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The Sequoyah Statehood Convention has been
relegated to the footnotes of Oklahoma history, but it was national
news in 1905. Few historians have attempted a broad report of the
fall convention in Muskogee, Indian Territory, and the surrounding
"Sequoyah movement."1 The attempt by leaders and partisans of
the Five Civilized Tribes and other "double staters" to craft a state
out of Indian Territory separate from Oklahoma Territory domi-
nated newspapers in both territories and was reported by papers
across the United States.2 A fire destroyed the only known set of
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convention minutes, so the Muskogee Daily Phoenix provides the
only records of the convention.3 Fortunately for posterity, editor
Clarence B. Douglas, a dedicated "single stater," recognized the his-
torical nature of the event.

Douglas was editor at a time when a newspaper's voice clearly
was that of its editor. For Douglas, the Sequoyah movement and
statehood convention were, first, local news. After all, Charles N
Haskell, one of five Sequoyah Convention vice-presidents and a fu-
ture Oklahoma governor, first learned of the meeting now known as
the Sequoyah Statehood Convention from the Muskogee Daily
Phoenix.4 A look at the work of the Phoenix, including several exam-
ples of Douglas's writing, provides a snapshot of how whites in In-
dian Territory interpreted, then reinterpreted, events unfolding
around them in 1905.

Not until 1903 did the Five Civilized Tribes meet to take steps to-
ward statehood. Meeting in Eufaula, the Five Civilized Tribes Exec-
utive Committee passed resolutions asking each tribal council to
petition Congress for statehood for Indian Territory effective March
4, 1906, when their own tribal governments would cease to exist.
The committee recommended elections in each tribe on the question
of a joint tribal constitutional convention to be held no later than
February 1, 1904.5 Meanwhile, statehood legislation continued to
appear in Congress, as it had since the end of the Civil War. Rep.
Edward L. Hamilton of Michigan offered the statehood bill that had
people's attention in Indian and Oklahoma Territories in early
1905. The measure, calling for joint statehood for Oklahoma and In-
dian Territories, and for joint statehood for Arizona and New Mex-
ico Territories, passed the United States House of Representatives
on April 19, 1904. The bill passed the United States Senate with
major amendments in early 1905 during the second session of the
Fifty-eighth Congress. However, the bill died in a conference com-
mittee, with Speaker of the House "Uncle Joe" Cannon of Illinois ob-
stinately opposing any legislative machinations that would require
a change in House rules, as the much-amended Hamilton bill did.6

The Muskogee Daily Phoenix's involvement in the Sequoyah move-
ment began with news coverage of the bill's failure, considered a
catalyst to the single-statehood movement as well as the Indian-led
separate-statehood movement. 7

The Muskogee Phoenix, one of the earliest newspapers in the
Creek Nation, started as a weekly in 1888 under owner Dr. Leo E.
Bennett, a white physician married to a Creek woman, and soon be-
came the most influential newspaper in the Muskogee region. The
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paper, which generally reported and editorialized from the white
point of view, started publishing twice a week in 1895 and daily in
1901.8 Editor Douglas, an attorney and later Tulsa historian, biog-
rapher, poet, and Republican nominee for the United States Senate,
bought the newspaper in November, 1904, becoming president of
Phoenix Printing Company.9 He gave the Phoenix a more sophisti-
cated appearance and guided it to become a leading newspaper of
Indian Territory. From the start, Douglas advocated breaking up
the governments of the Five Civilized Tribes and pushed editorially
for single statehood, even participating directly in the movement to
secure single statehood for both territories.10

Douglas withheld nothing of his wit and persuasive writing abil-
ity, but considering his personal opinion on statehood and the tenor
of most Western newspapers of the era he was remarkably kind
with his pen." A review of his writing and his newspaper's report-
ing in 1905 reveals few pieces that could be regarded as shrill or
mean-spirited, at least toward the Indian leaders of the Sequoyah
movement, whom the Phoenix treated with respect.12 Between Feb-
ruary 19 and November 19, 1905, the newspaper published more
than 125 news stories, 100 headlined editorials, 125 editorial blurbs
with no headlines (small items as short as five words to as long as
some full-fledged editorials), sixty editorials reprinted from other
newspapers, a dozen official convention documents and related offi-
cial correspondence; and numerous photos. 13

The Phoenix covered the legislative machinations of the Hamil-
ton bill in detail, even printing the entire, lengthy text of the House
version." The Senate's work on the measure caused single staters'
hopes to soar. Douglas probably summed up their feelings in an elo-
quent editorial under the headline "Once More" on March 1.

