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I heve resd the record in the suit of M, J. Miller's
Executrix v. J. W. Rider. |

I £ind that on Merch 15th, 1910, J. W. Rider as plﬁ;ﬁtiff

institued an sction in the Roekcastle Cir, Court againstlifﬁJ..
Miller's Executrix for the settlement of the estate of M, J;gkv
Miller, decessed, and to Tecover an alleged debt of $235.60, -
The executrix esnswered, denying @nd pleading & setoff of $726.64,
There wes & trial by jury and & verdiet and judgment against
Rider for three hundred ($300) dollars. On this judgment
execution was issued, returned "no property" and the present
ection in equity, filed March 18, 1912, wss instituted on
88id Jjudgment and return under section 439 Civil Code., At~
tachments were issued and various garnishess were summoned.,

It seems to me the most serious question arises with
regard to the garnishee, Smbimm Mollie Miller, whose first
husband wes Hugh Miller, and who later married J., W. Rider,
Jo We Rider's first wife was Mae Miller from im whom he was
divorced. Later she seems to have maerried g man by neme of.
Underwood. To & stranger to the parties the names sre con-
fusing.

Mae Miller Underwood ,numedmbime during her first mer-
riage, owned the hotel property im Mt, Vernon known as the
"Newcomb House" and the old "Miller House." After her di-
vorce she sold this préperty to Mollie Miller, widow of Hugh
Miller, for $4000, paying $2000 in cash snd executing two
notes for $1000 each due in one and two years, The date of
this sale is not clearly fixed by the testimony, Mollie
Miller peid the first of the deferred payments. The claim
is made that J. W. Rider peid the last deferred payment of
one thousend dollars for Mollie Miller and that she owes him
this money which is atteched by the plaintiff, ‘




This claim 1s unquestionably established by the depo-
gitions of Mae Miller Underwood, F. L. Thompson, M. B. Salin
and J. W. Rider himself, so far as the fact of psyment is

concerned. Rider seeks to avoid the legal effect of it by

saying that he paid-this note for Mellie Miller with money
which he owed her, but he is unable to give any definite ac-
count of the transactions with Mollie Miller out of whieh his
indebtedness to her arose or to state the sum total of such
indebtedness,

Salin states that Rider was in the possession of that
note in the year 1912, or as he puts MNRNMVMMENMME
the pest nine months,"” (his deposition being teken on Jen,
3, 1913), and was attempting to obtasim a loan on it for
himself by offering it as collatersl, Rider says he did
this for his wife, Mollie Miller Rider, and not for himself,
adding in substance that he never owﬁed this note; that his
wife had paid it off to the original holder., Aside from
the meritel relation which under certain circumstances is
strongly presumptive of freud, the very atmosphere of this
transaction supports Sslin's stetement, and I am inclined to
think the cese is susteined for the plaintiff sside from sany
other testimony in it,

I am inclined to think that the transactions with
Thomss Rider and Charles Broadwsy Rider, his brother and
“nephew,are all of the same piece; but neither Thomas Rider
or Chas. Broadway Rider are parties to this asction, and they
are entitled to their day in court before any judgment counld be
entered es to them,

It is hard to tell how much of the evidenece imn this case
is irrevelent and incompetent, but I have considered it
only upon testimony wihbmi of those mentioned,

I still think you should read the testimony in the case
before ordering a judgment in it,




Th the Editor of
THE COURIER-JOURNAL: -

The specious and somewhat helated appeal for party
harmony recently made by Mr. W. J. Fields might have been mere effectiive
for party harmony, end the good of the State as well, had i% been made
one year ago. Had the then Governor of Kentucky been as eloquent and
fervid in behalf of party harmony es he now essays to be, the State
might now have Cumberland Falls éas a Naticnal Park instead cof having a
Governor who is reported by the newspapers as being in Washington,D.C.
in collaboration with Mr., Insull, who has been so effective in purify-
ing Illinois politics! Some years agc, lMre. Carrie Chapman Catt
warned women voters to "watch oil"™. It would be well to add the warn-
ing "watch power."

Hed Mr., Fields made his plea for party hearmony @
year ago, the teachers of the State would not now be assessed $25,00
each to buy books for their pupils; the State Board of Health would
not be reduced to penury and its usefulness crippled when the bi-
partisan combine failed to kill it-outright; the insane in the Lexing-

ton Asylum would not have had their appropriations reduced to help

>
cafry out a deq?gogiéLcampaign promise of thé Governor, when there

was every appealing and humane reason to inerease the appropriation;
the tuberculous patients, the blind, the needy mothers and infants,

:n and unborn, would not have had thelr sustenance withdrawn or
decreased. The Legislature might have profited by the findings cf
the Efficiency Commission to the great and lasting good of the people
of Kentucky. An expert auditing of the State's accounts might have
revealed the amount and the source of the State's debt and how greater
efficiency at less cost in the management of the State's business could
be effected. The Racingoénterests and their allies offensive and de-
fensive might not have been.so powerful under the leadership of the
doughty Democratic Senators from the %lst and 6th Districts, who
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worked during the last Legislature in such admirable harmony with the
Republican Jockey Club lobbyist\and all the machinery of the bi-partisean
combine in control at Frankfort. When such harmony can be secured be~-
tween patriots who are divided only by party titles, what is the use

to disturb it because of a mere name?

No member of that bi-partisan symphony has anything
in common with a group of citizens who believe in "equal rights to all
and special privileges to none", in "the greatest good of fthe greatest
number™, and in the duty of government "to promote the generel welfare".
What is the bond to bridge the chasm between groups wearing the same
party name but divided by vioclations of the basic principles of
democracy?‘

The Richmond Register and the Lexipgtpn Herald have

suddenly grown vociferous in the interests of jhe party harmony. It

does not lie in the mouth of aﬁﬁéi?mber of the Jockey Club Press Com-

mittee formed at the home of Sena$ér Johnson N. Camden July 10, 1927,
after the orgy of misstatement and misrepresentation in which its mem-
bérs indulged for nearly four months,now to plead party haermony. Do
these pleaders for harmony credit those to whom they address their plea
with no conviction and no memory?

What great basic principle of self-government of
enlightened people through a free ballot could unite in harmony £he
members of that Press Committee and a}l who cocllaborated with it to
mislead voters and a group of citizens who were striving to free the
State from the bi-partisan yoke of specisal privilege?

Tn 1924 Kentucky Democrats whe with all their souls
believe that it is ageinst public poliecy to expose for public sale .
under government license or prtotection a polsonous habit forming drug,, 
recognizing his ability to promote any cause he espouses, could not vote
for the Democratic nominee for United States Senator, whose opposition
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to the Eightegnth Amendment and legislation pursuant thereto he had
proclaimed on the floor of the United States Senate and on various
platforms throughout the country.

In the Primary 1925 these dry Democrats were

challenged at the polls and thousands of them prevented from voting,

with the result that the Jockey Club and allied interests secured some

valuable members in the Kentucky State Senate.

At the 1926 session of the General Assembly a bill
to amend the Primary Law so as to permit the voter tc exercise a
freeman's right of choice in both the Primery and General Election
was introduced., The bill passed the House by a large majority, buib
was defeated in the Senate by the faithful Jockey Club group led by
the Senator from the 3lst District.

In 1927 Jockey Club Democrats, %o the number of
50,000 Mr, Fields says, voted againét the Democratic nomineé for
Governor. Now, these Jockey Club Democrats and their allies, having
wrecked the party in the State, ask to be given full recognition in
the county and state comventions to manage a national election.

It is certainly gratifying that at least 50% of .the
State Executive Committee and its Chairmen have not forgotten Demgcratie
prineiples, In view of the issue in this campaign and the aspirants
for the Democratic nomination for President of the United States, it
is hoped that the committee will deem it wise to abide by the decision
already reached, a decision consistent with the principle of the
present Primary Law upon which the Jockey Club Democrats so strenuously

insisted in 1925 and 1926.




It is beautiful how willing the licn is to lie down
with the lemb if the lamb will only be reascnaeble and consent to lie
inside the lion, :

Just so long as one group of Democréts nominates
candidates who pnt unwholedome appetite above righteous Demccratic
aspirations, and special privilege to the recing and allied interests
above "equal rights to all and special privileges to none", so long
will there be division in Demccratic ranks.

