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.I.A'nguauo In "Annual Communication

it .. Exeoutive — He Renéws His Argu-
" ‘ment For Repeal of Law Limiting
" Activities of Treasury Agents—Cites

. fhe president of the United States to the
. ‘two houses of congress it was stated

Ui be Investigated by secret service ‘men,”
. and it was further stated,

* vestiga

‘would be far better to do this than to do
.what actually was done and strive to
prevent or at least to hamper effective

‘motive in enacting the provision in ques-
“tlon; and,

| consider these statements of the presi-
. dent and to report to the héuse cannot

| @te 'any Jjustification of Jthis - impeach-
~ment of the honor and integrity of the
_oongress; and,
' Whereas, Your committee would prefer

‘a8 well as to theée congress, to have all

fequested to transmit to the house any

. westigated by secret service men"

“alleged delinquencies to the house of rep-

. ruption against congress nor against

- ernment has jurisdiction, action would
. @t once be brought, as was done in the

. withou? respect to persons. 'But 1 do

. or the‘ duties of the president to report

/ must resort €o the courts of the United
£ , i Portion of Message Quoted.

" preamble it is stated that the meaning

Called Objectionable by Reprewenta-
tives Will Stand Analysis, Declares

i Cases In Which They Have Aided
| /in Punishment of Violators of Fed-
‘sral Laws.

! Washington, Jan. 4—In a special
message to the house of representaT
tives today President Roosevelt says:

To the House of Representatives:

I have received the resolution of the
house of representatives of Dec. 17,
1908, running as follows;

Whereas, There was contained in the
sundry civil appropriation bill which
passed congress at’'its last session and be-
eame a law a provision in reference to the
employment of the secret service in the

treasury department; and,
Whereas, In the last annual message of

reference to that provision, *‘It is not too
much to say that this amendment has
been of benefit only and could be of bene-
fit only to the criminal classes,” and it
was further stated, “The chief argument
fn favor of the provision was that the
“congressmen did not. themselves wish to

“But if this is
“mot considered desirable a speclal excep-
‘tion could be made in the law prohibiting
the use of the secret service force in In-

ting members of congress,’ |t

‘sotion against criminals by the executive

‘Branch of the government; and,
Whereas, ' The plain meaning of the
above words is that the majority of the
were in fear of being inves-

‘congressmen
tigated by secret service men and that|

‘gongress as a whole was actuated by that
Whereas, Your committee appointed to

find in the hearings before committees
mor In the records of the house or sen-

In order to make an intelligent and com-
report, just to the president

the information which the president may
‘have to eommunicate; now, therefore,

¥

"Be it resolved, That the. president be

dence upon which he based his state-

ts that the *‘chief argument in favor

eof the provision was that the congress-
men did not themselves wish to be in-
and
alsoi to transmit to the housés any evi-
dence connecting any member of the
house of representatives of the Sixtleth
eongress with corrupt action in his offi-
elal capacity ‘and to inform the house
whether he has instituted proceedings for
punishment of any such individual

by the courts or has reported any such

resentatives.
“] Cannot Understand Resolution.”
‘T am wholly at a loss to understand
the concluding portion of the resolu-
‘tlon.. I have made no charges of cor-

any member of the present house. If
1 had proof of such corruption affect-
#ng any member 6f the house in any
matter as to which the federal gov-

cases of Senators Mitchell and Burton
and Representatives.Willlamson, Herr-
mann and Driggs at different times
ince 1 have been president. . This
ould simply be doing my duty in the
executipn and enforcement of the laws

not regard ‘it as within the province

to house “alleged delinquencies”
of npembers or the supposed “corrupt
action” of a member “in his official ca-
paqity" The membership of the

is by the comnstitution placed
wm the power of the housé alone,
% the prosecution of criminals and the
/enforcement of the laws the president

