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Ambassador Hotel  

Washington, D. C.  

January 18, 1937. 

 

Judge Ewing C. Bland  

Kansas City Court of Appeals  

Kansas City, Missouri. 

 

Dear Ewing: 

 

I have received your two letters of the 14th and 16th and what I make out from them 

is that you want to know whether I would approve of your asking the Pendergast gang to 

do me a favor. If that is the intent of your letters, then you the answer in advance. 

 

In 1928, when you were contemplating running the second time for the nomination, I 

told you more than once that if I were in your place I would give up the job before I would 

bend the knee and be obligated to that corrupt outfit. 

 

During my intercourse with Aylward, he gave me to understand that he despised the 

machine's guts and was only awaiting the moment when it would be overthrown. I 

learned more from him about its innards than I have ever learned before or since. He told 

me on one occasion in a loud tone of voice and with vigorous waving of his arms that 

"Pendergast takes money from places where murder is committed!!" He also told me that 

some man who had the audacity to build a house without using Pendergast's concrete 

had not been allowed to occupy it because the city inspectors had condemned it. But it 

seems now, at this distance, that Aylward is not only hand in glove with the outfit but is 

one of its exalted leaders. 

 

Perhaps in this day and time there is no such thing as self respect or regard for 

common decency — nothing is to be allowed to interfere with the opportunity to make 



money. 

 

Now we have the spectacle of the Judges of the second highest Court in a great 

State being told by Jimmy Pendergast whom they shall employ and whom they shall not 

employ in the personnel of the Court. If I were in your place and the other Judges 

insisted on a domination of this kind, I would immediately resign and give the people of 

the State through the medium of the newspapers the sordid facts in the case. Pardon my 

language please, but so far as I am concerned, I would prefer to scratch shit in the 

barnyard with the chickens before I would tolerate such a condition. 

 

Of course since you take the attitude you do in your letter that your Court must be 

ruled by a political boss and you sit idly by without a protest that amounts to something, it 

is not to be expected that you will get results for Miss Plummer. 

 

You knew when you wrote your letters that I would not consent to the use of my name 

in any approach you might make to the gang and your gesture in that direction is not 

appreciated. I know and you know that you do not have to go to the gang if you want 

Miss Plummer retained. 
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If the Court wants some real economy, why doesn't it fire Stratton and stop some of 

the excessive irregularities that have been going on around there for several years as 

well as save his salary? The excuse for keeping his several years ago was that he had to 

do all the old clerk's work. Of course I realize he is a handy man to have around to write 

opinions for the Judges when they get behind with their work. And on what theory does 

the deputy clerk get $800 a year more than the law allows her? 

 

Now, Ewing, I know you can retain Miss Plummer if you want to and have the 

courage and manhood in your make-up which should accompany an incumbency of 

twenty years in one of the highest Courts of the State. If she leaves it is your 

responsibility. 



 

Yours truly, 

 

E. Y. Mitchell. 