In 1924 cne group strove as a matter of publie policy
to prevent endorsement of the return of a great evil,and were success=-
ful.

In 1925, 1926 and 1927 the other groﬁp strove to

perpetuate a special privilege for a single interest, and were success-

7
v4£4447 This basic principle in human conduct goes deeper than

(z) any question of policy thet unifes men in political parties,

C/} "Righteousness exalteth a nation but sin is a reproach to eny peoplel”

27,1928,







T0 THE DEMOCRATS OF THE STATE OF KENTUCKY:

On this date I have called the State Democratic Executive
Committee for the Commonwealth of Kentucky %o convene at the
geelbach Hotel at two o'clock p. m., to reconsider the following
resolution, which fixes the qualifications of the voters neces-
gary to permit them to participate in the county legislative
district conventions, together with other matters relating to the
Democratic State Convention called by the Executive Committee for
June 14, 1928:

#A11 persons shall be qualified to vote in the county
and legislative district conventions who possess the
qualifications prescribed by the Constitution for
voters in the regular election to be held on November
6, 1928, and who at the November election held on
November 8, 1927, voted for all of the Democratic
nominees whose names appeared on the ballot at the
election. All persons who have become of voting age
gince November 8, 19237, and who will be of voting age
on November 6, 1928, and declare that they will support
the Democratic nominee at that election, are qualified
to participate in the county legislative district
conventions."

This call was induced by a petition of three members of the
8tate Executive Committee, they having the right, if 1 as Chairman
refuse  to convene the Committee, to do so themselves.

The action of the Democratic Lxeocutive Committee in declar-
ing in the above-quoted resolution the qualifications of the
elector necessary to permit him to vote in the Democratic precinet
gconventions, has been commented upon in such a way as to convinge
me that I owe it to myself as Chairman of the Democratio Conmi t-
teé and to those who supported the policy, to state the reason
for it. I have adopted the policy of restrains, which T believe
my position as Chairman justified. . This policy.1 have garefully
followeds for public agitation is more often used to confuse than
to elarify, and for selfish ends than for public good. But in

this instance, justice to the thing done and to those who supported

1%, demands a sincere statement %o the Dsﬁeorats of the Btate who

have constituted us as an authority in the Demooratic Party. Vhat




I have to say is without malice, feeling, or a desire t0 hurt
or injure.

The public comment sbout my casting as Chairman the deciding
vote upon the resolution is & mistake. The resolution was carried
before it came to my vote, but if my vote had been decigive of
the question, it would have been cast for the resolution., I
could not have voted otherwise. I believe in parties. I consid-
er them absolutely necessary to democratic zepublichn form of
government. It follows that I believe in party disecipline in
rules governing party organization. Without if parties would be
useless or impossible.

The duty of the Committee wasg made plain and simple by the
gettled policy of both of the great parties in Kentucky. "Public
opinion", after much deliberation and discussion, had already been
crystalized in legislative enactment. We have on our statute
book what ils known as the State Primary Law, in which the qual-
ifications of voters in the primary are fized. This authority,
under our republican form of government, comes from the organiged
and majority opinion of the voters in both parties, and no Dem-
ocratic convention has ever condemned it,

In Section 1550-6 of the Kentucky Statutes; svery candidate
in the primary is required to make oath fthat he intends to suppor?’
the principles and policies of the Democratic Party and vote for
1tes nominees at the coming general election, and that he supported
its nominees in the last general election.

Section 1650«1¢ of fhe Kentucky Statutes, on "Qualificetions

of‘Electors“, says: '"Before a person shall be qualified‘to vote

in the primary election herein provided for, he shall possesg all

of the qualifiocations now prescribed by the Constitution and as

are now required of voters in regular elections", and "he shall

in addition to said gualifications be a member of the party for
whose nominees he intends to cast his vote, and shall have affilisted

with said party and supported its nominees, and no person shall
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be deemed to have affiliated with the party in whose primary he
geeks to cast his vote 1f he voted against the nominee or nominees
of such party at the LAST GENERAL ELECTION."

The Court of Appesls, in the case of Nunnelly vs. Doty, 310
Ky. 256, said:

¥4 person offering o vote in & party primery is not
qualified if be voted against the nominee or nominees
of the party at the lest general election. To be
gualified; he must have supported his party ticket
and must nave affilisted in good faith with the party.
He is not gualified if he voted for one of the party's
nominees and against others in the lasgt election.”

The rules of the Democratic Party (16th Seetion) provide
that no person shall act as committeeman or committeewoman who
fails to support all of the nominees of his or her party. Be it
rememberedkin this connection, that this rule was adopted by the
Democrats of EKentucky in convention assembled, and re-adopted in

many subsequent converitions.

' The action of the Uommittee merely declared the policy gov~
erning primary elections. It would be ridiculously illogiéal to
suggest that different gualifications ghould be required of one
who vntes by being counted in convéniion, from those required
of one who votes by ballot. Asims been seen, the power which
~ereated the State Executive Committee had declared for the rule
adopted by the Committee in fixing the qualificatione of the
Democratic voter. Should the Executive Committee of twenty-four
men and women attempt tc override the "popular will' of the

party, declared in convention assembled, in making a teést for

the electorate? Should the oreaturé override its creator?

Asguming that the Gommitice was free 1o ignore fthe organized

and c¢o-ordinated individual judgments of the Democrats of Ken-
tucky, evidenced by the Statutes of the State and the adopted
rules of conventions, what then should govern the conscience of
the Committee? Of course the question rested upon conditions as

they then existed and gonfronted the Committee. What were the
-5




facts? The Honorable J. C. W, Beckham, in & primary where every
voter wae pledged to support him, won his nominstion by a mag-
nificent mejority, over a popular opponent backed up by some of
the most powerful influences in state politics. It 1s admitted
that he won by fair means., He came through the primary without
eriticiem or étain. His title to his nomination had no ¢loud
upon it. In his contest in the final election, he carried eighty
out of one hundred and twenty counties, leading his ticket nore
than 15,000, He received 13,000 more votes than any successful
candidate for Governor had ever received before. IHe was defeated,
and all of the rest of the ticket eleoted. OCampeon had counted
for him 47,000 votes not counted for anyone elee on either the
Republican or the Democratic ticket. 5,400 of these came from
Qampbell County, 7,700 from Kenton, 1,100 from Carter, 5,000 from
Fayette’County. No cendidate for Governor ever received anything
approximating the majority of Sampson without carrying his ticket
with him.

Whet is there in this showing to induce a relaxation of party

discipline? Why in thie particulsr ceseé should Bt be argued, as
it has been, that there was an effort to proscribe 50,000 Demo~-
erata? Why lheatedly suggest that it wae prompted by revenge and
control of outeide factional forees? In this the Commiittee has
been done 2 great injuetice. In no way can you look upon ihe
facte and justify the oriticism. How simple and just are the
requiremente for the voter in the resolution criticizedl All
that is required ig that those who bolted come back through the
door they went out. They went out by failing to suppori the
nominees., Cowme back (and God knows we want you and will welocome
youl) by voting the Democratic ticket in the coming regular élec—-
tion, and thus be re-establisghed in party privilege.

