'\ To the Editor:--
ﬁ You ask me for a statement of the Nietz & :

from mﬂ standroint of the logring company

1 answer that the Togeing company 18 to WMore interutom r
Rl
ths .y:?i?‘bent c{mtrﬁ?ersy’ than are all other pocd eitizena of the 1'..---':;';
state. & \ £ ‘.'i-;__
= . - T }v;._

The racsnt efTort of the Sawyer county sheriff to arnest

Tietz was not made at ths request of the logring Company, or undem

any rrocess issved at its instance,, We rapresentative of the logg

company had ths slightest intimation that the shariff‘w ot t"?&"
undertake the cavture of Diatz, ‘I‘Iaadlass te say, tha Lﬂg ﬁ m— ]

U*ﬂ&ﬂﬂﬂk-tﬂ da nﬂilthar afw
o

j.‘ IrJr'J‘Im fm:ts m’ﬁat about two 5r=:u-s agn riﬁﬁ, ai%:f .f=*
{ g
ﬁlmd ﬁﬁzanhacﬁ fired on a ahm:i-rf's rosse at a place in “

ﬁnunty &%‘ut threas ni_lea Trom Pistzts home, ssricusly woundi

%LEMTET of the converance in w“jégw"m of ficers were riding.

upon thae :disrrict attornay of Sawyer countyr caﬁeﬂ 8 ﬁsrmnt ‘I.ﬁ

nat nistz and Weisenbac n wnich they were Droparly g
a.gu.itit 1h$hi hih‘h 1@1,5&

with usﬂ.ult with intent to kill and murder. "P,his warrant was

in the ham{ls I:uf the shariff for execution, “Ieisanbac h was lrrrs‘t&ﬂ
“Yand broupht - 20 CPTAT ST (s Task Tay tarm of tha circuit court

~g' Ehippm county . -The whole Dietz trou 2 was airsd on this trial,
i

bacatise tha state, in rroving metive, introdvuced evidence shn#m

‘Nistz's outlawry and ""aise*&hac ‘s sympathy with and aid of him.

Aftar hearing tha evidenee, the ,jury ‘r‘r-umptl].r fnund ‘i’ais-‘mhw '_ ‘e i

and Judge Vinje sentmnced him to a term of twalve ymﬂ in the.
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to favor anarcry, and that the whole power of the stats should be
used to effect his capture, tc ths and tham‘he mizht be tried accord-
ing to law for the offense of which he stood accused,

The conviction of weisasnbach and Judge Vinje's vigorous words

in suyport of law and decency seam to¢ jmave had the propsr effect
upon the shariff of Sawyer county. He undertoock to execute the
warrant against Nietz which had bsen in his ﬁarldﬂ for many months,
The result is known. Tha sheriff and his possee were wantonly fired

upon by Tietz amxd his family, and one officer was seriously wounded.

food citiz=ns, whose sympathies are arocused in what they

assume t¢ be a contast between a righ corporation and a poor man,

should understand that no such contest is on, The present contast 1is

betwesn Nietz and ths sheriff of Sawyer couaty who is sseking to

arprahaend him undser a eriminal warrant charging a serious offense, and .

oene of which his-eonfedsrate has bsen conviected, .y
As his excuse for not submitting to arrasst, Nietz says that ﬁ

he has saveral unsettled claims against tha logging ccmpany, of whiech ]

payment is refused. Under ordinary conditions such a flimay rratext

for lawlessnzss would Tind no advocate. Today it ssems to have many

advocates who deem it sulficientg but they all assume that the claims

which DNistz makes against the logging company e valid, and that the

company is at fault in not making settlement of them. This position
seams to make it vpropar and nscesgsary Lo c¢all attention to the charaeter

of the "claims" which Nietz is urging against the logging company,

Tirasti-- Hs says that the compapy owes him ssveral hundrad

dollars for wages sarned soms yaars ago as a watchman at one of its

dams . There 18 not tha slightast foundation for this ¢laim., In lgngi_
Nietz acted as such watchman Tor a psried of 38 days, a;ﬁ for this .

