
NESTOS 0,1 THE U. S. SENATOltSIIIP 
The primary election in Juno result

ed in tho Republican nomination of a 
ticket composed partly of Independent 
Republicans and partly of Leaguer* 
The opposition have now put up a com
plete League ticket replacing those In
dependents who were nominated in the 
June primary by such as belong to 
their own organization and are in sym
pathy with their political ideals and 
administration practices. It was ro-
liably reported as early as July that 
Mr. Frazier and other League nominees 
as well as many of the League leaders 
were in favor thus again following 
their usual practice and to indorse a 
complete League ticket for the fall 
election, and that this would be done. 

The portion of tho League press 
which is inspired by the League lead
ership, shortly thereafter commenced 
to ask me to declare far in advance of 
the campaign whom I was going to 
support for Senator when their own 
Mr. Frazier, and other League nom
inees on the Republican ticket refrain
ed from making any public declaration 
of their purposes, but were neverthe
less known to be in favor of a full 
League ticket. 

Their purpose in asking me to make 
such a statement was plain. They were 
confident that with my knowledge of 
Mr. Frazier's party record, his record 
as Governor of the state, and chairman 
of the Industrial Commission, and his 
attitude on certain fundamental doc
trines of Republicanism, that I could 
not possibly support him for the Scn-

^itorship, and that by making such a 
statement in July or August, they 
would then'use it as an excuse for do
ing exactly what they had already de
cided to do; to ignore the primary re
sults nnd to put a full League ticket 
in the field. 

FRAZIER HAS ALWAYS FOUGHT 

REPUBLICAN NOMINEES 

In this attitude neither the League 
leaders nor Mr. Frazier are inconsist
ent with their political or party record. 
They have supported in any state in 
each election whatever party the time 
best served their selfish or factional 
purposes, and know no party fealty, or 

loyalty to party principle and ideals. 
Ever since Mr. Frazier came into prom
inence in public life he has refused to 
abide by the results or the republican 
primaries, unless those results were as 
he personally wished them to be. He 
has never by word or deed recognized 
that the verdict of our Republican 
primaries had any binding affect upon 
him or was entitled to any weight. In
stead of announcing his support of the 
entire ticket nominated and urging all 
Republicans, regardless of faction, to 
abide by the result, he permits the 
former Attorney General, re-called in 
October, .1021, the man who during all 
the administration of Mr. Frazier as 
Covprnor noenrding to tho Courier-
News controlled the administration, to 
name himself as candidate for Gover
nor and to fill the other places upon 
the ticket which were not already filled 
by persons saftsfactory to him, by men 
of his own selection. I am not refer
ring to these things in a spirit of com
plaining; I am simply reciting facts. 
It is perhaps just as well that Mr. 
Frazier and Mr. Lemke did those 
things. Mr. Frazier's record ever since 
he entered public life is, in the main, 
a record of warfare and hostility to
wards the Republican party. 

In 1916, when he first became candi
date for a state office with the endorse
ment of the Non-Partisan League, but 
upon the Republican ballot, he refused 
to abide by the verdict of the Repub
lican primaries and supported a Demo
crat for State Treasurer against the 
candidate, Mr. John Steen, who was 
r'.'zularly nominated by the Republicans 
iu June at the same timo when Mr. 
Frazier himself was nominated. In 

, 3 *>18, he supported two men for Con-
rrcss In the first and In the Third Con
gressional Districts who he and his 
friends Induced to certify themselves 
Into the Republican column, who had 
been life long Democrats. The first 
J. M. Baer, was appointed by President 
"Wilson, to office in North Dakota. The 
other J. H. Sinclair, had been elected 
to the State Legislature by the Demo
crats and always had been a Democrat. 
In addition, it was reliably reported 
and is generally understood that these 
two men promised the Democratic 
National organization to enter" the 
Democratic caucus and to act with the 
Democrats if the House should thereby 
be controlled by the Democratic party. 
These things were known to Mr. Fraz
ier. He nevertheless, supported them 
because they were willing to accept 
the endorsement of the faction to which 
he belonged. 

