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CHAPTER I
INTRODUCTION

after riding the crest of exhilarating popularity at the
end of liorld War I, Prealdent %oodrow Wilson turned the corner
into 1920 a traglcally changed man, broken in health and
ridiculed by many of the same people who so recently had
acclaimed him as a world hero. The difficult strucples with
the other members of the Rig Pour at the peace conference, the
bitter fight with the Senate to get the Treaty of Paris ratified,
and the paralytic stroke he suffered at Peublo while canpaligning
for his League had taken a heavy toll on him, but still he would
not gilve up the fight for the 1deal he cherished so dearly,.

To the leadera of the ODemocratic Party fell the task of
trying to plck up the pleces left by their battered leader and
if at all possible to find a candidate who might be able to
reverse the Party's downward trend anu succeed to the Preéidency
in electlion year 1920. The man whom the Democrats finally chose
to carry their banner, CGovernor James M, Cox of Ohio, had a
certain combinatlon of political qualities and background which
made him as sultable as anyone for the position, but before Cox
could get the nominatlion at the convention, he had to overcome

1
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the formldable rivairy of “illlam G. McAdoo, Woodrow Wilson's
gon-in-law; A, Mitchell Palmer, the ittorney~General; and
posalbly the President himself,

In four chapters thé author will study the credentials of
Governor Cox and hils opnponents, along with the problems that
made the road for all candidates an uncertain one right up to
the eve‘of the convention. |

The Democratic Conventlon will be covered in Chapters VII
and VIII: the first dealing with the platform and preliminariesq
the second covering the balloting.

The final chapter will present a summary of the nomination
of Governor Cox and an evaluation of the reasons for his
gelection over the popular Willlam G, leAdoos, In particular,
this theals will attempt to show that Nr. Cox was chosen not
simply because he received the backing of the big-city "wet"
bosses, as has often been claimed, but also because the Southern
"dry" states gave him timely support near the end of the
biulloting.

Dr, Wesley M. Bagby of Vest Virginia Unlversity has recently|

published a book, The Road to Normalcy: The Presidential

_Campalgn and Election of 1920 (Faltimore, 1962), based on his

doctoral dissertation, in which he covers the entire campaign of
both major partles, Although his treatise includes a survey of

all the potential candidates, Dr. Ragby presents an especlally




3
thorough study of Woodrow Wilson's ambitions for a third term and
%1lliam C. ¥eAdoo's vacillations about running. 4

re Paymond Justus Hanks in his unpudblished doctoral
disgsertation, "The Nemocratic Party in 1920: The Rupture of the
“ilsorian Synthesls" (Univeraity of Chicago, 1960), leans heavily
on Ir. Bagby's earller work, but puts greater emphasis on the
Democratlic sldes whereas Dr, Bagby shows the transition to
vormalcy, Dr. Hanks concentrates on the demise of .ilsonlan
progreasiviam,

Although the present writer will repeat some of the findings
of thege and other researchers, this thesls wlll ro further into
the astudy of the convention itselfl to show that ¥r, Cox wasg
nominated ©y a combination of many factors, not just by the
manipulations of the machine hosses, In fact, as this atudy will
point out in the flnal chapter, the bige-city bosses were
consnicuous more by their absence in the last four ballots than
by thelr nresence,

Regides the materials mentioned above, the writer has relied

heavily upon the 0Officlal Report of the Proceedings of the

Dermocratic Natlional Convention (1920), The New Vork Times, the

Chicago Dally Tribune, the Dayton Dally Yews, contemporary

perliodicala, and the numerous blographies of men associated with
the Democratic Party in 1920. Mnally, since the author has had

access to the Dayton Dally lews, a Coxw-cwned newspaper, many




hitherto unused factg on the local level have bren included,
Unfortunately, the personal papers of Governor Cox in Dayton are

gtill restricted,




CHAPTER II
WHY COX¢?

Judging from the carnival spirit in Dayton on June
nineteenth, an observer would never have guessed that 1920 was
suppahcd to be a Republican year, Two trainloads or-cbniﬁnu'
tibﬁééﬁi; a glee cludb, a baﬁd, cheerleaders, and prominent
cléixeha‘uere preparing tolbbard the ”cox‘Spcoial" for the t#ip ‘;
to thp Democratic Convention in San Francisco, where they hopqd»:;
their own Jimmle Cox would be nominated for the Presidency of

the United Statesst

Many months of planning had gone into thias
excursion--stops along the way were scheduled so the travelers
could take individual slightaeeing trips on the side, Sp§§i¢1

enﬁbrﬁainmént was planned on th&ktrnin itself, Even the very %

clothing bespoke the campaign epirit of the crowd, for each of
the conventioncers had been fitted out with a dark green sult

(with an extra pair of white trousers); white ghoes lnﬁ @5ﬂ§i

and a red, white, and blue hat and umbrella, compliments of the

1 .
- "Dayton Daily News, June 19, 1920, p. 13 June 20, 1920
ps 1. HereafTer relerred to as §ewu, *The New York Times, ’
June 19, 1920, p. 3; July 1, 1020, p. 1, Hereafter referred to |

as Times.
| 8




Cerm Clty Democratic Club,2

Farlier in the day the conventloneers, and many other wellw
wishers, bhad paraded to Trailsend, Covernor Cox's mansion just
south of Mayton, and now, fortified by the bleasings and good
wishes of thelir leader, they were anxious to get to San Francisco
to put thelr man on the ticket,®

If someone had asked them why they were so "Coxsure®? their
candidate would get the nomination, any Chlo Derocrat %ould
probably have answered with his own confident cuestion: Who else
is more suitable for the nomination than Jares I, Cox? The
Republican Conventlon a few weeks earlier lad emphasigzed even
rore the need for Cox as the candlidate, the Buckeyes maintained,
for 1n that conventlon the GOP had nominated an Ohioan, Senator
varren G. Harding, and Ohlo, as any student of Presldential
campalgns knew, was a plvotal state with its twenty-four
electoral votes, It was the fourth largest state in the Union,
with borders touchling the key Iidweat, the Tast, and the fringe

states of the South, %ilson had carried Ohlo and won, and

Qmeullua, Yews, March 14, 1920, Review Section, p. 103
News, May 6, 19207, p. 13 June 19, 1920, p. 1.
A

News, June 19, 1920, p. l.

