
To the E d i t o r : - - ' 

0 Yon ask me for a s ta tement of the T i e t z a f f a i r 

from the sta-adpoir^t cf the lo[^,r:inv; ccwpany*. 

I ans^ver t ha t the lcpp;ing corapany i s no more i n t e r e s t e d In 

the p resen t cont roversy than a re a l l e t h e r /;:ood c i t i z e n s of the 

s t a t e . p 

f'he recent ef•^ort of the '^awyer comaty s h e r i f f to a r r e s t 

PJe tz v;3.3 not raade at the r eques t of the lor;;f':ing company, or under 

any j r o c e s s iss^'ed at i t s instance,,, „ ITo r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of the lofj^iag 
•i 

company had the s l i g h t e s t i n t i m a t i o n t h a t the s h e r i f f was a,boiU; t o , 

under take the cap tu re of P i e t z . '^leedless to say , the Logpinf- Cora

pany did not pay , or agree to pay, and was not r eques t ed to pay any 

of the expenses of the s h e r i f f made in connect ion wi th h i s a t t empts 

tc a r r e s t j ^ i e t z , ""he logging company ha.d a h s o l u t e l y no th ing to do 

•V7it' t'̂  ^ m a t t e r . I t could not have prevented the s h e r i f f from making 

t h ; e f fo r t sbiiy--«ao-PQ---thar- i t c6uld*have com.pelled hi:^" tti m.ake i t , I t 

T'idertook to do n e i t h e r o '̂ t hese t h i n g s . ' ' 

'f'he f a c t s a r e tha t about ^^NC g V .rs ago ri^.J^z ,\ aided by ' •̂s,̂ ; 

f r i end '"^eizenbach, f i r ed on a s h e r i f f ' s posse at a place ' i n nav/'-^r 

county about t h r e e mi les from : ^ i ? t z ' s home, aer:?cusly "ound i rg the 

d r i v e r of the co?iveyance in v:'-ic%;-the o f f i c e r s were r i d i n g , '^h-rro-

upon the d i s t r i c t a t t o r n e y of Sawyer county cati*^ed a wai^rant to i s sue 

aga ins t p i e t z and ' ' ' 'eisenbach, in which they v/ere p r o p e r l y charged 

with a s s a u l t wi th in ten t to k i l l ' a n d murder, f h i s warrant was placed 

in th^ hands of the s h e r i f f f o r e x e c u t i o n , •"'^eisenbachi was ari^ested 

and brought to t r i a l at f i e l a s t May ..tverm of the c i i ' c u i t cour t for 

Cb.irpew8, countv , The whole T i e t z troubUe was a i r e d on t h i s t r i a l , 

becau_se the s t a t e , in proving mot ive , in t roduced evidence showing 

P d e t z ' s outlawry and ^' 'eisenbacK's sympathy wi th and a id of himi, 

Aftex' hea r ing the ev^^denee, the j u ry r rompt ly found •'.•''eisenbach g r r l t y 

and Judge Vinje sentenced >iim to a terj i of twelve years in the s t a t s 

p r i son at ''"aupun, which he i s nov/ s e r v i n g . # • 

Judge Vin je , in pass ing sentence on •'^'eisenbach, dec la red from 

the '^ench t h a t to uphold or defend,s,.pietz in h i s l a w l e s s course was 



to favor anarcKy, and that the whole power of the state should be 

used to e"i"fect his capture, tc the end that he jni.ht be tried accord-

ing to law for t-le offense of which he stood accused . 

The Gotiviction of •'"'ei senbach and Judge Vinje's vigoroiis words 

in support of law and decency seem to ;aave had t 'ie proper effect 

upon the ô î riff of Sawyer county. He undertook to execute the 

warrant against Tdetz which had been in his flands for many .months. 

The result is known . '̂ he rt>iei-iff and his possae were vvantonly fired 

upon by 'Hietz and his family, and one officer v/as seri ouslyv/ounded . 

