BLISS KELLY

ATTORNEY AT LAW
TERMINAL BUILDING )

OKLAHOMA CITY, OKLAHOMA

Dec. 19, 1036,

Hon. C. Guy Cutlip,
Judge Superior Court,
Seminole, Ckla.

Dear Judge:

Enclosed is copy of the speech which you sent ue
sowme time ago, and wiilch should heave been returned to you
before this. I have kept it awaiting return of a friend
who had been out of tovn, us I wented him to read 1it.

You have said a great deal in this speech. 3o uuch,
in fact, that it tckes some time to digest it wll. Several
booxs could be written upon the subjects you have touched
and in support of the statements wmade. Fersonally, I

it is & masterplece, and ugree with everytiuing you have said,

would like to arrange sowe gathering of those who
wre interested, at which you could Le asked to deliver this,
or & similar speech, here. I am sure that & little later
we can arrange it, 1f you are willing. In the weantiae,
I ¢o not feel that you shiould ve invited to address a zuall
nanafull, «s the thoughits you exuress ave worthy of con-
sideration by o suustantial nuaver. Gould you =e williap,
LI proper wrrangeacnts could be wade, (O coume ner wund wd-
dress a puachering of ilaterested persons?

Your friend, Dr., J. 2, Thoburn, suys he would lize
to have & copy of this speech, and is very wmuch in harueny
with the ildeas expressed therein, )

He

RN
«

Will write you more after tie holidays, and also
send you revised copy of the stufi previously sent you.
l FY
sest Heoliday Wishes for yourself and family.

Resgectfully yours,

(/ﬁ) ~—7 .

BK/k Bliss Kelly.

[—Tke &%l’liv;%\ of +his JeHer s n +"\e, Q@Tm@g‘)on&eWGe F,‘)e,]
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Address to Ministerial Ajliance [

September 30th,19236

Ly frien's, yours is the greatest gov rnment upon the face of the earth.
It affords to you local self government- stote government which rust be reteined
if the liberty and freedom demanded by your forefathers is to reméin your
heritagse. State or loc:l governuent places you in easy contact with government
and affords you zn oppertunity to take & persomal part in thet government. This
is essential to a frce pedple. On the other hand the centrul jovernment is
g&ven'ample power'for its needs and yet the individusl citizen in the street
is pfotécted in his liberty and freedan from encrozching despotiskk of that
gov?rnment. This, too, is essential to a free peoples. If these stotements are
not frue then there was no poiﬁt to our separation from the mother country.
Certainly there shoul’ be a differenc: of opinions among us as to how best
the govsimment can serve us, but there should be no differsnce of opinion cs to
our FORK of zovzrnment.

Civilization,itself, is dependent to :. very grest extsnt upon two cardinal
points: Cur religion «nd our govermment. Without the stimuli of religion needed
reforms cannot be engenered in our people- moral stamina ond virtuous conduct
will languish and perish from the land. Tithout & free govermment where men may
pursue their way unhampared in initiative, inventive genuis and‘grogressive

B

thought, civilization cannot prosper. Therefore it seems that thess two points
are of great importancs to our clvilization.

The thing thet reserves to the indiviual citizen his liberty nd freedom
is the restr;ctiogs upon govermient found in the constitution. HWe have so
complacently enffoyed our individusl freedoi «nd liberty £or so long ¢ time thet
we huve come Yo think thut those libsrties ere peculiar to 4LLL forms of gov.rn-

ment- to all gdvernments. In feet e have came Lo indifferently consider our
fraedon. This is dangorous to &lle Our people do not understend whet liberty
and freediom meuns, i1t sbecome just & cstch phrase. They should be cyein

awakened to their importance. We should have .. fullgr understanding of cur

constitution, because it is what o
aca surrantees thog i
H0se things to
Uus.



A friend of mine said the other night that the constitution
of the United States was antéquated, out of date; that it
was impractical for the changed times. I asked him just what
part of it was impractical, or what part of it was he desirow
of eléminating? He said he wae:§gmiliar enough with 1t to say
but he knew anything as old as it was wouldent fit the presernt
times. I told him principles never changed. Two and two made four, four

thousant years ag0.
Then I begin toask him just what portion of it he wanted
changed; if he wanted the right of contract changed?
If he wanted it changed so that officers could come into his
home and search it without a lawful reason?
If he wanted the writ of habaes corpus eliminated?
If he wanted the right to worship God according to his own
judgment changed?
If he wanted the guamamtees of economic freedom changed?
If he wanted the guarantee of a free vote changed?
If he wanted the trial by jury changed; of bail, of the
elimination of cruel and unusual punishment changed?
If he wanted the right of free speech and a free press changai?
If he wanted the right to assemble peaceably and petition
government for redress changed?
If he wanted the government or anybody else to take his propery
without a trial on the subject?
If he wanted property taken from individuals by government or
others without compensation therefor?
“No. He said, but he did want it so that the government could
fix & minimum wage for wommn and children. Well’, I told him,
“that is denying citizens to contract among themselves; that
is turning over to politicians the right to make your contract.