States.
In the third and fourth clauses of the

‘of my words is that “the majority of
the congressmen are in fear of being

ihvestigated by secret service men}|

nd that “congress as a whole was ac-
mated by that motive in enacting the
rovision in question,” and that this
5 an impeachment of the honor and

ntegrity of the congress. These state-
nents are not, I think, in accordance
th. thie facts. The portion of my|

age referred to runs as follows:

it year an amendrment was incor-
od in the measure providing for the
aervlce swhich provided that there

d 'be no detall from the secret serv-

d ' no transfer therefrom, It is not

@ much to say that this amendment has
8h of benefit only and could be of bene-
to:the erlminal classes, If delib-
introduced for the purpose ®f di-

the effectiveness of war against

could not have been better de-

this end. It forbade the prac-

had' been followed to a greater

' by the executive heads of

ments for twenty years. To

we owe the securing of

which enabled us to drive

'a million of dollars in fines
3 ) These practices
‘discover some of tHe

the | ‘OB appro

\the emp!oym o!vhu department so 88 to |
| best meet the re

&.u&uﬁ\.nu of ‘the public
service. ‘It forbids ‘him from ' 'preventing | .
freudsiupon the customs service, from in-
vestigating irfegularities in branch mints
and assay’offices and has seriously orip-

“pled’ him, It prevents the promotion of

employees in thd secret service, and this'
further discourages good effort: In its
present form the restriction opeérates gnly
to the advantage ot the criminal, of tho‘
wrongdoer.. .

The chief ufument !h favor of tho pro-
wision was that the congressmen did not
themselves 'wish to 'be Investigated by
gecret service méen. Very little of such’
Investigation has been done im' the past.
But it is true that thé work of the secret
service agents was partly responsible. for
the Indictment and conviction of a. sen-
‘ator ‘and a congressman for land frauds
in: Oregon. I do not belleve that it is
in the pablic interest to protect  crim-
inals in any branch of the public service,
and, exactly as we have again and agaln
during the ‘past seven years prosecuted
and convicted such criminals ‘who were
in ‘the executive branch of the govern-
ment, 80 In my bellef we should be given
ample means to prosecute them it found |
‘in the Tegislative branch. But if this is
not considered desirable a special excép-
tion could be madé in the law prohibit-
ing the use of the mecret service force In
investigating members of ‘the congress.
It would be far better to do this than to

" do what actually was done and strive to

prevent or at least to hamper effective
action against crimingls by the executive’,
branch of the government.

Asks Careful Reading of Mouago.

A careful readlng of this message
will show that I said nothing to war-
rant the statement that “the majority
of the congressmen were in fear of
being investigated by the secret serv-
ice men” or “that congress as a whole
was actuated by that motive.” I did
not make any such statement in this
message. Moreover, I have never made
any such statement about congress as
.2 whole nor, with a few Inevitable ex-
ceptions, about the members of con-
gress In any message or article or
speech. On the contrary, I have al-
ways not only deprecated, but vigor-
ously resented, the practice of indis-
criminate attack upon congress and
indiscriminate condemnation of all
congressmen, wise and unwise, fit and
unfit, good and bad alike/  No one real-
izes more than I the Importance of
co-operation between the executive
and congress, and no one holds ‘the au-
thority and dignity of the congress of
the United States in higher respect
than I do. I have not the slightest
sympathy with the practice of judging
men for good or for ill not on their
several merits, but in a mass, as mem-
bers of one particular body or one
caste. To put together all men holding
or who have held a particular office,
whether it be the office of president
or judge or senater or member of the
house of representatives, and to class’
them'all, without regard to thelr in-
dividual differences, as good orbad
seems to me utterly indefensible, and
it is equally indefensible whether the
good are confounded with the bad In

"a heated and unwarranted champion-

ship of all or in a heated and unwar-
ranted assault upon all. T would nel-
ther attack nor defend all executive
officers in a mass, whether presidents, |
governors, cabinet officers or officials
of lower rank, nor would I attack.or
defend all legislative officers in a mass.
The safety of free government rests
very largely in the ability of the plaln

everyday citizen to discriminate’ be-
tween those public servants who.serve
him well and: those public servants
who serve him fll. He cannot thus
discriminate if he is persuaded to pass
‘judgment upon a man not with refer-
ence to whether he is a fit or unfit
public servant, but with reference to
whether he is an executive or legisla-
tive officer, whether he belongs to one
.branch -or the other of the government.

Says Message Is Misunderstood.

This allegation in the resolution,
therefore, must certainly be due to an
entire failure to understand my mes-
sage.

The resolution continues, “That the
president be requested to transmit to
the house any evidence upon which he
based his statements that the ‘chief
argument in favor of the provision
was that the congressmen  did not
themselves wish to be investigated by

secret service men,’” This statement,
which was an attack upon no one, still
less upon the congress, is sustained by
the facts.