We vre startled by the statement made by the opponents of

the resolution, that it will exclude from the conventions over the
el




State 50,000 Democrats. It wasg ¥ark Twain who sent the following
humorous telegram when he learned, while abroad, that it was re-
ported in this country that he was dead: "The report of my death
is very much esxaggerated." I would suggest that the repori of
50,000 Democratic voters being excluded, is even more exaggerated.
No one who has ever been connected with politics or who studied

the vote in the last election can possibiy believe the unprece-
dented and absurd suggestion that Sampsen really and "honest to

God" received 50,000 votes from Demogratic ®lectors who drew

their white robes around them and refused to vote for anyone

glse on elther ticket. I do not believe you can £ind a single

man elected on the Democratic ticket or defeated on the /Repub-
lican ticket who would stand for any such absurdity. Whether or
not Sampson was or was not entitled to the wmajority he received,
this is obvious, that no 50,000 Democrats, or anything like it,
voted for him. The startling statement of 50,000 Democrats soratoh-
ing Beckham, is based upon Sampson's majority, which is accounted
for by‘47,000 votes countedbfor Sampson and not counted for anyone
else, either on the Republican or on the Demooratic ticket. If they
were Demoerats, and the vote actually counted ae cast, we are guilty
of the shocking crime of excluding Sampson Democrats from our

oounsél;’

I regret very much the irritating and divisive agitation put

in motion over this resolution. I am of the opinion that if there
had been no objection and no diséussion, there would not have been
8 vote lost to the Pariy on account of it. The resolution was
discussed and agreed upon by prominent men of the Party both
in National and State politics, who approved of 1t before it
was presented to the Committee. Their names have been unjustifialfly
used by its opponents, and it has been made to appear that they
opposed it. I am confident that the public will be advised as
to the truth. The trouble started in the Committee with Billie
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Klair, who oppoesed the resolution. He might appropriately say;

"I am the rider of the wind, the stirrer of the storm,

And the place I left behind me is still with lightning warm."
He had the right to object to the agtion of the Committee. How-
ever, I cannot sympathize with him in his horror at some Demporats
being cruelly proscribed by the Committee. I should like $0 inguire
of him, how about the same Democrats proseribing their nominee,
J. @: W, Beckham, and defeating the glowing hopes and reasonable
expectancy of thousands of Democrats who worked for and supported
him in his vsce? Why should he have been proscribed?  Was here
any taint upon his nomination, was there anything in his offiecial
career, was there anything in hie private life, to justify his

prosexription?

I resent the suggestion of Billie Rlair and others, that the

Democrats will lose to the Party thousands who bolted, if not per-—
mitted to take part in the convention. I gan not think of a more
unepeakable insult %o the courage and manhood and principles of
those who voted against Beckham. If they did it in good conscience,
they would be controlled by the character of the Demoeratic nominees
and the principles involved in the support they would give to the
ticket, The position taken by Billie Klair is that if they are
not permitted to vote in the conventions, they will not suppori
the nominees snd the principles involved in the coming Btate and
National eieotion. I can hardly believe that any Democratic
votere will throw down principles and refuse to support nominees
because of the discipline of the Democratic organization necessary
tolita existence and the temporary loss of & privilege.

Leying aside from consideration all justice and truth and
principle involved in thie discussion, and looking at it from
the standpoint of expediency and vote getting, can we overlook
the fsct shat there were 380,000 Democratic voters who loyally
s8tood by Beckham as the leader of their Party, and everyone of




o them wounded by diseppointment #nd chagrin over his defeat

and the manner of his defeat; There is no gusstion in my mind that
almost 8ll of them will remain loysl, whatever the action of the
Conmittee; but would it not be unwise to say to the 1oya; Democrats
of Kentgckyﬁmhdébelieved-in supporting their Party aBE L% nomi-
nees, “It is repalved by ths constituted authoritiea ¢f the Pariy,
‘ﬁwthat it ie the right of every. Demucrat to. bolt nominees and vote
ﬁ_ fer whom he pleas&s“? Sinat 15 the gossible ef fect iu the goming

. iénal eI?otion, o‘P such a ru~e? H&ve we no% in uhiS resolution
a two-adged sword, and may it not cut deeper by rescinding the
action of the Jommittes? &asi%Amu?jf~"‘ TPAT IR governuent?

1% iS‘Gﬁntended by o, thad: tha ﬁresideﬁtial nominee will in
ail probabiilty be nominatsd witnout a contest; and that the con=
vention does not present a contest over the nomihation, but does l
present one over the control of the Democratic Party for the next
four yesrs, ‘If true, the issue is not who shall be President, but
shall bolting Democrats or loyal Demoorats organize the Partyv?

If the Committee sees fit %o resecind its sotion, T shall

acquiesce and give it my sincere support. However, as presently

advised, I am of the opinion it would ve unwise, and a mistake.

I do not geekto control the Committee through any eselfish motive.
I have no ambition to subserve. I am duly appreciative of the
hoenor conferfed upon me by the Demoerate of Kentucky in seleet;ng,
me for the third time as the Chairman of the State Demooratic
Executive and Central Committees. It is not wy purpose either §
to seek or to accept the distihction agaid. - My advice %o ihe Com=—
mittee 18! "Be just and fear not. Let all the ends thou aimest

at be thy country's, thy God's, and the truth.t
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70 THE DEMOCRATS OF KENTUCKY:

It is my desire t6 1ift a warning before the Democrats of
Kentucky and stress the importancevof their attendance upon the
Gounty Oohvertion on June 9. We Democrats, in honor, should with
eclear eyes look beyond the lesser loyalties of life to the greater
loyalty we owe to our Partiy as an instrument of achievement and a
gervant to promote the interests of the Statz and Nation.

There must be an awskening of the individual and collective
conscience of the people, linked to intelligently directed action,
if the Natioh is to profit and the Democrats of the 8tate are to
sustain their integrity and the 8tate its honor. We are told we
must not be moved to aggressive action through principle. We must

not interpret rules or declare the law. TWe miet ignore the Rule

of Right. We must not agitate. It will interfere with National

success. Agitation, defined by Burke, is "marshaling the conscience
of the Nation to make the 1awé." 1t was employed by Roosevelt,
Woodrow Wilson, Lincoln, and all great leaders of this and other
nations. It is the revealer of truth, it awekens public conscience,
it stimulates action, it purifies, it ie essential %o the rule .
of the people. A little airing is good and wholesome. It kille

the little nasty germs which infest the body politic. Let us have
it.

Kentucky, with other states and the Nation, suffers under the
reproach of corruption and fraude in primary and general elections
and graft and dishonoer in high places. One of our great statesmen
has said:"“Whenever you get somebody with influence to do some-
thing that somebody else without influence cannot do, that is graft!
The call upon the Democrats of the State is soberly and diligently
to survey our Party's history and inquire into the conditions
existing at our National capital and at our State geat of Government

during the laet Legislature, and fearlessly face the truth., It
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ie of current report, and the cherge ie openly made, thet in our
geat of Covernment 8% rrankfort wae erected a sinicter nower
farsater than the people themeelves®; that the legislative will
yiélﬁed in puyt %o the préanu&ﬁ of a group of agents "marked,
quoted and signed" to do the bidding of certain selfieh &

end answersble only to such intereste. These agents, it le her-

alded, consicted of present officlals, axeofficials and lobbyliste

of both parties, whose names are written large, to be read by all.

them party name i merely o tag, without definition or meaning.
Their work was open, fearlesms, direot and ooncerted,in lobbles
and wpon the floory of the legislative hall., Their operations have
caused the hot end fetid breath of scandal, just or unjust, to
gtain the formation and aote of legielative committece, the organ-
ization of penal and oharitable institutione, road departments,
and other departmonts of state. They would choose 10 DBegome &
group of self-constituted directors of both branches of the Leg~-
islature and of both of our great Porties. In either Party, thelir
defeat in plans or purposes is resented by leading and directing
s bolt. They ignore party discipline and ocome back, not to clsim
the right to serve, but demanding control. They arrogantly olaim
a balence of power. They mssume the prerogatives of royaliy.
"They know no law. They can do no wrong." In the epirit of the
haughty monarch, Louis the Fourtesnth, they sgsert: “%We are the
state. Present your portfolios to ua.” Bhall their power be
inoreased? Ye know it will be, unless the fogces of the whole
people in cur Party oome into action and sssert their pight of
supremaoy. The deduction ringe clear from past performance and
precent indications, that they are in the fight to organize and
control the coming Demooratic county conventions, and theough
them the general convention, and use their power to seige the

machinery and thus establish and perpetuate their dominance.

gan be no guestion but that the great majority of loyal




organization Democrats should control county Democratic conven—
tions, and that the minority led by selfish groups should fail
in their purpose. The Democratic men and women, upon their own
motion, should take charge of the mass conventions at each county
geat on June 9 at two o'clock, and determine the character of
their own Party. We are told that the object of the coming con-
vention is to select National delegates. Be not deceived. Thie
is only a part-truth. It is also a convention to organize the
Democratic Party in Kentucky and to place authority in a Demo=-
cratic State Executive and Central Committee which places the
control either in the hands of the people or in the hands of the
"departyizers". We are told the convention concerns only national
issues. Again you meet a specious suggestion. Honesty in gov-
ernment, corruption in office, graft, the rule of the people,
purity of conduct, are issues in both Nation and State, and you
cannot ignore them in one without losing them in both. The call
of the Democratic Party is for an electorate bound 10 no irre~
sponsible group of men and seeking no special interest, no jobs;
an electorate desiring an opportunity to serve and having a "decent
respect for the opinion of mankind". I have an abiding conf;dence
in the virtue of the great body of the people in Kentucky.