In 1920, he refused to support the 
regularly nominated Republican candi
date for Congress in the First District, 
Hon. O. B. Burtness, but supported a 
nan who had always been® a Democrat, 
who was nominated by petition, who 
ran in the Independent column and 

' who had never done anything to fur
ther the cause of the Republican party. 
In 1920, many of his followers and the 
newspapors which were controlled by 
his supporters did everything they 
could to embarrass the Republican or
ganization. In fact It will be remem
bered that in a great many counties 
in North Dakcta the faction to which 
Mr. Frazier belongs passed resolutions 
denouncing the national platform and 
the candidate of the Republican party 
for President, and openly supported a 
third party candidate. At no time did 
Mr. Frazier offer any remonstrance 
against such action, and It was gener
ally stated and believed that he was in 
full sympathy with tho assaults upon 
tho Republican candidates, and that he 
refrained from open attack upon them 
merely because he feared it would hurt 
the candidacy of Professor Ladd. 
FRAZIER HAS OPPOSED THE RE

PUBLICAN TICKET IN OTHER 
STATES 

In 1920, Mr. ,Frazier, though running 
on the Republican ticket as candidate 
for Governor, nominatod at the prim
aries of that party, went into the state 
of Montana and advocated the election 
of the entire Democratic ticket, state 
and national, against the regularly 
nominated Republican candidates. Dur
ing this same year and in this same 
campaign he went into the state of 
Minnesota and opposed the election of 
the regularly nominated Republican 
candidates for state and national 
offices. There he advocated the elec
tion of what they called in that state 
"Farmer-Labor Candidates," that be
longed to neither party as far as polit
ical affiliation is concerned. 

This year, I am informed that Mr. 
Frazier, the Republican nominee for 
U. S. Senator, has gone into the state 
of South Dakota and probably is there 
now or has just returned, advocating 
the election, not of the regularly nom
inated candidates on the Republican 
ticket, but of candidates endorsed by 
the Non-Partisan League, who are 
openly opposing and berating the Re
publican candidate. In a speech in the 
Twin Cities, this summer of 1922, as 
reported in his own press, Mr. Frazier 
severely and unjustly denounced Presi
dent Harding and the Republican ad
ministration. His denunciation of the 
record of the Republican party nation 
ally was fully as severe as any Demo
cratic criticism. 

FRAZIER HAS BEEN DISLOYAL TO 
REPUBLICAN PARTY AND ITS 

PRINCIPLES 
These are but few of the numerous 

illustrations that could be adduce^! to 
show Mr. Frazier's complete lack of 
loyalty or adherence to the Republican 
party and its principles. With a facil 
ity which the chameleon might envy, 
Mr. Frazier has changed his political 
hues as a temporary or local expedien
cy seemed to require. With a record of 
adherence to the Republican party so 
entirely evanescent and unreliable, I 
feel, myself, as a Republican wholly 
unable to give him my confidence or 
support. I cannot reconcile his record 
with any of the principles of the Re
publican party. When a man persist
ently and consistently refuses to sup
port the candidates nominated by his 
own party in the regular way as pro
vided by law, I believe it is proper to 
pause and inquire into the sincerity of 
his professed Republicanism. Person
ally I cannot subscribe to the doctrine 
that a man who wears the Republican 
label before the election, but repudi
ates the principles of the party after 
he gains office, can be considered a Re
publican. 

The record made by Mr. Fr&zier as 
Governor of North Dakota for a period 
of five years condemns him as utterly 
unfit to represent the Republican party 
or the State of North Dakota in the 
United States Senate. Were we to ac
cept him as a Republican the Republi
can party must need3 accept full re
sponsibility, as a party, for five years 
of the grossest misrule that was ever 
visited upon a state. As Republicans 
we do not accept such responsibility 
and the Democrats of the state do not 
Insist that we shall. The administra
tion .of Governor Frazier ruined the 
credit of our state with the result that 
our bonds could not be sold in the 
financial marts of the country and out
side investors withdrew their capital 
from our state; were we to elect him 
United States Senator that credit, now 
to some extent rehabiliated and restor
ed, would unquestionably suffer again. 
As Governor of the State of North Da
kota and as candidate for re-election 
as Governor, I may be presumed to be 
sufficiently interested in the welfare of 
the state during the next two years 
an^. in the maintenance of its credit, 
to aid in preventing such calamity. 