If you will turn to the Congressional
Record for May 1 last, pages 5553 to
5560, inclusive, you will find the de-

| bate on this subject. Mr. Tawney of.
- Minnesota, 'Mr, Smith of Iowa, Mr.

Sherley of Kentucky and -Mr. Fitzger-
ald of New York appear in this debate
the special champions of the pro-
on referred to. Messrs, Parsons,
Bennet and Driscoll were the leaders

‘of those who opposed the adoption of

the amendment and upheld the right of
the government to use the most effi-
cient means. possible in order to de-
tect criminals and fo prevent and pun-
ish crime; The amendment was car-
ried in the committee of the whole,
where no votes of the individual mem.
bers are recorded, so I am unable to
discriminate by mentioning the men
bers who voted for and the members
who voted against the provision, but
its passage, the ‘jonrnal records, was
greeted with applause; I am wel
aware, however, that'ip any case of
this kind many membe{? who have no
particular knowledge of the point at
issue are content simply fo follow the
lead of the committee which Hiad con-

gidered -the . matter, and T Have no
doubt that many members of tb&l::::ﬁ
simply followed the lead of 3
Tawney and Smith without hninfghad‘
the opportunity to know very muchifis
to the rights and wrongs of the qu“g
tion.

¥ would not ordlnarﬂ) attempt in thls

way to discriminate between members
of the house; but as 6bjection has been
taken to my language, in which I sim-

 Repliss ‘to' Roq ;
Nownwtho MM the

. gress that I give the

sw:ement tha'k

“to be lnvesﬂsated by '

men.,

;4 'rnepmottheConMouf

to which T have referred ahove en-| N

‘tirely supports this mtement. Two

distinct lufu of argument"wore fol- |

lowed in the debate. One concérned
the question whether the law war

_ranted the employment of the secret

service in departments other. thin the

‘treasury, and this did not touch the|

‘merits of the service in the least. The

other 'line of argument went h the | 00 "

merits of the service, whether lnwtnny
or unlawfully employed, and here the
chief if not the only argument used
was that the service should - be cut

‘ot Jan. 8. 1904, nmhr ‘a’ Wum
nudlmomdwhlchwkodthbodn

-downundrestﬂetedbocmniﬁmom-.

bers had “shadowed” or.investigated{ of ¢

mempers of congress and other officers
of the government. If we examine the }
debate in detail it appears that moet
of what was urged in favor of the]
‘amendment took the form of the sim-.
ple statement that the commlttee'held
that there had heen a *“violation of
law” by the use of the sécret

for other purposes than suppressing
connterfelung (and one or two other
matters which can be disregarded) and
that such language was now to be
used as would effectwally. prevent all
such “violation of law” hereafter. Mr.
Tawney, for Instance, says, “It was
for the purpose of stopping the use of
this service in every possible way by
the departments of the government
that this provision was inserted,” and
Mr. Smith says, “Now, that. was the
only way in which any limitation could

' be put upon the activities of the secret

service.” Mr. Fitzgerald followed in
the same vein, and by far the largest
part of the argument against the em-
ployment of the secret service was con-
fined to the statement that it was in
“violation of law.” Of course such a

‘statement is not in any way an argu-

ment ih favor of the justice of the
provision. : Tt 18 not an argument for
the provision -at all. It is simply a
statement of what the gentlemen mak-
ing it concelve to have been the law.
There was both by implication and
direct statement the assertion that it
was the law and ought to be the law,

-that the secret service should only be

used to suppress counterfeiting and
that the law should be made more
rigid than ever in this respect.

‘No Restrictions on Service.

Incidentally 1T may say that in my
judgment there is ample legal author-
ity for the statement that this appro-
priation law to which reference was
made imposes no restrictions whatever
upon the use of the secret service men,
but relates solely to the expenditure of
the money appropriated. Mr. Tawney
in the debate stated that he had in his
possession “a letter from the secretary
of the treasury received a few days
ago”: in which the secretary of: the
treasury “himself admits that the pro-
visions under which the appropriation
has been made have been violated year
after year for a number of years in
his own department.” I append here-
with as Appendix A the letter re-
ferred to, [Appendix A is a letter from
Secretary of the Treasury Cortelyou to
the chairman of the committee on ap-
propriations of the house of represent-
atives, dated April 29, 1908, protest-
ing against the proposed law abridg-
ing the right of the secretary of the
treasury to detail secret service men
to work in other divisions of his de-
partment, - Such abridgement, he de-
clared, would be “distinetly to the ad-
vantage of violators of criminal stat-
utes of the United States.”] It makes
no such admission as that which Mr.
Tawney alleges; It contains, on the
contrary, as you will see by reading it,
an “emphatic protest against any such
abridgement of the rights delegated to.
the secretary of the ‘treasury by ex-
{sting law” and concludes by assert-
ing that he “is quite within his rights
in thus employing the service of these
agents” and”that the proposed modifi-