G-ood citizens, whose sympathies ai'e aroused in what they 

assume to be a contest between a righ cox'pox'-ation and a. poox" man, 

shotjld undei'3ta.ad that no sucl-i. contest is on. "̂ he present contest is 

between Pietz and the sheriff of Sav/yer county ..who is seeking to 

apprehend him under a criminal warrant ch.̂ yrvging a seriou.s offense, and 

one of which his confederate has been convicted. 

As his excuse for not submitting to arrest, -ietz says that 

he has several unsettled claims against the logging company, of which 

payment is refused. Under ordinary conditions such a flimsy pretext 

for lav/lessness wô ild find no advocate . Today it seems to have many 

advocates who dee.'a it sufficient'^ but they all assume that the claims 

which rietz makes against the logging corapany eaûe valid, and that the 

company is at fault in not making settle,raent of tliera. This position 

seems to make it proper and necessary to call attention to tlie chr^racter 

of the "claims" wlaich rietz is urging against the logging company, 

•^irst:-- He says that the compa:r>̂ ;' owes him several hundred 

dollars for virages earned some years ago as a watchman at one of its 

dams. There is not the slightest founaalion for this claim. In 1902-

fietz acted as suc'i watchman for a period of 36 days , and foi- this 

service he was paid,and, the logging company has his receipt in full 

for such payment. ,He was not employed to, and did not perform a day's 

•vYork for tlie ccmpany beyond what he has been paid for. The logging 

company does not o';ve him one dollar for labor, and his pretended labor 

claim is trumped up and 'imaginary . 
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Second:-- Tdetz c laims t h a t s eve ra l years ago the logging 

company offered to s e l l him a p iece of land at '̂ 2 .50 per a c r e , and 

now r e f u s e s to f u l f i l l i t s a;,reement . This claim, i s a b s o l u t e l y f a l s e . 

I t i s not pre tended by Tdetz t h a t he has any w r i t t e n conti 'act or agi 'ee-

ment wit.a the company for the s a l e of t h i s l a n d . Without such an agree 

ment , i t i s f a m i l i a r knov/ledge t h a t he has no e n f o r c i b l e clai.m upon 

the land .But the logging corapany does not under take to sh i e ld i t s e l f 

a g a i n s t t h i s claim by s tanding on i t s l e g a l r i g h t s a l o n e . I t a b s o l u t e 

ly denies tliat Poletz ev ^r iaade any ve rba l a; r e j.nent u i t h any pe r son , 

in any way GO .nected with Hie lOfjging corapany, foi- i h.e purchase of t h i s 

l a n d . His only claim i s t h a t s e v e r a l years ago he had a conve r sa t ion 

wi th Kr . Ohic l i iSter , who was then the s e c r e t a r y of t h e Chippewa Logging 

Company, in w^dcii i t was s t a t e d t h a t f ' ie tz might buy the land at ^̂T; .50 

pei' a c r e . Mr. Ch iches te r a b s o l u t e l y denies any such conve i ' sa t ion , and 

h i s d e n i a l ought to be c o n c l u s i v e , hecarise tlie Cl:ippewa l,cgiang Company, 

of which he was then s e c r e t a r y , .never ovmed or had any i n t e r e s t in t-1%*—^ 

land r e f e r r e d to . The land was t^ien, and ever s ince has been owned 

by the Chipi;ewa Lumber & Boom Company, a co rpo ra t i on e n t i r e l y d i s t i n c t 

troni the Chippev/a Logging Company, and wi th ¥;hich T'r . Ch iches te r had 

no connect ion vvhalever. I t i s inconce ivab le t h a t l^^v . Ch iches t e r o f f e r -

ed to s e l l the land of a co rpo ra t i on wi th which he was not a s s o c i a t e d , 

and r - i e t z ' s c la im tha t he d i d , i s absui'd o.ri i t s f a c e . An a n a l y s i s of 

r d e t z ' s "clai.m" to t h i s land t h e n , shows two f a t a l weaknesses . 