The Kentucky Derby has passed into history. All were thrilled

with its account over radio and vivid and eloquent newgpaper re-

ports. lay net we of Kentucky who love the horse and true sports-

manship, draw from it a leseon in this hour of our State and
National orisis? Thousauds looked on with eager interest as the
thoroughbreds were brought from their paddocks. A contest of
8peed, courage and blue blood was to take place,--a sport of kings.
It nmust be a clean race. Rules were adopted to govern the race
and determine the winners, the glightest deviation from which
meant defeat and dishonor. Every safeguard was observed to up~

hold the integrity of the track and the honor of the classic event.
-




goney wes wagered upon favorites uwp into the millione., The silliion

sire wagored his thousande, out of his guperfinity, and the poOXw=
even to the widows-wogered their mite, "out of their necessity",e-
Amerigans, Kentuckians, notables all. True sportepanehip pre~
valled., A minute end a few seconds of exoitement, and the winnor
was proclaimed, lLosers and winnsre counted thedr lonnes and

gains, There was no muwnwmyr, no complaint. I% was o foir Yuoe,

and the fastest horse won. Now comes the panegyric of our Gove
ernor, upon thoroughbreds and lovers of clean sport, coneluding

with the high ercoted sentiment: "lay horse racing, the gpord

of kinge, crowned and unorowned, ever romain folr and ¢lean, and

pay the best horee always winl'  Roosevelt pertinently saild,

"An sgiressive fight for right is the greatest sport in the

world,.* ¥ay the unorowned kinge and queens of Kentucky, sovexeigue
all, in recognition of their sovereignty amnd in the power of

their might, make political races in Fontucky the epord of kings
and meke them to become and remain faoir and clean, and may the

veet men win! YTo your tente; O Ieramel." "Oerve your country
without selling your soul.” e e
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warning before
Kentucky and etress e importance of their attendance

smocrate, in honor, should with

look beyond the lesser loyalties of life fo the great:

lovelty we owe to our Pariy ae a instrument of achievement and
wwant t0 promote the interssts of the State and Nation,

There must be an awakening of the individual and collective
conecience of the people, linked to intelligently directed action,
1f the Nation is to profit and the Democrate of the State are to
gustain their integrity and the State ite honor.

to aggressive action through principle. We must
les or declare the law. We must ignore the Rule
pust not agitate It will interfere with National
Agitation, def d by Burke, is "marshaling the conscience
of the Nation to make the laws." It was employed by Roosevelt,
Woodrow Wilson, Lincoln, and all great leaders of this and other
stions., It iz the revealer of truth, it awakens public COHPUlRRu,,
it stimulates action, it purifies, it is eseential to the rulc
A 1ittle airing is good and wholeeome, It kille

body politic. Let us have

¥entugky, with other states and the Nation, ® ffere under the
reproach of corruption and frauds in pr rimary anc general elections
and graft and dishonor in high places. One ofyour great statesmen
has saié:""ﬁhenever you get somebody with influence to do some-
thing that somebody else without influence gannot do, that is graft?
The oall upon the Democrats of the State is soberly and diligently
to survey our Party's history and inquire into the- conditions
existing at our National capital and at our itate seat of Government

during the last Legisie nd fe sgly fage the truth. It-

X




is of current report, and the charge is openly made, that in our
seat of Government 8%t Frankfort was erected a sinister power
Ygreater than the people themselves"; that the legislative will
yielded in part to the pressure of a group of agents "marked,
quoted and signed" to do the bidding of certain selfish interests
and answerable only to such interests. These agents, it is her-
alded, consisted of present officials, ex—-officials and lobbyists
of both parties, whose names are written large, to be read by all.
To them party name is merely a tag, without definition or meaning.
Their work was open, fearless, direct and concerted,in lobbies

and upon the floor of the legislative hall. Their operations have
caused the hot and fetid breath of scandal, just or unjust, to
stain the formation and acts of legislative committees, the organ~-
ization of penal and charitable institutions, road departments,
and other departments of state. They would choose to become a
group of self-constituted directors of both branches of the Leg-
islature and of both of our great Parties. 1In either Party, their
defeat in plans or purposes is resented by leading and directing

a bolt, They ignore party discipline and come back, not to claim
the right to serve, but demanding control. They arrogantly claim
a balance of power. They assume the prerogatives of royalty.
"They know no law. They can do no wrong." 1In the spirit of the
havughty monarch, Louis the Fourteenth, they assert: "We are the
state. Present your portfolios to us." Shall their power be
increased? We know it will be, unless the forces of the whole
people in our Party come into action and assert their right of
supremacy. The deduction rings clear from past performance and
present indications, that they are in the fight to crganize and
control the coming Democratic county conventions, and through

them the general convention, and use their power to seize the

party machinery and thus establish and perpetuate their dominance.

There can be no question but that the great majority of loyal
R 1o




organization Democrats should contyol county Demoorntic convens
tione, ond that the minority led by selfich groups should fail
in their puroose. The Demooratic men end women, upon their own
take charge of the mans oonventions at eanoh county
‘plock, snd determine churacter of
Yo ave told that the objeot of the coming cone
%o ssiect Hatlonal delegates, Be not decelved. This
ia only & part-truth., It i alvo o convention Y0 orgenige the
Demooratic Party in Fentuoky and %o place authority in a Demow
gratic Gtate Exeoutive and Cenitrel Committes whioh places the
gontrol either 4in the hands of the people or in the hands of the
fdeparivizers”s %e nre told the convention concerns only nationa
fepuce, Agaln you meet & specious suggostion. Honeaty in gove
ernment, corruption in office, graft, the rule of the people,
purity of conduct,; are fssuee in both Hation and Otnte, and you
connot ignore them in one without losing them in both. The oall
of the Demooratic Party is for an electorate bound td no irre-
spongible group of men and seeking no spooiel interest; no jobsog
an electorate desiring an opportunity to serve and having a "decent
roopect for the opinion of neankind®, I have an abiding oconfidence
in the virtue of the great body of the people in Hentuoky.
The Fentucky Derby hes pasged into hiestorys All were

with ita account over radio and vivid snd eloguent newspaper roe

porte. Nay pot we of Fentucky who love the hdrae and true gporios-

manehip, draw from 1% ¢ lesson in this hour of our ftate and
Hptional orisis?  YThousands looked on with eagor interest as the
thovoughbreds were bLrought from their paddocks. A oontest of
gpesd, courage and blue blood wae to take place,~-~8 sport of kinge,
It suet be & olean race, Rules were adopted %0 govern the ruce
and deteruine the winners, the slightest deviation from whioh
meant defeat and dishonor, ZFvery sefeguard was observed 10 up~
hold the integrity of the track and the honor of the classic event.
o Daw




Money was wagered upon favorites up into the millions. The million
aire wagered his thousands, out of his superfluity, and the poor--
even to the widow--wagered their mite, "out of their necessity",--
Americans, Kentuckians, notables all. True sportsmanship pre-
vailed. & minute and a few seconds of exeitement, and the winner
was proclaimed. Losers and winners counted their losses and

gaine. There was no murmur, no complaint. It was a fair race,

and the fastest horse won. Now comes the pansgyric of our Gov-
ernor, upon thoroughbreds and lovers of clean sport, concluding
with the high erected sentiment; "lMay horse racing, the sporid

of kings, crowned and uncrowned, ever remain fair and clean, and

may the best horse always wxn!@\ Roosevelt pertinently said,

WAn aggressive fight foxr right is the greatest sport in the

world." May the uncromned kings and queens of Kentucky, sovereigns
all, in recognition of their sovereignty and in the power of

their might, make political races in Kentucky the sport of kings
and make them 10 become and remein fair and c¢lean, and may the

best men win! "To your tente, O Israel." '"Serve your country

without selling your sowuwl." e
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TO THE DEMOCRATS OF KENTUCKY:

It is my desire to 1ift a warning before the Democrats of
Kentucky and stress the importance of their attendance upon the
County Convention on June 9. We Democrats, in honor, should with
clear eyes look beyond the lesser loyalties of life to the greater
loyalty we owe to our Party as an instrument of achievement and a
servant to promote the interests of the State and Nation.