#

i cation which Mr. Tawney succeeded in

carrying through would be “distinctly

to the advantage of violators of crimi-
nal statutes of the United States” I}
call attention to the fact that in this’
letter of Secretary Cortelyou to Mr.

Tawney, as in my letter to.the speaker
quoted below, the explicit statement
is made that the proposed change will
be for the benefit’ of the criminals, a
statement which I simply reiterated in
public form in my message to the con-
gress this year and which is also con-
tained In effect in the report of the
secretary of the treasury to the con-
gress, ' :
“Private Conduct” of Members.

A careful reading of the Congression-
al Record will also show that praectical-
ly the only arguments advanced in fa-
vor of the limitation 'proposed by Mr.
Tawney’s. committee beyond what may
be supposed to be contained by impl-
cation In -certain sentences as to
“abuses” ‘which were not specified
wese those contained in the repeated
statements of Mr, Sherley. Mr. 8her-

ley stated that thefe had been’ “pro-

nounced -abuses growing out of the

‘use’of the secret service for purposes

other than‘those intended,” putting his
statement in the form of a question,
and in the same form further stated

‘that the “private conduct” of “mem:.
bers of congress; senators” and others

onght not to be investigated by the
secret .service and . that they should
{pvestigate & *“member of con-
¥ who had been accused of “con-
duct unbecoming a gentleman and a
me! 5 mm" “In \nddmon to

“used recently. * * =
‘ branch of the government will not taler-
:ate the meddling of detectives, whether

_help the d

'ecreury to the npeakero thehonh
I inclose ‘a copy of certain extraéts
from the article, marked.Appéendix B
{Appendix B consists of an article
from theomeuolnw Oculnof.hn.
8, 1904. ' In th!&John E. Wilkie, chief
of the secret

| department. 18 ¢

of be¢6ming “the Fouche of the United |’
States,” in imitation of Fémchh. chief

of the secret police of Napoleon I. The |
‘article declares that the secret service

bureau exists without warrant of con-
gresalonal action and that congress has|

reau.] It conhlneﬁanutteﬂy unwar-

‘ranted attack onh the secret service

division of the treasury department
and its chief. The opening paragraph
includes; for m«. mmtu nke
the following:

He (the chief ot the |

tective work for the 1 .government |
and are not particular about drawing the
line between the lawmakers and the law-
breakers. They.are ready to llwdm the
former as well as the latter.

Then, after saying that congress will
insist that the men shall only be nsed
to stop counterfeiting, the article goes
cn.

Congress dou not lntend to -have a
Fouche or any other kind of minister of
police to be used by the executive de-
‘partments against the legislative branch
of the government. It has been so used,
mdituluwectedthat%hhu been so

e Ve

they represent the president, cabinet offi-
cers . or ‘only themselves. * * * Con-
gressmen resented the secret interference
of the secret service men who for weeks
-had.ﬁ:‘ed some of .the most' respected
mem sotthehommd.umte. s 4

| When it was discovered that the secret

seérvice men  were g congress-
men there was a storm of indighation at
the capitol, and thé .bureau came mnear
being ' abolished and the appropriation
for ‘the suppression of counterfeiting cut
off. % & * At another time the chief of
the secret service had his men shadow
congressmen with a view to involving
them in scandals that would enable the
bureau to dictate to them as the price of
silence. * * * The secret service men
have shown an Inclination again to
shadow members of congress, knowing
them to be lawmakers, and this {s no
joke.  Several of the departments have
asked congress for secret funds for in-
vestigation, and the treasury department
wants the limitation remoyved from the

“appropriation for suppressing ' ‘counter-

feiting. ' This shows a tendency toward
Fouchelsm and A secret wdtch on other
officigls than lves. |

