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wealth have been and are remiss in the performance of their
duty.

ft is idle to state that there is a want of evidence. The facts
ire easily accessible to such as earnestly desire to secure them.

ihe actual state of things is so well described in a letter to
me from a leading shoe manufacturer of the Commonwealth,
that I quote the letter in full, as follows:

The Commonwealth Shoe & Leather C
Boston, July 19, 1911.

Hon. Eugene N. Foss, Governor, Stale House, Boston, Ma.
Deae Sie : I was very much interested in the article

that appeared in the ‘ News Bureau’ Tuesday evening, July
18th, in reference to your message on the shoe machinery
monopoly. It has been a source of wonder to me for some
time, why the law officers of the State took no notice of the
peculiar methods of this company.

An act was passed (Chapter 469 of the Acts of 1907) that
was intended to relieve the shoe manufacturers of a part of
this burden. The Company very cleverly evaded it, and its
operations since that time have been even more flagrant than
before, and as conditions now stand, no shoe manufacturer
making welt goods such as are now almost universally de-
manded, can turn a wheel or make a pair of shoes without sub-
scribing to their system, and contributing an unreasonable
sum to their profits.

I notice the Attorney-General would like evidence. There
is plenty of it to he had, and to the ordinary observer, it would
seem as if the Attorney-General was the man whose eyes
should have been open, and who should have collected the evi-
dence himself. I shall certainly he very glad to give you
any assistance in this direction, if you feel called upon to
gather evidence for yourself.

Yours very truly

I suggest that you again consider whether the law as stated
in the letter of the Attorney-General is effective to meet the
situation which exists.

Chakt.es H. Jones.
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