There must be an awakening of the individual and collective

conscience of the people, linked to intelligently directed action,

if the Nation is to profit and the Democrats of the State are to
sustain their integrity and the State its honor. We are teold we
must not be moved to aggressive action through principle. We must
not interpret rules or declare the law. We must ignore the Rule

of Right. We must not agitate. It will interfere with National
success. Agitation, defined by Burke, is "marshaling the conscience
of the Nation to make the laws." It was employed by Roosevelt,
Woodrow Wilson, Lincoln, and all great leaders of this and other
nations. It is the revealer of truth, it awakens public conscience,
it stimulates action, it purifies, it is essential to the rule

of the people. A little airing is good and wholesome. It kills

the little nasty germs which infest the body politic. Let us have
it.

Kentucky, with other states and the Nation, suffers under the
reproach of corruption and frauds in primary and general elections
and graft and dishonor in high places. One of our great statesmen
has said: "Whenever you get somebody with influence to do some-
thing that somebody else without influence cannot do, that is graft!
The call upon the Democrats of the State is soberly and diligently
to survey our Party's history and ingquire into the conditions
existing at our National capital and at our State seat of Government

during the last Legislature, and fearlessly face the truth. It




is of current report, and the charge is openly made, that in our
seat of Government 8t Frankfort was erected a sinister power
"greater than the people themselves"; that the legislative will
yielded in part to the pressure of a group of agents "marked,
guoted and signed" to do the bidding of certain selfish interests
and answerable only to such interests. These agents, it is hezx-
alded, consisted of present officials, ex—-officials and lobbyists
of both parties, whose names are written large, to be read by all.
To them party name is merely a tag, without definition or meaning.
Their work was open, fearless, direct and concerted,in lobbies

and upon the floor of the legislative hall. Their operations have
caused the hot and fetid breath of scandal, just or unjust, to
stain the formation and acts of legislative committees, the organ-
ization of penal and charitable institutions, road departments,
and othef departments of State. They would choose to become a

. group of self-constituted directors of both branches of the Leg-
islature and of both of our great Parties. In either Party, their
defeat in plans or purposes is resented by leading and directing

a bolt. They ignore party discipline and come.back, not to claim
the right to serve, but demanding control. They arrogantly claim
a balance of power. They assume the prerogatives of royalty.

"They know no law., They can do no wrong." In the spirit of the

haughty monarch, Louis the Fourteenth, they assert: "We are the

state. BPresent your portfolios to us." Shall their power be
increased? We know it will be, unless the forces of the whole
people in our Party come into action and assert their right of
supremacy. The deduction rings clear from past performance and
present indications, that they are in the fight to organize and
control the coming Democratic county conventions, and through
them the general convention, and use their power to seize the
party machinery and thus establish and perpetuate their dominance.
There can be no question but that the great majority of loyal
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organization Democrats should control county Democratic conven-—
tions, and that the minority led by selfish groups should fail
in their purpose. The Democratic men and women, upon their own
motion, should take charge of the mass conventions at each county
seat on June 9 at two o'clock, and determine the character of
their own Party. We are told that the object of the coming con-
vention is to select National delegatés. Be not deceived. This
is only a part-truth. It is also a convention to organize the
Democratic Party in Kentucky and to place authority in a Demo-
cratic State Executive and Central Committee which places the
control either in the hands of the people or in the hands of the

"departyizers". We are told the convention concerns only national

issues. Again you meet a specious suggestion. Honesty in gov—-

ernment, corruption in office, graft, the rule of the people,
purity of conduct, are issues in both Nation and State, and you
cannot ignore them in one without losing them in both. The call
of the Democratic Party is for an electorate bound to no irre-
sponsible group of men and seeking no special interest, no jobs;
an electorate desiringan opportunity to serve and having a "decent
respect for the opinion of mankind". I have an abiding confidence
in the virtue of the great body of the people in Kentucky.

The Kentucky Derby has passed into history. All were thrilled
with its account over radio and vivid and eloquent newspaper re-
ports. May not we of Kentucky who love the horse and true sporis—
manship, draw from it a lesson in this hour of our State and
National crisis? Thousands looked on with eager interest as the
thoroughbreds were brought from their paddocks. A contest of
speed, courage and blue blood was to take place,--a sport of kings.
It must be a clean raca. Rules were adopted to govern the race
and determine the winners, the slightest deviation from which
meant defeat and dishonor. Every safeguard was observed to up-

hold the integrity of the track and the honor of the classic event.
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Money was wagered upon favorites up into the millions. The million
aire wagered his thousands, out of his superfluity, and the poor--
even to the widow--wagered their mite, "out of their necessity",--
Americans, Kentuckians, notables all. True sportsmanship pre-
vailed. A minute and a few seconds of excitement, and the winner
wae proclaimed. Losers and winners counted their losses and

gains. There was no murmur, no complaint., It was a fair race,

and the fastest horse won. Now comes the panegyric of our Gov-
ernor, upon thoroughbreds and lovers of clean sport, concluding
with the high erected sentiment: "May horse racing, the sport

of kings, crOWnéd and uncrowned, ever remain fair and clean, and
may the best horse always winl"l\Roosevelt peftinently said,

"An aggressive fight for right is the greatest sport in the

world." May the uncrowned kings and queens of Kentucky, sovereigns
all, in recognition of their sovereignty and in the power of

their might, make political raceﬁfgh Kentucky the sport of kings
and make them to become and remain fair and clean, and may the

best men win! "To your tents, O Israel." "Serve your country

without selling your soul,!
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TO THE DEMOCRATIC VOTERS OF KENTUCKY:=-
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AlllKeﬁtﬁck Democrats’qualified to vote éreka;

called under: party authority to meet at the Courthouses
at their respective county seats on the 9th day of June,
1928, at the hour of two p.m., central standard time where

that time prevails and eastern standard time where that time

prevails to selsct delepates to the State District Conventionn\

ey,

to be held at Lexington, June 14th, 1928, who in turn select o}

£

delegates to the National Convention to be held at Hpouston,
Texas, on June 26th, 1928, The delegates selected by the
county conventions and sent to Lexington are vested with
authority to make party laws and to organize the party
machinery by naming the State Central and Executive Com-
mittees for the government of the Democratic Party for
four years,

The glofy and hopor of a great party as an
instrument of future achievement in popular government 1is
an issue as can plainly be seen., Wherefore, I apreal to the 3
patriotiec impulse in the heartdof every citizen Democrat, :
and thépgfide of character eﬁsasé}y true Kentuckian to étféhd'ﬂ~_J 
the county convention and register their best opinion and S

assert their sovereign rights as citizens.
f},\/{ Chdra, L8
s .~/ The issues are clear.as a ray of light to those &
m° ; P, !
who&refuse to close their eyes., Who shall select the delsgates

o

to the State Convention at Lexington? Who shall select the
delegates to the National Convention? Who shall make the party

laws for future party government? Who shall organize the

%

State Central and Executive Committees to exercise the‘authority;hg‘

& 4 G 2
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of the party for the next four years? sxm (7~ 7 R N
[ ,(- { VAT e
The issue is joined: Shgll a combination of
\*,;%?,4_:» #{1&&&} L st
Republicans and Democrats deftnf party disgiplineswho are slaves

of privilege answerable alone to special interests, or shall it

o,

t}}f 3 '
be the people ln.iie exercise af their sovereign rights through
\

; :§§§§tworthy delegates selected b? them, Shall it '‘be a group

of Willful men who boast the power of organizing both branches
S -
of the ing Legislature who claim the Pi@ht.fﬂ elect or reje
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in both parties and control all appointments of profit dad

\

emoluments Qf our State government. Who turn to the people

and say ¥tis ours to give, *tis ours to fe?E and Q cast
;*"2'\%" A w,
their favors like bones to &ops, or shallg the peopln

AN

B e
% thetr asserted majesty of their might. Shallethe ren who

would organize an office=holding trust at Fram kfort and who
are sending their emmissariés: throughout the State at the
expense of the State while drawing their pay from the State
and using the Staté's gasoline in their efforts to aganize,
or shall it be the tax-payer, the men who work,the men who
earn their bread by t@e sweat of their brow; the€se who con-
stitute the majority.f{ .