4The term "Coxsure" was a catch-word inaugurated bz the
verocratic managers in the post-convention campalgr. --"Coxsure,"
The New Republic, XXITI (August 11, 1920), 29495,
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election strategists\bclieved that the man who won in Orio in
1920 would also win the Preaidency. The only person who could
beat Farding in Ohlo wonld have to be another Ohiloan and Cox was
that man.s
Rlaling optimlism amons “uckeyve Democrata was dlscerned by
Louls Selbold of the New York Jorld as early as the first of
May,ﬁ bt they bubbled over wlth confidence after reading certailn
preas reactions to the nomination of Harding. In a front-page

editorial The Kew York Times (Independent Democratic) bristled

with disgust:

Upon a platlform that has produced general
diagsatisgfaction, the Chicago Conventlion presents
a candldate whose rominatlion will be received with
agtonighment and dlamay by the party whose suffrages
he invites. "arren G. Harding is & very respectable
Ohilo politician of the second class, Fe has never
been a leader of rmen or a director of policleSsces
Sepator Hardiag's record at washington has been
faint and colorless. He was an undistinguished and
undistinguishable urit in the ruck of Renublican
Senators who onedlentiy lollowed Mr. Lodge In the
twistings and turnings of that statesman's foray
uvon the Treaty and the Coverant. The nomination
of Harding, for whose countervart we must go back
to ™ranklin Plerce 1f we would seek a President
who measures down to his political atature, is the
fine and perfect flower of the cowardice and
imbeellity of the Senatorial cabal that charged
itself with _ the management of the Republican
Convention,.

oﬁewa, June 18, 1920, p. 2; Times, June 13, 1920, pt. 1,
Pe Se

6Newa, May 1, 1920, p. 3.
"Times, June 13, 1920, pt. 1, p. 1,
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Tre Xcw Republic declared, "The nomination of “arren G, Tarding

ag the Revublican candidate for the President of the United
States 1s under the clrcumstances nothing short of a calamity."®
1t warned that the country was in a critical period, requiring

a stron: President, but labeled Harding as "a party hack, without
strength of character, without administrative experience, without
knowledge of international nolitics, without any of those moral
and intellectual qualities which would gualify him even under
ordinary corndlitlions for statesranlike leadership."g The New York

Tvening Post (Independent) called the nomination "an affront to

the intelligence and the consclence of the American people,"l0

while The Yation (Indenendert) surrarized the liheral nress

reaction by statinc:, "The only “aveorable thinc to be said about
the nomination of Senator Warren 0. Hardine by the Renmuhlicans

1s that 1t »reverted sorething worse."ll There were, of course,
“avorable corments about the Republican onroceerdincs, hut because
Harding had defeated only narrowly an outsider, “eneral ILeonard

wood, in the Ohlo primary, the Democrats of the Buckeye fHtate

Sniarding,” The New Renublic, “XIII (Jume 23, 1920), 99.

91p14,
1033 guoted in Times, June 15, 1920, p, 10,

11"Narding: Tornlng Back the Hands of Time," The Yation,

CX (June 19, 1920), €16,




felt they had ample reason to celebrate,l2

Governor Cox had run unopposed 1in the Ohio Demogratic
primarys but few people were aware that this feat had been
accomplished only after some adroit political maneuverings on
the part of the Cox managera, In the long-range campaign
apeculation of 1919, three Ohloans-~Zovernor Cox, Secretary of
War Newton D, Baker, and Senator Atlee Pomerene--were mentioned
as possible presidential tlmber.la After Secretary Bﬁker faded
early from the scene, Senator Pomerene still loomed as a rival
candidate for favorite-son honors ﬁa late ae Pedbruary, 1920,
Meanwhile, the Governor set out to promote himself by a discreet
polling of opinion in varlous districtss The majority preferred
Cox, to the satisfaction of the Governor, and the differences
that did occur were, for the most part, ironed out behind the
scenes, Thus the maximum of unity was accomplished with the
minimum of adverae publicity.l4

Oovernor Cox could then have recelved almost unanimoul ; Q
endorsement by the state Democratic cormittee, but here he made ‘F
his second strategic move by letting it be known that he i

preferred the gholce be made by the people in a state

12yews, April 30, 1920, p. 1; Times, April 28, 1920, p. l.

lszindsay Rogers, "American Politics in 1920," The
Contemporary Review, CXVII (February 1920), 188,

143@:: February 29, 1920, Review Seoctli 8 \ g
News, ry 29, ’ otion, ps 83 January 7,
1920‘ p. ":' . ’




r 10
'preaidential primary;;a By this simple action the Governor
scored two political ringeras first, he put the selection on the
level of "the peoplets cholce,™ while at the same time he forced
Senator Pomerene's hand, Under Ohio primary law each distriet
picked its own delegates to the Democratic Convention, and these
delegates in turn voted for the Presidential preference of thelr
diatricts. If Pomerene remsained in the race, he would only
create enmities within the state Democratic organisation, and
even then would not be able to win a solid delegation to the
convention, Instead, he would only split the party and !
undoubtedly bury the chances for any Ohloans at San Franclsco.
The only choice left to him was to withdraw his name from the
Presidential race and throw his lot in with the Cox carp, This

16

he did on February 18, As a result, Governor Cox, the only

Democratic candidate in the April Presidential primary,l”

‘emerged|
as the unanimous choice of all Ohloans, with a following whose  J
loyalty and enthusiaam caught the eye of many outslde observera;?ff
tut few, if any, of those who looked on were ever aware that :
intraparty maneuverings had taken place,

Although geography wasa an important element in the argument

15News, January 29 1920‘ Pe 13 marcua. Newa, February 1,
1920, Review Section, ps 3s == ’

16yews, Pebruary 19, 1920, p. 1. | |
17g¢w-, March 11, 1920, pe 73 Iimes, April £8, 1920, ps 1,
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for'Cox, his followeﬁa could point to many other agsets of the
Governor, There was firgt his record as a successful business-
man, Congregsman, and governor, After working in Washington asal
secretary for millionaire Congressman Paul Sorg of his own Third ;
Ohio District, Jimmie Cox had returned home in the late 1890's,l8
borrowed money to add to his own savings, and purchasged a
floundering Dayton newspaper, Although he had worked previously
ag & reporter, becoming a publisher was a bold venturé for a

young man of twenty-eight, Not only did he rebuild the old paper

into a thriving new Dayton Dally News; he even expanded his |
enterprises five years later by purohéuing another paper in
nearby Springfield, Ohic.lg
In 1908 Cox followed the example of his old Qaahingyon
magter by running for Congress from the Third District and
winnings 7Two years later he won again, then returned home to
carpalgn for governor of Ohtoe20 \ﬁgé
The Cox booaters pointed to such examples of business acumeniS
and legislative experience, btut more than anything, they direeteﬁﬁé

attention to Cox's achieverents during the eight years since

185ames Middleton Cox, Journey Through My Years (Yew York,
1947)a PPe 25, 34,

i9

Tugene H, Roseboom and Francis P, Welsenburger, A History

of Ohlo, ed, James H, Rodabaugh: (‘Columbug, 1956)’ De 52’} T
also Cox, Chapter IV. D i

20cox, p. 57-58, 95, and 126-27; Roseboom, p. 327.
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1912, IHere was a'm&ég they borsted, with a quality all
politiciang pray fore-a guccessful record as a "voteegetter,”
Already in 1910, when he was re-elected to Congress by thirteen
thousand votes-~the largest majority in the history of the
district, Mr. Cox showed his vote-getting abilities,°' In 1012
Cox set his sights on the Columbus statehouse and won on a
platform calling for progressivism and a revision of_ihe state

c:fms1:11:111:1:)21»22

Immediately after belng elected governor, Cox
requested Professor Charles lcCarthy, the framer of the Federal
Trade Cormission bill, to draw up & reform bill for Ohio. As
MeCarthy told the story, when the Covernor saw the new draft, he
predicted that if he paased it, he would be defeated in the next
etection, then re~elected again.ga If the story is true, Cox was
& prophet, 1His long fight to put this blll and other items of |

the new Ohio state constitution into operation (which fight,

incidentally, he won againat the opposition of Warren G, Kardlng,(f

then of the Morniqg,Stsr)  put Governor Cox in the Pyrrhic

position of winning the battle but loaing the campalgng buf in

®lyi1liam H, Crawford, Times, July 11, 1920, pt. 7, pe 2
QQRcaébaom, Pe 327,

2aﬁona1d Wilhelm, "James Niddleton Cox," The Independent,
CIII (July 17, 1920), 7l,