1 s t , - He has no r a t i n g s to evidence any purchase of t.he land , a.nd 

does lot claij.a to have a n y . 2nd , - He.does not claim, or pre tend t h a t 

he ever had any t a l k with the own^r, o> any person r e p r e s e n t i n g such 

owner, ab. ut buying the l a n d . His "claim" to t ^ i s l-̂ -nd i s on a par 

wi th h i s "claim" for wages, and i s a mere p r e t e x t urged to withdraw 

pub l i c a t t e n t i o n from the l awle s snes s of the course which he i s pursu

ing , 

T h i r d : - - r i e t z c la ims tha t he i s the ovirner of the Cameron dam,. 

and t h a t the logging: comipany i s indebted to him. fo r t o l l on logs to 

the amount of 110,000 or #12 ,000 . ".ere i s a c la im, the v a l i d i t y of 
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U/tA4/ < ^ ^ X^K^<*<,**t<c<p/ 

which *fcya be dcGidi'i'd v/it'iout r e f e r e n c e to v/hat Tdetz says , or what 

the logging co=';pany s a y s . T'le Ca.raeron dam i s a p iece of r-eal e s t a t e , 

and the ownei^ship of i t i s determined from the pub l i c r e c o r d s . Any 

person at a l l f a m i l i a r v/ith land t i t l e s ŝ flS go to the of ""ice of the 

r e g i s t e r of deeds o-^ Sawyer county and decide for h imsel f who owns 

the Cameron dam. T i e t z ought not to be ab le to fool any man with 

h i s ab--^urd claim of t i t l e to the Camei'on dsum . The fac t i s t ha t t h i s 

da.m was bu.ilt in 1878 by T^aniel shaw under a chax-ter granted him by 

the l e g i s l a t u i ' e of the s t a t e . The land border ing the r i v e r at t he p l ace 

the dara was b u i l t , was then ovmed, in fee s imple , by Bai^rows & L e a v i t t , . 

In the spx'ing of 1878 thetf<:ave P a n i e l shaw a warranty deed to th.e dam 

s i t e , and to flowage r i g h t s in the land owned by them above tlie dam. 

:^or .nany y s a r s Tanie l Shaw opera ted t h i s dam aad f i n a l l y so ld i t to 

the log;;in;'.; co-rnpany, and a t the sai.ie time assij .ned ?iis cltax'ter xmght to 

s'jch company. ?or t v / e i t y - s i x years the logg ing cojiipany and f a n l e l 

Shaw kept u.p, maintained and opera ted t h i s da^a, wi thout ques t ion by 

anyone of t>ieir r i g h t to do so . The i r t i t l e deeds were a l l x-ecox-ded 

in tlie T-roper o f f i c e , and undei^ them and the char ' ter gx^anted by the 

s t a t e , they had been in contimious possess ion and enjoyment of t h e i r 

p roper ty fox̂  t'le long per iod of t ime above s t a t e d . 

It 
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A few years agh along camie John Tdetz , c la iming to own the dam. His 

c laim i s based on the fact t h a t h i s wife has a warranty deed to t h e 

f o r t y ac re t i 'act on which the p r i n c i p a l pox'tion of the dam x*es1 s . 

The txxm;ble wi th t h i s claim i s t h a t Hrs . Cameron, the person who gave 

Mrs . f ' ie tz the warranty deed, had no . t i t l e to the dami, and the i^ecords 

in the o f f i ce of the r e g i s t e r of deeds show t h a t she did not pretend 

to have a n y . The Cameron t i t l e to the f o r t y was based on a qu i t c l a im 

deed from. Colem.an, whose t i t l e v/as based on a qidtclaim; deed from. 