VY] ” o
Do you want that? No, he s-id, I dont believe I do.
P




Then I explained to him that the constitution was a compact
between him and his government that protected him from
politicians planning his every day life. That were it not
for the constitution government could tell him how to run his
business,could tell him how much to charge for his work, how
much he had to pay some one else whom he hired. That his

property could be taken away from him by the government without

compensation therefor. That he could be thrown in prison and
kept.there without trial at the fancy of some politician or
petty officer. That government could name the church to which
he must go or tell him that he couldent believe in God at all.
That without the constitution which protecte him he would be
subject to all the despotism of government like Russia and
Italy and Germany.

“Well;'he said, "why should we have a Supreme court;;ﬁhy
should nine men dictate the policy of a countryf I had to
get this down on a level with his eaperience so I asked him
if he believed two base ball teams could play a game and do
the umpiring satisfactorily, or would it be better to have
the umpire?vbh! I see, I hadent thought of it in thaf light.
Sure might be some confusion if each team was left to make the
decisions in the gamef Sure, a baseball game without an umpire
would be just like leaving the question of whether the legis-
lature is keeping within the constitution to the legislature.
They would deeide allthe time that they were not enfringing on
the people's rights, and half the time they would believe it.

The trouble with the people is they are not informed, if

they were they would bless the Constitution. It is the only
protection they have against designing politicians and businesg
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The Founding Fathers recognized the fact that our govern-
ment and our laws would but reflect the concensus of opinion
of the majority of our citizenship. That under our system laws
must come under the approval of the great majority of our
citizenship in opinion or else those laws would fail of
enforcement and effect. Under such circumstances those great
men realized that it was necessary to write into the compact
between the people and the government certain restrictions on
government that would, as long as the constitution prevailed,
protect the individual citizen in the street and in the field
against the despotism of his own government. Oth=rwise in the
enthusiasm of some seemingly apparent emergency, government
would resort to measures, that on their faces did not disclose
the attack upon individual rights,and in this manner again
shackle into slavery the individuals of the nation, as they
had been shackled under British control. Ours was designed as
a8 fred government, a government fof%freefggg?élOur people had
approached the shores of this country seeking freedom,freedom
for their relig;ous views and opinions, and the founding fathers
recognized the fact that such people as those would always
demand
demand freedom of thought and action, freedom of speech and
economic freedom; therefore those safegaurds to such things
were securely written into the fundamental law of the land so
that only by the people themselves and from their voice,could
their rights and immunites under the constitution be threatened.
A % law, after all, under such a government as ours, or under
any government not directed by force, is but the expression of
& goodly majority of the people. If it is not, then it must
fail in enforcement and effect as we have seen some do in the

last few years. Public opinion then, itself, must be sound.



The advocates of " change" in our government deny any
leanings toward comm8nism, socialism or any other "ism", yet in
the same breath proclaim that the changing times require "change
in policy of government. What is that"change"? Those are the
same words that Lenin, Trotsky and S8talin used in the opening
days of the Russian holocaust. They, too, announced that there
must be a"change" from the capitalistic order, and that the
people must have "social security." The social security that
has been the result of that "advanced"thought is the elimination
of profits; the destruction of private ownership; the "collect-
ivised" farming; the rearing of children in public institutions
to dispise God; the "licqmidation" of innocent men and women
for mistakes in government factorities or for the fact that
they attempted to retain the property and wealth they had
secured from the "sweat of their face." The security secured
under the "new plan" eventuslly secured only the right to eat
at home or in a public place, when the government issued them

a "ticket" permitting them to eat. The resort to the N.E.PJQW%ﬁﬁﬁTda
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in Russia was but a temporsry concession to the liberty of
people on the march to absolute despotism-communism. They did
not resort to the desperate measures of despotism in the first
instence; they, too, lulled the people into seeming security
by a measure that lent hopes to liberty. But just as soon as
sufficient force was established in the overlords of communism
just as soon as Lenin,Trotsky and Stalin felt strong enough

to enforce their theories of government upon the people by
bloodshed and terror, the extreme measures of despotism and
communism were resort to. So it has always been in such

matters and so it will always be with designing men.



