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Date 

as t hat Jim Ferguson is 
al Governor . 

Jim Ferguson is reported to l/i But, then, it should be re
be trying to divest him of cplled that the Ferguson ad-

, the title of "Governor" by ·j~inistration resisted the suit 
which he has been popularly of the ·,Attorney General 
J'ef erre ver lince p.e first ~gainst the American Road 
held t at f~·c He i~ report- Company from the outset, even 
ed to pa i a,r on this tp the extent of employing at-

, e e a bit g,rouchy; 1 torneys to fight a suit which 
and in ph e conversations I &imed to and did recover $600,
from th executive offices it is 10. 00 for the State.-F·o. rt Wor}Jt 
now , "Jim ·Feriuson speaking,"t$.tar-Telegram. . / 
where befor e it was "Governor · · ~-
Ferguson." { 

In other words, Mr. Fergu
son is trying to make it plain 
now that his wife is the Gov
ernor of Texas in fact ~s well 
as in name and . that he is,

1 

merely "the wood and water 
carrier" he promised to be in 
the hot July and August days 
when he was campaigning the 
State for her eiection. Draw
ing this fine distinction 
effort to . counteract 
charges that have been 
that he, and not his wife, is 
the real Governor. . , II 

We can see little importance 
ta' the ··st:Itement:"'"' If his wife 
has been Governox only in 
name and he has pexformed all 
of the duties for'· her as has 
been charged, it is nothing 
more than was to have been 
expected. Mrs. Ferguson made 
it plain in her campaign that 
she knew nothing of the duties 
of Governor; that she was not 
versed in statecraft and that 
in such matters she naturally 
would rely upon and be guided 
by her husband's advice. Form
er United 5tates Senator Bai
ley, an enthusiastic supporter 
of' Mrs. Ferguson, was . even 
more · f~ank than the lady can
didate herself. Challenged as 
to why he, an 'ardent oppon
ent of woman suffrage, was 
supporting a woman candidate, 
Senator Bailey .replied that b.e 
was not.,, He stated then that 
if he ·. thought Mrs. Ferg;uson 
would be G9vernor in fact, he 
would not be campaigning for 
her. Jim Fer~son, he said, 
would be the l eal Goverl}or,, and 
everybody ought to . know it. 
And in 'our opinion, most every 
thinkin~ .,;pei;.sop iii Texa~.., ,did, •· 
know 1t. Only those outside 
the slate harbored the delu
sion that Mrs. Ferguson would 
be Governo1· in fact. 

But the question of whether 
Mrs. Ferguson has been Gov
em'or 'in name only or whether 
Jim Fe1i:gusori h~s been the real Ji 

Governor-as has been charged 
and everybod¥ expected him to 1 
be-is not the cause of the op
position to the Ferguson ad
ministration at this time. It's 
not a question of who has been 
happened. It's not a question of 
what has been done; what hilS 
happened. It's a question of 
personalities, but a question of 
official conduct in the branches 
of her administration. 

It's a question of whether 
the State's highway fund has 
been handled with the same 
reckless distegard of business 

1 principles and comm,,.onsense in 1. 

/ every case as it was shown to 
/ h_:ve been handled in the case j 

OJ. the American Road Com- 1 

pany. 
It's a question of whether 

road contracts were awarded 
~n- a b~sis of personal or po
htical fr1endship or 011 the mer
it of the bids. 

It's a question of whether 
the State highways have been 
maintained properly and at :i. 

reasonable expense to the State 
and a fair profit to the con
tractors, or whethex these 
transactions, too, have been 
characterized in degree by the 
waste shown· in the others .that 

:ave· been aired in court. 
~-. short, it's a question of 

hAve · -·. the · taxpayers of 
~ow for the approxi-

1,000 turned over 
... Lway Com

t:-