Once more the statehood barometer goes up and hope which "springs

eternal from the human breast" sees again another star pinned to the

azure field on our country's flag. Once more it seems a probability that

emancipation day is at hand. Once more the thoughts of a million and
a half of people of Oklahoma and Indian Territory begin to turn toward
the celebration day when anvils shall boom, orators address the multi-

tude and bands play with a new meaning for us all "My Country 'tis of

Thee, Sweet Land of Liberty." Once more relief from conditions almost

intolerable seems near at hand and we can almost hear the clanking of

the political shackles as they fall to the ground. Once more the dawn of

a glorious day seems coming from out the east, a day which will bring

to us all the sunshine of political liberty and the blessings of full Amer-

ican citizenship. Once more we see approaching that government de-
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scribed by the immortal Lincoln as "Of the People, For the People and
By the People," and once more we await in alternating hope and fear
the message from the nation's capital of victory or defeat."

A small story out of Washington, D.C., by The Associated Press,
printed at the bottom of the front page a few days later, reported the
death of the Hamilton bill in anticlimactic fashion.16 Douglas was
quick with his editorial barbs, printing four sharp blurbs the same
day, including:

No man who in the future admits that he was a member of the
Fifty-eighth congress can hope for support from the territories.

Physicians in New York have discovered a man entirely without
brains. They ought to send him to the United States senate.

Congress seems to proceed on the theory that it makes no difference if

a million and a half Americans want statehood. So long as a few old fos-

silized senators object they shall not have it.' 7

On March 5, two days after the bill died and one day after the ad-
journment of the Fifty-eighth Congress, the Phoenix continued its
ridicule of national lawmakers: "Died March 4th, 1905, at high
noon, one 58th congress. May it never have a reincarnation, and
may none of its successors ever follow in its trail of injustice," and,
"Fortunately the statute of limitations got in its work on the 58th

congress and wrote 'finis' before additional damage could be in-
flicted."1 8 In the same issue, Douglas also gave voice to the gloom
felt by all single staters in an editorial headlined "A Rank
Injustice"

It is doubtful if anything has ever before occurred which brought with
it such'a profound feeling of disappointment to the people of this terri-
tory as the failure of congress to pass the statehood bill. For months
750,000 people waited, watched and hoped for relief from the present
conditions of political slavery and disenfranchisement, and at times it
seemed as if success was assured, but the morning of March 4th
brought defeat. The feeling of depression and sadness quickly gave
way to one of resentment and true Americanism asserted itself in the

expression of determination to take the initiative, erect a state govern-
ment and ask the 59th congress to ratify the action taken. A grevious
[sic] injustice has been perpetrated on the people of the two territories
and it will be resented by concerted action of which Washington will be

apprised in no uncertain terms.19

In another editorial on the same page headlined "The Time to
Act," Douglas foreshadowed the events that would dominate his
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newspaper's reporting and his own editorializing over the coming
months. With or without the prior blessing of Congress, the people
of Indian Territory and Oklahoma Territory would rise up and de-
mand statehood, in one form or another-

There is no use trying to conceal the fact that the double statehood
sentiment will take on new life during the summer and there are those
who will advocate a constitutional convention of Indian Territory

alone. Whatever this sentiment will develop locally, no man who has
been in close touch with the Washington end of the question but knows
that legislation for two states can not be enacted and that efforts in
this direction will only serve to delay statehood. What is to be done
along the line of a single statehood constitutional convention should
be done at once and that the time has arrived for the people of the two
territories to take the bit in their teeth and act is apparent to every
thinking man living within the borders of the proposed new state.2 0

Neither the single staters nor double staters waited for summer.
On March 8 the Phoenix reported on the front page that Ardmore's
Lincoln Club, the "oldest Republican club in Indian Territory,"
passed "ringing resolutions" asking leaders of Oklahoma Territory
to organize a constitutional convention.2 1 It was the first of many
such meetings and many such reports. Barely before members of
the Fifty-eighth Congress had time to return to their home districts,
single staters were at work, calling on every organization and meet-
ing of any kind, political or otherwise, to start agitating immedi-
ately for joint statehood-specifically to ask the next Congress to
consider legislation that divorced the fortunes of Indian Territory
and Oklahoma Territory from the more controversial consideration
of statehood for Arizona Territory and New Mexico Territory.2 2

