeachment
in 1917 are stroager in thelr emphasis of the University's

role.

3Rupert Richardson, Texas: The Lone Star State
(2nd ed.; Englewood Cliffs, New Jersey: Prentice-Hall,
1958}, p. 293; Relph W. Steen, History of Texas (Austin,
Pexas: The Steck Company, 19397, p. .




In the mid-1950's, Halph Steen produced the most
scholarly article on the Ferguson-University controversy.
With far greater space asllowed for the subdsct than in

his previous volume, History of Texas, Steen comes close

to the truth by giving credit to the Universiiy IEx-Students'
Associagtion'’s efforts to bulld up opposition to the Gover-
nor but implies that the actions of Ferguson, alone, ar=
roused the unfavorasble public response that led to his
remaval.“ In 1942, the most candld personal sccount of the
Ferguson affailr sppesred. John Lomax's "Governor Ferguson
snd the University of Texas™ catalogues the efforts of

Will C. Hogg, Chester Terrell, Geovge W. Brackenridge,

E. E. Bewley, B. L., Batts, and other outstanding Texsns to
combet the menace to the ﬁhiveraity.5 Over ten years
earlier, Cortez Ewing, in an article publighed by the
Folitical Science Quarterly, states bluntly:

The finsl collapse of Ferguson resulted from his
policy toward the state university. Being a self-
nade man, who had not experienced the benefits oy
damages ©of higher education, he naturally entexr—
teined some doudbts as to its ultimate imporitance.

4§al§h W. Steen, "The Ferguson War on the Uni-
versity of Texas,” Southwestern Sociasl Science Quartverly,
XXV (Maxch, 19553, 36l.

539hn 4. Lomax, "Governor Ferguson and The Uni-
versity of Texas," Southwest Review, XAIVIII (Aubumn,
1942), 11-29.

5Ewing, "The Impeachment of James E. Ferguson,”

i185.
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- FPinally, in an article contemporary to the event, H. G.
James, Profegsor of Government at the University, points
out that

» « » Uhe whole fight from start to finish was recoge
niged throughout the state as belng fundementally
based on the attempt of the governcr to ruin the
University by bringing it under his personsl znd
political domination. The friends of the University
80 recogunized it and Hook up the challente in a firm,
courageous, and effective way.

The purpose of this thesls is to ocutline the actions
of the "friends" of the University in thelr effort to pro-
tect the University of Texam. While Ferguson called for
the removal of faculty members, gadgered University regents,
and threatened %0 close down the University, the institu-
tion's forces, 1ts faculty, students, alumni, and interested
gitizens, set oub to defend and secure the reputation of
the University., Beveral fundsmental questions arise out
of this study. For instance, how did the clash between
the chief executive and the major state supported school
begin and why did it continue after the results proved =0
detrimentel to both sides? Was Perguson justified in any
of his complaints against the University? And, how could
a relatively small body of concerned citizens effect the

politics of state government? At another, more general

%5, 6. James, "The Removal of Govermor Perguson of
Texae by Impeachment,® Fational Municipal Review, VI
(November, 1917), 72@.
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level: What are the limitations of the state in dirscting
policies for public education? What restrictions, if auy,
are necessary for university professors employed by the
state if they wish to take an active role in pelitics?
And, finally, there is the guestion of motive. The reason
for the sctions of the University is clear enough; the
University's life seemed t0 be at stake. Bubt what per-
suaded Ferguson o pursue hig couse even to the point of
risking removal from office?

Revertheless, the anti-Ferguson campalgn carried
on by the Bx-Students' 4sscciabion, and other related
groupe, was singly the most important force in securing
Ferguson's removal. A cursory look at Ferguson's career
gnd the impeachment proceedings will clarify the importance
of the University's role.

Few Texans had heard of Jin Ferguson before he ran
for governor in 1914. His father, a Methodist minister
who settled in Bell County, died when Jim was only f{ive
years of age. Although the family had little money, Jim
garped enough by the age of fourtsen to enter Salado Cole
lege. His formal education consisted of a peculiar mixbure
of Ray's arvithmetic, MeGuffey'’s readers, Cicerc, and
Virgil. He migh®t have completed his studies at the col~
lege hed it not been for his obsitinate charscter. Aftsr
two years of work at the college, he was expelled for
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refusing to chop firewood &g hls teacher requested. Not
only was he uwnwilling to do the Job, but he refused to
apologize to the Veacher for his bahaviar.a With his col~
lege career cut short, Jim began to travel, working at any
odd job to come along. He worked on ranches and rallroads,
in hotels and lumber fields and treveled through Csglifox-
nia, Nevada, Colorado, and vhe Washingbton Territory. He
reburned to Texas snd, after studying law in hig spare
time, was admitted to the bar in 1897.° In 1899, he mar-
ried Miriam A. Wallgce. VUhen a fire destroyed his law
librery in 1904, he took the $2,000 insurance money and
part of his wife's inheritance and founded the Belton
Loan and Trust Company. Two years later he snd Miriam
moved 4o a large Victorisn home in Temple, where Ferguson
get up the Temple Bitate B&ﬂk.le

In 1514, at the age of forty-two, with no previous
gxperience in public office, Ferguson declsred himself =
candidate for the Demoecratic nominstion 4o the governor's

8james T. DeShields, The Fergus | , W

ﬁhﬁ_gtﬁjﬁj Petrele in @@x&shﬁwﬁif?

siyde Gockrell Company, JLY4Z), PD. &—?; Gmida ?&rguaan
;‘19, @ha Fergusons of Texas or ' niyo Governops £or the

Ericadcf One.” r Biography of J d_Fercuson B

5 i (San Antonio, ’axaga""ﬁhﬁ FNaylor Company,
i?@@%, ?p* 12-13, (Hersinaftmr referred as: DeShields,
The Fergusons and Kalle, The FPergusons of Texas.)
gﬁeahi@lda, The Fergusons, pp. 9-10,

10&@113, Ihe Fergusons of Texas, pp. #46-50.




chair. According to his biogrepher, Ferguson felt a

", « « deep under-tone of the restlessness snd dissatis-
faction on the part of the maasses. . . .“ll This rest-
lessness and digsatisfaction, argued Ferguson throughout
his campaign, was the result of a pernicious landlord
systen that had arisen in the state. By emphasizing the
plight of the tenant-farmer, Ferguson appealed to the com~
mon folk of the rural areas and ignored the question of
prohiblition which had dominated Texas politics down %o

the 1914 election.*? The mtate Democratic platform in
1914, written by Ferguson, stated that if he were elected
he would vetc any legislation, "pro" or "anti," concerning
the regulation of the liguor traffic. This "neutral®
attitude, howsver, made Ferguson the champion of anti-
prohibitionlste, who feared losing further ground to the
prohiblitionists. Indeed, Ferguson's campaign seemed to
attract dissident and dissatisfled elements; conversely,
members of the upper class scoffed at Ferguson's can-
éi&asy.la

llﬁa%hiel&s, The Fergusons, p. 1l2.

120naries W. Holman, "'Govermor Jim' of Texas,®
Harper's Weekly, September 18, 1915, pp. 279~80.

13§brmaa ¢. Kittrell, Governors Who Have Been, and
Other Public Men of Texss (Houston, Texas: Lealy-adey~

Eigin Uompany, 1921), pp. 128-29.
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In all, Ferguson's campaign platform was a progres-
give document. In it, he cutlined his plans to fix a
maximum rent $o be collected on all rented agricultural
lands in the stete. He called for lews to establish an
easy credit system for prespectlve home owners, laws %o
prohibit "pools, combines, apnd trusts," laws to grang
sgual salaries to women employed in state or public posgi-
tioms, Nor 4id the platform ignore public education: "We
recommend that liberal appropriations for education pur-
poses be made by the legislature until the educational
Institutions of Texas rank with those of any obther Stabe
in the Hniona”14 In keeping with the genersl tone of the
document, rural, agrarian interests were ecumphasized with
regard to education:

To the end that the boys and girls in the country
may have advantages equal to those enjoyed by the
¢hildren in the cities and towns, we demand the im-
mediate improvement of the country schools, including
efficient professional, nonpolitical supervision, and
the establishment of properly equipped rural high
schools giving agriculbure and other coursss gf study
adapted to the needs of farming communities.l

Although Perguson labeled himself a progressive and

gupported President Wilson, he was not a representative of

14 srnest W. Winkler, ed., Platforms of Political
Parties in Texas (Austin, Texas: Bulletin of the %ﬁin
vergggy of Texas, No. 53, University of Texas Freas, 1916),
P' E ]

51via., pp. 609-10.
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middle-class progressiviam that previous Texas governors
such as James 8. Hogg and Charles Culberson War@.zﬁ
Ferguson's progressivisn was of a populist brand, btempered
with Southern demagoguery, conservative economics, and
doggerel poetry. While he successfully pushed through the
Thirty-Fourth Legiglature his bill to reduce tensnt ren$,17
he opposed reduction of railroad ratas,18 He favored re-
form of the state penitentlary system but never mentioned
eivil service reform, adoption of the merit system, in any
of his (or later his wife's) mesasges to the 1@gislature«19
He opposed with equal vigor Darwinlan evolutlonists, Jews,

and the Ku Klux Klan.<0

1§ar%har g8, Lipk, "The Progreeslive Movement in the
Bouth, 1870-19214," North Carolina Historical Review, X{III
Capril, 1946), 180. e

17peshields, The Fergusons, p. 18.

18&211@, The Tergusons of Texas, p. 67.

lg?r&nk M. Stewart, "The Civil Service Problem in
Texas," Good Government, XIVI (Cetober, 1929).

gﬁJames E. Perguson, Gampaign eech, van ab
Sulphur Springs, Texas, Mey 22, 1926, versity of Texaa,
Archives, Hugene C. Barker Texas History Center (The
Barker Texas History Center will hereinafter be referred
%0 as BTHC); Fergusonism Down to Date: A Record of Politi-
WhePoy Bedu)y Do 524 ; itic has pointed » howWevern,
that Perguson triumphed over the Klan because he "out-
kukluxed Ku Kluxism." Perguson constantly snnounced to his
campaign. audiences that "Grand Glzzard," Hiram Bvans,
travele@ about the stabte with "a blg buck nigger™ who slept
in the same Pullman car with Evans. He then asked Xlan
pembers if they still wanted to follow their “nigger-loving
boss,"” BSee: Charles W. Ferguscn, “James E, Ferguson,”
Southwest Review, X {Cetober, 1924), %0-31.
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Despite, or perhaps because of, FPerguson's out-
spokenness, he was populsr at the pellé and won easily
over his opponents in Hovember, 1914, He received 176,599
votes; a Socialist candidate received 24,977 while the
Republican aspirant totaled only 11,&11.21 Ferguson's
victory in 1916, when he ran for reelection, was even
greater; he defeated three other candidates combined by
a near % 4o 1 maéori%y.az Yet, Ferguson had met sbiff
opposition in the Democratic primsry in 1916. The other
¢andidste, Charles H. Morris, an Eest Texas banker,
launched an active cempalgn directed at what he called
the weaknesses of Perguson's fipst term. HMorrie hinted
at fiscal irresponsibility, charging that Ferguson had
mishandled or misappropriated state funds. Furthermore,
Morris claimed the Govermor had charged the state for
groceries delivered to the execubive msnsion and had ac~
cepbed £3%0,000 from a Houston brewery to cover the cost
of his first campaign.25

Throughout Perguson's second term of office
rumors of embezzlement circulated through Austin. On

?lpexss Almanse, 1970-71, p. 533.

aazb 3.

353&@& E. EKeever, "Jim Perguson and the Press,
1913-1917" (unpublished M.A. thesis, University of Texas,
1965), pp. 67-69.
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July 21, 1917, Ferguson was indicted by the Travis County
grand Jjury on nine charges, primarily dealing with the mis-
application of state fuﬁds.a& Within twoe days, O, F. Puller,
Speaker of the Texas House of Representatives, called, with
guestionable legality, a special session of the Legislature
$o initiste lmpeachment proceedings against the Gavewnarcaﬁ
The House passed twenby-one articles of impeachment sgalnst
the Gavaxaar.zﬁ The Sensate, acting as a court of impeach-
ment, sustained ten of the charges and by late September
vobed twenty-~Live to three to remove Ferguson from the gov-
ernor's @hﬂir,27 The articles sustained by the Senate

Gourt can be summarized best in the following list:

2431 ohard H. Luthin, n Demagogy
E%§m~§x (Gloucester, MosgachUsetts: ;

2§L$ﬁﬁ@r O, ¥ Fuller t¢ the HMembers of the House
of Representaﬁivaag July 23, 1917, University of Texsas,
BTHC, Will §. Hogg Fepers.

Eﬁ?er the official 1list of the impeachment articles
reviewed by the Senate see: Senate Court of Impaachmaat,
Rfeardvef,yraqeeai=fsvaf iiii the High Sourt of Impeachment or
i ke (931 Qﬂa s @ gﬂg IQV@MQI‘& ae 0?@ ]
ﬁ %a of the S ﬁtate o §§%§&42urﬁu§§» $O_the State Gonsﬁi
tution and Hules provide the gfna%ehﬁgx. Fhe Seco,
Eﬁﬁfﬁﬁi§ﬁ”aall__mj“ssians of the 45th Legislature (Aus®t
Woxas: hv O, Baldwin and Sons for the Texss Leglslature,
1917}, pp. 11-26. (Hereinafter referred to as Record of
Proceedings. )

27Ausﬁin,ﬁm@riaaa, Beptember 23, 1917, and Septedi~
ber 26, 1917.
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1., That a personal nove of the Governor had bheen

gagﬁ iraﬁ funds belonging $o the Canyon City Normal
GRG0L

2« That Ferguson had used stete funds for hig own
beneflit by plscing the monsy of the Canyon City FHormal
School on deposit without interest in banks in which
he had a personsl inberest.

%. That the Governor had deposited $60,000 in
state funds in the Temple Btate Bank wiﬁhauﬁ interast,
snd that he was a large stockholder in the bank.

4, That there was deposited in the American
Hational Bank of Austin $250,000 in state funds at
interest to the credit of Bh@ Temple State Bank.

5. That the Governor had received from a secred
gource currency in the amount of about $156,500 and
that he had refused {0 sccount for this money.

6., That the Governor diverted funds of the Ad-
Jubant General's department to the fund of the Canyon
City Hormsl School.

7. That the Governor induced the officers of the
Temple State Bank to lend him money far in excess of
the amount aubthorized by law.

B. That the Governor had sought to have removed
certain members of the University faculty solely
because he desired their removal.

9. That the Governor had sought Ho remove men~
bers of the University Board of Regents solely be-
cause they 414 not cast their vobes in accordance
with his dictation.

10. That the Governor remitted a bond of §5,000
Yo & member of the University Board of Regents for |
the purpese of influencing his action.28

Ferguson stated that his trial before the Bensts
was unfair, thet the senabors were a biased jJjury, and
that, as governor, he bhad 1ot received the seme rights

that were gusranteed to a common "negro baet~lagg@r.”29

/s

E&Par&phxaaeé alightly from: Ralph W. Steen, ed.,
The ?exas News: A Miscellany of fexasvﬁistarr,i§,§§w$~

2Igenate Court of Impeachment, Record of Proceed-
ings, pp. 735-34.
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The lawyers of the Senate, according to Ferguson, had not
presented an accurate description of the crimes he had
allegedly committed. He argued that the office of the
governor, as racognized by the courts, was povhing more
then private property, and that because of the vague
nature of the Texas Comstitution in the matter of impeach-
maat,39 he was being deprived of his property without due
process of law*§1 At a more practical level, Ferguson
tried to show that the records of his bsnk accounts did
not tell the whole story, that his deposite of gtabte funds
were made out of expediency, or that he had done nothing
irregular-«nothing that any past governor had not alseo
aaneg?’e

At first glance, Perguson appesrs to have been
impeached mainly for his mishandling or mismanaging state
money. Seven ¢f the ten charges dealt with economic
irregularities. 0Oddly, the Senate court of impeaschment in
September, 1917, sustained those charges of economic mis-
conduct aftver a House of Representatives' investigating
committee in March, 1917, found the same charges 4id not

30For special legal aspects of the impaashmnt case
see¢ Frank M. Stewart, "Impeachment in Texas,” American
Political Science Review, XAIV (August, 1930), 653-58

E'lﬁmate Court of Impeachment, Record of Proceed-
ings, p. 734,

521p14., pp. 17-24, 360~70, and 736-43,




i4

constitute sufficlent grounds for impeachment precea&ingaaBB
The committee had found the charges accurate but not grave.
Purthermore, Ferguson never faced trisl for the similar
charges made by the Travis County grand Jjury. The Novem-
ber trial was never held because the grand Jury dlsmissed
all charges against him. The district attorney, who asked
for the dismissal, indicated that the indictments were not
gufficlient to warrant conviction. The mejor problems of

the case were said Ho include:

« « lack of venue in the Austin courts, a variance
in the facts sworn 0 in the indictments and those
held by the éiﬁtriet attorney, the ambiguous position
of the governor's rights regarding the deposit of
state monies, and the fact that Ferguson had not pggn
sonally committed one of the alleged illegalities.

These fachts demonsbrabe the greater importance of
the finsl three impeachment charges sustained by the
Senate. Ferguson's relationship with the University was

the key to the impeachment drama. Furthermore, article

35py DQ@%'M;wa ef Inv@a igation Comm ﬁga@ Hiuga of
e 1 Tegislature. Charges Against

rOVer: ‘ 3 ~ Son in, rTexas: b« ,., 5 f' n,
n.s g 11i-v} €5, “@ha Removal of Gavernar ?argusan
of @exas by Impeachm&nﬁ,” 7253 gﬁugane C. Barker], Feg
son's War on the University @f s, 4 Chronologice t»
iine, January 1o, 1015 uly 21, 1917, Bo 2as. ive (Aust
Texas: Ix-Studsnts' ASs0C 3 ian, nede), p. 20 e uxereinw
after referred to as [Barker], Perguson's War he

versity.)
3 Jack L. Calbert, "James Edward and Mirism Amsnda

Ferguson,” (unpublished Ph,D, dissertation, University of
Indiana at Bloomington, 1968), p. 49.
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fifteen of the House's original twenty-one charges condemned
the Governor for his veto of the appropriations for the
University. Although the state constitution required the
state government to provide for the maintenance and support
of the ﬁhiveraivy,§5 in June, 1917, Ferguson had vetoed all
major appropristions for the University because it 4id not
have "a proper preai&ent*“56 The Senate did not sustain
article fifteen, and, alone, the CGovernor's veto would not
have brought the impeachment proceedings. But if Ferguson
had spproved the Unlversity's appropriations and had not
meddled in the affalrs of its Board of Regents, his other
vffenges would mever have become known or, at least, would
never have brought his prasecuti@a.37 Ferguson, more then
anyone, realized that fact.

In his final ples before the Senate court, alfter
sunmerizing his defenss of his administration's economic
policies, Ferguson amnounced thet the University guestion
was the only question in the entire gaatraversy,Ba Hiag
explenation desgerves a full hearing:

55Taxas Const. art. 7, sec. 10 (1876).
3%pustin American, June 3, 1917.

37$tean, “The Ferguson War on the University of
ggxas,“ 36l; Richardson, Texas: The Lone Star State, p.

.

5Bgenate Cours of Impeachment, Record of Proceed-
ings, p. 740.
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Your vote to impeach me as Governor of this State,
and when you g¢ home you have got to be honest enough
to tell the people that the big issue involved was
the University, and the Governor sald he wanted %o
give three dollares o the country schools and to the
high schools of the country, to one dollar bo the
University, because I disagreed with him, I voted to
impeach him, . » . Oh, bub you say that that was not
the trouble! I will prove i%, I will prove that that
was the only ilasue, and that that is where the trouble
Btmm, * 3 »

« s« « When 1 came to Austin, elected on that platform
for liberal sppropriations for the University, and
when I had approved that eppropriation for $711,000

a8 year, nearly twice as much asg any Governor had ever
approved for the University, the people of husbin
thought I was the biggest man that ever sat in the
Governor's chair, « . « but when in the exercise of
my duty as Governor I saild I wanted to know “"What are
you doing with this money, what are you geing to do
with it, and what have you got to sey? Why are you
gliving #3500 to the University studendt, snd only
fifteen dollars--seven aznd @& half dollars for the boy
in the country?" Then they begin to revolt, . . .
And that is why I stand before you today, like Daniel
in the lion's den, with those people clamoring for nmy
destruction, because I have ralsed my voice in behal
of a million and a quarter school children in Texas!

The University question had reached a crisis in
June, 1917, but the problems beiween Ferguson and the Uni-
versity had begun a8 early as the winter of 1915, at the
beginning of Ferguson's first term in offics.

521b14., pp. 742-43,



CHAFTER II
“IHE BEAR PFIGHT"

By the second decade of the twentieth century, the
University of Texas had grown considerably since the
gochool's opening in 188%, The University had evolved from
an original eight man faculty to a staff of 465 in 1917.
Enrollment hed incressed from 211 in 1883 to 2,619 stu~-
aanta.l In its earliest years, the University's annusal
income tobaled about $25,000; the 1916-1917 sum reached
nearly %8&%,000.2 While touring the campus, Charles W.
Eliot, president of Harvard, renked the University emong
the leading state universi%iaﬁ,3 The Universlty, however,
was not without its problems.

These problems were outlined by the University's
President, 3. E. Mezes, in December, 1914, just prior to
his departure from the campus t0 assume the presidency of

lyalter P. Webb, et al., eds., The Handbook of Texas
II (austin: The Texas Stabte Historical Assoclation, =aa',
8225 Reports of Subcommittees of the Central znvesti ating
Gammi %aes 8L the House and Senate. f‘irwlﬁxii 2d ha“a on af

%?\‘eataxasf, .;, iman of «enate' antra ~Gommi tﬁae ;ma W. M.
¥ly, Chairman of House Ceatral Executive Legislabure (Austin:
Von Boeckmanu~Jones Company, #.d.), ps 708.

2Tbid., p. 705,

3stark Yo " "
ung, "4 Texas Pogrom," The New Republic
XII (August 11, 1917), 45. ’ QU220

17
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Hew York Gity'callegaw& Mezes stressed the difflcoulty in
maintaining a supsrior faculty snd furnishing faculty mem-
bers with sn environment conducive to productivity: ™A
university cannot get the best service from its professors
and other officers by regimenting them. It cannot get the
best service by treating them as mere employees, subject

to orders, . . ."> Meges also pleaded with the Leglislabture
to sppropriate $1,700,000 for new inastructional and dormi~
%mry*buildingssé Finally, Mezes pointed out & serious

legal problem: the Unlversity of Texas and the Agricultural
and Mechenical College wers, for all practical purposes,
independent and sutonomous institutions, but the state con~
stitution declared that Texas A. and M. constituted a branch
of the University of %axaa¢7 This situsbtion produced a
duplication of services and petty bickering between the two
institubtions over thelr respective shares of stabe money.
Mezes mainteined that the University of Texas Board of
Ragents should alaoc be the ruling body of the Agricultural

“s* E. lezes, "The Futurs of the University of
Texas: Its Dubties, Opportunities, and Prospectz. 4
Final Message to the Board of Regents®” (Austin: Rein and
Sons, December, 1914). (Hereinaftver referred to as Mezes,
"The Future of the University of Texas.")

5Ibi&., Pe 5
81%1&;9 De 9.
7maxaﬁ Jonst. art. 7, sec, 1% (1876).
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and Mechanical aallage,a Iropically, the major problen
faced by the Unlverzity in 1915, the problem that initiated
the first official confrontebion betwesen the University snd
Perguson, was precipitated by Mezes' decislion %o resign
from the pregidency.

With Megzes' sudden resignation in the spring of 1915,
Dr. W. J. Babttle became btemporary president. Battle,
formerly Professor of Greek, had no time to prepare an
itemized budget for the imstitution so he submitted to the
Leglslature the budget for the previous blennium with the
stipulation thet the Unlversity could mske changes in its
budget as the veeds arese. The Governor expressed some
misgivings, bub signed the eppropriatiom bill. The changes
that Babttle later made became the basis of a bitter dispube
between him and the Governor. Ferguson informed the Uni~
versity's Board of Regents that Battle was not gualified
t0 be the school's president. He asked that an suditor
make sn investigation of the University's books, but the
investigation produced only minor irregularities. Battle,
who had been assured by the regents that he would be elected
president, asked that he not be considered for the permenent

pasitian.g A% this same time, Ferguson encountered

20 83@%@&, "The Future of the Universiby of Texas, P.

gﬁ@aam, “The FParguson War on the University of
Texss,” 356-57.
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opposition from another University professor. This episode
foreshadowed the tone and manner of Perguson's later rela-
tions with the University faculty.

Ferguson, early in his first term, tried %o manipu-
late the appointment of a new State Librarian. He informed
University Professor Bugens C. Barker, then Chairman of the
State Library and Historical Commission, that he wanbed a
meeting of the board to be celled immediately.'® Through
¥W. P, Doughty, Stabe Buperintendent of Bducation and friend
of the Governor, Barker learmed that the Gov@rnmé wighed
the board to meke 4, F. Cunningham the new 3tate Librarian.
Cunningham, a Presbyterian minister Zrom Temple, Texas, had
gided Ferguson in his last campaign. Barker becams con-
cerned over Cunningham's qualifications. Fearing that the
minister's sppointment might be strictly for politicsl

reasons, the Universiity professor took achion to avoid the
11

gelection of sn inferior man to the post.
On February 19, Barker sent a four page letter to
ingham; & copy of the letter was sent also Lo Ferguson.
Barker began by stating that he was “frankly, in the hope

lﬂ&aﬁterg do B, Ferguson 50 E. C. Bsxker, Febru-
ary 15, 1915, University of Texas Archives, BTHC, E. C.
Barker Papers.

1l¥h@ following account largely is teken from the
Eugene 0. Barker Fapers, J&nuaxy to July, 1915, See slso
william C. Pool, Bugens C, Barker, Historisn (Austin
Texss: State Historical A= Lation, s DPDe ?Gm%ﬁg
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of dissuading you [Cunningham | from zccepbing the posi-
tlon, « « .2 He pointed out that the Texas State
Librarien must have specialized $raining in history, he
must be able to read the Spenish laenguage, he must have
knowledge of bibliogrephy of current social and pollsical
problemns, and finally, he must have a good general knowle
adge of existing libraries in the United Btates and Mexico.
Barker noted that the present State Iibrarism, E. W.
Winkler, not only met the criteria above bubt had also
served in that position for over six years. Barker plainly
sbated that the Governor was bringing undue pressure to
bear upon the Commission. He concluded:

You can mee, of ecourse, very readily that your
glection by the present Commission camnot by sny
means be considered a free election. The fact that
four members of the Commission remain the same as
for the psst four years can only mean if you are
elacted that two of those menmbers asre vob againgt
%?egr better judgment in defersnce to the Governor's
wighes.

I have discussed this matter freely with Govermor
Ferguson, and I understand and appreclate his feel-
ing of obligation t¢ you. Any man must honor him
for bis loyalty %o his friends. As the game of poli-
ties 1s played, no blame stbtaches to Governor Fergu-
son for rewarding his friends with political positions
but Governor Ferguson knows, as does every inbelligent
citizen, that as 2 matier of fact public ssrvice
frequently suffers from this practice of paying debis
of zratitude by political patronags.

la&e%%erg E. C. Barker to 4. F. Cunninghsam, Peb~
ruary 19, 1915, University of Texas Archives, BTHC, E. C.
Barker Papers.
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If you refuse to accept this position, I am not
sure that Governor PFerguson would be willing for Mr.
Winkler to continue holding the place, but I am sure
that it would be the act of a patriotic, high-minded
citizen for you o exert what Infliuence you hazve to
induce him to allow Mr. Winkler to conbinue.

Cunninghan ignored Barker's letter, bubt the Governor
answersd with this terse reply:

« ¢+ o du8Y 0 keep the record straight, 1 went %o say
that I only consented for you to write Mr. Cunningham
the legel quelifications for Librarian. I regard your
letter to him an insvld %o him end me both. A4z you
have enbtered inbto a long discussion of politics in
the letter, I hope you will not hergafter complain

if your wighes are not carrisd out.l .

On February 20, the Library and Histosical Commise
sion met. Commiszsion woman J. &, ﬁb&ayl5 nominated
Gummingham for the position of State ILdbrarien, Mrs.
YioEay stated that Cupninghem had "supported the governor
during the recent canmpsign by writing a letter in defense
of the governor against the attacks of the minisbers in

the stabe, and that ‘we all' feel very grateful bto hinm,

13114,

Lo v

‘ lg&attaxg Jd. BE. Perguson to E. . Barker, Febru-
ary 20, 1915, University of Texas Archives, BTHC, B, €.
Barker Papers.

lﬁﬁra. Je G. MeKay had recently been sppointed to
the Commission by Fergusen. Her husband served as Fergu-
son's Secretary of State. Mrs. MeKay fully supported the
Governor until he smnounced that he would glve a prisze to
the first woman in the state to heve triplets after his
insuguration. Mrs. McKay was en important figurs in the
Birth Control League of Texas; see Nalle, The Fergusons
gf Texas, pp. B86-87.
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and want him to have thils ylasaw"l@ Dr. Barker nominated
Winkler and polinted out to the commission, and later to
the Gevarnﬁr§17 that the law required the Stabe Librarian
t0 be an experienced man., Mra. MoKay said she was willing
%0 violate that law in order to appeoint Gunninghaﬁ¢ls
The Commission decided to postpone the vote concern~
ing the Iibrarian's office until the next meebing in order
to reviev Cunninghsm's qualifications. At the March meeb-
ing, & letter was read from Cunningham. He stoted that he
was a Presbyberian minister, thirty-elght yesrs of age,
and held a B.D. from & theologleal seminary in Kenbuoky.
He snswered Barker's oriticlisms in the following manner:
I studied Latin, Greek, and Hebrew-~desd languages it
is true--but of much importance: I could even lesrm
Spanisgh I suppose, if 1t were necessary. 4 Spanish
paper comes t0 my desk, which I find I can get the
gense of because ©f the similarity of Spanish %o
Latin., It is true that I have never been a profes-~
sor of history, bubt I remember that I served as a
substitute to the bteacher of history during my col-
lege course. It ls true also that I have had no

trainiag in library work, but I have in own
librery a thousend velumes which are cabtalogued,

1ﬁﬁ. ¢, Barker, personal notes taken from Febry-
ary 20, 1915, lMeeting of the Pexas Library and Historical
Commigsion, University of Texas Archives, BTHC, E., C.
Barker Papers. (Since Winkler served as the Commission's
secretary, he was asked to leave the meeting while the
matter was discussed. Thus, no officlasl record of the
discussion exists.)

17L@tﬁew,,ﬂa C. Barker to J. E. Ferguson, Febru-
ary 22, 1915, University of Texas Archives, BTHC, E. C.
Barker Fapers.

18E‘ . Barker, Nobes, February 20, 1915, Uni~
versity of Texas Archives, 3THC, E. C. Barker Fapers.



and I have nade it & practice to use the 1&&@@;
libraries of the north during my visits there.i?

In gpite of Cunningha
tions, he was elescted Btate Librerian. Dr. Barker re-
gigned as Chalrman, and Superintendent Doughty ascended
0 his p@aitimnugg Ferguson did not, however, enjoy a
complebte victory, for Cunningham shortly informed the
Comnlssion that because his nomination had not been uneni-
mous, he would decline the position. This did not save
ﬁinklerggl Ferguson begsan pushing through another friend
for the post. Mirism Ferguson spread the rumor to vari-

1's questionable qualifica-

ous Austin women that several University men haed gone to
Temple to intinidebe the FPresbyterian minister and thet
he had become too frighbtened Lo accept the officeoga

In the meantime, Ferguson's relations with Uni-
veralty officials worsensd., In April, 1916, the Boavd of
Regents, without comsulting Perguson, unanimously elected

1§Lettam, A. ¥. Cunninghem t0 J. B. Ferguson, Febe
ruary 22, 1915, read to the Commission March %, 1915, Uni-
varsity of Texas Archives, BTHC, E. €. Barkex %m@era. The
quote is a paraphrasging of the letter written by Barker
and "anot far from a direct quotation.”

ge@exas Librery and Historicsl Commission, Minutes
of the Meeting ¢of March 3, 1915, Austin, Texan, State
Library Archives. ,

2lyinrier immediately became refevence librarian
apd curator of Texass bovks at the University of Texas; see
Ilerens Friend, "Zrnest William Winkler: A Tribute,”
Texas Library Jourmal, XXXVI (Mareh, 1360), 6.

gabetﬁar, Bs C. Barker to A. Dienst, March 11, 1915,
University of Texas Archives, BTHC, E. C. Barker Papers.
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Dr. BR. E. Vinson President of the University. Vinson, with
8 B.D. from Union Theological Beminary, Virginie, had served
the previous eight years as president of the Austin Presby-
terian Theological ﬁaminary'zﬁ dhortly after his election,
Vinson end Hegent George W, ILittlefield visited the Gove
grnor's office. Ferguson, irritated that his advice had
not been sought by the Board concerning the appointment of
the new president, demanded that six members of the faoculty
be discharged. He called for the removal of W. J. Battle,
$. 5. Potts, John A, Lomax, W. T. Mather, A. Csawell Ellis,
and R. E. Coffer but refused to meke any charges against
them.2* When the meeting ended, Ferguson wes agked why the
integrity of these men was being questioned; Ferpuson
snswered:s "I am Governor of Texas; I don't have to glve
reasons. "27

President Vinson began a course of action that would
force the Governor to "give reasons." Vinson asked the
Board of Regents to initiate a full investigation of the

25ebb, Handbook of Texas, II, B45.

3#3¢ Evetts Haley, George Littlefield, Texan
(Norman: University of Okiahoma, 1943), D. 2003 |Barker |,

Fergugon's War on the University, p. 73 and Steent, "The
Ferguson WAr On Lhe UBLvVersity of Texas," 357.
25%&@ incldent was retold in an enti~Ferguson ad-

{gigisamanh which asppeared in the Austin American, July 27,
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faculty members in quesbion. This nmove infuristed Ferguson;
he wrote Vinson: A

In the first place, I emphatically deny that I
ever indicated or intimated thet I wanbted to make
any charges sgalinst anybody; and I told you then and
there the names of the members of the faeulty whom I
thought objectionable, and I have not changed ny mind.

i think for the future it will be better for us to
renalin in our respective Jurlasdictions, and no good
purpose can be ﬁubgarved,lgggﬁ by any fuypther rela-
tions between us.? ‘

Despite his advice to Vinson, Ferguson did not renmain
within his jurisdiction as governor. Two days after wrlit-
ing Vinson he wrote Rabbi M, Faber, one of his own eppoin-
tees to the Board, o question him ss to how he would vote
on the removal of the faculty nembers:
Unless I ma¥ be masured of your full and complete cow
operation, I will much sppreciate your sendiang to nme
at once your resignation as a member of the Board of
Hegents under my appointment. . . . the time has come
when I must know who is for me and who is against
me.
When Faber aunswered that he would vote without regard to
political consequences and would not submit his resigne-

tion, ths Governor replied: "I do not care to bandy words

Eﬁbaﬁter, J. E. Perguson to Rabbi M. Faber, Sep~
tember 9, 1916, quobed im Will C. Hogg, ed., His Cwn
Words to Discover His Motives, The Ferguson Jdea of Uni-
Versity CORGLLOL BeDs, L9L7J)s PDe S=bs

Q?Lattem¥ J. BE. Ferguson to Habbi M. Faber, Sep~
tember 11, 1916, guoted in%?arkerj, Fergugon's War on
the University, pp. 7-B.
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with you further, . . . If you want to force me to remove
¥ou, « « o I shall not skirk the task, "20

On Cctober 20, the University Board of Regents
began a two-day session at which the Governor and mem~
bers of the faculty testified. Ferguson accused the
faculty, Jehn Lomax in particular, of maintsining fieti~
tious travellng expense acesmnta,gg he accusgsed Dr. Babttle
of obteining eppropristions for non-existent positions, 30
and he complained thet the Department of Journalism wae
"a waste of money" and pointed out that its publications
often criticized his affi&aa31 Ferguson's main point was
that the actions of the University since he had taken
office represented Y. . . the sentiment of revolt against
constitubted auﬁhority."sg He noted critical articles which
hed gppeared in the student newspaper, the Dally Texan., In

one editorial, the newspaper commented bthat "Too long has

Bsenate Court of Impeachment, Record of Tmpesch~
ment, p. 152.

EQXnVQsﬁigaﬁien by the Board of Regents of the Uni~
verglity of Lexas CONCerniig The Lonauct O ertain lembers
o7 the FOULLY (AuBbin: University of lexas Sulletin, HO.

Ty , 19, (Hereinafter referred ¢ as Investigation.)