2
éTmeﬂ’ July 11’ 1920‘ pt! 1’ PO 2‘

Sy
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the'two years follcwing-cox’s unsuccessful bid for re-election,
so his followers would tell the story, the people ef;Ohia
realized thelr mistake at the polls, and in 1916 they again chose]|
the Dayton publisher and reformer to be their governor.gs

More significant than any other victory in his politicsl
career, however, was ris third successful bid for the governarfu
chair ip 1918, 1In a year that most Democrats preferred to
forget, Covernor (ox agaln defeated hié perennial oppénent,
former Covernor Frank 7., Willis, in spite of the fact that the
rest of the state ticket, both houses of the state leglslature, |
and the United States in general went decidedly Republican, By
carrying out such a feat, Covernor Cox became the only Democrat
in the history of Ohio to be elected governor three times, The
only other person ever to claim such a distinetion was a
Republiean, Rutherford B. Hayea.gﬁ

But & politiclan is not a vote«getter by chance, Ohloans,
aware of thia, were prepared to recite a long list of reazons
why Covernor Cox had built up a reputation as "the people's
choiceMw«a reputation he needed in a Presidential campaign.. In

the first place, Cox, the successful pudlisher and businessman,

calmed the misgivings of the Viall Street Democrats, who feared

25¢cox, pp. 188 and 194; Roseboom, pp. 533 and 336,

26T1mes, Mareh 25, 1920, p. 173 Roseboom, p. 350.
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the gelection of any'rdbblemrousing candidate pledged to slay the

moneyed giants, As a matter of fact, in a later campalgn
bilography the writer unabashedly claimed, "Covernor Cox ia the

only man ever nominated for Presldent who owns wealthe~real

w27

wealth, In a word, Cox was "safe," Coupled with his years of

gervice in Congress, during which time he worked on the Committee

for Appropriationa,ga

and his three terms as chief execcutive of a
larce atate, he offered a background of hbusiness, leglislative,

executive, and polltical experlence unmatched anywhere,

The moneyed ihterests, even though important, comprised onlyl|

a amall percentage of the vast electorate, however, It is the
ordinary common m&n who makes or breaks any candidate, but here
again the Buckeye Democrats were well armed with arguments, The
laboring men were directed to look at the record of Cox's six
years asg governor, Did they want & progressive? Cox's only
Aefeat came a3 a result of the progressive leglslation enacted
~during his first term as governor; but people later realized the
efficacy of these progressive laws and "apologized" to Cox by
re-electing him for two more terms as governor,

Crief among his legislative acts was the compulsory
Workmen's Compensation law of 1913, written by State Senator

27As quoted in William Rurlie Brown, The Peogle'a Cholcets

The Preaidentitl Image in the Campaign Biograp ton Eauﬁe
Touiglara, £¢.19607), ps 1 L ’

281pving Stone, They Also Ran: The Story of the Men Who
Defeated for the Pr;aIEen (Garden CITty, Wew York, 1943), Ds




185
w11llam fireen, who‘i;ter“sﬁécéeded Samuel Compers as head of the
American Pederation df Labor., ©So effectlve and successful was
this law that King Albert of Belrium, after a visit to the United:
States, pralsed it as the greatest plece of social legislation to :
be found anywhere in the world, while other states later used 1t
ags a model in formuiating similar workmen's compensation laws,
Other progressive leglalation pagsed in 1913 included adminigtrae
tive and tax reforms; provisions for a state budgetarﬁ systenee
one of the first created in any state of the Tnion; school code
reforms; widows'! penslons; laws regulating the hours and working
conditions of laborers; and nrison reforms.89 2

Urbsn laborers liked Cox, gald a magazine writer, becauu§ bt 2
his quick action and quick resﬁlta.50 By temperament he wag a |
man of the city, reatless, dynamic, a hustlers, Again he wasg
deseribed as "a downright #nd declsive character,” "a positive
personality with positive 1deas, "3 Governor Cox energetically
guided his state through the dlsastrous flood in 1913 and World |
War I, but probably the best example of the Governor's ”downright§€

and decisive character™ occurred during the 1919 steel strike in

29r0seboom, pp. 327-29 T ‘ :
. s PDPe 327293 Arthur M, Tvans, Chicago Daily
Tribune, June 17, 1920, p. 2 (Hereafter referred to ns'TFIgane)*
See alao Cox's own account, Chapters XI and XII.

3°RogerPLewis, "The Two Cilo Fditors Again," Collier's,
LXVI (O&tober 16, 1920), 6, R

5lRoger Lewis, "Ohio Presents Two Fditors," Collier's, LXV
(vay 22, 1920), 26, —— '




canton, Ohio, when‘kévremoved'the Democratlic mayor of the city
from office for not h&ndllng the strike efiectively. On the othep
hand, the Governor, even though pressured from many éides,
refuged to send the state mllitia into Canton because he was
convinced the matter ocould be settled without resort to military

82 Governor Cox never once resorted to the use of

intervention.
the state militla in a strike situation, although throughout the
rest of the nation the post.war years were a particulérly strifoq
torn period in labor-management relationse >
If Cox seemed to be especially sultable to the urban type,
both in big business and labor, hls organlization was by no @Qanl
ready to overlook the farmer. During his administration farmers
in Ohlo suggested twenty-fivekbills to the Governoﬁ, of which Cox
guided twenty-three into law,"" The head of the Pennsylvania
State Grange assured the hew York World that Cox could carry Ohio
because he had & good record and was liked by both farmers and
lébgr, while the chalrmen of the Kational l'armers' Union and the

Nuﬁional Board of larm Organizatlons added their volces to the‘”

 mimes, October 17, 1919, p. 6; October 26, 1919, p. 13

October 2B, 1919, p. 23 Newa, October 25, 1919, p. 1; October 27,|

1919, pe 13 Xovember 1, 1919, p. 1; November 26, 1919, p. 1,
B3

34

Stone, pe 254
Timas' July 10. 1920’ Pe 2.
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opiﬁion that the rarﬁera were with Cox.35

Firally, James M. Cox's record as Congressman from 1909 to
1913 placed him in good standing with one of the most vocal of
all voter groups, the veterans, for of the 829 bills he
introduced as a Congressman, 800 were for veteransg! pensions.sa
Most of these were private bills, but on several occasions he
fought for increased funds for veterans in apprcpriation bills
being consldered by the House, In his most notable apeech on the
subject, he showed that prisoners were better fed than the
soldlers and that even the monkeys at the Washington Zoo were
getting an increase in their food supply while the per canita
allotment to the veterans in the soldiers' homes was being cut,
Contlinued emphasis on such matters eventually brought government
attention to the conditlons in the soldiers! homes, and in a
short time the residents there were enjoylng a markedly improved
status, Reciprocally, the men at the Dayton home gshowed theirp
appreciation to Cox by supporting him overwhelmingly in his 1910
re~ele§tion.37

If a man could claim such a votewgetting record and appeal

55N€wa, January 31, 1920, p. 1; March 16, 1920, p. 43 also
January 29, 1920; “/ilhelm, p, 71,

36"dovernor Cox, Tls fareer and Ideals," The Yorld's liork,
XL (September 1920), 427; Stone, p. 24, -

stox, ppe 60-6l3 See algo "Governor Cox, His Career and
Ideals," p. 427. .