Double staters acted almost as swiftly. On March 9 the Phoenix
reported on page two under a tiny headline a story out of Washing-
ton revealing the intention of Robert L. Owen, a future United
States senator from Oklahoma, to campaign for separate statehood
for Indian Territory. The Phoenix could not resist coloring the news
story with its own thinly veiled editorial position, one of several ex-
amples of outright slanted reporting during that time:

It is suspected here that the real purpose of such an agitation is to de-
feat any statehood legislation. Everyone conversant with the situation
here believes that the Republican majority will never consent to creat-
ing four new states from the West. Oklahoma and Indian Territory en-
tered no protest against jointure at the last session and the members

of congress have accepted that action as conclusive.23
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Robert L. Owen (right) proposed the name
"Sequoyah" for the new state comprised of the
Indian Territory. His support of double state-
hood drew editorial comments from Musko-
gee Phoenix editor Clarence Douglas (p. 222)
(Courtesy Oklahoma Historical Society).

In an editorial the same day, the newspaper made its position crys-
tal clear and foreshadowed its own role in the debate:

There are in Indian Territory some few persons who desire two states
made of the two territories and who honestly believe this can be done.
There are some persons who desire conditions to remain as they now
are and who know that to fight for two states is to fight for no state-
hood legislation, and this makes them especially active. Then there is
a class of lobbyists in the Territory and in Washington who for years
have made their living off of the people of the Territory on deals of dif-
ferent kinds and this element can be expected to rally around the two
state standard, as they well know that to do so complicates the situa-
tion and possibly delays final action. From the honestly mistaken and
the selfishly interested there will come a general demand for two
states and this demand must be met on the one hand with information
and education, and on the other with exposure and denunciation of the
selfish motives so apparent.""

For the remainder of March, with little news to report on the is-
sue, the Phoenix hammered its point-but generally with more
measured tones than its journalism peers in Indian Territory-with
editorials and editorial blurbs that often were as much news items
as opinion pieces.25 The next month brought big news when Presi-
dent Theodore Roosevelt visited Muskogee. In his remarks, the
Phoenix found new ammunition for its editorial crusade:
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I must say how impressed I have been traveling through the territory
this morning. Your territory, remember, in conjunction with Okla-
homa, will soon be one of the greatest states in the union. I look for-
ward to meeting your senators and congressmen not long hence. And
now, gentlemen, I earnestly hope that as you enter statehood, you will
realize the immense responsibility that rests upon you. Statehood is a
first class state if you use it right. It will be a mighty poor thing if you
do not.2"

Amid the rising number of thoughtful editorials-among them
one accusing double staters of "raising the bugaboo of taxation to
frighten the timid"-arose some local developments that Douglas
could really sink his lead type in.27 The Single Statehood Executive
Committee met in Oklahoma City on April 14 and called for a con-
vention on July 12, news that played straight to the front page. 28 On
the same front page is the most egregious example of one-sided re-
porting in the Phoenix from that period. Under the apparently accu-
rate headline "Frost Greets 'Two Staters,"' surely a delicious pun by
the witty Douglas, was a report of a sad little meeting the night be-
fore in Muskogee. Tellingly, there was no story announcing the up-
coming meeting, just the report after the fact. Following the custom
of the day, there is no byline on the report. Because of the unusual
circumstances, the reporter, C. L. Reed, mentioned himself in the
story. One can imagine Douglas hovering over his reporter on dead-
line, then taking a heavy hand with his editing pencil.

The double statehood convention, under the auspices of Mrs. A. J. Woods
in the Commercial club rooms last night, was all that could have been

expected under the circumstances. There were just five present -
Mrs. Woods, chairman; Mrs. W. H. Harsha, R. L. Owen, J. H. Markham
and C. L. Reed, a newspaper reporter. Old Enthusiasm was there in
Huge Chunks, but it had no opportunity to play a leading part in the
game as two-fifths of the delegation were women, and women must talk

or there will be an explosion. The feature of the meeting was the de-
sire of the convention to make this a prohibition state. This was, evi-

dently, the one object Mrs. Woods had in view when she called the meet-
ing, which had only been in session a short time when a cool, frosty wind

sprung up from the west and some of the delegates suggested it was
time to go home, and it is probable the weather man will report a slight
depression over Indian Territory as the cause of the cool spell. Thus
ended another of those enthusiastic double statehood conventions

about which so much has been heard in Washington. 2 9

The Phoenix penned a premature obituary for the double-state-
hood movement in the same issue: "It would seem from this that the
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alarm felt immediately following the adjournment of the 58th Con-
gress of a tidal wave of sentiment for two states, was not well
founded. Of all the many failures of the double statehood advocates
to work up enthusiasm and a crowd, last night's attempt proved the
greatest."30

Indeed, the single-statehood die seemed finally to be cast. For
several weeks Douglas busied himself and filled his newspaper
with what to him probably seemed to be mere stage-setting for the
July 12 single-state convention in Oklahoma City and the inevita-
ble move toward single statehood. A hopeful blurb that Douglas ran
on the last day of May seemed, finally, to be true: "The next real big
event for the two territories will be that Single Statehood Conven-
tion at Oklahoma City in July."" The editor wrote too soon.