sarvicee he was paid,and the logging company has his receipt in i‘*ull_:’1 z:i
for sveh payment. He was HDL.&mﬁlﬂ?Ed to, and did pnot perform & gﬁ?ﬂﬁﬂ §
work Tor the company heyond what he has been paid for, The logping _'

company does not owe him oen2 delliar for labor, and his yreteonded gg.éﬁw

claim is trumped up and ﬁmaﬁinary.'
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Second:-- Tietz claims that saveral years ago the logging
eompany cffer;d to sell him a piece of land at #2 50 per acre, and
now refuses to fulfill itz agreament. This claim is absclutsly false.
It is not pretended by Nietz that he has any written contract or agree-
ment with the company for the sale ¢of this land. Without such an agree- |
mant, it is Tfamillar knowlerdge that h& has no enTorcible elaim upon l
tha land .But ths logging company do=28 not undertake to shisld itself

against this claim by standing on its legal rights alone. It absolute=- '

ly denies that Dietz evz2r made any verbal apgrecment with any person, |

in any way co mectad with the legging company, Tor the purchase of this

land. ™is only claim is that several years ago he had a conversation
with ¥Mr, Chichaster, who was then the secretary of the Chippewa Logging
Cempany, in which it was stated that Nietz might buy the land at 42 .50
per acre. Mr, Chichester absolutely denies any such conversation, and

|
his denial ought to b2 conclusive, bacause the Chiprewa Logging Company, :
of which he was then saurataff, nev3r owhied or had any intermst"tn-%ﬁa--%
land referrsd to, The land was thsn, and sver since has bsen owned
by the Chiprewa Lumber & Boom ompany, & corporation entirely distinct j
from ths Chippewa Logging Company, and with which ¥r, Chichester had B
nc connaction whatevar., It is incouceivable that Mr, Chichaster offer- {
A
4
i
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ad to sell ths: land of a carpnra%ian with whicE he was not associated,
and Dietz's claim that he did, is absurd on itﬁ-raca. An analysis of
Nietz'e "claim" to this land then, shows two fatal weaknesses,
1st,- He has no writings to svidence any purchass of th=s land, and
does et claim to have any . 2nd,- Me.does not claim or pratend that
hz ever had any talk with ths ownar, éﬁ &Y person representing such
ownar, about buying the land, His "e¢laim" to this land is on a par
with his "claim® for wages, and is a mere pretext urged to withdraw
public attention from the lawlzssnass of ths conrse which he is pursu-
ing.

Third:!-- Dletz claims that h2 is the ownar of the Camercon dﬁmﬁd

and that ths logging company ia indebted t¢ him for toll on logs to

the amount of #10,000 or $12,000. 'lere is a claim, the validity ef p.

a L]
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which »a& b2 deedded without reference to what Dietz savs, or what
the logging ﬂﬂﬁ&ﬁﬂr gays. Tha Cameron dam 18 a pisce of real estate,
and the ownership of it is detzrmined from ths public records, Any
yerson at all familian with land titles wf;a to ths office of the
register of deads of Sawyer cownty and decidéd for himself who owns
the famsron dam, Diutz-ought not to hﬂlahle to fool any man with
his absurd claim of titls to ths Camsron dam, The fact is that this
dam was built in 1878 by Tanisl ghaw under a charter granted him by
the legislature of the state., The land bordering the river at the place
th: dam was built, was then owned, in fee simple, by Barrows & Leavitt,
In the spring of 1878 thafpave Tanial shaw a warranty desd to the dam
site, and to Tlowage rights in the land ogwnad by them above the dam,
For many y=zars Naniel Shaw opserated this dam and finally socld it to
the logiing company, and at the game tims assigned his chartsr right to
suah'campaﬂy. Por twenty-six years the logging company and Naniel
ghaw kept 7D, malntained and operated this-dam, without quastion by
anyone of their right to de so, Thelr title deeds were all recorded
in ths proper office, and undar them and the charter granted by the
state, they had been in continuous possession and sanjovmant of their

rroaperty for ths long period of time abhove stated.



A fow years ayrm along came John Nietz, claiming to own the dam, His
claim i1s based on the Tact that his wife has a warranty deed to ths
forty acre tract on which the principal portion of the dam rests.