F l a n d e r s , in which the dam and floY^^age r i g h t s ax-e expres s ly excep ted , 

so Cameron did not pretend to acqu i re or ov/n the da.m. Having d i e d , 

h i s widov/ in 1901 gave •""'rs . f d e t z a warx'anty deed to the for ty in 

ques t ion and to o the r l<ands . By m.i s t a k e , or I n a d v e r t e n c e , the dam 

was not mentioned in t h i s deed, but so f a r a s the Logging Company i s 

concerned tha t fac t i s immater ia l , Even the most x'abid pax^tisan of 

r i e t z m.ust adm.it t h a t the logg^ ing company could not l o s e t i t l e to a 

p iece of propei ' ty which i t had bought , paid for* and been in possess ion 

of fox- many y e a r s , because a s t r a n g e r to the t i t l e , had , by mis take 

or o t h e r w i s e , given a wax-x^anty deed of i t . Tlone of the g r a n t o r s in 

any of the deeds m.aking the P i e t z chain of t i t l e antedat ing: t h e ^'rs , 

Carieron deed, undertook or px-^etended to convey the dam. Bax-'rows and 

L e a v i t t , who o r i g i n a l l y deeded the dam. s i t e to .̂ Daniel Shaw , did not 

under take to convey i t +0 anyone e l s e . Severa l years subsequent to 

the deed to Shaw, they gave a quitclaim, deed to the f o r t y in ques t ion 

to F l a n d e r s , thus showing no i n t e n t 0x1 t h e i r p a r t to convey the dam. 

F l a n d e r s , s e v e r a l yea r s l a t e r , q"i.tclaimed the fo r ty to tioleman, thus 

showing tha t he had no i n t e n t tc convey tlie da.m. In fac t h i s deed 

e x p r e s s l y negat ived such i n t e n t , by excep t ing the dam and flowage 

r i g h t s , in apt words . Coleman, s eve ra l yea r s l a t ex ' , q"' i tclairaed t h e 

fOi'ty to Cam.ex-on, thus sh.owing tha t he had no i n t e n t to convey the 

dam. Thus, a l l tha t Tdetz has to hang h i s pre tended "claim" on i s 

t h a t Mrs . Cameron's deed, in form, conveyed something t h a t she never 

owned and|Which the i^ecords conc lus ive ly show she neMer owned, or 

pre tended to own. This does nor r i s e to the d i g n i t y of a c l a i m . 

I t i s merely an excuse fo r a hold u p . 

http://adm.it
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Ten thousand d o l l a r s , Tdetz s a y s , the company must pay him: 

and fo r what? Why, t'^n c-jnts pe r thousand fo r a l l logs which have 

been d r iven through t h e dam s ince the da te of t he Cameron deed in 1901 

•pietz naid Mrs . Ca-mei-on -̂ SSO .00 for the fo r ty ad jo in ing the dam and 

ano the r f o r t y not in d i s p u t e , and now jijcg^z demands t en or twelve 

thousand d o l l a r s fro.m the com.pany because i t s logs were d r iven through 

the dam ''uxdng the years tha t the company mainta ined i t and kept i t 

in r e p a i r , ^^ven i f r d e t z ' s absux^d c la im of ownei^ship of the Cameron 

dam v;as t r ue ; he wou.ld have no r i g h t to demand or c o l l e c t t o l l from 

anybody fo r i t s Use . The x^ight to c o l l e c t t o l l on logs depends on 

Wiietli'ir t he oonei* of the nam i s givtiO t h a t r i g h t by the le rd slatux'e . 

The righ.t to c o l l e c t t o l l on logs pas s ing through the Cameron dam v/as 

given by the le^d slatux^-e to T^aniel Shaw, and t h a t r i g h t was a f te rwards 

ass igned t o , and i s now ov/ned by the log;,:ing coxnpany . Even .^ietz 

does not pretend t h a t he has any f r a n c h i s e or c.hi-irter under which he 

i s a t ! thor lzad to c o l l e c t t o l l . He does not p re tend t h a t the lav/ g ives 

him the r i g h t to exact t en cents per th.ousand, oi' a:ay o t h e r su.m, fx'om 