Shall‘:ﬁo;gwwho by hocus-pocus, presto‘change,
and by apts of ledgerdomain,which would make Herman and
Bret Hart's Heathen Chinee 1look silly,gave Sampson a
republican majority owver Bsckham of 52,131 when_iﬁg the
rest of the Democratic ticket won of he 560 502 dgyal-democrats
whose opiﬂions were unm@mc%fullv crushed under t he unscrupulous

Bk b b A A plB RS
bgg*%heels o;»%na ;1;8555;? Shal;;ghase who defeated Beckham,and

are proud of their shame, or those who recognize their obliga=-
tions to thelr party?

The answer 1is easy. It will be Jthe people 4f

gkz 2035

they but assert their rights. To sum it all up the Democrats

N
of the State stand for a‘éopularaéhvernment as declared by

Jefferson and l ft their banner eﬁsfﬁe Convention at Lexington

&

A

or shall a Spec&a ﬁinority with its mask and hidden stlletto
run up their biaele flag. %g mﬁk,/’ :
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THERE A _"DIVORCE EVIL"?

This is not exactly a legel question but is rather e
soeial question. It is, however, & gubject that is brought constente=
1y to the attention of every eireuit judge in Kentucky, axcepting
ohly the four fortunete pgentlemsh whe prewids ovaer the common law
courts in this county. It hes sccurred to me, therefore, thet sside
from its generel interest it does not lie too fer afield from your
speaciel prévince to meke it an sppropriate topic of discussion,

There is unquestionsbly o gemeral impression thet there
is o 'Hivorce avil". The subject is constantly discussed upon that
assumption on the platform and in our curremt litersture end is en
unfeiling topie at every conclave of churchmen. The Protestant
Episeopal Church, in perticuler, has teken the subjeect to its bosom
snd more and more ineclines to imitete the example of the Romen Cetholic
Church in the restriction, if not the absolute prohibition, of divorce.
The ressoning of these reformers seems to be something like this:

Eech diverce represents en unheppy marriege; the fewer divorees the

N 5 »
fewsyr unheppy merrieges; if there were no dlvors@d there would ba no

unheppy merriages: let us therefore forbid divores and put en and to
matrimonial unhappiness.

is, of course, not entirely a feir statement of the
argument, beceuss it omits o mention the theory that the only wey
out of en unheppy marriage is through it; thet is to sey, that if ihe
door of the divorce court were cloged many couplses who now g0 hrough
that door would reconcils themselves to their condition end would m
e feir memsure of success out of a situation from which there wee
other esseape. Doubtless thers jg something in this view, although
less, I think, than is penerelly supposed. But, et best, it of fars but
a slight mitigetion of the misary thet finds e pertiel outlet in the

divoree courts.




The conviciion thet thers is & divores evil appears to
find ite justifiecation in the iimense increase in the numbar of
divorees. I shall noet trouble you with any elaborate stetistics on
this subject but & few figures will suffice to illustrete the situe=
tions The nuuber of divorces in the United Stetes, per 100,000 of
population, for the years 1896, 1906 and 1916, was as foliows; 1896,
62 divorees; 1906, 84 divorces, 1916, 120 divorees. This is o
doubling of the percemtage in two decades. The nunber of divoreces
in 1906 was more tham 72,000, whibh it is said was double the number
for all the rest of the Christien world for the same yesr, This
number hed risen in 1916 to 112,000, & threefold incresge in two
decades. In the United States, the figures very very grestly in
different geogrephical erses. The percentage is smallest in the
South Atlantie States, where it wes in the yeer 1916, 59 divorces
per 100,000 of population end highest in the Pacific States where

it wes 210 per 100,000, or almost four times as nany. Indeed, die-
voree, like empire, sesms to toke its way westwerd., The percentege
West of the Mississippi River is considerably more than double thet
East of thet river,

In Jefferson County (Kentucky) the everege ennual number
of divorces rose from 57 in the decade 1865-1875 4o 287 in the decade
1895-1905, e five-fold inerssse. 1In 1916, the number was 650 snd in
1922 880, (which is about 250 or 260 per 100,000 of population end
fifteen times the number for 1870.) In 1905, the numba? 6f absolute
ddvorces in this county alone wes apparently in excess of the number
in the same year for the whole of Grest Britein snd I think it sefe to
assume thet the difference is grester at the present time, |

During this yeer, in this county, wives got almost three
times as many divorces as wepe obbained by husbends. Twoethirds of

the divorees obtained by wives were on the gromd of eruelty, which
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under the lideral decisions of the Court of Appeals is our mownt
alestic cnuse for divores and requires & shorter lapse of time than
ebandonment or separation which renk mext in popularity., Eighty-five
por aant\of ﬁha hushands' divorces are obtained on the lest two
grounds, the remeinder being for infddelity.

Of the marriages dissolvad in this County this year,
ebout ono=third wars selebrated in Jeffersonville, Indiena, which
when we comsidar what must bo the small number of Joffergonville
marrieges relatively to the total number of nerried couples in this
county shows a very low everage of durgbility for the unions formed
under the emsy regulations of Indiens.

Whet, them, is the explanation of this immense increage
ir divoree in this Gountry? No ome will sdwmit the suppesition, for
exemple, thet morried unheppiness is 100 times as prevelent in this
country es it is in Grest Britein, alihough our divorce percentage
ie 100 times gremter then theirs. Ne one will suppose that in Jeffere
son County merriage now fails a dozen or more times where it failed
;2=g”a genaration age. It dis not @ difference in unheppiness. It is
8 difference in the revolt sredinet it. And who will be bold enough to
say thet this is a sign of degeneracy? Meyit mot be the very opposite?

In dealing with marriesge end divorse we ars dealing with
the most imperious pession to which man is subjeet. Domesticity is not
one of man's naturel aptitudes. He is en imperfectly domesticated
aﬁmﬁl and whetever adaptsbility to femily life he hes is the result of
e long end peinful diseipline. I do not mean to abuss my sex but I
think t’!‘;rrt: e:l“iy"c";m'?c;t ‘\'g‘e‘!ﬂf aétﬁﬁé”m'ﬁ':%' g considerad es in the
nature of rerities.  And if thﬁyﬁ&ra 80 now, they must heve been much
wore so in times pest. Tha;;uévzgggdoning ehcliazew Ariadnd by
whese wit end courage end devotion he had been eble, only & ghort time

Ll (Ghee besy th, &1 g B pr, ohtiis Cari Gt
before, to bring off h 8 grestést e£p101t is & not unfeir examnle of
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man's inconstancy ./‘\ Aai-{t is well known thet if Juno hed lived in
Kentucky instesd of Olympus she could heve divoreed her eugust but
fickle husbend s dogen times or more,

The encients, with 2 sense of the practical, adepted
themgelves and their lews to the situation. Under the Remen republiec,
we are told, the husband could remounce the arrangement when he plesse
ed, end this was the lew as given by Moses to the peopls of Israel.
They did this not becsuss they thought it a desirable arrangement, but
doubtless because they thought it ineviteble. /And in Rome, whether
under the Repiiblie or the Empire, divorce was sllowed by mutusl consent.
It is a 1ittle difficult for us to get this point of view, sccustomed
88 we ars through many centuries of ecclesimsticel teaching to regard
marriege as & Sacrement. And it shocks us, more or less, to think of
parriege as e contract which ecan be emncellad by agreemsnt, just as
any other contreect. But thet wes the view of the encient world,

Of course, thers wers grounds upon which a divoree might
be obteined by one ageinst the will of the other. These were changed
from time to tims, by imperisl decree. Soms of them look like our
Statutes and some seem strange to us, es for example the wife's
going to the theatrs or circus without har husband's consent, or
going or remeining from home ggeimt his wishes. But at all times
divorce could be had by mutual 3on;ent.