PLAIN WORDS 

Mr. Frazier has demonstrated — I 
speak plainly for the time for plain 
speaking has come, since the people's, 
interests are at stake—that he' pos
sesses neither the spirit, capacity nor 
the Independence necessary to properly 
discharge the duties of a great office. 

We. have for the past three years, 
since the ir efficiency, misconduct and 
corruption that marked nis administra
tion became known, listened to the 
apologies made for Mr. Frazier by his 
friends until it has become humiliat
ing to realize that we have had a Gov
ernor, though re-called—and are now 
threatened with a United States Sen
ator—whose record as a public servant 
cannot be defended or justified except 
by saying, "he did the best he could" 
or by the further apology that he was 
in the hands^ of dishonest men who ad
vised him corruptly for dishonest and 
selfish purposes and whoso advice he 
implicitly followed. This apology may 
exhonorate him from the moral stand
point but it is scarcely a compliment 
to his intelligence or his administrative 
ability. The people of our country do 
not wish to risk the affairs of the Na
tion in the hands of people who have 
not been able or willing in other posi. 
tions to prevent grafting and misman
agement of public affairs. 

With such a record of hostility to
wards the Republican party and with 
such a record as a public servant, nom
inated on the Republican ticket but re
pudiated by our own state, he would be 
a liability to the Republican party as 
United States Senator and a detriment 
to the state and nation. I cannot sup
port him, he is not Republican. It has 

been demonstrated in our own state 
during the past five or six years that a 
man may by accident win-the nomina
tion upon tho Republican ticket al
though he never embraced any of the 
principles of the Republican party and 
never before even openly professed to 
adhere to lt%principles. 

RADICALISM VS. CONSTITUTION
ALISM 

Sometimes issues arise that transcend 
mere partisan consideration. They are 
beyond self interest, beyond mere par
ty interest, as that is superficially in
terpreted, and. lnnch the very funda
mentals of citizenship and of constitu
tional government. On these issues all 
good citizens stand together. We rise 
from the lower levels of personal and 
selfish strife, ascend to a plane on 
which we stand together upon these 
great fundamentals. There is going on 
in the United States today a struggle 
that involves the existence of the fun
damental principles of the constitution 
and of the Republican form of Govern-
ment. The forces of radicalism are 
massed against tho forces of constitu
tionalism.' The one or the other must 
go down. We have fought the fight in 
our state for five years and are .fighting 
it today. We won the first battle when 
the'infamous House Bill No. 44, which 
sought to eliminate any reference to 
patriotism and morality from the con
stitution, was defeated, notwithstand
ing the support given it by Mr. Frazier 
and Mr. Lemke. 

When Mr. Frazier's Republicanism is 
questioned, he responds that he is a 
Lincoln Republican. He evidently feels 
that he is safe, and that his Republi
canism cannot successfully be chal
lenged when he goes back that far. 
Just so ho does not commit himsolf in 
approval of any Republican policies, 
traditions or leaders of the last half 
century. But even when he goes back 
that far he is not safe. If you com
pare the statements made by Mr. Fraz. 
ier on fundamentals of Republicanism 
with the statement made by the im
mortal Lincoln on the same subject, 
you will find that Mr. Frazier is as 
badly out of harmony with Lincoln Re
publicanism as he is with Republican
ism today. The great founder of tho 
Republican party, Abraham Lincoln, 
gave • expression to the fundamental 
principle of the supremacy of the law 
and the constitution in immortal words." 
It will not be forgotten that Abrahafn 
Lincoln gave tis life that the Union 
and the constitution might be saved, 
that he was stricken down by the hand 
of a man who did not believe in ac
cepting the verdicts of the ballot, but 
who, when the verdict was contrary to 
his own prejudices and his own pas
sions, resorted to violence and assassin
ation, Mr. Lincoln said; 
' 'Let every American, every lover of 

liberty, every well wisher to his poster, 
ity, swear by the blood of the revolu
tion never to violate in the best par
ticular the laws of the country, and 
never to tolerate their violation by 
others. As the patriots of '76 did to 
the support of the Declaration of In
dependence, so to the support of the 
constitution and laws let every Ameri
can pledge his life, his property and his 
sacred honor. Let every man remem-
ber. that to violate the law is to tram
ple on the blood of his father and to 
tear the charter of his own and his 
children's liberty. Let reverence for 
the laws be breathed by every Amer
ican mother to the lisping babe that 
prattles on her lap; let it be written 
in primers, spelling books and alma
nacs; let it be preached from the pul
pit, proclaimed from legislative halls 
and enforced in courts of justice. In 
short, let it become the political re
ligion of the nation." 