In July the Indians issued their own clarion call. Two of the Five
Civilized Tribes, virtually absent from the Phoenix' reporting re-
garding statehood, made known their presence and their inten-
tions. At the instigation of J. A. Norman, a Cherokee citizen from
Sallisaw apparently living in Muskogee, W C. Rogers, principal
chief of the Cherokee Nation, and Green McCurtain, chief of the
Choctaw Nation, called for a constitutional convention to be held in
Muskogee on August 21 to craft a proposed state out of Indian Ter-
ritory alone. It was no lark. It was no prohibition meeting masquer-
ading as a statehood convention. The announcement was a serious,
studied document designed to garner serious, studied attention and
to quiet the usual critics before they started. The call, published in
total in the Phoenix but buried on page seven, shows the deft think-
ing of tribal leaders well accustomed to meeting white ways and bi-
ases head on. They did their homework.32

Even Douglas was temporarily quieted. In an editorial in the
same issue, he showed respect for the message, the mechanics, and
the breadth of the proposal.

Importance attaches to the matter for the reason that the call ema-
nates from the source it does and that it provides for a constitution for

the new state to be framed by seven delegates to be selected from each

recording district by mass meetings to be held August 7th. The out-
come of the call will be watched with interest as this move will demon-
strate the strength of the double state sentiment in the territory.3 3

Suddenly, two upcoming conventions commanded the attention of
the Phoenix, the single-statehood meeting in Oklahoma City on July
12 and the Indian Territory constitutional convention in Muskogee
on August 21. Convention news dominated the newspaper for weeks.
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Despite his own single-state leanings, Douglas praised the Indi-
ans and their supporters, especially for the specifics they outlined
for selecting delegates and for the self-imposed deadlines.3 4 On July
9 the Phoenix reported a crude and failed attempt of double staters
to take over the local convention to choose delegates for the sin-
gle-statehood meeting in Oklahoma City.35 The paper also noted the
delegate-selection convention in Wewoka that resulted in a rump
convention and two sets of delegates for the Oklahoma City conven-
tion.36 Two days later, Douglas reported in an editorial the likeli-
hood that Pleasant Porter, principal chief of the Creek Nation,
would join the other two chiefs in their call for a convention in In-
dian Territory. Douglas's watershed editorial shows his changed
view regarding a double-state convention, specifically because it
was the Indian nations that called for it. Douglas had consistently
declared that any movement toward separate statehood for Indian
Territory would cause Congress to continue to defer consideration
of statehood in any form. Why would Congress accept two territo-
ries as one state if the people of one of the territories demonstrated
interest in going it alone? On July 11 Douglas defended the conven-
tion, but not separate statehood itself, as a way to answer a peren-
nial obstacle to statehood for any territory involving the Indians.
Many members of Congress believed that the Indians wanted no
part of statehood-with good reason, considering the tribes' own
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longstanding opposition to it. The following shows the thinking
Douglas used in several future editorials: 37

If the convention is attended by the intelligent members of the tribes
and a good constitution adopted for submission to congress, that con-
stitution will demonstrate to the powers that be that the people of
these nations are capable of self government and this fact will relieve
the members of the House and Senate of all doubt on this question and
warrant them in voting for immediate statehood. In addition to this
the convention will convince Washington that the Indians themselves
desire local self government without departmental supervision and
destroy the argument heretofore used by the opposition to statehood
legislation that it would be an injustice to the Indians to erect a state
over their domain. It is a well known fact to those who have kept in
touch with the sentiment of the national law-makers that two states
will never be formed of Oklahoma and Indian Territory and though
this convention is called with the view of asking for statehood for this
territory alone it is very probable that it will do more towards hasten-
ing the passage of a single statehood bill than any single statehood
convention has done or will do. This convention will remove the last
possible objection to immediate legislation, which is "getting the con-
sent of the Indians themselves for a state government" and by so doing
puts the proposition squarely before congress that there now remains
no objection to immediate action. 3 8

Porter himself echoed similar thoughts on July 11, the day orga-
nizers selected Muskogee as host city for the Indian-led convention.