Justinian, in the sixth Christien Century, undedtook to
limit this right to cortein causes esnd decresad thet even then both
parties should forfeit al} property and be confined for life in &
monastery. Here we see tgzzgﬂ%ﬁuanca e¢f ths Chureh, but nsture wes
t00 strong for the doctors of divinity end Justin who folilowad
Justinien on the throne repaad%d #1l of his pradecessor’s restrictions,
the repeeling enactusnt reeciting thet it was difficult ™to reconcile
those who onee come to hete eech other end who, if compelled to live

togather, frequently attempted ssch other's lives.®
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Oris of the many spiriking instences of the powsr of the

Chureh during the Hiddle Agss is the influence exerted in metters of

merpriage and divores. It resulted from this influence that the
Christian world, until modern times, sceepted the two leading primeci-

ples of the Canon Lew of diverca, first, that there could be 1o die

clesinsticel court; and

daeran 37 An

vorce by conment Lut only by
second, thet there could be no diverce from the bonds of matrimony:

that is to say, therse could be no second marrisge. Upon the letter

point, thers waa difference between the Romen end the Greek Churches,

dus te & difference in construction of the words of Jesus, reported

by Hetthew, whore ks geid; "Whesoever shall pubt awey his wife,
of fornication, causeth her to comuit adultery”.

saving x‘;c,sx' the cause of {
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The Romen Chureh held the view thet this meent an

offenss commitied bafora the merrisge, which fell in with its "ne
divoree” doetrine, since an offensa bafore morriege could bs regarde

ed as meking the marrviege void 'ab initie' sand ss suthorizing an

snnulment deebes, which the Romem Church used #resely ss s mesns of

adapting ite "Wigorous ruls to men's infirmity. The Greek Church, on

the econtrery, heid thet this meant an offense after marrisge, end
consaquently allowed abgolute divoree on the growd of adultery. I
$hink it must be sdmitted thet the Greek Church hed the right of it.
The (enon Lew of divoree is founded upon the clerical
visw of marriage, on the ene hend, es an undesirable thing, snd upon

the other, es a divinely ordained Smcrament snd thet view, in turn

1 This bachelor

was founded chiefly upen the tesching of St. Paul.

from Tapsus hed few of the qualities thet we essociete with saintly

charaeter., Ha wea the sort of saint thet Mr. Roosevelt would have

liked. He was cne of the greet axsmples of the strenuous life. His
virtuss were strenmuous virtuss. He wes aggressive snd pertinacious.

Gentleness wes not in him, You may be sure Peul never turned the

other cheek. He defended himgelf end meintained his opinions vigorouse

ly. He was pre-sminently e men of sction, en enthusiest, e missionary,

= He
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boest. He sllowed

He could be quarrelsome and

@ founder of churches,
Timothy end Titus, who were

no compstition from emong his disiples.

of hid&fﬁiﬁ, wers 1ittle more than Seeretsries,
| But, pingulurly enough, he was the founder of the theology

of the Middle Ages and the Canon Lew of diveree hes its roote in the

0 the churches he hed founded st Ephesus and

4

%

ietdters writton by Paul

Coriwth. To the Corinthians he wroteg
& woman. lNevertheless,

"It is good for a mam not to Loueh

to aveid formication, lat §vary man have his own wife and 1ot avery

woman have hsr own busband.”
He seys 4o them thet it is betier not to marry at all;

but as 3 conmcession te the weskness of the flesh he adds, "But if they

Veannot combedy let them marry; for it is better to marry than to burn®.

"He that is umsarried”, he says, "eareth for the things
that balemg to the Lord, how he mey pleass the Lord. But he that is
for the things thadt ars of the world, how he mey please

married sareth
his wife®, He tells them thet while it isnot sinful to marry (end I
think he eduite this rether reluctantly), "aevertheless, such shall

hove dtrouble in the flagh”,

This view, which geams so impragtical to us, was prompted
the belief in the sescond coming of Chiist which was supposed

in part by
He writss in conclusion %o the Corinthiang, “But this

to be Laminent.
it remmineth that both they thet

I say, brethren, the time is shors,

have wives be as though they hed mone.
leter epistle to the Ephesisns we find a somewhet

In the
it is mot

certain thet Paul wes the suthor of this
that way be, it was attributed 40 him snd here we

different tune.
istier; but howsver
coumparisons hetween marrisge snd the relastion of

find those mystiecal
Christ to His Church, upon which are based the ecelesiastical view of

marrisge as & Samorsment. If the merriage of thess two persons was

= (=
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ordained by God, then men mey not put them asunder.

The visw of the wediaeval church wes that merrioge was

an inferior stute; it was ior thoss whose Tortituds was not equal te

higher thinge. St. Migustine, who we zre told wez » gey blede in his

youth, adritted reluetantly thet the conjugal sct wes blemeless if

commuitied for the sols purpsse of having offegpring: but not otherwise,

The ideal married 1ife wes thet atiributed to Mery snd Joseph; thet is,

2 merrisge with muituel vows of Chasbtity. This St. Augustine recomvends

ed, with how muich sucesss I laave you 0 judge.

The pertiality of the Church for eelibecy ie wall known,

It threw avery obstacle in the way of merriege. The degreaes of con=
£ £

senguinity within which mmrriege was forbidden were increased, end to

thege wore added the doctrines of “affinity®, ee further impediments;

se dthet upon the death of one spouse the other wes forbidden to merry

into the kindred of the deperted spovse within the prohibited degrees.

These rules were Wought te our sttent ion in regent years by the Htruggle

in Englend odver the "Deefpped Vifa's Sister”™ bill.
ﬁﬂd the hostility of

5o Mnuxéy
haen founded nn* upen tha desire to preserve ﬁ&Y?A!F%'ﬂ&é upon the

ths chivrch t0 divorce geams to have

desire 46 discoursge it by thredtening all who comdemplated it with e

gort of life-impricomuent. 8¢ tenacious hus besn the power of those

doetrines thet even in Englend, whose four cemburies of Protestentism
had ite beginning in & reyeldivoree, divores wue allowed only by Aet of

Perliement, until 1857, when Lord \ @bthury, over the violemt opposition

41&/ ez nlo P‘»zu&p b »U‘pu’"
ef ¥r. Gledatons, put through €e é}%@ﬁ*ﬁ? absclute divoree, to the

husband, for adultery slome, end to the wife, lor sdultery ecoupled with

erualiy or two year's desertion.

¥For myself, I de wot dhink thers is a “divorce evil®,

of mny serious propariioms. If there is en "avil®, it ie e "marriage
evil®s Thars ars, of course, too many hasty snd thoughtless merrieges.
Perhaps something can be dons by legislation to elley this. In reading

e




the diverce recorde in my court, I am struck with the amount of
unhappiness that eould he avoided by the exereise of salfesonirel and
the displey of some unselfishness. But ss long as there ars improvie
dent people, there will be improvident merrieges. /¢ leng as paople
era selfish end wilfull, unhsppiness will flow from thous quelities.
The inerease in divercés reprqseﬁﬁﬁ & growing revolt,

a8 I heve sugpestod, epeinst ¢ condition whi

h peorle ere coming to
believe, in spite ef the Church, ie not inescapable, In thiz country
we ere ascustomad to meke experiments, we sre not setisfisd to teke
things es ineviteble bhacause others tell us they are so. I do not
believe we can estinnte the.qmount of dumb misery that women have

M Liondg o b dead
undergons, from brutalﬁor indifferent hushands, begause they have

bowed to the tradition, enforeed by the spiritusl terrers of the
Chureh, that there was no wey out. The States of this Unior heve
undartcken to mitigate that misery, se has never baen done hafore, by
effaring & way of eseape Irom such intolersble condiiions,

4 » 2

8 poert of the emengipation of women which this

(28

And it
genaretion hes witneasedthet they heve availed thamselves more eund more
of the opportunity for freedom which is given by the compuratively
libersl divoree lawe of this country.

It is often seid that the interesty of the ehildren of o
mprriage justify e deniel of diveres. Unquestionsbly there is some=
thing in this visw. The children of a diverced goupls &6 in a situe-
tion vastly less fortunate than thet of the children of & hsppy end
united fomdily. But I em inclined 40 think =« indsed, I hove ne doubt, -

they are in a batter situastion them children who =re compelled to live

y"’ -
Paf oA
Sokt Aok & by

inae ha&%e which is the sews of drunkenmeas or brubtelity or even of
constant quarrels and antipethy between the perents.