It is not impertinent to ask where 

the candidate for United States Sena 
tor, who won the nomination upon the 
Republican ticket in the primaries in 
June, stands upon these questions. For
tunately it is not necessary to specu
late, it is not necessary to guess, it is 
not even necessary to place our own 
construction on the numerous acts of 
his administration which indicate his 
attitude. In addresing a labor gath
ering in September, 1919, Mr. Frazier 
as reported in his own organ said: 

"Our forefathers in 1776 had no 
voice in the taxeB they had to pay, so 
they organized the revolution and 
broke away from tyranny. It was a 
just revolution. 

"I hope to God that we can change 
things here by the use' of the ballot. 
I think we can. But if Wfe can't, it 
may be necessary to have another just 
revolution." 

From the evidence thus presented on 
Mr. Frazier's attitude of opposition to 
Republican candidates, fundamental 
Republican doctrines, and to the Re
publican party itself, it must be evi
dent also that he has been, and would 
be wholly out of harmony with the 
plans, purposes and legislative policies 
of the Republican party of today. 

REPUBLICAN PARTY CHAMPION 
' OF REPUBLICAN FORM OF 

GOVERNMENT 

Upon these great and fundamental 
principles I plant my feet squarely, 
upon the ground occupied by tho 
fathers of the Republic and by the 
founders . of the Republican party. I 
have always preferred to believe that 
the Republican party represented some
thing more than mere desire for office 
holding., I have always assumed that 
it stood for certain fundamental prin
ciples of government as well as prin-
cipltes of administrative policy. One 
of these principles, which in my judg
ment constituted the cornerstone of its 
existence, is respect for the law and 
obedience to the mandates of the Con
stitution. The Republican party is the 
historical champion of a republican 
form of government. Tho essence of 
the Republican form of government is 
that the people shall have unhampered 
opportunity to express their will 
through the ballot box and that 
minority should obey the law enacted 
by such a majority, and act according 
to its prescribed forms. Appeals to 
the sword and to revolutionary vio
lence cannot exist side by side with 
devotion to the principles of our Re
publican form of government and the 
Constitution. Through the ballot all 
governmental change should come. It 
is the sceptor of the sovereign citizen. 
By the ballot, and not by the sword of 
revolution, the true American settles 
all political questions. 

ENDORSEMENT OF O'CONNOR 
As a Republican I regret that the 

man who got the Republican nomina
tion as candidate for United States 
Senator in the regular way is not a 
Republican whom all Republicans could 
support. Naturally, that is where my 
support would go as a citizen of life
long affiliation with the Republican 
party. Mr. Frazier's opponent belongs 
to the Democratic party and his name 
will be found in the Democratic col
umn. As a citizen, owing an obliga
tion under the Constitution and the 
law to exercise the right of suffrage 
in the best interest of my state and of 
the Nation, I am compelled to choose 
between Mr. Frazier in the Republican 
column, and a Democrat. As a citizen, 
I experience no difficulty in arriving at 
a choice. Mr. O 'Connor served in the 
Legislature of our State in 1917 and 
again in 1919. He was a member of 
the lower House when the infamous 
House Bill No. 44, subversive of the 
very principle of constitutional Gov
ernment, was introduced, with the sup
port of Mr. Frazier, Mr. Lemke and 
their associates. Mr. O'Connor was ene 
of the mainstays of the opposition to 
House Bill 44, standing side by side 
with the Republicans who opposed it 
as un-American and unconstitutional. 
Upon every question in our state in
volving law and order, involving sup
port of the constitutional principles 
and .of the fundamentals of Republican 
government, Mr. O'Connor has alwaws 
stood upon that high ground, which the 
founder of the Republican party and 
the Republicans have always occupied. 
If Mr. O 'Connor be elected United 
States Senator from North Dakota this 
fall he will be a creditable representa
tive of the State. He understands its 
economic needs, and he will faithfully 
represent it in thel Capitol of the Na
tion. He stands solidly -upon constitu
tional principles and upon the prin
ciples of Republican government, which 
Republicans have always adhered, to, 
and he.will defend and champion them 
on all proper occasions and at all 
times. The issue in this state Is be
tween Radicalism and Constitutional
ism, and that issue is being fought out 
in the National Forum. When the 
champion of radicalism, of revolution
ary agitation, as against the champion 
of constitutionalism and respect for 
the law and for the verdict of the bal
lot box, asks my vote, be he in the 
Republican column or elsewhere, I can
not give it to him. When there is op. 
posed to him a man who stands for th* 