Clarence Douglas duly re-
ported on the work of the
Sequoyah Statehood Conven-
tion (opposite). At the same
time, he used a cartoon and a
quote from Charles Dickens's
David Copperfield to promote
his own preference for the
marriage of the Oklahoma
and Indian Territories to
form a single state (Taken
from Muskogee Daily Phoe-
nix, August 22, 1905, oppo-
site; taken from Muskogee
Daily Phoenix, August 23,

i)

1905, right). ,
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The Phoenix reported that Porter "said the Indians were not wed-
ded to the separate state proposition, but were holding their consti-
tutional convention in order to anticipate Oklahoma, and that if it
was to be joint statehood, let Oklahoma come in under the territory
constitution." Porter explained further that Oklahoma Territory
was trying to "dominate statehood legislation" and that the Indians
"wanted the same measured out to the whites and Indians alike."9

It is no wonder that Douglas, a well-known, fiery single-state edi-
tor, could report and attempt to influence the separate-state con-
vention so freely, devoting reams of paper to the journalistic task.
Even the movement's leaders expected it ultimately to fail, but even
in failure, the convention would, in Douglas's view, advance the
cause of single statehood. The Phoenix did not, however, become un-
critical in its reporting and editorializing. The convention drew ab-
solutely exhaustive coverage from the newspaper.

On Sunday, August 20, the paper reported the early arrival of
some of the delegates and welcomed them in an editorial that in-
cluded a sideways admonition to any particularly virulent single
staters to step back and respectfully observe the unfolding of his-
tory.40 The next issue was the first of several in coming weeks
loaded with blow-by-blow accounts of delegate work in the general
convention and committees. "Separate Staters Making Medicine,"
the front page announced over coverage that continued on pages
four, five, six, and seven.4' The same day, in an editorial, Douglas
praised the gathering as "the most representative body of Indians
ever assembled in the United States," as "truly an Indian conven-
tion controlled by Indians." Douglas wrote: "No more important
meeting of the red men has ever been held than this and for the first
time in history he comes voluntarily to petition congress to create a
state of the twenty-one million acres of domain over which he has
heretofore held sway. This convention is a history making epoch in
many ways." Lest anyone think the turning of an age had swayed
him in his own views, the editor added a caveat:

There is no doubt the convention represents the separate state senti-
ment of the members of the five tribes and the proportion of Indians to
the white and black races indicates the proportion throughout the ter-
ritory favorable to two states. Outside of Muskogee there is practically
no sentiment among the 650,000 white and black citizenship for sepa-
rate statehood.4 2

On August 22 the convention adjourned to allow the constitution
committee time to work on a document for the proposed state.4 ' One
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1o905

Delegates to the Sequoyah Statehood Convention

commissioned a grand seal for the proposed state.

of the first items considered was a name. Robert L. Owens sug-
gested "Sequoyah," the name of the most celebrated Cherokee in
history, the inventor of a syllabary that changed the fortunes of his
people, which the Phoenix first reported on August 23." The news-
paper kept readers informed of the work of eleven constitution sub-
committees over the next two weeks. 45 During the next two months,
news coverage and the Phoenix's editorializing reached a higher
pitch. The paper reported the statehood views of 105 newspapers in
Indian Territory, the majority of which were against separate state-
hood. Three days before the election the paper reprinted fourteen
editorials from territory newspapers opposing either separate
statehood or the election itself, and on the day of the election the
Phoenix ran four separate editorials urging people not to vote.46

In the weeks leading to the election, the Phoenix's journalistic
endeavors went well beyond regular reporting and normal attempts
to influence the outcome of the election. On September 23 the news-
paper published a special section including the entire approxi-
mately-35,000-word Sequoyah Constitution and "An Address by the
Principal Chiefs," in which Pleasant Porter of the Creek Nation,
Green McCurtain of the Choctaw Nation, John Brown of the Semi-
nole Nation, and W C. Rogers of the Cherokee Nation declared,
"Through this transition our present government shall not be anni-
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Clarence Douglas expounded loudly following the poor showing during the elec-
tion for the Sequoyah constitution (Taken from the Muskogee Daily Phoenix, No-
vember8, 1905).

hilated but transformed into material for a nobly builded state.
Thus shall we have life, not death."4 7 On October 1 the Phoenix out-
did itself. The paper published a twenty-eight-page souvenir edition
(the usual size of the paper was eight pages) in which it printed the
constitution and listed committees, with eighteen biographies of
prominent convention men, most with their photographs. 4 8 The
Phoenix printed and distributed 10,000 copies of its "Constitutional
Convention Number" and made available several thousand more
copies for circulation by others. Douglas could not know the official
records of the convention would be accidentally destroyed, but he
knew he was recording the events for posterity. In an editorial an-
nouncing the upcoming souvenir edition two weeks earlier, he had
declared.