Doubtless it will be thought by meny of ynu‘that I teke
t00 eynicnl 2 view of marriege and its benefits. I hop® not. I em

persueded that marriege offers t0 men snd women ithe greetsst ettaineble

ee
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"Stress is laid upon the fact of the influence, political
and otherwise, exerted upon the official life of the coun-
try, hampering and rendering ineffective the just operation
of law. Not only is it reflected in the authority mentioned,
put it is apparently the collective opinion of the best minds
who are giving the subject sincere consideration. We would
be remise in our duty, in view of this, if we did not urge
the grand jury to look into the official 1life of the county,
and should you find any of the officials, from your Circuit
Judge, County Judge, Commonwealth Attorney, Uounty Attorney,
Magistrate, school trustees or eity officiale, who are fall-

ing in their full and complete performance of their duty,

you should indict them, if it amounts to a malfeasance or

misfeasance in office, and should you find them bending to
any corrupt political influence and it is sufficiently ap-
parent and certain, even though it does not amount %o an
indictable offence, it is within your province to make such
a report to thie Court as will throw the light of publicity
upon their misconduet. When men fail in their official duty
and courts do not measure up to the legal requirements, the
government fails. Our government reste upon the purity and
integrity of the offieial 1life. Justice must be speeded up
and made swift and certain. We have often urged the import-
ance of the observance and enforcement of the prohibition
law, the non-enforcement of which has become a scandal %o
the State and Nation. It is up to the county and state of =
ficials to meet the disgraceful situation which hae arisen.
"The policy of the present Federal Prohibition Administration
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recently adopted hag filled ue with astonishment. We hope
we are wrong in our conclusion, but it seems to usg the
rules adopted hamper rather than assist the enforcement of

the law,

"Effective work has been done heretofore by under-cover

men or "plain clothes" officials as styled in the city. We
are reliably informed that a rule has been adopted by the
Prohibition Department that no under=~cover man shall be
used in the detection of offences. We also understand that
they have adopted the rule that agents shall not take any
informer with them %o point out the offender or the place
where the law is being violated. They have also caused to
be plaged upon the automobiles of the agents ineignia in
large lettering indicating the car as being an officlal car
and used in the prohibition service. We do not mean %o
charge that this policy was adopted for the purpose of pre-
venting detection, but we do mean to say that such is the
effect of it. 1In other words, such policy would say to the
bird hunter, "When you go hunting, take a brass band", and
t0 the filsherman, 'Throw a rock in the pool as you approach,
to give notice that you are coming.' Under the present ad-
mitted system of organized o¢rime in the sale and transporfation
of liquor, so far as the Federal Government is concerned, it
will be easy for offenders to get'notice of the approasch of
officials, by telephonic and other means. The new policy
takes away from officiale the secrecy of their movements and
exposes them to be waylaid by desperadoes. We have heard

the ridiculous suggestion that the labeling of the car is a
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protegtion to the innocent and mon-offenders. Upon the con~-
trary, such labels can be easily counterfeited by the law-
less, and thereby give an unsuspicious approach where other-
wise the danger might be anticipated. It is our understand-
ing that these new rules have caused great demoralization
among the agents and operators who detect and run down vio-
lators.

"Those in charge of prohibition enforcement cannot be
too careful in adopting methods and means which on the face
show gincerity of purpose. Already has the Federal Depart-
ment been openly charged as being handled and used for polit-
ical purposes.

'"We personally know Judge William Lewis, one of the dis~
tinguished Judges of this State, who stands high personally
and politically in the estimates of those who know him. He
openly charges that in his recent race for Congress, 'almost
every moonshiner, whigky runner and others having indictments
pending against them in the Federal Court at London or before

Jim Rolline, United States Commissioner at Pineville, were

flattered, cajoled and given to understand that to line wp

with Finley and to have their folks do so, would bring them
immunity or favorable recommendation to the Court.' Again
he says, clting the instance; "Some months before the pri-
mary, an automobile containing several gallons of liquor
was captured in Bell County. The owner of the ¢ar made his
escape, and is reported to have gone to Canada. He belonged
to a prominent family, and they started out for Lewis for
Congress. Something happened. A few days before the pri-
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mary, be returned to Pineville, Uis osr waes turned over to

bim and wepaived, and he wemt out working for Finley. Many

other capes might be given.¥»

"Heve 18 & diveot and specific indiotment byvadeast throvghe
out our Itate. Could anything be more demoraliszing snd heing
into gyeatey disrerute the officiale of the law? 1In this

on,; we wonld not omit to state that in this indicote
8 Cochran was olearly snd distinotly exonerated.
in the abandomment of fowmer mesns of detection by the
Federel Prohibition Department, 1t i made nevesosyy that
the Coumty and Ctate officlals beoome mors sotive
lant,.”
Judge Haopdin then dleeusssd the necsssity snd fwportance
of contaot boeing

ocounty with the offielsls.




His Excellency, the Governor of Kentucky,our worthy Boastmaster,

distingulshed guests,and ladies and gentlemen:

. As Harrod's Fort was fhe distributive Gehter of heroit action °
during the Indian Wars,I desire the sweep of my thoughts to do equal
honor to the brave pioneers of all foris and stations in their gift of
Kentucky to the citigenry of our State. They possess in common both
purpose and chargcter and this we should not forget.

On a square.étone fixed in the walls over the lintel of the
main entrance door of a Colonial home built by an illustrious pioneer
are boldly and deeply chiseled these woprdsy, to be read by his chilédren
and the generations to: follows?

"Look to the law for thine inheritance rather than
thy progenitors.” :

In this we find‘reflected the high and noble purpose carried
in the brain and heart of the pioneer.

It wae not the mountain with 1its minerals,the sloping hill

that altogether lured the pioneer
with its grazing,nor the meadow land with 1ts Dblue grass/bqtthey sought
to build homes and shelter them with a government of just and equal laws,
to be administered with fairness and honor.

% Look to the law for thine inheritance"zathxr

What of the character of the pioneer? HBear this,fellow banquet-

eers; In all the chronicles of the long years;from Fimly's first journey

in Kentucky in 1767 to the close of the Indian Wars at the Battle of the
Thames,in 1813,no instance,save MeGeary's killing of Molonthe occurred,
where Kentuckians met their foe other than upon equal terms and in fair
fight. Hundreds of instances attest their equal readiness for single com
bat or contest of numbers,and &lmost every éncounter brought death to the
pioneer or his foe , but the gsenikassy escutcheon of Kentueky was never
tarnished by a blot of cruelty,nor her lof'ty courage solled by the masse-

cre of the defenseless,or by indignity to prisoners of Rar,




This I regard as a most striking statement of the hercic and
noble character of the Kentucky pioneer, together with this- we have his
full size picture -- he believed in God,in the right,in courage,honor,

sanctity
integrity, the zmmmixx of pure women.

Wherefore, Mr Toastmaster,l have the honor of proposing &as a
toast, anfl ever present burning memory of the great purpose,lofty cour-
age,shining honor,and fhe greatness of soul of the gredt men whose heroic
deeds won for us the great territory and Government of the State of
Kentucky.

May we not hope that their virtues,achievement and pioneer

spirit so possess us asto urge & greater and still

greater Kentucky.




After discussing many phases of law violation,and the
general conditions in State and Nation manifesting hostil-
ity to law and indifference to authority, Judge Hardin called
attention to the findinge of the recent meeting of the Amer-

ican Bar Association in Chicago. He urged that they were a2

challenge to the best thought and profoundest consideration

of all people who weré concerned in good government.

Quoting from Chairman George W, Wickersham, of President
Hoover's Law Enforcement Commission, he salds

"A basic difficulty in the administration of justice
lies in the use of political influence not only in the se-
leotion of proseocutors, couri officials and judges, but in
the performance of their duties.”

He said that Charles EV?FB Hughes, Chief Justice of the
United States, in his address before the American Bar Asso-
giation, points out the difficultiees in law enforcement in
these words:

"Our Government is one of laws, through men, and almost
all our problems in the administration of the criminal law
could be solved by the selection of honest men, free from
corrupting influences, fear and favor or political control.®

Quoting from Roscoe Pound, Dean of the Harvard Law School,
he said: "An openly expressed contempt for law is common
among the so-called better classes. In the practieal appli~

.cation of the criminal code, politics enters in a scandalous

degree."

Judge Hardin said:










