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Former Chairman Lanham and
former Commissioner Burkett of the
| State Highway Départment were
chiefly responsible gor the American
Road Company transactionn that has
just ended in-a"$6#0,000 cash recovery
for the State, fhie forfeit¥re of that
company’s uncgmpleted gntracts and
its permit tofdo bygiffess in Texas.
But as much as these two were re-
sponsible for this transaction, all of
the responsibility should not rest with
them. The administration of which
they were ‘a co-ordinate part must
share the blame.

As the chi
nor ‘and a

which - doubtle

n nths “sat in” on all sess
of the Highway Commission. Aec-
cording to his own statement, he did
so to insure an economical adminis-
tration of highway affairs and to pro-
tect his wife’s administration. Here
is what he said on this very point in
an interview given to Silliman Evans,
staff correspondent of The Star-Tele-
gram, and published in this newspap®
er on Aug. 5:
| “I thought it necessary. Injthe
first place, the Commissien cordially
invited me to sit with them, as my
wife had appointed all three of them.
I thought I would accept their kind
invitation so as to bring about an
B-ffective and econo ical administra-
ion. It must be borne in mind that
Highway Department spends
more money than all the other de-
partmeénts of your State Government.
administration will be

redeem my promise to the people for
an economic administration of their
affairs than to identify myself with
the Commission and inform myself
about this important branch of the
State - Government. Regardless of

facing aproximately 1,000

graveled roads and other work total-
ing $1,720,000 on a mere letter in-
structing it to do the work and at a
price fixed or suggested by Chairman
Tianham himself. Since the admitted
testimony of the defendants them-
selves has shown this price too high, |
the profits excessizaeand the State
has recovered $600,000 in cash on the
company’s own confession of judg-
ment, one naturally wonders what Mr.
Ferguson was doing about this time.
One also wonders that since his one
iflea in sitting with the Commission
was tc vrctect his wife's administra-
tion and insure an economical admin-
tistration of highway affairs, why Mr.
| Ferguson did prevent such a
i f the American

yeen proven to be.
cally a pri—!

cupies no State
soever and the liability
s to him in the highway

situation is the libility that he himself |
sumed and which“he

otl ix

assumed the liability, : S
can not well escape his share of thej
criticism that mnaturally has been

yna

A
on

aroused by the American Road Co
pany tragga.ci:ion.
: -~ SN

criticism along this line, I refuse to |
be intimidated and I will render to |
the Highway Commission every aid |

and as
Sir
que

istance within my power.”
ce this interview has not been
ned to this good day, we feel
that we can safely assume Mr. Fer-
guson was correctly quoted.
At another point in this same in-

terview, which went extensively intof§

the highway situation. Mr. Ferguson
said:

8  “Lots of people have been so un-
L kind as to say there was something
secret about the letting out of these
contracts. In all cases, :

N

This
east that Mr. Ferguson was not very
ell acquainted with the manner in
hich highway affairs were being
andled, even though he were sitting
sith the board and though he an-
ounced his purpose in so doing was
a desire to protect his wife’s admin-
istration and to guarantee an econo-
mical administration.

The record in the American Road
Company trial, furnished by the de-
| fendants themselves, disclosed  there
was no competitive bidding whatso-
ever in this instance; that there was
ho contract of any character and no
bond to protect the State in the satis-
factory carrying out of the agree-
ment. The records show that this
concern was given the job of resur-
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