It is the first step that must be watched with suspicion
and guarded agsinst by the people. It is too late when force
has become enthorned. As force in government comes in,liberty
of individuals goes out. When fear of government takes its
place in the hearts of men, then security of liberty ie bveing
threatened. Pleasant promises and kindly gestures were made
in the first instance by the despots of Russia, but these were
but the ;irst steps toward the " change" they had in mind.

They were strengenthening their forces for evil while they
lulléd the people into security by halfway measures. It is
such tactics as these that must be watched; such actions are

the "badges of fraud" in government. When men advocate "change"
in your government it is well that you know just what that

"change" leads to. In fact, as in the case of Kerensky of
Eggig, such advocates are kindly men, men of good intentions,
but they are but the stepping stones for more forciful and
despotic men. The Kerenskies are but the pawns of the game

for the men surrounding him who are designing in their intent

to make the people the slaves of a government. Keep you eye on
the Kerenskies, they will lead you to the Lenins. Accept him

as a prophet and your days of liberty and freedom are numbered~
numbered by the Lenins and the Stalins who follow. Constitutional
goverment must have the considerate cooperation and interest of
its citizenship, vigilence must continue on guard, avoidance

of suspicious "changes" must be had, if liberty and freedom are

to be maintained.

~



The first step toward that change is the giving away to the demends of the
uninformed. This concession leads immediztely to great expenditures of money
belonging to the psople, but collected by the gov:rmment,to keep the uninformed
passified, to prevent "revdlution™, if you please. Then others, seeing the
advantege geined by the tumult of the few, join the parade; the movement grows.
"free corn” is provided for the needy, not particularly st their demand, but
mest often at the uemand of those who pgrport to represent the needy for an
advantage in vote getting. These men seek places in government, not for the
purébse of helping administer _ovennment efficiently and within its proper
funetions, but for the purpose of perpetuating themselves in office. Soon &
great number, being inflemed by the "vote getters" come to rely entirely upon
govermaent aid. Othsrs join them. And it must not be lost sight or that such
people are addicted to having large families. Thcse families are raised in an
gnvironment that teaches them to rely upon government to care for them.
Govermment, through the agency of the "vote gﬁtfers" and their promises,
mekes appropriations and more appropriations. The system of govermmen: keeping
up the people becomes fixed. Thedemannd for cotton pickers, for wheat field
workers, for labor on the farm and in the home,is ignored by thé 50 called needy
who have coms to rely upon goverument moneys. The dewan? upon goverrment funds
expands in evary"line to keep ui e with the demands of the "vote getters". 3oon
a time comes vhen the credit of governuent is exhausted. Conlidence of the
investor in government securities grows amall. Those securities become avoiled
by judicﬂﬁggbuyers. Then comes a crash in gove nmental affairs not unlike the
crash of 1929 in private affairs. Boik private snd gov-rmment resources have .
been exhsusted. Confusion and fright is the result. Yeople begin to scream
constitutionsl sovernment is a failure, ( forgetting, of course that they, the
people vot=d the 16th emendment to the constitution that made the havock
possible)and derend some other covernmental arrange ent. This is the exact

spot that the Hitlers,the Lussulinis zn® the Stalins heve been waiting for.




They step into the picture and advance their theories of government. Usu&l%;uch
. W . . " M

theories, vorked out in the experience of the office or school rcom contemplate
the application of the theory to ége perfect citizenship. That kind of ci'izen-~
ship is not available, if it was there would be no need of g overnment, =nd it
follows that tihe theory must be enforced by entrenched power. Such forece :s is
necessary to the reforms dersnded is cmed wen. Armed force becomes the government
the people become the slaves to that government. Ltheir liberties are aone, tvielir
rights and immunities, they no- so complacently enjoy. They have come to believe
thet all governments give them the same status @s does our constitutional
gov srmment, refusesing, as they do, to look across th: sea ond contemplate
Germany,Italy snd Russia and Turkey. To late they realige they heve, by
: . _ Qo Dt . - 'éé\ i X
indifference, glven sometﬂlngkthey or their children v ! goon mwve to give up
their lives 1o regepin, as 1is being done so murderously in Spain,.