18

to éo many differenttclassea of people, it seemed reagonable to
agsume he could carry his own state; but since Ohio‘g vote, even
though nivotal, 19 only a small portion of the total needed to
carry a national conventlion or an election, he would naturally
have to garner votes from all corners of the United States; and
Cox campaigners were ready once again to show that Cox was
popular not only in Ohlo, but elsewhere acroas the nation. In
the "irst place, all the arguments put forth in his favor in Ohio
could be extended to the national scope and cormmand equal
attention, but in addltlion he had the advantage of not belng too
intimately connected with the wilson Administration, even though
he favored the League of Nationa. Since there was a strong
movement in many circles to nominate a man not connected with
Wilson's unpopularity, Cox from the Midwest seemed a loglcal
choice.gg

in still another category, the liquor question, CGovernor Cox
maintained an advantage for the simple reason that he was a good
comproﬁise ran acceptable to both sides, or so hls backers hoped,
Although Cox had enforced the Volstead Act in Ohlo because it was
law, he was known to favor amendments permitting light wine and |

beer, As a result, he wag anathema to the Anti-Saloon League

“®Louis Siebolu, News, May 1, 1920, p. 3§ Charlea Merz, "Iw
i.eading Candidates," TFe llew Republie, XTIT {June 2, 1920), 12,
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operating from his oﬁn back yard in Westerville, Ohio, but
opposition from such an extremist group was consldered more ar
agset than a liability.sg

Put into more concrete terms, the Cox boom just before the
convention rested on the foundatlorn of the solid delegation from
Oliio and moat of the Xentucky delegation, a total of about
geventy votes. In Kentucky the state Democratic Convention had
pledyged its four delegates-at-larpge to Cox "as long as his name
remains before the national convention," but no mention was made
about the district delegates, However, of the twenty-two
remaining delegates aixteen were ordered by thelr dlstricts to
vote for Cox, while the unpledged delegate from Owensboro
declared he too would vote for.Cox.40 |

Revond these definitely committed votes, the Governor's
organlzation claimed strong backing from many other sections of
the country-~in particular, the states of Indiana, Illinois, and
New York, which commanded an agpregate total of over 175 votes,
A8 the delegates started their Journeya to the Weat Coast, it was|

no secret that the Tammany group leaned to Cox because they felt

he was the best man they could find to uphold the cause of the

SgLouia Siebold, News, May 1, 1920, p, 3; Y. O. Messenger,
waghington Star, cited in Rews, february 8, 1920, Zeview Sectlonm,
pe 8; Times, June 17, 1920, p. 3; March 26, 1920, pe 17, .

4ONGW3’ May 5, 1920, pe l.
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wets and atill not aiienate all the dry forces, Furthermore,
they were determined to stop the aspirations of Woodrow Wilson's
son~in-law, William G. McAdoo, whom they thoroughly disliked, and|
Cox seemed the best man for the task.41 George Brennan, boss of ‘
the Chicago Democrats, concurred with this opinion, while Thomasg
Taggart, the head of the Indiana delegation, was expected to
deliver needed votes when it became apparent that Vicé-?resident
Marshall could not win.?? 4 short time before the convention,
Taggart had entertained Al Smith, and Charles P, Nurphy, the boss
of Tammany Hall, with & "golfing vacation" of several days at
¥rench Lick Springs, Indiana, and Democrats knowling the
situation, agreed they did not spend their entire time discussing
par four's and the value of mineral water., Although none of the
three would say afterwards that they had formally agreed on any
one candidate, moast observers felt they were favorable to Cox as
the man most sulted to thelir situation with the best chance to
aucceed.45

Besldes these states Ohioans were certain they saw definite

indications of support for their candidate from many other areasg |,

4lrimes, June 17, 1920, p, 1; June 21, 1920, p, 33 April 12,
pe 17; June 12, 1920, p. 6; June 15, 1920, p. 1,

“rimes, April 12, 1920, p. 17; May 19, 1920, p. 3; June 17,

*Spimes, June 13, 1920, pt. 1, p. 185 June 15, 1920, p. 1
June 17,1920, p. 1.
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of the country, especially the Hast and South.%% Thomas R. Cone
of Hartford, Connecticut, completed a tour of the New England
states around the first of May and reported they were looking to
Cox, for they felt Ohlio would save the day for the Democrats
again in 1920 as it had irn 1916. Not even lational Chairman
Homer Cummings would be able to dellver hls Connecticut delega-
tion in opposition to Gox.45 Around the same time, Louls Siebold
of the New York Yorld wrote that outside Washington and New York
there was a declded opinion that a man from the Midwest should
get the nomination, and New York, New Jersey, Illinols, and some
Few Fngland statea favored Cox.46 vdward N, Hurley, Cormisasioner
of the ¥, S, Shipping Board, declared much more emphatically,
"It is remarkxble the almoat general sentiment in the Tast in
favor - t“overnor Cox."47

The New Jersey delegation was pledged wholeheartedly to 1its
favorite-son governor, Ldward I, Edwards; but the "socaking-wet"
Edwards was a candidate more for an issue than an office, and

once his point had been made for the "freedom-to-drink" sentiment1

44Kews, February 23, 1920, ps 7.

45News, May 3, 1920, p. 18,

46Eews, May 1, 1920, p. 3.

47%ews, April 20, 1920, p. 8.
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his followera were expected to swing over to Cox.48 In nearby
Weat Virginla, another favorite son, Ambassador John ¥, Davis,
figured In a promlsing darkhorse role; however, if the Navis
candidacy d4id not develop--and Cox backers were hoveful it would
not--moat of the West Virginia contingent would join with
neighboring Ohlo, according to Ceorge White, assistant campalgn
manager for Cox. Mr. White also claimed "many friends" in
Pennaylvania, a state controlled by rival candidate A. Mitchell
Palmer, However, if and when Palmer dropped out of the race, Cox|

would eapitalize.ég

william Fe. MeCombs, former Natlional
Democratic Committee Clhalrman, predlicted the nomination of Cox,
giving as evidence his strength in the Midwestern states already
mentioned, plus VWest Virginla, Tennessee, Maryland, Delaware,
New York, liew Jersey, Rhode Iasland, Massachusetts, Alabama, and
Utahe Furthermore, the Michigan delegates said they would switch
to Cox after the flrst ballot if he showed enough atrength.sc
Dowvn South, Senator Joseph Ransdall of Loulsiana had
predicted as far bacx as Janusry that James Cox would be a front-

running candidate bLecause "he's one of the big men of the party,

and has been re-elected governor of that big, pivotal state,”51

48mimes, June 17, 1920, p. 1; News, May 19, 1920, p. 1.

4gTimes, April 12, 1920, p. 17.

Oyews, ¥ay 19, 1920, p. 1; Times, June 18, 1920, p. 2.

Slyews, January 30, 1920, p. 1.
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while at the same time over in Alabama the editop of the
Tugcaloosa News was holsting the Cox flags with the assertion
that the Democrats had a good ran in Cox to succeed Wilaon.sa

According to The New York Times, increasing interest wasg

building up in the South for Governor Cox, especlally since the
nomination of Warren Harding, Georgla was pledged to Palmer, but
Cox sentiment was growing, whereas Mississipni, after glving a
token first ballot to Senator Willlams, was planning to Jump onto
the Cox wagon as early as the second ballot, Tennesgsee, 1t was
claimed, would give support to Cox, as would many other states,
too, once the name of Cox became better known,°© Although few
horns had been tooted in the South for the Ohio governor, by June
that section was beginning to look upon Cox as a strong contender j
because of his geographic position, but also, according to the

Tampa Morning Tribune (Democratic), because of his record,”4

Since Governor Cox had not campalgned for pledged delegates
outside Ohlo and Kentucky, his name wasg likewise 1ittle known in
the West, but his followers still claimed much interest for him

in those regionas. As far back as December, 1919, a Portamouth,

S2n 'Jimmy! Cox, Before and After Nomination," The Literary
Digest, LXVI (July 24, 1920), 41,

®Srimes, June 19, 1920, p, 2; June 23, 1920, p. 23 June 28,
1920’ jo ﬁ; June 19, 1920’ Pe 3Sa

4
As cited in News, June 6§, 1920, pt, 1, pe 2,
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Ohib, man toured the‘Weat and renorted a considerable Cox
sentiment there, saylng that "while not exactly antagonistic to
to the Wwashington administration, they feel that a new leader is
necessary, and that Covernor Cox has the greatest record of all
men in pudblic life today."ss Then, just before the Republican
nomination, former Congresaman James Monahan, an attorney for the
kon-Partisan League, asserted that 1f the GOP nominated a -
reactionary like Harding, Lowden, or Vood, and the Democrats
nominated Cox, the Non-Partlsan League was in a position to
56

deliver forty-one electoral votes to the Democrats.

Inlway an editorial in the Rocky Yountaln News (Independent)

ol Denver gaid, "There are no strirg attachments to Covernor
James M, Cox of Ohio." Therefore he had the advantage over
YcAdoo, the son-in-law of Wilson. On the positive side, the
editorial noted that he was a "progressive and practical®
Democratlic governor in Republican Ohio--the only Democrat elected
last time-~and had done things for his state that would be good
for the country. "The country is begirning to wake up to Cox of
Or1o,"57 In the same vein Howard Burba of the Dayton Dally News

learned a month later that eight of the twelve Colorado delegates

55Eews, December 26, 1919, p. 133 sece algso Howard Burba,
News, June 23, 1920, p. 2.

56Raymond G. Carroll, News, June 7, 1920, p. le
5748 quoted in News, May 12, 1920, p, 6.
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would vote for Cox on the first ballot and that all twelve would
turn to him on the secand.58

Reports from San Francisco itself confirmed that‘Cox wasg
surprisingly popular with all classes. "Left to a vote of San
Pranclscans, he'd win hands down,"5°

After hearing and reading all these wonderful reports about
thelr goverror, was it any wonder the group of campalgners about

to board the train in Mayton were in a carnival splirit? Mavid

Lawrence of the 7ashington Star (Independent) had written,

"certainly the selection of Harding would seem to insure Cox a

place on the ticket., He says he will not run for vice-

n60

nregldent, Why should he? ere was the only man who could

ontrun Harding.

58noward Burba, News, June 22, 1920, p. 1, An examination
of the actual Colorado vote at the convention reveals that Mr,
Burba was highly over-optimistic in hia reporting. See Appendlx
I.

59
Ce Ce Lyons, News, June 26, 1920, p. 3. New claims of
strength were based on rumors that the Iloover Democrats were
switching to Cox, especially in California and Washington.
--News, June 4, 1920, p. 12; Times, June 4, 1920, p. 2.

GOAa quoted in Yews, June 13, 1920, pt. 1, pe. 2.




CHAPTER I11
WOODRCYW W ILSON

That Buckeye optlmiam was based more on campaign oratory and
wishful thinking than on real votes 1s shown by a simnle
comparison of the claims of delegate strength and actual ballots
recorded at the convention.1 Cox strength was great in Ohlo and
neighboring Kentucky, and New York and Illinols were definitely
casting favorable glances toward the Midwest'a own Mother of
Presidents; but the confidence and enthusiasm so notlceable in
Ohio disappeared rapldly as one moved away from the area,

Besides Governor Cox there were, of course, the usual leading
contenders and a host of darkhorses appropriate for a Presiden-
tial campalgn, each one having an over-optimistic following whose
claima of delegate backing, if combined, would total far more
than the 1,094 delegates actually voting at San Francisco, But
underneath all the oratorical bluff, no candidate was assured of
the necessary two-thirds vote needed to capture the nomination,
nor even half the convention vote, for that matter. Tven though

many state preferential primaries had been held and several

1
See Appendix I.
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aspirantn ha& their ﬁnta officially in the ring, there was only &|
small percentage of the convention vote pledged to any specific
candidate by convention time, Cox and Palmer belng thé front
runners with fewer than eight committed votes aplece.2 |

If the Democratic Convention was a wide-open contest meeting ‘
under & cloud of question marka, the primary reason was that no
one knew what was going on in the mind of the biggest Democrat of
alle.President Woodrow Wilson, For months politiclans had been
speculating whether or not Wilson would seek a third term, and as :
the da& of reckonling came closer, they were no more certain\of;&n\j
answer than they had been in 1919, FKearly every Democrat in Sﬁhv |
Mancisco was frankly hoping that the Presldent would stay out of ?
this raee;a but 1f he did choose to run, there would be nothirng
they could do but bolt the conventione-an act likely to bring an
end to the Democratic Party--or follow sheepishly behind their
acknowledged leader, ’Bolting the party was unthinkable, but the
second choice was no more palatable than the first because the |
propﬁata were already calling 1920 a Republlcan year and chouainﬁ”;
a ticket headed by Wilson would certalnly not increase Damocratiafé

chances,

eneua, June 16, 1920, pe le

3 amen 7. Montagus, News, June 26, 1920, p. 23 David |
Lawrence, News, January Ivﬁo, Pe 13 "The Presidential
‘Sweepataked,™ The Satinn,’ CX (Jamary 10, 1920), 313 "The
Progress of the We?!ﬂ“'"ﬂmerlca Review or Reviews, LXI
(January 1920), 103 $£§§¥§%§ Jine 285, 1920, - | knd 23

Arthur Sears aanning, & 3nnc §9, 1950, Pe 2
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Since the crux &f the President's: reticence seemed to lie in|

the progress of-the League of Rations issue, ruch depended on the
cutcome of that debaté,‘ If bhe could have gotten his treaty
through the Senate;, he would probably have retired on his
laurels, but on the nineteenth of March the Senate rejected the
League for the second time, and the question of the President's
future came into even sharper focus.? The following ﬁeek both
sides of the alsle in the House cheered heartily when Representa=
tive Benjamin Humphreys, Democrat from Mississippi, delivered a |

forty-minute aspeech asking the President to announce Irmedlately ‘7

that he was not in favor of a third term.5 Around the mame tiﬁe,

Mre Wilson told his physiclan, Admiral Grayson:

‘Tumulty has sent me & letter asking that I
come out and say that I will not run again for
the Presidency., I do not see anything to be

vgalned at this time by doing $6 except to turn
the leadérship over to'Willlam Jennings Eryan,
I feel that it would be presumpiuous and in bad
taste for me to decline something that has not
been offered to me. No group of men has given
me any assurances that it wanted me to be a
candidate for renominations In fact, everyone
seems to be opposed to my running,

Warming up the subject, he contimued:

The Democratic Convention in San FPranclsco

Mimi March 20, 1620, p. 13 "Getting the Presidential

Bandwagon Started,” Current Opinion, LXVIII (Pebruary 1920), 137,

5’ s . .
Times, Maych 26, 1920, p, 13 News, March 25, 1920, ps, 1
Rnymonﬂf?ﬁ?ina Hanks, "The Demooratls Party in 19205 The ﬁupgnrc
of the Wilsonian Syn%hcala," Unpublished Doctoral Dissertation .
(University of Chicago, 1960), pe 117,
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may get into a hopeless tle-up, and it may, by
the time of the Convention, become imperative
that the League of Natlons and the Peace Treaty
be the dominant lasue, The Convention may come
to a deadlock as to candidates, and there may
be practically a universal demand for the
selection of someone to lead them out of the
wilderneas, The members of the Convention may
feel that I am the logical one to lead-~perhaps
the only one to champion this cause, In such
circumstances I would feel obligated to accept
the naminatéon even 1f I thought it would cost
me my 1ife,

Then Wilson asked Grayson if he thought he was strong enough to
wage a campaign, but the Admiral declined to anawer for fear of
depressing the President.v
Although Grayson was getting an insight into the Wilson
status, other Democrats were still in doubt, but still hoping
for a pronouncement, In Aprll Frederic Wile predicted an
‘"nisteris vindication™ of the President when Wilson would
announce publicly he would not run for a third term. Then the
whole country would feel sorry for the stricken President because
they had abused him so muche® At the same time Joseph Tumulty
was planning with Louls Slebold of the New York World for the
latter to hold a personal interview with the President in the

hopes they could get Wilson to disclaim any intentions of a third

6Rear Admiral Cary Te Grayson, licodrow VWilson: An Intimate
Memoir (New York, c.1960), p. 116,

71bid., 117,
SNews, April 19, 1920, v, 1.
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9 but instead of achieving their own purposes, their

term;
strategy backfired, with the result that they gerved as unwitting
promotera for a Willson campalgn, Although Siebold had a long
l1ist of questlons to ask the President, he first had to submit
them to Mrs. Wilson, who wrote opposlte the item "Personal
Plans?" that there was to be nothing in the published interview
but exaltatlion of the President., When the reporter finally did
get in to see Mr, Wilaon around the middle of June, the Chief
Tixecutive dominated the interview by bringing up his own
questions, answering them himself, and avolding any references

10

to a third term, As a result, the article that appeared in the

Yew York orld the next day portrayed not a sickly President

fading into retirement, but an almosterecovered #wilson, working

11

as hard as ever and ready to take on any challenger, To

cormplicate the situation, on the same day the interview was

published, Wilson's son~in-law, William G. McAdoo, publicly

12

withdrew from the presidential race, Thus in contrast to the

gJohn M. Blum, Joe Tumulty and the Villson Era (Boston,
1951), pp. 243-44; Wealey W. DPagby, The Hoad to Normalcy: The
Presidential Campeign and Flectlon of 1920 (maltImore, %962),
P« €6l.

101114,

o

llTimes, June 19, 1920, p. 1.

12Kar1 Schriftgiesser, This %Waa Normalcy: An Account of
%§§£§ Politica Durlng Twelve Republican Yearss LO20-1082

ston, 1948), p. 40¢ Times, June 19, 1920, pp. 1 and 2.
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rmhﬁ disclaimers wriﬁten by reporters in the previous months, the|
rumber who were sure of fhe Pregldent's retirement dropped almost].
to nothing after June 19, and the Wilson odds on Wall Street
dropped from twenty~to-one to two-to-one by June 50.15

As the convention date drew near, all the leaders of the
lemocratic Party were becoming convinced that Woodrow ¥Wilson was
receptive to a third term, and the reports they were getting frem
Crayson and Tumulty merely confirmed their opirions, -Garter‘
¢lass, Homer Cummings, and Bainbridge Colby held conversations
with the President just before leaving for San Franclsco, and
each came away with the aaﬁe convictien.14 The situation
regarding Wilson was clear,'lf uneasy, for the Democrats, Those
inside the White House did not want the President to seek
ree~glection for fear of his nersonal health, while those outside
the White House did not want the President for fear of their own
political health, but 1f Mr, Wilson decided to speak up for the
nomination, no one could stop him, Leaders at San Prancisco were
convinced that Wilson would not openly seek the naminatioa, but
would play the walting game in the expectation that someone elme

would put Wilson's name before the convention and the delegates

13mimes, June 30, 1920, p. 2.

l4pymes, June 19, 1920, p. 23 June 20, 1920, pte 1, pe 13
Rixley’gﬁifﬁﬁand Norman Reasley, Carter Glasss A Biqgg;ggz
(New York, 1938), pp. 205-063 Hanks, p. 1753 Bagby, De 62w
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would then stampede to the Chief “xecutive, Therefore, if the
delegates could go about their businesa in California without
letting the name of .1llson slip into the nominations; like so
many mlce busy working in the kitchen while the cat 1s decoyed
elsevhere, they could nominate a candidate who would be healthy
enough to run and healthier for the Party. The key lay in thé
Derocratst? ability to muzzle any over-enthusiastic wilsonites who

right be ready to beat the drum for the rresident,
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CHAPTER IV LIBRAR\(

MeADOO
THE MAN TO BEAT, RUNNIEG OR KNOT

If the problem of determining the President's mind had been
the only nebulous factor at the convention in San Francisco, the
managers of the various candlidates might have been able to make
definite plans; but as the month of June un’>lded, the Democratic
situation began to look like a case for Sherlock Holmes, 1In
addition to Wilson's reticence, the managers were In a state of
confusion because William Gibbs McAdoo, generally consldered to
be the front-running candidate, withdrew his name from the race
just before the conventlon.l As a result, many Democrats found
themselves in the awkward position of trying to avoid the head
of the Party, who wanted the nomination, while at the same time
backing a candidate who rejected 1t. Perhaps McAdoo d4id not
really expect his withdrawal to be taken seriously, but 1f he
did, would he accept the nomination if drafted? Prom the
strategic point of view, did McAdoo's withdrawal actually end hils
candidacy, or did it merely serve to enhance his position as the

most desirable candidate? Of all the candidates, MecAdoo had the

lpimes, June 19, 1920, p. 1.

33




34
moat illustrious cam§ of followers from the political and
financial standpoint. As far back as September, 1919, the rumor
clrculated that Bernard Baruch and VW, L. Chadbourne had offered
to underwrite the "right candidate's"™ campaign with ten million
dollara.g It was common knowledge that both Baruch and
Chadbourne, men of great wealth, were confirmed McAdoo backers.

In Washington sentiment was decldedly favorable toward the
former Secretary of the Treasury. Although Wilson refused to
support any candidate, almost his entire Cabinet, with the
exception of Attorney General Palmer, was strongly behind
McAdoo«® In addition, prominent Democrats for McAdoo included
Senator Carter Glass of Virginia, author of the Pederal Reserve
Act and himself a former Treasury Secretary; Raymond T. Raker,
head of the United States Mint; George Creel; Assistant Secretary
of the Navy Franklin D, Roosevelt; and the astute politician,
Daniel C. Roper.4 Speaking of sentiment in the nation's capital,
Postmaster~Ceneral Albert 3, Burleson had remarked in May that

"everyone in Washington” belleved McAdoo would get the nomination

zﬁanka, Pe 583 see also Bernard M. Baruch, Baruch: The
Public Yeara (¥ew York, 1962), pp. 16l-62,

Srimes, July 1, 1920, p. 23 Willls J, Abbot, "The Democratic
Conventlon at San #rancisco: II The Impreassions of a Y ewspaper
Correspondent,” The Outlook, CXXV (July 21, 1920), 565.

4T1mea, July 5, 1920, pe 1; Frederic wWile, News, April 19&
1920, p, U7 "For President, (Among Others)--willIaw . MeAdoo,
Literary Digest, LXIV (February 28, 1920), 44; Hanks, p. 190,
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on the first or secoﬁd ballot.5 His atatement was overly
optimistic but his enthusiasm was endoraed by Vashington
observera, who gave McAdoo an even better chance to win than did
the already confident New York odds-makers.e

Twven though the campalign directors of Governor Cox were
claiming nationwide support, the managers of william C. ¥cAdoo
were willing to concede nothing more to Cox than the state of
Ohlo. Since McAdoo was & dry and & native of CGeorgia, he was in
a much stronger position to carry the South than Cox, A3 a
corporation lawyer practicing in ¥ew York, his claims to Wall
Street support were equally as valld as those of Cox, while on
the labor scene he could point to the wage increases given to the
rallroad workers as an argulng point for labor support.7 The
Metal Trades Council of Erooklyn, representing about fourteen
thousand workers, had endorsed McAdoo 1n early May, along with

&?a

in New York Citys thus there was certalnly no Cox monopoly on the

the International Brotherhood of Flectriecal Workers Local Union

labor vote, even In Tarmany~-dominated New York City.B Actually,

SBagby, p. 68,

Ssee, for example, Times, July 2, 1920, p. 2.

vLindsay Rogera, "American Politics in 1920," The Contem-

Sorarg Review, CXVII (rebruary 1920), 187; "The Democratlc
pportunity,™ Literary Digest, LXV (June 26, 1620), 18; wile,

News, April 19, 1920, p. 9; Times, June 27, 1920, pt. 7, De 13
nks, p, 68,

8Mihat the Primaries Indicate,” The Outlook, CXXV (June 2,
L 1920), 159; Hanks, p., 124,
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ag the New York World pointed out on June 28, 1920, the labor
vote was probably split between MecAdoo and Cox.9

The Ohioand' claims of vast support in the VWest were also

fallaclous in the oplnion of MecAdoo followers., The American

Review of Reviews had reported in February of 1920 that McAdoo

was very popular on the West Coast and that he was better
understood and liked in the West and South than in the Tast,t©
If proof of the McAdoo strength 1In the 'est was needed, a look
at the delegations to the convention from Oregon, Washington,
California, Arizona, Texas, Utah, and Idaho seemed sufficient.ll
McAdoo strength was revealed by the opinion poll conducted

by the Literary Digeat during the spring of 1920, Admittedly the

poll had its fallings 1in accuracy, but the overwhelming lead that
¥cAdoo piled up was valid proof of the former Secretary's
popularity. McAdoo, with 103,000 votes, tallied over fifty

per cent more ballots than second-place Wilson; but considering
the fact that the President was a highly doubtful candidate and
third-place Governor Edwards was merely a rallying point for the
liquor factions, the results become even more impressive, The

next highest candidate wasg William Jennings Bryan, the focal

QHanks, Ps 249,

1O“Democratic Candidates Still Shy," The American Review of
353!&255, Alvert Shaw, ed., LXI (Pebruary 1920}, lal.

1
1See, for example, Appendix I.
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point for the dry forces, with fortyesix thousand, followed by
Governor Cox with thirty-two thouaand.12 In a amaller poll |

conducted by the Delineator, a woman's magazine, McAdoo also

topped all Democrats with 315 votes, followed by a poor-second
Bryan with 1321, and \iilson with 51.15

Granting.the fact that HeAdoo was the most likely Democratic
candidate from the popular point of view, the greater questlion by
far was just what McAdoo himself intended to do with his position
on the inside rail, After all, it was 1920, and most political
obgervera felt that ali the dogs in the Democratic race were only
chasing a stuffed rabbit anyway, Although every candidate at
San Prancisco had to contend with the strong pecssibility that he
was only chasing a dream, for ¥cAdoo the problem was even more
acute because of his pecullar relationship to the President of
the United States. Under ordinary circumstances, being the sone
in-law of the man 1living in the White House would be a distinet
advantage for any politician, but for MecAdoo the relationghip was
& hurdle, not a help,

In the firat place, so long as the father-in-law did not

reveal his political plans, neither could the son-in-law, All

o—

lg“Final Standing of the Democratic Candidates," The
Literary Dipest, LXV (June 12, 1920), 20. —

1 5315% Presidential Ballot," The Delineator, XCVI (June 1920),
|+ V0.
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Demoerats had to step lizhtly in order not teo seem In contradice
tion with the President, but ¥cAdoo had to show even more
deference because he was a Derocrat and a member of the wilson
family, Had the President bowed out graciously at the beginning
of the campalgn, WVMcaidoo might have won hands down, but the longer
Wilsor kept silent, the more tenuous became ¥cAdoot's position,
“ven if the President did not want a third term, MeAdoo's own
campalgn would be handicapped without the expressed backing of
his father-in-law, There was no such vote o' confidence, nor
would there ever be,

The close relationaship between vwilson and MecAdoo was an even
greater hindrance to MecAdoo because of the President's loss of
popular support. There was a2 time when Vioodrow Wilson was looked
upon by many people as a great leader; but since the end of the
world War, his popularity had waned considerably, primarily
because of the long drawn-out fight he had waged with the Senate
over the League of Kations lssue. NMcAdoo was the most popular of
all the Democratic prospects, ‘iould hisg popularity, however, be
enough to overcome all the adverse opinion that would naturally
transfer to him because of his close relationship to lr. Wilson?
Since “oodrow Wilson had always been known to favor a strong

eéxecutive, McAdoo would he wilde open to the charge of "crown
»
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prihce" if he were tﬁe Democratic nominee.l4

Even if he could be assured that Wilson would not stand in
his way, McAdoo still faced strong opposition from the northern
blgecity machine bosges, who were determined té block any bid he
might make for the nomination., These organization men were still
smarting from the snub both ¥Wilson and lMcAdoo had given them with
regard to‘patfonage positions, and they were determined upon
revenge, urthermore, they could not meekly sit back and allow a
prokibitionist from the Wilson Administration to take charge,
when thelr own conatituents badk home were decidedly wet and

15

anti-Wilaon. nally, in the Literary Digest boll already

mentioned, McAdoo proved to be by far the most popular of all
Democrata; but he was not toc Short-sighted to see that in the
overall plcture he wasg 3urpasaed by & number of Republieans, in
particular, General Leonard Wood, who receilved twice as many
votes as McAdoo.la Since all politleal barometers were showing
"Republican," an open contest for the Democratic nomination would

be politically unwiase,

Around the same time, Josephus Daniels pondered McAdoo!'s

140imes, May 24, 1920, p. 33 April 12, 1920, p, 17; June 15,
1920, p, I3 Mark Sullivan, "Your Move, Democracy," Collier's,
LXV (June 19, 1920), 8; "The Presidential Sweepstakes,” The
ration, CX (January 10, 1920), 31; CX (June 5, 1920), 74T,