principles of eonstitutional government 
for the very principles for which the 
founder of the Republican party laid 
down his life, and I have to choose 
between the two, I do not hesitate to 
say that I shall cast my vote and my 
influence for that other man. In this 
instance, he happens to be a Democrat 
running on the Democratic ticket with 
his name in the Democratic column. 
He also happens to be a citizen de
voted to the essential and fundamental 
principles of constitutional government 
that needs champions today, not only 
in the state, but in the National 
Forum as well. Mr. O'Connor can be 
depended on to champion these prin
ciples in Washington fearlessly and 
well. In the great fights that we have 
gone through, he has stood for law and 
the constitution at all times and has 
supported candidates, whether they 
were nominally Republicans or nomin
ally Democrats, who stood for these 
principles. It is time we look through 
sham and lay hold of the substance of 
things. 

NOT NEW PRECEDENT 

In taking this position in support 
of Mr. O 'Connor in the Democratic 
column, I am not setting a new prece
dent. I have not forgotten that a 
Democratic president, Woodrow Wil
son, urged the support of a Republican 
for United States Senator in the State 
of Minnesota in 1918. I have not for
gotten that a Democrat and a United 
States Senator in the State of Mon 
tana, Mr. Myers, in 1920, with his pen 
and with his tongue urged the election 
of the Republican nominee from the 
Stato of Montana because the other 
nominee represented fundamental prin
ciples of government that he believed 
were antagonistic to our constitution 
and a Republican form of government, 
I have not forgotten that President 
Wilson, himself a Democrat, tele
graphed congratulations to Calvin 
Coolidge when he won the election as 
Governor of Massachusetts over a 
Democrat, saying that "his victory 
was a victory for law and order." It 
is a sign that augurs well for the per
manence of our constitution that men 
are able and willing to look through 
sham, to tear off labels and to plant 
their feet squarely upon the principles 
of tho Constitution, regard-less of party 
names, when such great issues are in 
volved. Even the great founder of the 
Republican party, Abraham. Lincoln, 
supported a Democrat for United 
States Senator in Judge Trumbull, and 
history has nover censored him for it. 
He supported him because he believed 
great and fundamental principles were 
at stake and that party labels were 
less important than principles. 

The people of the State of North 
Dakota are put to the test his fall. 
They have before them the great Issues 
that divide the country into two camps 
and that are fast rising above the is
sues that have been dividing lines be
tween Republicans and Democrats. The 
people of the state will be called upon 
to decide whether they will vote for 
the men who represent the sound prin
ciples of government for which the 
founders of this Republic laid down 
their lives, regardless of the party 
label that they carry, or whether they 
will support men regardless of what 
they stand for because they carry a 
certain party label. For my part, I 
trust that in the interest of my state 
and my country all the independent 
candidates endorsed by the joint com
mittee will receive the support of the 
people of the state regardless of party. 
The people of our state have 
strated that to them principles are 
more important than labels and """wr 
I am confident that their verdict this 
fall will vindicate their patriotism. 

THE PRICE OF WHEAT 
The opposition, with their usual cam

paign tactics of diverting the attention 
of the voters from the real issues of 
the campaign by raising false issues, 
have claimed that the state administra
tion is responsible fqx the recent fall 
in grain prices. This clatm Is so silly 
that it seems almost incredible that 
any voter should be deceived thereby. 
Yet, I have been informed that there 
are men who believe even such a state
ment. , 

It must be plain to all thinking men 
that the administration has no power 
to influence the rise or fall of grain 
prices. It is a product of the world 
markets and the rise and fall in price 
is governed altogether by national and 
international conditions over which 
the state administration has no control. 