t h e loggin^j cOi^rany , He simply says t ha t t he company must pay what 

he demands, and un less i t does , he v/ i l l k i l l any m.an who under takes 

t o .make tise of the dam. This i s t h j claim of the m.an who i s now posing 

as the poor homesteader w}iose r i g h t s a re being tra.f.ipled on by a r.i|^h 

c o r p o r a t i o n . There i s no excuse fox^ any f a i r man to say t h a t ^'^ietz 

has any inght whatever to the Ca.f;ieron da-rn. Since t h i s ti^ouble s ta i - ted 

the loggd ig co.'ipany has twice e s t a b l i s h e d i t s r i ; ;h t and t i t l e to t h i s 

dam, in c o u r t . Fix'st in the c i . r c d t cour t of Sawyer county ,and l a t e r 

in the f e d e r a l couz-t at .Madison . .t^ietz had an oppor t ' i n i ty in triese 

cour t s to prove h i s claim of ownei^ship, but o iu not undei''take to do 

so for the very good reason t h a t he knov/s he has no v a l i d claim . ., 

P i e t z i s no f o o l , whatever e l s e may be said of h im. He has kept out 

of the coui ' ts because he knows Ysry wel l t h a t none of h i s l e g a l r i g h t s 

have been in f r inged and t h a t the "c la ims" which he i s a t libex-ty to 

set out so f r i e l y in the newspapers v/ould have no s t and ing in any 

coui-'t ill Cludstendorn. His excuse t h a t he i s a poor man and t h e r e f o r e 



unable to go to law aga ins t a r i c h corpox'at ion, i s the v e r i e s t r o t . 

The fac t i s thf^.t honest men, whether r i c h ox- poor , with honest c l a ims , 

do not h - i s i t a t e to submit them to oux' coux^'ts or to a r b i t r a t i o n . There 

i s no o t h e r way to s e t t l e d i s p u t e s . Tiie f de t z p lan of s e t t l i n g 

them wi th a r i f l e i s the r e l i c of a barbarous age and the logging 

comT:any w i l l not adopt i t , If l o s s of hi:iman l i f e s h a l l r e s u l t from 

the c o n f l i c t which fde t z has fox^ced, the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y .must be p l a c 

ed Y/here i t b e l o n g s , f d e t z i s the man who fix 'st took up the x d f l e , 

and on him must f a l l t he condemnation of a l l f"ood c i t i z e n s . 

The logging company has taken no s t ep in t h i s sti^ange axid un

usua l con t rove r sy not sanc t ioned by the law and approved by able and 

consc i en t i ous judges of oux̂  c o u r t s . I t has done nothing to v/h.ich any 

lav/ ab id ing c i t i z e n cotjld o f f e r obj- iCtion. I t found f d e t z i n armed 

possess ion of i t s x;ropexH.y, and was fox'ced to commence an a c t i o n 

again.st hi.m for the pui^pose of having the ownership of the Camexxin 

dam j u d i c i a l l y settledrt—-**i« l-o*i;gi ng corapany knew no o t h e r way to 

s e t t l e the q u e s t i o n . I t could not arm i t s e>p.ployees with r i f l e s and 

ordei" them to- t r y the ques t ion out wi th fde t z in h i s ô vn way. The 

logfdng company did not know how to t r y t h e ques t ion of t i t l e to land 

with a sho tgun , f de t z i s the only man in Wisconsin, I Ixope, ?/ho i s 

fa.m:'liar v/ith t h a t p r a c t i c e . Sq^the loggixig com.pany did what i t v/as 

forced to do; did what every good c i t i z e n of t.>̂ e s t a t e , p laced in 

l i k e circ-im.stances, would d o . I t c a l l e d upon the cou r t s to s e t t l e 

the con ten t ion t h a t fde t z had r a i s e d . In s t ead of tidying to raake an 

outlaw of f d e t z the logging; company has t r i e d to make him a law ab id

ing c i ' i z e n . I t has t r i e d to pi-evail upon hi.m to su.bmit h i s px'etended 

