
W.� O. DOUGLAS AND 
JESSE H. JONES 

1. Swain!" (whos e firm suffered severe lJ from the 

testimony introduced in the st. Paul hearings before the 

Sen?': te Subco;nr:~it tep I ~en:i tor Truman pre s idl ng) ende8.vored 

to screen himself behind W. 0. Douglas and Jesse H. Jones. 

2. The COP.lmittee Bhm7ed thnt Scandrett WFJ.8 chosen 

president of the St. Paul not by the real directors After 

reorganization but by 8 board mRde up of Swaine's law clerks 

in JRnU(1ry 1928. 

Swaine counter(!d by dr!Olgginp; in Douglhas I namp a.s one 

of the ini tial directors. 

DouKlas hrd been out of S~ainet8 office and disconnected 

from the 8itu~tlon for over RLX months at the time of Scan­

drett I S selection. L01"?enthR 1. jumoHd S'Nlline h8rd for drAgging 

in Douglas' name so utterly unaccurately. SWAine countered 

that Douglas h~d ~orked on st. Pa.ul mAtters. LowenthRl 

Rtated that thereugh inquiries by th~ Committee had failed 

to show th<:, t Doug-Ie s or any other law clerke had at thr t time 

no connection \rlth or had anything to do with ~~M~MNXe~ 

qu€stionR of Dolicy or with any m~tter brought uc in the 

Sen~te Commtttep8 he~rings. 
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On~ of the S.E.C. juniors who had bern sent to the 

hearing told Lo~enthal im~ediRtely at its close thRt 

SW8.1ne M.d be~n e.Pfectively shown uo on this is sue. So 

far as known Swaine's ~tt~mpt did not result in any 

publicity whatsoever tOllch~ng on Douglas. 