1pid., pp. 21-22; Texes Monthly Review, IX
(July, 19177, 1.

Blinvastigatian, 25,
321434, 18.
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the University of Texas been compelled to patronize Gov-
erncrs and Legislatures that it might do i1ts mighty work

of the good of the State and humanity."53 Ferguson labeled
this the product of anarchist sentiment.54 This sentiment
had developed, according to Ferguson, because he, as Gov-
ernor, had questioned the financial practices of the Uni-
versity.

Ferguson then unveiled his accussations against
individual employees before the investigating board. He
referred to Battle, acting president while the 1915-16
appropriation bill was in question, as a Dr. Jekyl-Mr.
Hyde character who, on the one hand, openly admitted to
Ferguson that money was being appropriated for professors
that did not exist, while he made public statements call-
ing for the Legislature to remove all subdivisions to the
University's budget so the Board of Regents would not be
hampered in making necessary expenditures for the good of
the University.35 Ferguson complained that W. T. Mather,
Professor of FPhysics, hired the Steck Publishing Company
to print notes for his courses and required his students

to buy the booklet at the University Co-operative Soclety.

331pia., 19.
H1via.
351pid., 21 and 25-26.
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According to Ferguson, Mather pocketed the profits from
the venﬁura.55 Ferguson condemned Lomsx, Secretary of

the University and Assisbant to the President (actually,
Lomax's position was that of public relations man, an
unheard classification at that time), for misappropriating
funds for travel expenses. Ferguson cited items from the
auditor’s accounts showing Lomax had charged the state for
trips 9&@ of the c¢ity to visit ex-students, regents, and
the like. For instance, ILomax received $30.60 in Uni-
versity funds for a t$rip to Dallas, Bherman, Bonham, and
Denison to encourage ex-students to "celebrate [[Texas]]
Independence Day.*® Ferguson exclaimed: "It is corruption
on its facel" In another case, Lomax hed charged $85,70
for a trip to Cleveland, Ohlo, to deliver a paper t¢ the
Hodern Language Association., Ferguson poinbted oubt that
this was cherged to "Faculby Expense” when it was well
known that Lomex made trips to collect material for his
book of "Cowboy Zongs.® Furthermore, the accounts of the
anﬁi@ar listed twenty to thirty such items;ﬁ? Ferguson
conbinued with similar attacks on the other faculty mem-
bers in question. Xllis hed encouraged sxbtravagance in
the Extension Service, Cofer had taken part in political

361b14., 32-33.
371pia., 35,
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activities against the Governor, > and Potts had worked
closely with Battle on the budget pragram.§9
The faculty members successfully defended them-
selves before the Boasrd. None of the six were removed.
The closest and most controversial contest, that over
Battle, showed the Beoard in favor of retaining Battle by
& five to three vuﬁe.“ﬂ Eegent Faber voted with the ma-
Jority on esch of the decisions, later stating thet he
regretted that Ferguson would think him disloyal, but he
chose t0 vobte according to the dictates of his conscience.
Faber resigned from the Board of Regents six weeks lat&r.&l
In Jenuary, 1917, the terms of regents Will C. Hogg,
Alexander Sanger, and David Harrell, all opposed tec the
Governor, an&ad,az These vacancies, plus Faber's resigne-
tion, enabled the Governor to make four new sppointments
and gein substentisl control of the nine men bosrd. Fergu-

son, however, fearing a Legislative investigation, did not

resume his attack on the institution until the Legislative
session ended in the spring. His fear of the Legislature

was not & false ons.

38pool, Bugene C. Barker, Historian, p. 77.

3 Investigation, 21.
“O1p14., 140.

Qltﬁarkerj, Ferguson's War on the University, p. 8.

ag%ﬁeen, "The Perguson War on the University of
Texas,” 358,
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On Pegbruary 8, while the Senate was considering
Perguson's new appointees t¢ the Board of Regents, Senator
0., 8. Lattimores of Fert Worth proposed & resclution to
investigate the University of Texas in order to "remove
from the University any suspleion or distrust that may
have been aroused by the recent eanﬁravarsy."43 The woprd-
ing of the resolution would indicavte that the University
was not 1o be investigated for wrong doing but that its
nene was simply to be vindicated. Furthermore, lLatvtimore
charged that if Ferguson's appointees were allowed bto take
their seats on the Board of Regents, "heads [of University
faeulty] are to begin to fall thick snd fast. . . .“4“
The Iattinmors resolution was prompted by a petition the
Senator had received from the Ex~-Students' Associstion of
the University of Texas., The Ex-Btudents' memordial to the
Senzte concluded:

The confidence of the people has been shaken, sus-
picion has been fostered where formerly there was
gbiding faith. In this atmosphere a university
worthy of the name cannot exist--certainly it cannot
exizt, In the name of enlightensed education in all
of ite branches we ¢all upon you to ascertain, through
means ab your commend, the truth-~the whole truth--so
that, when your leabors ended no man may feel Jjust
doubt of the integrity and high purpose of our wuni-

versity in its march toward the goal set for it by
the fathers.4d

qatﬁarkerj. FPerguson's War on the University, p. 1l.

%&Austin American, February 9, 1917.

“51bia.
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This resolution set wp & three man investigating committee.
The committee was not Ho investigate the University, but
it was to consider the problems at hand and decide if an
investigation of the Unlversity wes merited. The commit-
tee, a week later, reported that the question whether or
not an investigation should be held was so imporbant that
it could not azssume the responaibility of meking such a
decision.*® The lattimore resolution seems to be much ado
about nothing, but it is important for several reasons.
Pirst, it reveals the growing activities of the Ex~Students’
Association. Second, the resolution, widely covered by the
Texas press, brought the Perguson-University imbroglio
into public view. Up to February, 1917, the controversy
had been largely hidden from the Texas publiaﬁa? Pinally,
the Lattimore resolution precepitated a flurry of legisla-~
tive activity, bdoth in the House and Senate, dealing with
investigations of the Governor.

Cnly five dsys after the inbroduction of the Letti-
more resclution, Senator W. A. Johmson of Hall County
called for an investigation of the Governor. Johnson
charged that Fergusopn had made illegal expenditures of
public funds and that he had sought to dominate the govern~
ing boards of state eleemosynary sand educational

aﬁﬁBark@r]¥ Ferpuson's Wer on the University, p. 15.

- “7Keaver, "Jim Ferguson and the Press, 1313-1917,%
Pi -
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institutions. Johoson declaved, after some critical
comments from his colleagues, that the University wes in
no way connected with his resolution. The Johnson resolu~
tion was tabled on the grounds that it was equivalent to
the beginning of impeachment proceedings, which must begin
in the House. On February 17, Representative M. M.
O'Banion introduced a House resolution thaet incorporated
the bulk of the Johnson resolution. The Governor was
invited to speak before the House to defend his financial
and regulatory policies. At the end of his presentation,
the House tabled the ('Banion resolution, indicabing that
the charges embodied in the resolution looked toward iu-
peachment proceedings end that the House could not take
the time from their legislative activities to investigete
the truth.*®

in the meantime, the Senate considered a2 new resolu-
tion. Senator G. W. Daybton called for the Senate to place
its stamp of gpproval on the actions of the Bosrd of Re~
gents during the Uctober investigetion of the six faculty
members. This could easily be done sinoce a record of the
investigation had been published end was available to the
menbers of the Senate. Furthermore, Daybon called for an

investigation of Ferguson's three new appointees to the

“CrBarker’], Perguson's War on the University, pp-

12"17 .
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Board of Regents. The Senate debate over Dayton's pro-
pogals was dwarfed by a2 new effort in the House teo in-
vestigate the Governor. Representative B. P. Davlig of
Van Zandt proposed numerous specific charges against the
Governor, all dealing with his fiscal policies. The Davis
accusations ignored the University question. The Davis
resolution was passed, and a seven man committee investi-
gated the charges. The Committee found that the fects
sustained a majority of Davis' charges bub stated that
Porguson's conduct deserved the severest condemnation,
though it dld not merit the punishment of impeachment.
With this question sebttled in the House, the Senate
passed the Dayton resolution, giving their approval to
the earlier actions of the Board of Regents and approved
Ferguson's list of new Board members. The Senate's action
could be rezd as a warning to the new appointees not to
overrule the previous decisions of the Board to retain
the faculty members whom Ferguson had questiane&nag
With the close of the special session, the Ferguson-
University battle quietened, and Texans had aboub = week
and a half te read thelr newspapers without further news
of the %ubdacﬂ.ge But with the closing of the special

491b1a., pp. 17-21.

85 50Kee?er, ¥Jim Ferguson and the Press, 1913-1917,%
N .
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sesslon, Ferguson had been given a powerful weapon by the
Legislature to-use against the University. The Thirty-
Pifth Legislature passed a §1,640,636 gppropriation bill
for the University, a2 70 per cent increase over the pre-
vious bianniumaﬁl On May 27, the press snnounced that the
Governor would veto the appropristions if the Bosrd of
Resgents did not diemiss President Vinson, John Lomsx, snd
three other mesumbers of the fasulty.§2 The following day
Ferguscn asked the Board of Regents to meet secretly in
his office. As Ferguson read s list of complaints and
demands to the Board, 2,000 Universiiy students, singing
"The Byes of Texas . . »," marched eround and through the
cepitol building carrying sigus that read "Down with
Kaiser Jim® and "We oppose one-man rule.”53 The Governor's
inmmediate reaction to the denonstration has bsen obfuscated
by conflicting repoOris; one source sbated Ferguson 4id not
say a wardﬂsa while another rumored that Ferguson told the
lesder of the dsmonstration, Student President, George

“lpustin Americsn, April 17, 1917.
72pallas News, May 27, 1917.

53£cmax, "Governor Ferguson and the University of
Texas," 203 Austin American, 29, 1917; Daily Texan,
I'ZW 2%@ 191?0

P 10id.
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Peddy, that he could be shol for traasan.55 The Board,
disturbed by the students' sction, were ready to remove
Lomax snd the other faculty members, hut resched a four-
so~four deadlock over Vinson's dismissal. Five days
after the student demomstration, the Governor submitted
hiz veto of the University's funds. For 8ll practicsal
purposes, it appeared, Ferguson had closed the University
of Texas.

Ferguson, fearing bad publicity in the press,
immediately printed a pamphlet entitled "Veto leszage"
that included his vebto message and the list of complaints
against the University that had been read %o the Board of
Regents the dagy of the demonstration. Ferguson attached
this "Vebo Message" o all replies to letters received by
the verious departments of the executive branch. It made
no difference what one hed written the state government
sbout, the reply came with the "Velo Message" inniﬁde&‘§6
The pamphlet, though brief, is an excellent guide to
Ferguson'’s criticisms of the University. By this time,
June, 1917, Perguson had expanded his ligt of complaints
egeingt the University.

55enate Gourt of Impeachment, Record of Proceed-
i%ﬁ [ pP * lﬁg*?@ L

563@@%@3, Eerl Wharton to Will C. Hogg, June %0,
%?17, University of Texas Archives, BTHC, W C. Hogg
apers.
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Pirst, Ferguson noted that the lLegislature approved
roughly $1,640,000 for the University for the mext two
years. With approximstely 3,000 students, this ceme to
$545 per student. Bub Forguson claimed the state only
gset aside $15 per pupil in the public school system. To
Ferguscn this seemed undemocratic. PFurthermore, he had
serious doubts concerning how that momey would be spent,
reagoning that "Befors we commit ourselves to the expendi-
tures of the vast sum of money for the benefit of such a
comparative few of our people, we ought to satisfy our~
selves that the money is being wisely spanﬁ."57

Second, the Governor charged the University did
pot have & "proper president.” He charged that Vinson
dild not have sufficlent educational attainment 0 receive
a 6,000 a year salary sad that Vinson was a sectarian
minigber who continued 0 preach while president of the
University. Ferguson pointed out that the constitution
states that no money can be used by the state "for the
benefit of any sect, or religicus society, theological eor
religious seminary; . . .” The Governor said he had no
objection to Vinson's being a minister, but the University
had no right to pay funds to a minister who continued Lo
@raacn,gg

573&&%& E. Perguson, "Veto Message" (n.p., June 2,
1917), p. 2. Copy found in Unlversity of Texas Archives,
BTHC, wWill C, Hogg Papers.

581153.@:9 Ppc 3“"§a
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Third, Ferguson attacked the fraternity system on
campus. Fraternal organigations, acceording to Ferguson,
drew "a well-defined line between wealth and poverty" at
the University.

