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Pure Shoe Law Defeated in Missouri Legist 
Facts produced recently in Missouri where more shoes are manufactured than all other states com
bined. Notice also the stand taken by "Star Brand" shoe manufacturers whose exclusive dealers 
in Leon, Iowa, are Bradley-Jenkins Mercantile Co. 

A Letter from Senator Bradley of Missouri Regarding the Pure Shoe Law and Our Reply 
Roberts, Johnson & Rand Shoe Co. Favors a Pure Shoe Law. Read What Other Shoe Manufacturers Contended for in the State Legislature. 
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M I S S O U R I S E N A T E  

its passage. All® the St. Louis, Kansas 
Senators voted and worked against the 
made speeches against its passage, in fact, every 
had a shoe manufacturer in his district voted against the "bill. 

Some claimed the "Pure Shoe Bill" would work a hardship 
on the Missouri Shoe Manufacturers, others claimed it would 
prevent dealers from handling shoes made outside of the state 
of Missouri. While the great contention plainly developed 
that you people were the only house in the State pushing or 
desiring the passage of this "Pure Shoe Bill." 

I did my best but was unable to break the combine 'against 
the/bill. There should be a Pure Shoe Lav;. All sorts of dis
eases, including tuberculosis have been traced to the use of 
paper and other substitutes for leather in shoes. From five 
to forty cents per pair is now being taken out of each pair of 
shoes, wherein substitutes for leather are used. This in 
round numbers amounts to nearly one million dollars per annum 
and falls 011 the poor class of people who are the least able 
to lose it. 

I understand that there were several quiet meetings held 
to influence the Senators to vote against the bill, which, 
judging from the vote, was a very fruitful meeting. The thing 
for you people to do who stand for honest made shoes and are 
willing to give the people what they pay for is to get behind 
the "Pure Shoe Bill" in Congress and push it. 

Hoping at some future time I may be in a position to 
serve, you further, I am, 

Yours sincerely, 
JOHN L. BRADLEY. 

Are Our Methods Right? 
The continued growth of our business would indicate that they are. 

Shipments direct to consumers, Dec. 11, '08 to May 10, '09 inc., $4,692,689.17 

Shipments direct to consumers, Dec. 11, '07 to May 10, '08 inc., 3,826,379.70 
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Jefferson City, Mo., May 4, 1909. 
Messrs. Roberts, Johnson & Rand Shoe Company, 

St. Louis, Mo. 
Gentlemen: 

I suppose you noticed the report of the "Pure Shoe 
Bill" failing to pass the Senate. I did all I could to get it 
through. All the_other shoe manufacturers were opposed to 

City and St. Joseph 
bill. Several of them 

Senator who 

Roberts, Johnson & Rand Shoe Co. 
MANUFACTURERS 

CAPITAL S3.750,000.00 FULL PAID 

ST. LOUIS. MO. May 5,  1909. 
Hon. J. L. Bradley, 

Senate Chamber, 
Jefferson City, Mo., 

Dear Sir: 
We are in receipt of your favor of the 4th advising us 

of the "Pure Shoe Bill." This bill was primarily in the inter
est of the consumer. It was a protection to the retailer and 
ultimately would have resulted in great good to the shoe manu
facturing interests of this state, in that the retailers all 
over this country would have given preference to goods manufac
tured in Missouri, knowing that they were protected from fraud, 
in the construction of shoes made under this law. 

This bill did not prohibit manufacturers of shoes from 
using substitutes for leather, so they could have continued 
making them as they have in the past. It did, however, require 
that they stamp the shoes which contained substitutes for 
leather, indicating what and where such substitutes had been 
used. 

One of the arguments used against this bill was that it 
would do a great injustice to the retailer, who has built up 
his business-on goods, which were manufactured with his name 
stamped on them, and the reason we were in favor of the bill 
was that it would force the retailer to buy goods with the man
ufacturer's name on them. /  

As you, no doubt, know the bill that was originally en
dorsed by us, only required the manufacturer to put his name on 
shoes in which substitutes for leather were used. This was in
tended wholly as a protection to the retailer and to fix the 
responsibility on the wholesaler who had violated the law. It 
certainly cannot be charged that any wholesaler would desire to 
have his name appear on shoes made as were the exhibits that 
were submitted to you and other Senators when the writer ap
peared before your committee. 

We are surprised to know that we are the only manufactur
ers in the State endorsing this bill. We were in favor of it 
because we believed it to be along the right lines. What more 
right to protection from fraud has the man who buys a silver 
spoon or a gold watch than a poor man who spends his last dol
lar for a pair of shoes? 

We use no substitutes for leather in our shoes and expect 
to make them of all leather, because we do not think good shoes 
can be made of anything but leather. 

We have great faith in the intelligence and discriminating 
judgment of the American people and are confident that the hon
est and true will win over deception and fraud. The growth of 
our business indicates this fact. The youngest shoe manufac
turing company in St. Louis, yet for the fiscal year beginning 
December 10,  1908,  our 

The fact that our 
in defeating this bill 
ticians than we are. 

business is the largest. 
competitors succeeded by 
, indicates that they are 
We do not envy them this 

Gain in shipments for five months $ 866,309.47 

These shipments are given ijot in a spirit of egotism, but simply to illustrate a point. If the manufacturers 
who use substitutes for leather in their shoes think these substitutes are as good as leather, why do they not adver
tise this fact, instead of trying to conceal it. We are now probably the largest shoe manufacturers in the world, 
yet are only eleven years old, which we believe is due largely to the fact that we use no substitutes for leather. 

Our shoes are all sold direct to the retailer. We own no interest in any retail stores and have no branch houses. 
We feel that these facts clearly demonstrate that honest shoes are appreciated. 

There are lots of Good Shoes, but--"Star Brand Shoes Are Better" have 

quiet methods, 
better poli-

reputation. The 
fact that our business has grown faster than theirs -indicates 
that we are better shoe manufacturers than they are. We are 
proud of this fact. 

We are fully convinced that sooner or later a bill of 
this nature will be passed, and believe that if the consumers 
and retailers of this state could have been advised of its 
merits, they would have demanded its enactment. 

You as the original mover in a measure of this kind will 
be entitled to full credit for its final passage. 

Yours very truly, 

ROBERTS, JOHNSON & RAND SHOE COMPANY, 
Jackson Johnson, Pres. 
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The above are facts which cannot be denied. If you want Solid Leather Shoes, ask for "STAR 
BRAND." The only shoe manufacturers who put nothing but leather in their cheapest shoes. 

We have just received Over One Hundred Cases of these Shoes. 

Bradley-Jenkins Mercantile Co. 
Leon, : : : : Iowa. 
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The only place in Leon where you can buy "Star Brand Shoes.'! 