claim to th.i c o u r t . F a i l i n g in t ^ u s , i t has r e p e a t e d l y t r i e d to .;nake 

him a(:;ree to submit them to ax^bitrat i o n . Fdetz spuxnaed a l l such r e 

q u e s t s , and o f f e r s , and from t>ie f i r s t i n s i s t e d t h a t he would not 

s e t t l e h i s claims in coui-t ox- under any foi\m of law, .and t h a t the only 

way the company could ever r e g a i n posses s ion of i t s p rope r ty was to 

pay him what he demanded, t he .Modest sum of •'̂ 1̂ 10,000 or #12 ,000 . 
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As a f i n a l word on the s u b j e c t , I wish to say tha t the logfhing 

corapany does not owe "Ir . f d e t z one d o l l a r and i t has not t r e s p a s s e d 

ujon h i s r i g h t s or p rope r ty in the s l i g h t e s t degree , I t owns the 

Ca.mei'"on dam as s u r e l y , and i t s t i t l e to i t i s as pe r f ec t and unas

s a i l a b l e , as to trie o f f i c e b u i l d i n g in wliich i t t r a n s a c t s i t s b u s i 

ness . F i e t z 'a^-^vc did a d a y ' s v/ork fox" t h ; logfdng company fo r 

which he has not rece ived h i s pay, and i t never agreed to s e l l him 

any land at -̂ H .̂oO, ox' any o t h e r sim per a c r e , and h i s "clai.ms" to the 

contx^ary are tru.mped up, ima{;;inary and without foundat ion in f a c t . 

The logging company exceedingly regx-'ets t h a t f d e t z rias so f a r 

dec l ined to make proof of h i s pre tended claims a g a i n s t i t in a l e g a l 

way, so t h a t the people might know to a c e r t a i n t y v/h.o was r i g h t and 

v/ho v/as v/ro:ag in tlie Fdetz t ro t ro l e : and the o f f i c e r s of the logging 

company hope t h a t he w i l l yet see the e r r o r of h i s way, and y i e l d 

obedience tc* the law as a l l good c i t i z e n s must . Since t h i s t r o u b l e 

stax' ted the logr^n.- cb:rpany has been, â in i s now w i l l i n g â rd anxious 

tc agree wit ' i f de t z to submit h i s pretended clsdms to a r b i t r a t i o n . 

I t nas agreed to bind i t s e l f not to appeal fi-o;''J th.^ av/ard, and to 

ab ide f u l l y and promptly by whatever d e c i s i o n t h r e e d i s i n t e r e s t e d 

>:.^n m̂ ay r e n d e r . Ho f a i r and decent man, who miakes any px-etense to 

good c i t i z e n s i i i p , v/ould d e c l i n e t:5uch an o f f e r . Whether Fdetz w i l l 

pe r seve re in h i s i^efusal to arvjitx'ate, QK' nutti. , x-eally, no more concex'ns 

t -e logging ccripany than o t h e r good c i t i z e n s of Wxe s t a t e . The Camer

on dam i s a t h i n g of the pas t . Last sp r ing .^^ietz shut down the ga t e s 

and -fhe water ca.rr1ed I t away. ;^d.etz- and h i s f i ' iends can no longer 

say t h a t the reason he does not submit to ax'rest i s because he must 

remain at lio.me and watch the dam, and thus prevent the logging company 

fro.ra d r i v i n g i t s . own logs oi't of the luv 3r . I'hey .mu.st f ind some o t h e r 

excuse for l awles snes s nov/. '^h^ s t a t e of Wisconsin v/ants Fdetz and 

the daun t h a t i s gone needs no axmied v/atcaman, Thex-efore l e t Fdetz 

come in and stand t r i a l , and i f he does n o t , l e t no honest man h e r e 

a f t e r say t h a t h i s lav/ lessness i s e x c u s a b l e , 
T . J . CÔ T'̂ TOR, 

Attorney for H i s s i s s i p p i Fdver 
Logging Company . . 