It is the purpose of the Phoenix to print a publication on this occasion
that will contain the history of the Separate Statehood Convention,

and that in the future will be a complete compendium of the action
taken.The Constitutionwillbe printedinfull alongwiththe other im-

portant proceedings. From the standpoint of newspaper enterprise
this will be the most extensive project ever completed in this section of
the country.49
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After so many months of news coming in wave after wave, the
Phoenix' coverage of the ill-fated election itself concluded with a
tsunami of a front-page headline, an extraordinary, one-inch-deep,
four-column pronouncement in all-capital letters that in two words
summed up the result of the voting and offered Douglas's own
not-so-subtle interpretation. "A WATERLOO!" The secondary head-
lines spelled it out: "Not Fifteen Per Cent of Total Vote of Territory
for the Constitution" and "Sixty Towns Heard From Report Less
Than 13,000 Votes in Favor of Sequoyah Out of 150,000 Voters."50

The paper had arranged with correspondents to receive results
from virtually every corner of the territory.51 In coming days, the
Phoenix continued to report changes in the tabulation, which even-
tually settled at 56,279 votes cast in favor of the constitution and
9,073 against it.5 2 The campaign to persuade voters to stay home
had succeeded. The vote was light, and with the whole effort not
having been approved by Congress beforehand, Congress was under
no obligation to heed it.53 Early in the Fifty-ninth Congress, Rep.
Arthur Phillips Murphy of Missouri, who also was an attorney for
the Creek Nation, filed in the United States House of Representa-
tives a bill to admit the State of Sequoyah.54 In the Senate, Sen.
Porter James McCumber of North Dakota also filed a Sequoyah
statehood bill. 55 McCumber, having served in the North Dakota
territorial legislature before becoming a United States senator,
had experience in "state building."5 6 Congress, however, flatly re-
fused to consider the idea. 57 (The Phoenix's coverage of events in
Congress regarding statehood continued, but are beyond the scope
of this article.)

Douglas knew, perhaps sooner than some others, that his role in
the double-statehood movement was an important one, despite his
own predilection for a single state. On July 30 he had published on
the front page an odd but not unflattering three-column caricature
of himself, disheveled hair flying, long-handled mustache and goa-
tee askew, deep in thought at his writing desk, editorials scattered
at his feet on the floor. The cartoon shows that he took his role as a
leader of public opinion seriously but that he also was able to laugh
at himself. The amusing caption reads:

This is supposed to be a fair likeness of the meek and lowly editor of
this paper. Architecturally, he is built on the same general plan as a
"fly up the creek" or sand hill crane. His most conspicuous and domi-
nating characteristic is his modesty. Like almost everyone else he was
born young and has moved several times. His present address is well
known to his creditors and he has probably done more work and ac-
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The "rneek and lowly" edi-
' tor, Clarence Douglas4 (Taken from Muskogee

Daily Phoenix, July 30,
1905).

complished less for himself than any man in this community. The art-
ist who made the picture is no longer connected with this paper. This
was his last and worst effort. P S. This is run to fill space.58

It is abundantly clear that Douglas was earnest in his efforts to
make his newspaper a molder of public opinion as well as a reliable
news source. No higher praise comes to a newsman than accolades
from his peers in the news business. On August 31, between his
newspaper's exhaustive coverage of the Sequoyah Statehood Con-
vention and its meticulous reporting of the election, in the dog days
of a summer that was hot in more ways than one, Douglas proudly
and conspicuously gave the Chickasha Star's presumably unsolic-
ited observation of his own work a spot on his own front page:

The Muskogee Phoenix is an up-to-date newspaper, and when it isn't
leading all Indian Territory competitors things earthly are out ofjoint.
The Phoenix' report of the late separate statehood convention was the
most complete and comprehensive recital of the convention's actions
sent out. Although Editor Douglas is a consistent fighter for single

statehood the double staters paid the Phoenix the compliment-of cour-
teous and fair treatment throughout. The fact is the Daily Phoenix is
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to Indian Territory what the Guthrie Capital is to Oklahoma - the

leader.59
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