If the state administration has had 
the power to influence the rise and fall 
in grain prices, then surely Governor 
Frazier who was in full sympathy with 
Professor Ladd and with William Lem
ke, when in the fall of 1920 they fool
ishly told the farmers to hold their 
wheat for $2.65 per bushel, would have 
done something to prevent the 
trous decline in prices during the fall 
and winter, which was much greater 
than the decline this fall. But the 
fact is that neither Frazier in 1920 nor I 
in 1922 had any power to prevent the 
decline. It was caused by conditions 
which neither of ns was in a position 
to ehange.—Gov. Nestoe In opening ad
dress. , . ; V ' v-'X 

FEAR OF CHURCH 
CONTROL OF OUR 

GOVERNMENT ABSURD 
Some excitable people at times be-

oome greatly exercised over what to 
them seems to be a danger that our 
government will pass into the control j 

of one of the many religious denomlns- * 

tions which exist in this country. Some 
times It Is the Mormons mat they fear 
will secure control of the government, 
and sometimes it is some other denom
ination. Certain papers have in the 
past traded on this fear for their own 
'gain, and unscrupulous political agi-
tators have at times tried to arouse 
religious prejudices In order to assist 
in bringing about the election or de
feat of certain candidates. It may be 
said, however, that the small effect 
that this sort of propaganda usually 
has shows the sound judgment and 
good spnse of the overwhelming major
ity of the people in this country. 9 

A survey made by the Methodist 
Church and published in the August, 
1922, issue of the Builder, a magazine 
published by The National Masonie 
Research Society of Anamosa, Iowa, 
gives the following as the church affil-
iation of the members of Congress: 

SENATE 
4 Non-members. f 

23 Unknown.. 
1 Protestant Episcopalian. 
1 Christian. 
2 Lutheran. 
2 Dutch Reformed. 
2 Unitarian. 
2 Mormons. 
6 Catholics. 
6 Baptist. 
7 Congregationalist. ^ 

11 Presbyterian. 
12 Episcopalian. 
17 Methodist. 

HOUSE 
24 Non-members. 

101 Unknown. 
1 United Brethren. 
1 Mormon. 
1 Independent. 
1 Mennonite. 
1 Dutch Reformed. 
1 Evangelical. 

I 2 Universalists. 
3 Quaker. 
5 Unitarian. 

10 Disciples. 
10 Lutheran. 
II Christian. 

3 Jewishv 

18 Catholic. 
23 Congregational 
35 Episcopalian. 
29 Baptist. 
99 Methodist. 
56 Presbyterian. 
Taking into consideration only the 

leading denominations in this country, 
there are more Methodists, Episcopali
ans, Presbyterians and Congregational-
ists, and fewer Baptists, Lutherans and 
Catholics in the two Houses in view 
of the total membership of the differ
ent churches. But the ordinary citizen 
who calmly contemplates the situation 
will not be greatly perturbed over any 
danger of one or the other of the vari
ous denominations seeking or securing 
control of the government. If one 
should try it all the others would Im
mediately get busy to prevent it. One 
against the whole field would have ne 
chance. 

ECONOMIES OF BOARD 
OF ADMINISTRATION 
The new State Board of Administra

tion, which controls the state institu
tions, after an investigation into the 
methods adopted by the Board during 
the previous administration, has affect--
ed a reorganization of the different de
partments so as to insure their func
tioning with greater efficiency and less 
waste than in the past. 

Among the things discovered in their 
investigation was a shortage of- $12,000 
in the supply department, which the 
members of the Board attribute chief-, 
ly to carelessness and inefficiency. 

It was. also discovered that materials . 
worth thousands of dollars have been 
allowed to go to waste or be sold for 
junk, because of the laek of care in 
determining the n'eeds of 'the various 
institutions. 

Two of the state institution were 
found to be under-insured to such an 
extent that their by fire 
would have meant a loss to the state 
of several hundred thousand dollars. 

The practice of the former purchas
ing agent in grouping articles required 
in such a way that only a few supply 
houses could fnrnish all of them, re
sulted in the state paying a higher 
priee for many supplies than was nec
essary. On one article alone a change 
in the method of purchasing has "re
sulted in a saving equal to 33 per cent 
of the cost. 

The total value of the property of 
the institutions under the direction of 
the Board was la IM1 estimated at 
$8,100,000. 