The trouble with this claim is that }Mrs. Camsron, the person who gave
Mra . Dlatz the warranty &aed, had no title to the dam, and the records
in the office of the2 register of deeds show that she did not pretend
toc have any. The Camercn title to the forty was based on a quitclaim
deed from Coleman, whose title was based on a guitclaim desd from
Flanders, in which ths dam and Tlowage rights are expressly sxcepted,
g0 Cameron did not prastend to acaquire or own the daﬂ.r Having died,
his widow in 1901 gave rs . Diatz a warranty deed to tha forty in
guestion and to other lands. By mistake, or inadvertsnce, the dam
was not menticned in this deed, but s¢ far as the logging Company 1is

concerned that fact is immaterial . Even the most rabid partisan of

Pietz must admit that ths logging company could not lose title to &
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piece of property which it had bought, paid for and besn in possession
of for many y=2ars, bacause a stranger to the title, had, by mistake
or otherwise, given a warranty deed of it ., None of thes grantors in
any of tha deeds making the Nietz chain of title antedating the "rs.
Cameron deed, undertook or pretznded to convey the dam, Barrows and
Leavitt, who originally deeded the dam site to-Taniel Shaw, did not
undertake to convey it t¢o anvone else. Sfeveral ye=ars subsequent to |
the deed to Shaw, thev gave a quitelaim deed to the forty in question
to Flandsrs, thus showing no intent on their part to convey the dam.
Planders, saveral ysars latszr, q“itélﬁimad the forty to tgleman, thus
showing that he had no intent 4¢ convey ths dam. 1In fact his deed
exprassly nagatived such intent, by excerting the dam and flowage
rights, in apt words. Coleman, saveral years later, qutclaime@ the
forty to Cameron, thus showing that he had no intent to convey the i

dam, Thus, all that Pietz has to hang his pretended "clainm™ on 1is

that Mrs , Cameron's desd, in form, convayed something that she never ]
gwned undiwﬁjch the racords cancluaivelﬁ show zhe naver owned, or
prat#mded to own, This does nor rise to the dignity of a claim.

It is mersly an sexcuse for a hold up.
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Ten thousand dollars, Nietz says, the company must pay him;
and Tor what? Why, ten c3nts per thousand for all logs which have
been driven through the dam since the date of the Cameron dead in 1901.
Tietz paid Mrs, Cameron #380 .00 for the forty adjoining the dam and
anothar forty not in dispute, and now : femands tan or twelve
thousand dollars from the company bacause 1ts logs were driven through
the? dam during the vears that the company maintainad it and kept it
in repair, F®ven if Nietz's absurﬁ claim of ownsrship of the Cameron
dam was true, he would have no right to demand or collsct toll from
anybody for itsise. The ripht to collect toll on logs depends on
whather th2 cwner of the dam is piven that ‘right by thes learislature,
Tha right to colleet toll on logs passing through the Cameron dam was
given by the legislature to Naniel Shaw, and that right was afterwards
agsigned to, and is now owned by the logsing company . Even Niats -

does not rretend that he has any franchise or charter under which he
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is aﬂthafizéﬂ to collect toll. e does not pratend that the law gives
him the right to exaet ten centa par tlousand, or any other asum, from
the laopgsing company . He aimrly says that ths c¢ompany must pay what

he depands, and unless it does, he will kill any man who undertakes

to make use of thes dam, This jsﬂth& claim ¢f the man who is now posing
as the poor homastsader whose rig;ta are balng frampled on by a righ
gcorporation. Thare is nec sxense for any falr man to gay that Nietz
has any right whatever to the Cameron dam,. Since this trouble started
tha loging coapany has twice established its ripght and title to this
dam, in conrt. First in the cironit éugrt of Sawyer county,and later
in the federal court at Madigon. DTietz had an opportimity in these
gourts to prove his claim of cwnership, but did net undertake to do

80 for the vaery good reason that he knows ha has no valid claim, _
Niatz is no fool, whatever =132 may be said of him, He has kept out
of the courts bacause ha knows vary well that none of hig legal ripghts
have besen infringed and that the "elaims" which he is at 1iberty to
set out so Tr‘aly in the newspapers would have no standing in any

cgurt #h Christendom. His excuse that he is a poor man and therefore



=
unable to go to law against & rich corporation, is the variest rot.
The fact is tﬁit honeast men, whather riech or poor, with honest clains,

e not hesitate to submit them to owr courts or to arbtitration. There

i3 no other way to ssttle disputes, Ths Tietz plan of ssttling

them with a rifle is the relic of a barbarocus aga and thz lopgping
company wWill not adept it, If loss utjhuman 1ife shall result from
tha confliet which Dietz has forced, the responsibillity must be plac-
ed whare it belongs. DNietz is the man who first took up the rifle,
and on him must fall the condemnation of all good citizens.