It is not the intention to say th 't the joverument of Russie 1s not the

best governwent to be hed for thosse people ot “his time. Lt is not the intention

the best

to sey thot the present _overnmentsof Tu. ! .y

Y

govornment to be .l for those peonle =t this time. distory siows us it no

3

nzticn or race of people ever x.form:l bhemselves, o are satisfied So pursue
thie course that for ths proseat seeww the sasiest. Force alone, or long yeaurs

of religious proaci.lng,cen enforce reforms. sut 1t 35 the intention to say that
for the great majority of the people of this meticn liberty of thought and
action zre cssential to &« contented citizenship. Government i1s znd shoul’ be
but the instrwisnt of the pecple,but if the people deliberuiely surrender it to
a few, then thgy become the instrument of the government. The function of
govarnment is to protect the weeak amonyg the citizenship against the overresching
of the strong. Strength comes with numbers meny tiics, and then tiie _overnment
should be in position to protect the few agminst the many. Bubt it was never the

theory of any thinking government that it should be used as an insirument to

keep up e peoply, the cuty o opmopls o to cep it v .
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It is my bslief that the netiomal a‘ministration, nd the nstional
government, should run «nd be run on the smallest possible cost necessury to
the efficient operation of that overnment within its functions. It is my
belief that the functions of the national gov‘;;rmaent is?provide and maintain
an army and & navy for the vrotection of its people; maintain necessary and
needyll,departments and carry on &ffairs »ith foreign govermments; maintuin the
necesszry departments and regulate - nd control intsrstate conrerce; eoin and
maintain monetary matiers for the nation :nd supervise ( if not entirely ﬁ
con't'rol ) the banking facilities for the nation;rezulate and control imigration;
colleet imports and exports and regulate the sare; levy and collect taxes;
borrow money, if needed for the necessary functions of the government; regulate
and control affairs of the Indian Nations and Tribos; maintain and control
postal affairs; regulete snd gusrd patents =znd copyrights; maintain an adequate
judiciary; meke provision for the enforcement of the necessary laws of the
nation end do all things incident to and necesSary for the above functions.

Fhen the national government is -onfined within these functions its cost to
the people will rencin within the millions and yet serve the Q}mpose of the
central governmente.

I do not believe the central government should in any mamer encroach unon
the rights invested within the power of the severzl stetes; I do not think that
tere is lodged in the central government mutual powers withi any of the states;
I believe that wherever the sovereign state hos tﬁs\power given it by the
constitution,or reserved to it thereby, to do or accamplish eny given object
thet by inference, if not otherwise, that objective is or should be withheld
from the central government.

Believing these things to be true, can it be expected that I w«:uld
approve or support the New Deal? It may be I am wrong; it may be that my idea
of the principles of govermment are too restricted but those are my prineiples

and I see no reason because of an emergency to change ny views.



I e not content to allow "™ an emergency" to supplent the constitution of
these United St tes. |

Ang furthermore I am not content Yo sit idly by and watch our government and
our people graduzlly slip into the slough of corrunism or despotism as other
nations heve s0 recently done. I am not content to allow this "slipping® to
destroy é? religion or to abolish the belief in God. It follows =s the day
the night that & rscource to any of these "isms" is destructive of religion-
of mprals— of virtuous livinge.

Communism supplants the Biblical injunction to " earn our bread by the
sweat of our face"™ by force znd "liguidation.® It is necessary in order to
fractice cormunism that our religion be destroyed. Religious thbught wnd
commmnistic thought are repuénant— they cennot live in the same house.,

S0 it sceems thet the inisters of the country~ the church people- those who
heve respect for religion =nd & belief in God should begin to sit up and teke
nptice of the trend of the timss; A politiesl queétion is not the only one
envolved; the spiritusl side rust be considered. Are we, by our indiffer.nce
and our neglect to soberly comsider the chenging times- the demand for "change"
in government- going to allow our civilization to be destroyed? That gquestion
must in the finsl analysis be aﬁsweréd‘by‘fhe sinisters, the pfiests, the Rabﬁi%
of this nation, jointed in force by the church people and the religious minded.

If one who is informed can view the present tendencies of our national
administration, surrounded as it is with socialists and communists, without
alarm he must he, indeed, an indifferent citizen. Soon it will be too late to
protect the unthinking. The people must be eroused to the alarming condition
in our midst. All churches should be listed in the common cause,because all

churches ure endengered. It is timeg thet all leeders in religion agpin teke
up their Bibles and cambat the dreaded Monster thet is incessantly knocking

at the door of indifference.
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