At the time of this publication the

work of the secret service which was

thus assailed included especially the in-
vestigation of great land frauds in the
west and securing of evidence to
ent of justice in the
beef trust investigations at Chicago,
‘which resulted in successful prosecu-

tlons,
In view of Mf. Busbey’s position 1 :eoncress was

have accepted the above guoted state-
ments as fairly expressing the real
meaning and animus  of the attacks
made {n general terms on the use of
the secret service for the punishment
of crlminals Furthermore, in the per-

find the feelings of congressm
public guestions of note I have m
quently discussed tlils particular mat-

- without recourse

des] ¢ doing th u;u“:h
men are TOUSs 0! ] (o
whole. -

+ter with members of congress, and on

such oeccasions the reasons alleged to
me for the hostility of congress to the
secrét service, both by those who did
and by those who did not share this

' hostflity, were almost invariably the

same a8 those set forth in Mr, Busbey's
article. I may add, by the way, that

‘these allegations as to the secret serv-
a fice are wholly without foundation in

fact.
Real Issue Named.

But all of this is of insignificant im-
portance compared with' the main; the
real, issue. This issue Is simply, Does/
congress desire that the government
shall have at its disposal the most

have ‘been in a separate
bill. Therefore I bave now taken the

only method available, that of discuss- | |
ing it in my message to congress, and
umeaomtommtlmm
‘a8 ' proper tmhtmeﬂt of the subject
pmnlpeukmghad,

falled I have inly and di-

*nctlv and have set torth the facts in
“explicit terms,
[Here the president xkve- lmqncen hals

ln which tho‘uent service men have
m in securing convic-|
of offenses mln-t federal laws,

always been antagonistic to the bu- ‘_dﬂﬁdupedﬂl}tbnhndmnam]

In connection with the Nebraska
pruecution the government has by de-

 cree secured the return to the govern-

‘ment of over A million acres of gru-

ing land, in Colorado of more than

‘2,000 acres of mineral land, and suits
are now pending involving 150,000
uera more; ;

Dopwtmem ‘Agents Diehenu!.

All these investigations in the Jand |
cages were undertaken in consequence
of Mr. Hitchcock, the then secretary
of the interior, becoming convinced

that there Were extensive frauds com-

mitted in his department, and the
ramifications -of the frauds were 80
farreaching ‘that he was afraid to trust
his own officials to deal in thorough-}
going fashion with them. One of the
secret service men accordingly resign-
‘ed and was appointed in the interior
department to carry on this work. The

“first thing he discovered was that the

special agents’ division or corps of de-
tectives of ‘the land office of the inte-

vlor department was largely under the

control of the land thieves, and In ¢on-
‘sequence. the investigations above re-}
ferred to had to be mnde by secret
gervice men.

If the present law, for whlch Messts.
Tawney, Smith and the other gentle-
men I have above mentioned are re-
sponsible; had then been in effect this|
action would have been impossible and
most of the criminals would unques-
tionably have escaped. No more strik-
ing instance can be imagined of the |’
desirability of having a central corps
of skilled investigating agents who can
at any time be assigned, if necessary |
in hrgq numbers, to Invéstigate some
violation of the federal statutes, in no
matter what branch of the public serv-
fce. In this particular case most of
the men investigated who were public
gervants were in the éxecutive branch
of the government. “But in Oregon,
where an enormous acreage of traudu-
lently allenated public land was recov-
ered for the government, a United
Sum senator, Mr, Mitchell, and a

member of the lower house, Mr. wn-

llamson, were

indicted.

. Stopped Natun"uﬂon luud-.
From 1901 to 1904 a successful inves-

tigation of naturalization affairs was

‘mndebyuencretm‘ﬂce with’ the

result of obtaining hundreds of convic-.
Hons of conspjrators who were conviet-.
ed of selling ulent papers.of nat-
umlmtion. (Subsequently congress
passed a very wise law proﬂding a

convicted on evidence|
obtaitied by men transferred from the|
secret service, and another member of|

Sty
secret service or of private detect!