The fraternity brothers live in stately mansions. . . .

Their more unfortunate brothers [then called barbari-

ans] live in crowded boarding-houses and eat at what

they czll the cafeteria, but which 4is in reality a

soup house, furnishing 1l¢ and 12¢ meals. . . . the

University ought not to be an institution of nass

and class.>?

" Fourth, Perguson repeabed his old argument of
illegal misappropriation of public funds by certain members
of the Upiversity faculty. He cited professors tsking nine
monthes leave while drawing one-half to full pay. He stated
many professors drew §5,000 a year but worked only fifteen
hours a week. (For Ferguson, & professor was at work when
he was teaching a classg and at no other time was he work-
ing.) Moreover, Ferguson added that too often imstructors
with 1ittle educational atteimment did most of the work.%®

Yet, with all of these complaints, Ferguson had not
made uwp his mind to setuslly carry through with his vetbo
threat until the disruption of the Board meeting by the
student demonstration. This asct convinced the Governor

that the Universlity should be closed:

5%1pnid., p. 3.
€Crpia., p. 4.
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If the young men who carried the banners did so of
thelr own volition, the ssild sentiment and idea
expresssed on said banners were a result of the teach-
ing and the influence which they have recsived at the
State Universiby; 1f they carried them under the in-
structions of the faculty, then I unhesitantingly
declare that the State University should be abolished
anéd never gfopenﬁﬂ with 8 faculty who would permit
auch acts.

The editor of the Dally Texan, Den Willismg, one of the
demonstration leaders, answered the various criticisms of
the students’' sctions with the reply:

The parsde was in every way orderly and dignified.

The students remained in military formation through-

out, and dispersed after leaving the Capitel., Ho

one has questioned the dignity of the demonstretion

no oneg %%n question its legality or general pro-

priety.
The Daily Texsn, however, admitted that while the majority
of the planning for the parsde was dons by nine sbudents
of the University they were amided by Professor Baititle, who
had remalned high on Ferguson's removal 1ist.6§

The sppropriation veto marked the bturaing point in

the Governor's war on the University. Oppositvion to the
Governor grew. In newspapers across the sbtate, articles
appeared calling for a solution t0 the University crisis;

eventually, they would call for Ferguson's impeachment.

é’li‘bid., T. 5.
%2pa31y Texan, May 30, 1917.
ﬁzlbid,, May 29, 1917. Battle resigned his posi~

tion at the University inm April, 1917; see Austin American,
April &, 1917,
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It is 2t this point the general histories of Texas spesk

of the Ferguson-University iwbroglio as being overshadowed
by the movement to impeach the Gav&rn@r,éa but the opposi~
tion o Ferguson 4id not result from a spontaneous yeachtlon
from the public. It resulted from the efforts of well~
planned, well-financed organizations. The University of
Texas Ex~Students’' Assocliation and the Unlversity Citigens'
Committee, sided by the University faculty and students,
led the efforts to impeach Ferguson. Furthermore, thelr
activities had been growing since Ferguson first demanded
the removel of the six faculty members. With Ferguson's
vato of University funds, these organligzations expanded to
provide the essential planning to impeach the Governor;
they produced the publiciby, and in some cases the propa-
ganda, that sroused public opposition to the Governor; and
they exerted a deciding influence upon the Texas Legislature.

6¢See ghove, pps 1-2.



CHAFIER I1X
THE ABTI-FERGUSON CAMPAIGH

The enti-Ferguson movement began in the sutumn of
1916 with the organization of two hundred sctive University
Ex-Students' Association members headed by Richard O.
Terrell, a San Anbonio lawyer. Terrell had been informed
by John Lomax of the grave sltustion arising from Fergu-
son's demand that six faculty members, including Lomax, be
dismissed from the Hniv@raity.l 4 few days before the
Board of Regents' investigebion, Lomsx consulted Edward
Crane, an Austin lawyer. Lomax wanted to protect hie
position at the University aud to force the Govermor to
vetreat from his dominating policies. He preseanted his
cagse to Crane and asked for advice. ILomax considered
taking the matter up with the Legislature immedistely but
decided that the University forces should first bulld up
gome support. Crane agrssd with Lemax: "I do not think
we should start an open fight yet. We should organize

guletly. Feel out the members of the State Senate."?

lLe%ter, D. 0. Terrell to W. §. Hogg, October 17,
%916, University of Texas Archives, BTHC, Will C. Hogg
BPETS .

2Letter, E. Crane to J. A. Lomex, October &, 1916,
University of Texas Archives, BTHC, John A, Lomax Papers.
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Crane added thabt his father, M. M. Crane, hesd of the
influential Austin law firm, would be willing to help the
ﬁnivarsiﬁyag Within a year, M, M. Crane would lead the
battery of lewyers prosecuting Ferguson in the Senate im-
peachment trial.

Lomax urged the members of the Exwﬁtu&éaﬁs' Associa~
tion Yo prepare for a fight withk the Governmor. He wrote
Ex-Students® officisl, H. D, Ardrey:

have ever kaown in the Usiversity. Reduosd o its
essentials, the proposition is simply whether the
Snternas affaire of ihe University of Moxam.d

The Ex-~3tudents' Association in 1916 was not in a
position to successfully sittack Ferguson, since they lacked
the funds and the support for such an undertaking. On the
other hand, the organization waa pobventially a greal eneny
%0 the Governor. By 1916, the Assocliation had sctive
branches in every major city im the state and one in New
¥York City, as w@11.5 Furthermore, 1its members included
many leading professional men and citizens of the state.

The orgsnization, however, needed a respected lesder to

Ivid.

“Letter, J. A. Lomax to H. D. Ardrey, October 12,
é@lﬁ, University of Texas Archives, BTHC, John 4. Lomex
ADerS .

Stne Alcalde, IV (December, 1915), 200.
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meet The Perguson orisis. Lomex suggested that Arvdrey
enliet the aid of Will C. Hogg, an ex-gtudent of the Uni-
versity snd, at that time, 2 member of its Board of Re-

& When Hogg's term as Regent ended in Jamumary,

gents.
1917, he became Secretary of the Ex-Students' and devoted
large amounts of his time and money supervising the pub-
lication of books, pamphlets, and newspaper articles
opposing the Geveraar;? In the meantime, the Austin Ex-
Students’® Assocliation sppointed a committee, known as the
General Welfare Committee, to ", . . meet and advise with
the Fresident of the University of Texas abt such times

and places as the labber may designate concerning the gen~
eral welfare of the University of Pexas."® Members of this
sopmittee, such as Dudley Woodward ané John Brady, along
with Battile, Mather, and lomax, borrowed a thousand 4ol~
lers from the Austin Neational Bank in order to begin their

eperatiaaﬁ.g Therefore, by 1917, the Ex~Students’

‘ 6L@ttaz, J. A, Lomax to E. D. Ardrey, October 12,
%316, University of Texes Archives, BTHC, John A. Lomax
apers.

. “7g§max, "Governor Perguson and the University of
exas, .

gunivaraity of Tewas Ex-Students' Association,
Minutes of the Alumni Assoclabion of the University of
Texas, Alumni House, Austin, Texas, n.d.

. “9§gmax, "Governor Ferguson and the University of
xRS, *
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Associetion hed begun to organize and formulate plans to
retaliate should Ferguson meke further demands upon the
University.

Early in 1917, lLomax embarked upeon & tour of the
mejor Texas newspapers to lay the groundwork for a pos-
gible attack on Ferguson in the dally papers in the state.
Lomax was chosen by the Ex-Students' for the job because
of his public relations work for the University. He nmet
with editors in San Anbtomio, Houston, Dallas, and Ford
Worth te give them the University peoint of view. In San
Antonio, George W. Brackenridge, owner of the Express,
and Jogeph K. Bmith, editor, guizzed Lomax for two hours.
Then Brackenridge ordered Smith to "Hop om to the Gov-
€IUOTy « « « He's wrong, and we'll fight him to the
end."© another stefs member of the San Antogio Express
gave advice te Lomax. Roy Bedichek, city desk editor,
realized the University needed the support of rural
Texans. He wrote Lomax:

Concerning publicity in the Ferguson~University mat-
Tostead of spending to mueh meney in Dig eity papers,
a8 few stump speakers of good ability al country pic~

nics and prepaid telegraph stories of the meetings
to the big dailies would seem to be a bebtter plan.ll

01p14., 19.

ll&@t%er,lﬁg Bedichek %o J. A. lLomax, n.d., Uni-
versity of Texss Archives, BTHO, John 4. lomex Pepers.



45

While Lomax worksd to bring the newspapers in line, the
Ex~Students’ labored 6 bring Will ¢. Hogg into its fold.
Although Lomax was helpful $0 the University cause, Hogg
would prove to be the singular leading force within the
movenent.

In 1917, st forty-btwo years of age, Hogg, the son

of Governor Jemes H. Hogg, represenbed the créme de ls
gréme of the Texas business community., He received his
law degree from the University of Texas in 1897. In the
following twenty yesrs he had practiced law in his father's
Austin firm, served as sssistant to ollmen Joseph 5.
Cullinan of the Texes Company, and assisted in the forma-
tion of the Great Southern Life Insurance Cprany.lg But
Hoge was a good deal more than Just 2 successful business-
man, His office in Housbon wes a haven for supporters of
worthy causes. The Houston Gargoyle dubbed Hogg, the
“superintendent of Everybody's Business."'> \nile his
philanthropic efforts were varied, Hogg's gause céldbre
%as the University of Texas. He secured ﬁuaa%iana for
the University and working through the Ex-Studeénts' Asso-
ciation secured funds for Gregory Gymnasium and the

12webb; The Handbook of Tewxas, I, 824.

1330onn A, Lomex, "Will Hogg, Texan," The Atlentic
Monthly, May, 1940, p. 664
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University Commons. He provided his own money for the
initisl publication of the Association's Aleal&a.la in
Octeober, 1916, Hogg received a barrage of letters from
prominent Ex-Students'’ Association members calling on
him %o lead the University forces egainst the Ferguson
aamy.lg Eventually, after hls term as Regent expired,
Hogg accepted his sssignment willingly. His relation-
ship with Ferguson convinced him of the necessity for
action.

Hogg first met Ferguson inm Beptember, 1914, when
he tzlked to the fubture Governor abouit his plan for a
Tex for Higher Education Bill. Hogg wanted a consbitu-
tlonal smendment that would provide tax money for atabe
supported institutions of higher learning. If the bill
passed, Hogg favored placing A- and M University under
the control of the University Scard of Regents, with the
state allocating 44 per cent of the tax money to the Uni-
versity of Texas and only 29 per cent to Texes A&, and M.
If the bill fsailed, Hogg felt it would be wiser %o leave

%yevb, The Handbook of Texas, I, 824 and lebter,
H. Y. Benediet %o Mrs. U. k. Lee, Lctober 7, 1930, Uni~
versity of Texes Archives, BTHQ, H. Y. Bemnedict Papers.

lﬁ&e%tars, E. B. Bewley to W. C. Hogg, COoctober 14,
19163 W. W. Woodson to W. C. Eog%, Uctober 14, 18916;
E. Crane to W. (. Hogg, Cctober 16, 19162 snd H, D. Ardrey
%0 Wa Cu ﬁgﬁ%’ Cetober 13, 1916, University of Texas
archives, , Will ¢. Hogg Papers.
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the two institutions separated, even though he lamented
the “petbty Jealousy" bebtween the two schuola.la Ferguson,
assured of victory at the polls, wrote ﬂéggz "I feel that
you can be of much service 0 me in the consideration of
educational legiﬁlaﬁi@n.”l? Unfortunately, this was notb
+0 be the case. Ferguson favored the one-bosrd plen with
or without a higher sducation tax, Hogg had given Pergu—~
gon to understand that he would press the one~board plan,
but when Hogg appeared before a Jjoint meeting of House
and Senate committees on education, Hogg seemed Uo empha-
size the importance of the tax bill and the continued
separation of the University of Texas and Texas A. and
ﬁwla Later, Hogg apologized to Ferguson: M. . . it was
the first public address I ever made . . . and I lost
gight, 1 dare say, of ay tecit obligstion to you to fea-
ture the one-~board plan in my addressa"lg Hogg's failure

léLeﬁtar, W. C. Hogg ta J. E. Ferguson, Sspten~
ber 30, 1914, University of Texas Archives, BPHC, Will C.
Hogg Papers.

l?Le%ter J. E. Perguson to W. C. Hﬂgg, October 9,
%314 Hmivarsity of Texas Archives, BTHC, wWill . Hogg
Pers.