; Tha logging company has taken no step in this strange and une
usual controvaersy not sanctioned hy ths law and aprroved by able and
consciantious judges of our courts. It has den2 nothing to which any
1aw abiding citizen could offer cojection. 1t Tuunﬁ Dietz in armed

ressession of its property, and was Fforced to commance an action

agarinst him for ths ourpose of having the ownership of the Camsron

seeedam-judicially - setbded—Tne-dopring. company knaw no otner way to .

i
]
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settle ths gusestion. It could not arm its smployees with riflss and

ordsr them to try the guestion out with Tletz in his own way. The

logping company did not know how to Lry the gqusstion of title te land

with a shotgun. Tietz is the only man in Wisconsin, I hope, who is

familiar with that practice. B8q the logging company did what it was

forced to dos did what svery good citizen of the state, placed in

lika circmsatances, would do. It called upon the courts to setfle

ths contention that Nietz had raised. Instead of trving to make an

outlaw of Tietz the logging company has tried to make him a law abid-

ing citizen, It has tiried to vrevail™spon him to submit his prat&nd;d

c¢laim to the court. Failing in this, it has repsatedly tried tc makes

him agree to submit them to arbitration, Nietz spurned all such ra-
guests, and offers, and from the first insistQﬁ that he would net

settle his claims in ccurt or under any Torm of law, and that the only J

way thes company could ever regain possession of its propsrty was to !

pay him what he demanded, the modest sum of #10,000 or $12,000,

3
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As a fiEal word on the subjzet, I wish to say that the lopgging
company does ﬁat owe IIr, Nietz one dollar and it has not trespassed
upon his rightse or property in ins slightest degree., It cﬁns tha
Camaron dam as sursly, and its title to it is as perfect and unas=-
sailable;, as to the office building in which it trassacts its busi=
ness, nNietz navaer did a day's work rﬂ; tha logiring company for
which he hasg not received his pay, and it never apreed to sell him
anry land at 22 .50, or any other sum per acre, and his nclaims®™ to the
contrary are trumped up, imaginary and without Toundation in Taect.

The logging company excesdingly rsgrets that Dietz has so Tar
declined to mwake proof of his pretended claims against it in a legal
way, 80 that thes pzople might know to a c=2rtainty who was right and
who was wrong in th= DNietz troubles and the officers of the logging
company hope that he will yet see the srror of his way, and yield

obediesnce to the law as all jeod citizens must. 8ince this {rouhle
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the 10/ 7 ar ccTany has baen, and i ow willing and anxi?ﬁ?”‘“"‘]

to agree with Dietz to submit his prstended claims to arbitration.
It nas agreed to bind itself not to ayppeal from ths award, and to
ahide fully and rromptly by whatever decision three disinterested
ingn may render, Yo fair and decsnt man, who makes any pretense to

good citizensnhip, would decline Zuch an offer. Whsther Dietz will

parsevers in his rsfusal to arhitr&tg,ﬁa-n-t* réally. 10 more c¢oncarns

t e logging company than othar goed citizens of the state. The Camepr-
on dam is a thing of the past. lLast spring Nietz shut down the gates
and the water carried it away, Tietz and his friands can no longer

—

say that the reason he doass not submit to arrest is bi:cause ha must

remain at homes and watch the dam, and thus pravent the logging company

from driving ite. own logs out ¢f the rivar, Ther nust find some cther

axcuse for lawlasssness now., The state of Wisconsin wants Nietz ;nd
the dam that 18 gone needs no armed watehman, Therefore let Nietz

come in and stand trial, and if he does not, lst no honest man hare-
after say that hisz lawlegsnass is excusabls,
' ?.J. C0OTOR, <

Attorney for Misagissippi River
Logging Company,.