‘To hamper it in using the one and for-
hidlttoreeorttotheoﬂm*m y
to the benefit of none save the

Ountary cortolyou Smtaln

" The facts above given show !
possibility of doubt that what ¢
retaty of the treasury and I had
written prior to the enactment
obnoxious provision and what 1y
- since. written in my message to Lhe
congress state the facts exactly
‘they are. The obnoxious provisi
of bemﬂt only to the criminal class

inal class. 1f it bad beeq,embodm!
the law at the time when I
 president, all the prosecutions above
mentioned and many others of th
same general type would -either
have been undertaken or would hi
been undertaken” with the governm
at a great disadvantage, and mal
and probably most of the chief offend
-ers would have gone seot free lnltii#
“of being punished for their crimes.
Such a body as the gecret service,
such & body of trained investigating
agents, occupying & permanent posi-

separate from local mvesugating i
In different departments, is an absolute
necessity if thé best work is to.be
done against criminals. ; fa
the most efficlent instrument
'to'dse against crime. Of course the
more efficlent an instrument 1§ thg
more dangerous' it is if mlsused.
the argument that a  force like thq
can be misused it is only neceuary‘
answer that the condition of its use-
fulness if handled properly Is that
shall be so efficient as to be dange!
if handled improperly..’ Any inst
‘of abuse by the secret service or other
inyvestigating force in the depnrmm
should- be unsparingly punisbed, m
congress should hold itself ready ai
any and all times to Investigate the
executive departments whenever thére
is reagon to believe that any such in.
m«ofabnse has occurred. 1 wish
to emphasize my more than cordial &
quiescence in the view that this is
only the right of congress, but: ew
pha its duty. To use the secret
in the investigation of pnrob
pﬂvata or political matters would:-be
A gross abuse, But there has beonsw
single instance of.such abuse during
my term as president. & i
" The President’s Appnl‘
In conclusion, I most earnestly ask
in the name of good government a
decent admlnlstrnuon. in the name

-honesty end for the purpose of brlna-

ing to justice violators of’ the federal '

-laws wherever they may beé tound,r'

whether in public or private life,

‘the action taken by the house last year
be reversed. When this dction was

speplal service and appropriation for

the prevention of naturalization frauds,
but nnfomnahly at the same time
that the action against the secret serv-
ice: was taken congress- also cut down
the appropriation for this special serv-
ice, with the result of crippling the
- effort to stop trluds in naturalization,) |
The ftugitives Greene and Gaynor; im-
plicated in a poctliarly big government
contract fraud, were located and, ar:
rested n Canada by the secret service,
and, thanks to this, they have since
¢ gone to prison for their crimes. -

you'like that he had sent to Mr. Ta;
ney, - &eeeptea the 'secretary's vie
and the senate passed the bill in

'shape preoenved by Senator Allison,

In the Vconference, however, the house

the provision they had inserted, and
‘the senate yielded. [Appendix D econ-
glsts of a letter frém Secretary

you to the late William B. Allison,
chairman of the senate committee on:

approwhﬂem dated May B, 1308.

Theametnervleemuledtoum :

in the ntion of ‘crimes under .
the peouge laws, and owing partly
thereto numerous convictions were se-

efficlent instrument for the detection . cured and the objecﬁonable pw

of criminals and the prevention and
punishment of crime, or does it not?
The action of the house last May was
emphatically an action against the in-
terest of justice and against the inter-
est of law abiding people ‘and in its ef-
fect of benefit only to lawbreakers - O
am ndt now dealing with motives,
Whatever may have been the motive
that Induced the aation of which 1
speak, this was beyond all question the’
effect of that action, Is the house now
w}lllnz to remedy t{:e wrong? .
“For a long time I contented myself
with endeavoring to = persuade the

house not to permit tHe wrong, speak- .

iig Informally -on the subject with
those members who, I belleved, knew
‘anything of the matter and commu-
nicating officially only in the ordinu‘y
channels, as throngh the secretary

was pmcﬂcauy mmpod out, at
in many mnrlcn. 'l’ne most

l ‘prohibitlng the pgy‘mwt
y. person detalled or transfer
frof the secret service division.”
ves reasons for such detalls an
an appendix cites instances fn which

Jthe secret service men- hiive been ¢

talled effectively in cases oumde thda
treasury department.]

. - The chief of the sécret mvlc,'e

¢ beef trustgmm

Meago; prosemtkm

‘were md
"I'he c?t%:i 4

the treastry. In a letter to the gﬁn ¢

mAm-nao Drouiﬂum

: pald A salary utterly inadequat ﬁ

‘' 'the {miportance of his functio
'to’ t‘he admirably way in -whick
‘has pértormed them I ear

| also urge that t)
e«iﬁne he. ptaeed wbere :