38111 G. Hogg, Oubline of Address o Joint Meet-

ing of Senate and House Committees on Lducation an ]

mittees on ﬁensﬁituii ot dmen Lvening '
% BePoy Belle )y PO 7y B

193ettar§ W. C. Hogg to J. E. Ferguscn, Febru-
ary 12, 1915, University of Texas Archives, BTHC, Will C.
Hogg Papers.
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to meet his "obligation" to the CGovernor was enocugh to
put Hogg on Perguscn's blacklist.

The differences betwesen the two conbtinued while
Hogg was & member of the University Board of Regents.
Hoge sexved as acting chalrman of the Board during the
Cetober, 1916, lnvestigation of faculty members and
opposed the Governor ai every turn. 4 brief exchange
between Ferguson and Hogg illustrated the social and
intellectual chasm separating Hogg and Ferguson. Fergu-
gon defended his decision t0 dismiss the six faculty men-
bers without giving explicit reasons until the day of the
investigation:

The Governor: No, I didn't wand to make any
charges but I told him [President Vinson] I would
give him the information. You [Hogg] then talked
sbout it--you talked about making charges and I says,
Do you want to pub the Governor of this State-~is
1% possible that you haven't any more respect for
the Governor of this Stabte than to want to put him
in the attitude of a little counbry attorney that on
information and belief-w?

The Chalrman: Governor, you mistake the proposli-
tion--my construction of the whole situation would
be this~-that you, if you had information which was
for the welfare of this institution, coming to you
either privebely or officially, should have some %o
the menmbers of the Board, if you had expected achion.
And you should not have done as you did do~-to say
that these men hsve got to be discharged, without
glving any cause whatever. If you had come before
this Board and rehearsed in detall as you have to-
day I @oubt not but what you would have had a
thorough invesvigation made slong this line before 20
this and I am sure Dr. Vinson believes the same way.

1nvestigation, 2.
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Hogg further irritated Ferguson by supporting a motion of
the Board to publish 3,000 copies of the Board's findings

2l A nuzber of these copies

during the investigation.
would find their way to the Texas Senate while that body
deliberated the Dayton rasuluﬁian.ga

By February, 1917, Hogg was freed from his duties
&3 Regent and began to direct the efforts of the Ex-
dtudents'. The Assoclation, during the Legislature's
nusmarous investigations of the University and the Govere
nor in the winber of 1917, signed petitions to the House
and Senate calling for the atabe government to clear the
University's nam¢¢3§ Furthermore, in February, Hogg
placed a half-page advertisement in the Austin American
entitled, "The Peopls and Thelr University vs. Alley-Cat
Pnlitiea.“zg In the following weeks the e¢risis sesmed to
cool somewhat with the adjournment of the Legislature; the
Ex~Students' momentarily ceased their operation. Flanning
for the future, however, continued. Fearing another at-
tack from the Governor, the Assoclation sgtreamlined their
strategy forces by setting up a Central Committee of the

2lrpig., 142-43.

225bove, p. 3b.

23&@@?@, Pp. 3l-32.

Egﬁuatin American, February 9, 1917.
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Associmtion. Hogg outllined the purpose of the committee
in a memorandum: "The Central Commitbtee as a caumpalgn
gcommittee will immediately undertake to compile a liash
of Ex-Students ny [ by precincts, town, and counties . . .
[and] in the Stete Senatorial districts to which members
of the Welfare Committee . . . will be assigned."™@” The
gsame memorandum set up an editorial gommittee whose pur~
pose was to compile a campaign book under Lomsx's direc-
tion. Therefore, by spring, the organization had g two-
fold plan t0 use against the Govermor should he conbtinue
%o try to dominate the affalrs of the University. First,
they had arrsnged cooperation with a majority of the lead-
ing newspapers in the state in order to gebt informabtion
unfavorsble t¢ Ferguson to the Texas public., Second, if
necrssary, the orgaanizstion would abtempt to secure the
leading citigens of the state o back the University move~
ment., With a majority of Texans, average voters and the
prominent and wealthy, alike, opposed to¢ the Governor's
University policy, the Assoclation felt it could hold
Ferguson in check and, if necessary, impesch him.

Thiz explainsg the importence of Ferguson's veto
of the University's funds., The act did nobt touch off s

gpontansous public reaction; it triggered a response from

asﬁ@marandum, n.d., University of Texas Archives,
BTEC, wWill Q. Hogg Pspers.
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the Ex-Students' Association, who by May, 1917, were ready
to strike at the next provoecation. With the appropriation
vebo, the Ex~Students’® zprung into aciion.

The Ex-Students' launched their anti~Ferguson newsw
paper campaign: half-page advertisements became full-page
advertisements. In the one wmonth period prior to House
Bpeaker Fuller's announcement that he would call the House
of Representatives in session to impesch the Goveraor,
five full-page notices appeared in the Austin American,
all sponsored by the Ex«stu&entg'.aé In bold-faced print
these articles exemined the Governor's fthresatening sctions
against the Unversiby, and all ended with Ferguson's state-
ment: "I am Governor of Texes; I don't have to glve rea-
sons. "2/

If Perguson or the University were not in the news,
then events had to be msmipulated to create news. For
instance, Ferguson's demand thabt Vinson be removed as
University president was not released Ho the newspapers
by the Governor but by Lomax who was asble to glve the
story the most unfavorable slant to Esrgusaa.gg In

26 Auvetin Americsn, June 27 and 29, and July 1, 4
‘snd 6, 1917. E—— ’ Rtk

E?Absva this paper, p. 25.

Q&Lemax "Governor F :
erguson and the University of
Texag, " 1§~EOQ% B 7
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sddition to this, the story was followed with the sensa-
tional description of 2,000 marching University sﬁﬁd&nﬁaggg
The demonstration had been arranged by the editor of the
school paper with the help of Professor Battle and Judge
R. L. Batts, an influential Ex-Students' member. Batys
was able L0 get a release for Student FPresldent George
Peddy from officer training camp at Leon ﬁpriugs.5g The
story of the young officer~to-be leading the University
students in his khaki uniform made good print in Texas
papers in May, 1917. 8till another exsmpls, in June,
Lomex sought an injunction in the Austin courts to enjoin
the Regents from removing himself, Vinson, or any other
meuwber of the faau&ty;ﬁl This in itself cresbed lavorable
publicity for the Univereiity. ILomax explained the impor-~
tance of the case when he wrote one of his lawyers, Alex
F. Wiseberg, to explain why he had £iléd ' the injunction:
That injunctlon suit « « » was only 2 link in the
long chain of successful happenings what finzlly
éﬁ?%lifiﬁu%%t"gﬁbﬁi’;’?ﬁ?’;"'yi&%i?i;- mikes valks valk
such ag finally penetrates the thick hide of poli-

ticians so that when the concrete questions were
finally put up Ho them they didn't have the nerve

2% ustin American, May 27, 1917.

§0me&x, “Governor Perguson and the University of
Texas," 20,

T “ggggaen, "The Ferguson War o¢n the University of
exas, .
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to f@imﬁtatg into the Guvernor's chalr, a consummate
scoundrel .’

Finaslly, while these sbtories oirculated through the
city dailies, the Ex~Students’, following Bedichek's ad-
vice, 4id pot neglest the small town newspapers, Joseph
P, Bayers, nmepber of the University Citizens' Commitiee,
which had been formed to include concerned Texans who wers
not University ex—students, sent over ninety letters to
Texas newspapers offeving a free plate of printed matter
on the Ferguson controvergy in exchenge for spasce in their
pepers. oSayers maintained that the material was "without
bias, a fair snd candid statement of the fects.” > The
plates hed been obtained from en Austin
We Us 3t0ry, who had volunteered hizs services as a pub-
licity manager. A majority of the ninety pepers Sayers
contacted gave a favorable ra&yansaeﬁﬁ And Hogg, after

: Hizie %P‘l@y €e ¥

the impeachment proceedings begsn, gent coples of the
Houge investigation of the charges against Ferguson to

321etber, J. A, Lomex to A. F. Wiseberg, Septem-
ber 24, 1917, University of Texas Archives, University
Writings Celi@eﬁian, Fergugon File.

, 5336%%@@, J« P. Sayers to ®The Newspspergz of Texas,”
Univeraity of Texas Archives, University Writings Collec-
tion, Ferguson File.

34ﬁgmgyan&um n.8., University of Texas Archives,
BTHG, Will C. Ho ﬁap@ra; Letter, J. A« Lomex t0 W. C.
Hogg, June 25, 1917, University of Texas Archives, Uni-
versity Writings Collection, Ferguson File.
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over 700 Texas newspepers. Hogg pald over $1,250 bo have
the text of the investigation gublishea.55

The wmost significant newspaper arbicles produced by
the Ex-Studentz'® were five full-page notices that appeared
in seversl Texas daily papers in late June and esarly July,
1917. These articles were also condensed and published
in psmphlet form by the Ex-Students’ ﬁﬁaaaiatiau,gg The
articles, c¢ollectively entitled, "Fhe People's ﬁaiv@raiﬁyhm
8hall It Be Destroyed?® outlined the University's position
in the sbtruggle with Ferguson. First, the Ex~Students’®
condenned Ferguson for his abttempted mapipulstion of the
members of the Board of Regents over a ten meonth peried,
beginning in October, 1916, and his decision to vete Uni-
versity sppropristions, in June, 1917. The pemphlet
stressed the possible consequences of Ferguson's VQﬁaﬁﬁ?

3SLetter, W. C. Hogg to T. J. Caldwell, Septem-
ber 18, 1917, University of Texas Archives, BTHC, Will C.
Hogg Papers.

38npye People's Universsty--Shell It Be Destroyed?®
pamphlet, published by the Ex-Students' Assceiation and
the University Citizen's Committee, copy found in Uni-
versity of Texes Archives, BTHC, Will C. Hogg Pepers.

37Aeﬁually, the University had little te fear from
Ferguson's vebto; within one week after Ferguson's announce-
ment to cut Universlty funds, Stete Attorney General B. ¥,
Looney ruled that the veto was not valid because Ferguson
had veboed nesrly all items in the University's budgeb
without vetoing the btotal figure. Austin Btatesmen,
June 10, 1917, PFor Looney's report on the igsue sBee
B. F. Looney snd L. C. Sutbton, comp., Biennial Rep
the A 7 _Gene of the State of Texas, Unite
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If the Governor forced the University to close, 3,000
University students would be deprived of an educationsl
opportunity that had been provided for them by the fathers
of Texas; an able faculty that had teken years t0 assemble
would scatter to institutions scrosg the country; snd the
University's valueble work in meeting the crisis of World
War I, with its medicel school, engineer deparitment, and
aviation school, all, would be terminated, according o
the Ex~Students'. Second, the Ewx-Students’ Association
sought to show that the University was innocent of Fergu~
son's charges. They explained that the University had
nothing to hide from the public and that University forces
had asked for a full investigation of the institution by
the State Legislature. Furthermore, they pointed out that
the University's Board of Repenbts had exonerated the
faculty whom Ferguson charged with misconduct. Finally,
the Ex-Students' pamphlet celled atbtention to the Governor's
atump-speaking tour of the Stabe in June, l?l?nga

‘The Governor toured West Texss ostensibly to imspect
sites for the location of a proposed West Texass A. and .
Perguson averaged giving three spseches & day, "in nesarly
all of which he villified the 'University crowd.'">’ He

38”§ha Pgople's University--8hall It Be Destroyed?®
pp. 1~%, passim.

39E33rkar], Ferguson's War on the University, p. 34.
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hurled epithets such as "day dresmers" and "two-~bit
thieves" at the University faaulﬁy.“e His most vitriolic
outburst came zt Valley Mills. While condemning the
aristocratic stmogphere of the insbitubtion, Ferguson sx~
claimed the parents of the University's students should
not have 4o pay for

« » » tallor-mede clothes, ten~dollar bouguets, auto-
mobiles, silk atockings, golf balls and highbslls,
poker chips, fraternity dues, frat pins and mandoling,
and a2 hundred other foolish and extravagant things
with the rich crowd says i% necessary to carry on
this Belshazzar revel down abt the State Unlversity.
[Perguson added:]] I say that not only are oo many
peopls golng hog wild over higher education, but thab
aome people have become plain foolsg over the idea
that we have to have an army of educated fools to run
the goverpment,.¥l

The Ex-Students' in “The People's University--
Shall It Be Destroyed?" shated that Perguson's comments in
West Texss revealed his plans to destroy the University of
Texas. The publication clogsed with a rallying ory to the
citigens of the Btabe:

It is of commanding importance that pw@mgt action
be tsken expressive of the will of ths people.

« » =« We appeal t0 all nen wonen who desire the
University to be maintalned in accordance with the
Constitution and law, and enbirely free from any ab-
tempt b0 inject into it any pelicy or power that would
be calculated to turn it from its high course of use-~
fullnesa, to take immediate metion, either individuslly
or in assemblage, and $0 mske known thelr views in the

%01pia., p. 38.

PRI

ulSﬁaaa, The Texas News, p. 154.
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public press, and to transmit such views to their
ignggggzﬁgfd‘3?@fg§&nﬁatives, and also o the Board
. Throughout the swmmer of 1917, the Ex-Students'
Association continued o publish mebterial, of varying
“quali@yg designed to inform Texans of the serious orisis
betwaen the Governor and the State University and teo con-
demn Ferguson's sctions. University Frofessor of History
Eugene C. Barker, an old enemy of the Governor,> added
to the orgenization's efforts by writing a .short history
of the University's relations with Ferguson. Barker's
Ferguson's War on the University of Texas, published by
the Bx~-Studepnts’® Association, oublined the events that

took place bebtween Ferguson's inauguration and Speeker
Fuller's amnouncenment of a speclal session of the Legis-
lature in late July, 1917, to impeach the Governor; it
listed the Govermor's complainte egainst the University
and offered convincing rebuttalﬁ.%4 Barker gave hig manu~
seript to Hoggz, who had the A. . Baldwin Company priat
5,000 coples in one day so that Hogg could send a copy of
Barker's work to each member of the Legislature to shudy

R

@a”Tna People's University-~Shall It Be Destroyed?®

pe 4.
47 s
Above this paper, pp. 20-24.

aﬁﬁﬁarkewj,,

2430,
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while impeschment proceedings pregrasseauﬁs Barker's
Ferg University of Texas
effort of a great Texss historian; though naturslly dbiased,

1gon's War on the wags the scholarly

Barker was primarily concerned with a factusl, chronologi-
cal presentation of the University problem. Not all Ex-
Gtudents’ publications were the same high caliber as
Barker's work.

Another Ex~Students' publication, "Governmor Ferguson
and the 'Chicken Zalad' Case,” was less informative and
purposely misleading. The two-psge pamphlet describved
Ferguson's attempt to influence state Jjudges in & csse be~
fore the Texas Supreme Court in 1917. According to the
publication, the case invelved the misapplication of sbate
funds for “punch, 'chicken salad,' Saretoga flekes, almonds,
» o " sud so forth, “bought by the ﬁavannar,“aé The pam-
phlet falled t¢ state that, although the case was first
filed in Jume, 1916, it was not ageinst Govermor Ferguson,
but his predecessor, O. B. ﬁclgnitﬁ«“? The official report

of the case did not mention Eargusangqa the pamphlet never

455@01, Eugene C. Barker, Historian, p. 70.

48ugovernor Ferguson snd the 'Chicken Salad' Case"
(Austin: Ex-Students' Association, n.d.), p. 1.

47for information of Colquitt and the ‘Chicken
Sedad' Case see George P. Huckaby, "Oscer Branch Colquitt:
4 Politvicel Blogrephy" (Austin: unpublished Ph.D. disser—
tation, University of Texas, 1946), pp. 416-19.

#Bperrell v. Middleton, 187 Southwesthe
367. See alsc Dallas Morning News, June 1i,

p,_Reporyer,
Fay f »
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referred to Colquitt. Thus, the reader of the Ex-Students’
publication was left with the false impression that Ferguson
was the defendant in the case.

The newspaper, or publicity, campaign was only part
of the Ex-Btudents' strategy; in order to assure thelr viow
tory over the Governor, the University forces sought to gain
the support of the higher ranking members of Texas socisby.
While the publicity campaign was winning the populace to
the University side, Hogg waes busy turning out circulars
to ex-shudents and important Texes personags. Hogg sent
letters to ex-students throughout the State saking them
to gather & list of leading citigens in thelr community
s¢ that the Asscciation could mall them anti-Ferguson lite-
eraturs.ag In a letter to 130 prominent Texans, Hogg
requested expressions from community leaders "which nay
be guoted, giving their views on the importance of nmain-
taining the University adequabely; the results of closing
ite doors; or any other phase of the situation. . . 120

The effort to attract leading citigens to the Unie
versity cause also helped to solve the Ex-Students’

49?0: a sample letter see Letter, Hogg's Secretary
to Y. W. Holmes, June 29, 1917, University of Texas Ay~
chives, BTHC, Will C, Hogg Pespers.

5aﬁatter, W, C. Hogg to "130 Prominent Texans,”
June 25, 1917, University of Texas Archives, BTHC, Will C.
Hogg Papers.
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finencial problems. The newspaper c¢ampeign, alone, was an
expensive undertaking. By the close of 1917, the Assgocis-
tion had spent $8,71% in zdvertising expenses; the largest
bille were owed to the Dallas News and San Antonlo Express,
$2,400 and $1,200, rasyéctivalynﬁl Fortunately, as the
list of prominent citizens committed to the University
grew, contributions to the Associlabion also grew., By
August, 1917, the Association hed collected §9,850 from
concerned Texans.”© This figure 414 not include #8,744 in
donations collected from the Austin area.’? Most of the
donations were made in $100 and $500 sums that would indi-
c¢ate these were coniributions from the more well-to-do sle-

ments of sociebty. Nevertheless, the Ex-Studenta’ effort to
secure the backing of weelthy and prominent men in the State

5% Financial ] Stabement of the Ex~Students' Associa-
tion,” dafied Novembér 30, 1917, University of Taxas Archives,
BPHC, Will C. Hogg Papers.

52“3&&% of Ex-Students of Texas University, To Whon
Letters Addressed Requesting Contributions,” dated July 27,
%21?¢ University of Texas Archives, BTHC, Will C. Hogg
“BPers « .

#3Letter, Office Secretar [;ot the Central Committes]
to J. W. FMeClendon, October 8, 1917/, Univerasity of Texas
Archives, BTHC, Will C. Hogg Papers. The Association’s
finsncial probleme were lessened in October, 1917, after
Ferguson's iwpeschment, when FPresident Vinson lifted hie
ban on University faculty contributions to the Ex-3tudents'
Assocliebion, see Letter, 4. W. MeClendon teo W, E. Long,
October 11, 1917, University of Texss Archives, University
of Texas Writings Collection, Perguscn Pile.
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was not solely to create publicity or collect campaipn
funds; the Association sought the help of prominent oitie
gens primarily to influence the sctions of the State
Iegislabure.

With the support of influentisl men from all parts
¢f Texas, the Ex-Students' wers able t6 exert indirect
pressure upon members of the Texas lLegislabture. For ex-
smple, J. W, MoClendon, an official of the Citlzens® Come
mittee, wrote a leading San Angelo businessman:

One of the members of Mr. Hogg's commitbtee has
requested me to write you in regerd to your repre-
sentative, Mr, Metcalf.

My understanding is that Mr. Metecalf ls alright,
but every art is belng used to draw him over to the
other side, amd it is thought advisable to have as
much pressure from influental [sic’] men in his home
district brought to bear upon Bim as possible.’%

In snother case, Hogg wrote a Tyler eitizen, Thomas Ramey:
You and others interested in this controversy should
immediabtely begin to discuss with your representative
the probability that there is no escape from a conven=
tion of the House of Representatives to f%la impeach-
ment charges ageinst the governor. . . .2

In July, Hogg wrote Speaker Fuller to urge him to

protect the "remnant" of the University by convening the

5“L¢tt@r, J., W, MeClendon to Sam Hill, August 14,
1917, University of Texas Archives, University Writings
Collection, Ferguson File.

SLetter, W. C. Hogg to T. B. Remey, June 26, 1917,
University of Texas Archives, BTHCG, Will C. Hogg Pspers.
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Houge and the Thirty-Fifth Legislaturs "{o consider and
file charges of impeachment of Govermor James E. Ferguson
end for trial by the State Semate."”® Tuller replied that
he would give the thought "serious consideration. ">’
Within two days, Puller issued a call bo House members to
meet in speclal session to comsider impeachuent charges
against Ferguson. One~third of Fuller's formal explana-
tion for the lmpeachment session dealt with the Govermor's
ections asgainst the Uhivwrsity.sa

Afver Fuller's amncuncement, the Ex~Students' Asso-
ciation faced two finsl problems: first, there was some
question that a quorum of House members would arrive in
hustin for the August 1 session,and second, Fullexr's
call to open & speaiél segsion was illegel since only bthe
governor ¢an oall the Leglslature into special session.
Helther problem proved greaty; Hogg sent a persopal lebbter
te House and Senate members urging them 40 meet with hig-

self snd other EZx-~Students' officers in a secret conference

28Letter, W, C. Hogg to O. F. Fuller, July 16, 1917,
University of Texas Archives, BTHC, Will O. Hogg Papers.

571etter, O. F. Fuller to W. G. Hogg, July 21, 1917,
University of Texas Archives, BTHC, Will C. Hogg FPepers.

§8La%%ar, C. F. Fuller to the Menbers of the House
of Representavives, July 2%, 1917, University of Texag
Archives, BTHC, Will C. Hogg Papers.
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in Austin three days shead of the August 1 meeting.”’ No
doubt, the Ex-Btudents’ were counting on the fact that
thirty two of the 142 House nmembers and six of the thirty
one Senators had gradusted from the University of Texas and
would support thelr glma mgter.ﬁﬁ A% sny rate, when the
Legislature responded, Ferguson saw that a quorum was in
Austin three dsys early; he cslled a special sesgicn, also
for August 1, %o consider new appropriations for the Uni-
varaitynél The House met, suspended its legislabive dutles,
and begsn impeachment proceedings.

In a seven week session, the legislature lmpeached
and removed Ferguson from office. IDuring this time a new
University sppropristion bill, practically identical to
the cone Ferguson vebtoed, was passed by the legislabure and
gigned by acting Governor Willism Hobby. In addition, thes
Senate rejected certain Board of Regents appoinbees made
by Ferguson, and Hobby pleased the friends of the Uni-
versity by sppeinting faverable men, such as George W.
Brackenridge, to the 30&r&a62 In short, the University

59Lcﬁax, "Governor Ferguson and the University of
Texas," 25.

€0mne Alcalde, Vol. V (December, 1916), 172,

6t ®[Barker], Porguson's Wer of the University, pp

62%@@ Alcalds, Vol, VI (November, 1917), 31.
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forces were victorious. The publicity, and in some cases
the propaganda, produced by the University's Ex-Students'
Associrtion arcused public opposition ¢ the Governor, and
the political pressure exerted by the Assocclabion upon the
legislature secured the Unlversity's position. Both
played a major, if not overriding, role in Ferguson's
defeat.



CHAPTER IV
AFTERMATH AND COBCLUSIOR

. For several months after Ferguson's lmpsachment
the University forces deliberated thelr proper course of
action. The fact that the Thirty-Fifth Legislature de~
clared Ferguson ineligible to hold any stete office did
not keep Ferguson out of Texas politics. In 1918, Fergu~
gon gought the Democratic nomination for the governorship,
arguing that he had resigned from office before the final
Benate Judgment and, therefore, had not been officislly
impesched and removed fron affice,I Hogg favored publishe-
ing an edited text of the HSenate lmpeachment trisl for
use against Ferguson in the 1918 campaign 4o add, in
Hogg's words, Yone more clod on the coffin of that P& P
creak‘“a Cther Ex-Students’ officiasle, however, dissgreed
with Hogg's plans. Dudley K. Woodward, James McClendon,
and John Brady, whom Hogg hed encharged with the project,

lngng question was eventually carried into the
courts and the Judgment of the Court of Impeschment was
sustained." Webb, The Handbook of Texss, I, 592.

aLatﬁar, W. C. Hogg %o D. X, Woodward, April 10,
%318, University of Texae Archives, BTHC, Will ¢. Hogg
BPETra.
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decided that the Hobby cempaign organization should handle
anti-Ferguson publiclty and that the University should
quietly remove itself from the polibical scene. Woodward
wrote Hogg:

I% would be unwise for the Universidvy, or of

its represeatatives, or the Ex-Btudent Assoclation,
or any of its representatives, to imsue such a pam~
ghl@t at this time, for the reason that the University

s nelther sn actual nor a proper issue in the present
campaign, and pavticipation by the University or its
representatives in the campaign wgul& but lend color
to Ferguson's charges against itv.

Hogg eventuslly agreed wiﬁh.waeawaraﬂg but cone-
tinued to work with the Hobby orgamization., In July,
1918, Just before the Democratic primary, Hogg wrote
Hobby's campaipgn headguarters that they could use the fol-
lowing guote in thelr fight againat Ferguson:

Although I sm confident that the vast majority of
our people will confirm the sentence of impeachment
by condemning Ferguson end his peronal [sic.] and
official misdeeds at the polls next Sturday Lsicl,
in the interest of truth end Justice I now unre-
servedly aharga that he got the mysterious one-
hundred and £ifty six thousand five hundred dollars
from and through a certalin brewer and 1 fﬁaiﬁivelv
predict that later development will disclose such
tainted source of that money, probably under the
guise of unsecured loans,

JLetter, D. K. Woodward to W. c. Hogg, April 18,
%?1&, University of Texss Archives, BTHC, Will O. Hogg
SPETE.

*Letter, W. C. Hogg to D. K. Woodward, April 28,
%9&3, University of Texas Archives, BTHC, Will C. Hogg
SPers.

gﬂelagram, W. C, Hogg to Hobby Headquarters, in
Dallas, July 2%, 1918, University of Texas Archives,
BTHC, Will C. Hogg Pepers.
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The majority of Texans did confirm the Senate's verdict,
for Ferguson 4id not receive the Democratic nomination.
After the Democratic primary, the University forces, in~
cluding Hogg, c¢eased their political sotivity in the
matter.

The Ex-Ztudents' Agsociation, immedistely after
the impeachment vietory, awarded honors to non-ex-students
who had been helpful during the emnti-Ferguson campaipgn.
Chester H. Terrell, a San Antonio lawyer, was awarded a
$500 silver plate "in recognition of his splendid ser~
vices in the interest of the University in the summer of
1917, during impeachment proceedings before the House of
Hepresentatives; . . ,“6 Terrell had locked hinmself in
Forguson's Temple Bank one evening snd spent the night
checking Ferguson's books. It was Terrell who discovered
the §156,000 loan smong the Governor's aﬁaaunxs.? Further—
more, the Association expressed its thanks to George V.
Littlefield, an Austin banker and businessman, for his
"generosity and kindness in donating to the Associabion
two offices, rent free,. . ." during the final five months

6nniver$ity of Texas Ex-Students' Association,
Minutes of the Alumni Assoclation of the University of
Texas, Austin, meeting of Novembar 29, 1917.

. HVggfgﬁs "Governor Ferguson and the University of
exas, -
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of the University erisiﬁ.a Littlefield, slong with George
Brackenridge, had offered to donate their own fortunes to
the University if Ferguson succeeded in closing the ingti-
tublon for the 1917-1919 period. A few years laber the
Asgoclation made M. M. Crane, the chlef prosscuting law-
yer during the impeachment trial, an honorary member of
the Association, reasconing that the organizastion'’s consti-
tution provided such membeﬁﬁhipa for those who "rendexed
distinctive services either to the Nation, to the Stave,
or to the University of Taxaa."g

The politicel activitvies of the Association and
others conneoted with the University ralse a number of
guestions. W, 5. Sutbon, Dean of the Bducation School
at the University, wrote that the Ex-Students’ Associsa~
tion were inspired only by an "unselfish desire to serve
the state." O Sutbon, in an article for the Bducationsl
Review, concluded that: "The whole system of public edu-
cation from the bobttom to the top, . . » shonld be come-
pletely and irrevoesbly divorced from what is kpown as
practical yaiitieaﬁ“ll Yet, 4% is clear that the

8vhiversiky of Texas Ex~-Students' Association,
Minutes of the 4lumni Assoclation of the University of
Texas, Austin, meeting of Novemwber 29, 1977.

§Le%tex, Jd. A. Lomax to M. M, Crane, June 10, 1920,
University of Texas Archilves, BTHC, John A. Lomax Papers.

IQWG 8. Bubtton, "The Assault on the University of
Texas,” Fducational Review, Vol. LIV (Hovember, 1917), 408.

Lyysa, . 409,



69

University was actively involved in "practical politics®
in its own defense. Furthermore, can any institution of
higher education demand that its professors remove them-
selves from the political affalrs of their time? The
University Board of Regents were never able to solve the
problen adequeately. Before March, 1917, the Board ruled
that, in Hogg's words, "political sotivildy of University
faculty will be wholly discoursged under all circum~
sﬁancea,”ia Hogg dlsagreed with the Board resolution
and favored s compromige position:
It is the right of members of the Fasulty of the
University, as citizena, Yo express their views and
opinions upon social and politleal guestlons freely
and publicly, but the Board of Regente of the Uni-~
versity will net spprove active participation by

members of the Faculty in personsl campalgns of
State, County, or City offices.l?

Iropically, during the summer of 1917, numercus University
officials and faculty and Ex-Students'® officials repre-
senting the University participated in Just such a politi~
cal campaign concerning the chief executive's office., 1%
seens apparent that, in splte of high idesls and geod
intentions, Board of Regents can have little directiocn

12 etter, W. C. Hogg Yo A. W. Hartman, Mareh 12,
%91?, University of Texas Archives, BTHC, Will C. Hogg
BPeTS.

131etver, W, C. Hogg to G. C. Butts, March 16,
%217, University of Texas Archives, BTHC, Will C., Hogg
POrsS.
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over the politiczl concerns of faculty within thelr
Jurisdiction without questioning the enbtire political
structure in which state supported institutions operate.
Thers is & ring of idealism to phrases that call for pub-
1ic education to bes separate from, and in some cages above,
political control. Such statements sgsume that employees
snd professors in state supported educational cenbers are
spolitical and, therefors, "shuman." The Ferguson-
University imbroglio demonstrates that this is not the
case. The University was attacked by the Governor; its
only effective retalistion was through political action.
The University forces rescted sinmply as sny special inter-
eat group under fire would react.

The modern historian refrains from value judgments
and moral positiona, but the question of Jusiice and
honesty enters into the Ferguson-University fight. Were
the University forces Jjust in defending the institution
against Ferguson's sccusations? No black-and-white
snswer exista. Privetely, Hoge admitted that there were
"eullty mileage discrepancies” in the zccounts of faculty
and personnel but that these weres not "seriously blam-
able.“la Furthermore, in 1920, Kathleen Molesworth, a

1“Battﬁr, W. C. Hogg to R. L. Batts, Cctober 14,
%316, University of Texas Avchives, BTHC, Will C. Hogg
Bpers.
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graduate student at the University, concluded in her
thesis the following on the financisl structure of the
institution:

On campus thers are a nmumber of minor systems of
books for taking charge of funds in various depari-
ments, such ag the Department of Exbension, Commite
tee on Teachers, etec. All funds taken in by these
departments are turned in to the Audibvor, and an
sccount of them is kept in total in the gemeral
hooks of the University. However, much is left to
the honesty and cere of men and women who are not
always protected by a complete mebhod of check on
Yhelr handling of nmoney. In g general audit of the
University books, some time is glven toc the examina~
tion of the reporits, or recelpts from these sources,
but no _generzl audit of the individusl systems ls
nade.t?

In ell probability, the University, on & much smaller
seale, was guilty in the same way Ferguson was gullty in
bhandling staete funds. The Governor argued that he had
done nothing that obher preceeding governors had not also
done. In the same menner, the University carried on ques-
tionable policies thet had precedence in the imsticution’s
history.

Perguson's other protests against the University
were based on his own pepulist radicalism. His charge
that the State should pay little more per pupil for stu-
dents in the State University then for students enroliled

in rural high schools evidences Ferguson'’s basic distrust

lﬁﬁaﬁhle@n Molesworth, “A Study of the Accounting
Systen of the University of Texas” (unpublished M.4.
thesis, University of Texas, 1920), p. 49,
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of higher education. His charge that the University spent
too much money for inconsequential things is unfounded
when the University's expenses are compared to similsr in-
sbitubions of the period in other states. Actually, the
University's budget was 26 per cent lower than forty-one
other comparable institutions in the United States in
191?.16 Beyond this, Ferguson's atback on the fraternity
systen on canpus, and its sometimes frivolous activitles,
is amether example of Ferguson's dlslike of sristocratie
institutions. While such attitudes can be described ss
"anti~intellectbual ,” Ferguson's phllosophy was not far
removed from the mainetresm of American thought. Richard
Hofstadter in his Anti-Intell smerican Life
points out: |

gctualism ix

Anyong who speaks of anti-intellectualism as &
quality in American life must reckon with one of the
gignal facts of our nationsl experience—our per-
sistent, intense, and sometimea touching faith in
the efficacy of populasr education. Few observers,
pust or present, have doubted the pervasiveneas or
sincerity of this faith. Henry Steele Commager,
agsessing the primery charascteristics of the nine~
teenth-century Americen, remarks that "education
wag hig religion"-~though be is quick to add that
Americans expected of educstion what they expected

168.%, Buresu of Education, Stabtistics of Btab
Universities and State Collepes, Bulletin RO« 55
égaa ngton, D. C.! GCovernment Printing Office, 1918),

job K58
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of religion, that it "be practical and pay
dividends."1?7

One final guestion remains: Why 414 Ferguson
continue to threaten the University when he saw that his
actions were provoking a statewide movemend sgainst him?
In the beginning, his atback on the University wes a
political device designed to appeal o rursl Texsns who
hed supported him in his first aampaign‘la Posglbly too,
Fergugson had a personzl grudge ageainst the University.

His own experience in higher education had besn an un-~
plespant one; he was acubely aware thalt he was not a
formally educated man. Furthermore, his bdbrother, Alexunder
M. PFerguson, ironically, had been an instructor of biology
at the University > and had been diemissed for failing to
please his superiors. Nevertheless, what made Ferguson
continue his drastic attacks on the University when he

saw that he was pot meeting with success? Ferguson faced

17Richerd Hofstadter, Anti- yellectye s
American Iife (New York: Alfred Anopt y Pr 299.
The ﬁ@mmager quava is from: Henry Sﬁeele Gamm&gar, The
American Znt“:tr@ta$i0n_0f ﬂm@rinan Thought

ess, 1950J, p.

lgaalph W, Steen, "The Political Career of Jemes E.
?gr }sen" §gﬁp&b&iﬂh@d M.A. thesis, University of Texas,
s Do *

lg?or further information of Alexsnder M. Ferguson
i I'j; Record, II (December, 1900), 379-80

R pings, Texss A, and M. University
Library, Uhivaraity Arﬂhivsﬁ, A. M. Perguson File.
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the politician's ageless problem of blundering into a
harsh, unpopulsr stand with an attitude of carrying out
his commitnments or being undone by them. To back down
from his attack on the University would have meant dis-
grace, a disgrace that Ferguson's obstinate personality
could not sustain. As a result, Ferguson was impeached
and removed from office by the forces who sought %o pro-
tect the University of Texas.

Walter Pregoobtly Webb, in a lebter to Miriam
Ferguson's secretary, wrote of the historisn's problems
in dealing with Governor Ferguson's career:

It was one of his [Perguson's ] characteristiecs,
his ability to bind people t0o him with ties of
steel, or to alienate them hopelessly.

The historian who attemplts to dsal with such a
character ig slmosy sure to stir up feeling regard~
less of how objective and dispassionate he might be.
Also, the historian must work with the materials he
findes. Gince there are gaps in his material, there
are geps in his knowledge; since his materials are
biased on boeth sides it is pext to impossible (it
is impossible) for him ‘o have every detail right.20

There is ample published material svaileble revesling the
University's position in the struggle with the Governor,
but, as Webb indicated, much of this meterial is one-
sided. Withoub Ferguscn's perscnal papers, it is likely

that Ferguson's view will never be clearly known. This

Bgnettar, We Po Webb to Ghent Handerford, April 26,
1955, University of Texes Archives, University Writings
Collection, from Richard T. Flemuming's personal file.
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paper hes atbtempbted to treat both sides of the Ferguson-
Universgity affair, to fill in some of the geps in hisg-
torical knowledge, and to encourage further study of
this brief, but ilmportant, episode in Texas history.
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