150imes, June 15, 1920, p. 1; Hanks, pp. 68, 184, and 255,

S—————————

16" pinal standing of the Democratic Candidates," The
Literary Digest, LXV %June 12, 1920), 20«21,
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reluctance to enter into any primary races and wrote in his
diary, "McAdoo's action due to posaibility of Ww running and not
because he wanted an open and free convention.“lv

Under the circumstances Meidoo had no other cholce but to
declare publicly for a free and uncommil tted convention, while
working behind the scenes to gather all the support possible,
Like most of the other candldates, he had to glve the public
impresgsion that he was not actively chasing after a lost cause,
In Ohlio he scrupulously avoided any attempt to win delegatea and

even went so far as to suggest that Ohio Democrats back their
own favorite son, James ¥. Cox. IHis ulterior motive was probably
the hope that the Cox movement would eventually falter, in which
cagse he might persuade the governor of politically important Ohio
to joln him as his Vice-Presidential running-mate.ls Turing the
early spring such a combination seemed mope than just a
posslbility, for Tdmond H. Moore himaelf, the campaign manager

of Cox, was assuring Mrs. intoinette Munk of the KcAdoo camp that
party gsentiment was for McAdoo and hintlng that Cox might take
the Vice-Presidency. By convention time, however, probably due

in great part to Harding's nomination, the Cox forces were

17Hanks, Pe 122,

18T1mes, July 1, 1920, p. 2; 3agby, p. 66; Hanks, p. 273,
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determined to go the diatance.lg vihen the results of the

Michigan primary were tallied in early april, McAdoo,lin spite of

An unsuccessful attempt to withdraw from the race, showed the
greatest strength of all the Democratic candlidates, although
agaln the dark clouds orf Republican predominance loomed on the
horizon, The cop outpolled the Democrats 335,000 to 68,000, with
over 13,000 of the Demoeratic total going to Herbert Hoover,
Nevertheless, McAdoo's stock went up among the Democrats at the
expense of A, Nitchell Palmer.go ¥ven in Ohio and Pennsylvania,
where McAdoo had kept his name off the primary ballots, the
former Secretary received g substantial number of write-in
votea.21

On the surface NMeAdoo was avolding any conflietgy with other
potential candidates, as in the case of the Ohlo situation
already mentioned; but behind the gcenes there was g running

battle taking place between Mecidoo and A, Mitehell Palmer,

Keidoo withdrew permission to enter his name in the Georgla

lgBagby, Ps 1ll4, Professor Bagby gives McAdoo's withdrawal
a3 the reason for Cox forces dropping any Vice-Presidential
Plans, but 1t would seem the Harding nomination was more
influential in the Cox strategy, See, for example, News
June 15, 1920, »p, 23 Times, June 13, 1920, pt. 1, p, 5; June 18,
1920, Pe l.

Omne Nation, cX (April 17, 1920), 499; oX (¥ay 1, 1920),
570; @116’ Newg, april &, 1920, Pe Ll »

gl“The Progress of the Presidential Primaries," The Qutlook,
CXXV (June 2, 1920), 199,
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primary and left the door opern for Palmer to run instead, but
this was not an indication by any means that McAdoo was withdrawe
ing from the entire race in deference to falmer, A spirited
rivalry continued between the two in which Palmer protested the
wrlte-ina for McAdoo in Pennsylvania and ¥eAdoo countered with a
charge that a Palmer manager had been sent to Ilew York to try to
win away supporters of Mcidoo. 'hile MeAdoo conceded the open
primaries to Palmer, he tried to whittle down Palmer's drive by
calling for uninstructed delepations wherever the Attorney
General sought to win committed delegates, Althouch he was not
an avowed candidate for the Presideney, and on the surface even
secmed to be constantly withdrawing himaself from primary
contests, McAdoo still kept his name before the public eye
through periodic statements on public poliecy and current matters,
and even made a trip to the Vest Coast as late ags May and June of
1920.22

By the middle of June, however, the biggest problem for
MeAdoo was not so rmuch Palmer or Cox~-although they were
certainly not to be underestimated~-but still the persistent
gilence of Wilson. When ¥cAdoo had assured himself that his
father-in-law was definitely not dropping out of the race, he

orobably decided the only way to protect his own interests from

22590by, Dp. 65-67, 116.




possible embarrasament was to withdraw formally from the
presidentlal ecampalgn. Accordingly on June 18, 1920, ¥cAdoo
wrote to his friend, Assistant Secretary of the Treasury Jouett
Shouse: "I cannot, therefore, permit my name to go before the
convention; this declsion 1s irrevocable," He urged, Instead,
that his followers transfer their support to Lenator Carter Glasgs
of v1rginia.25

The unexpected withdrawal of one of the leading candidates
from the presidential race naturally caused a flurry of excite-
ment and new speculations. The timing of McAdoo'!s withdrawal in
conjunction with the Kew York World article on Voodrow “ilson led
many to belleve that Mcidoo was withdrawing to make the way clear
for the President to seek a third term, while others now looked
to Cox as the favorite; Palmer, of course, Cigured to benefit

24 Byt when the dust stirred

greatly from the withdrawal, too.
up by all the excitement began to settle a few days later, the
Democrats took a second look and realized that McAdoo was by no
meana out of the running after all,

Since it 1s impossible to fathom the inner reglons of man'g

mind, no one can be certain what lcAidoo's real intentions were

when he made his statement of withdrawal, but the conclusions of

gsTimes, June 19, 1920, pp. 1-2.

24T&mes, June 21, 1920, pp. 1 and 3; News, June 19, 1920,
pe 1; Wile, News, June 20, 1920, pt. 1, p. 1.
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many politicians, in particular Daniel C. Roper, were that the
statement aided, rather than hindered Yc4Adoo's chances. rom the
notations of Carter Glass in his diary, the reader gets the
impression that McAdoo actually felt his letter would put an end
to hls campalign for 1920 but that Roper felt otnerwlse.zs

wWhether on nhls own volltion or at the heheat of his
followers, after his withdrawal statement of June 12, McAdoo
still left the door open for a popular groundswell movement to
draft him, and hils followers were out to achieve this very thing,
McAdoo's retreat may have lost him some of his followers; but on
the other hand his camp had expended too much in time, money, and
prestige to throw the whole effort coverboard at such a late stage

In the game.z6

The gtrategy of the last few weeks before the
convention, therefore, was to gamble away the advantare of an
organized campalgn for an active candidate on the chance that
they could push through the nomination of an unwilling YcAdoo
under the appearance of a spontaneous movement of the rank and

file of the convention for a "poor man's candidate."®? 1f a few

zsﬁixley Smith and Norman Beasley, Carter Glass: A
Biography (New York, 1939), pp. 20607, -

Esﬁanks, De 244,

®Tmimes, June 23, 1920, p. 2, The McAdoo strateglsts had
beer workIng throughout the preceding wecks to avold the
Semblance of an organized campaign, but had plarned to set up a
conventlon campalgn headguarters in San ¥rancisco with Daniel C.,
Roper in charge, After McAdoo's withdrawal even these plans were
dropped, See Bagby, p. 67,
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votes should be lost because of the absence of a centralized,
open organization, the lMcAdoo workers felt certain the loss would
be offset by the broader foundation of the new lcAdoo appeal and
the fact that McAdoo's reluctance discounted any accusations of a
"erown prince" out to retain the position of "heir anvarent,"
FeAdoo himgelf was the epitome of amblvalence, saying
repeatedly he was not a candidate, but always keeping the door
3lightly ajar, He wired Cormitteeman Thomas B, lLove of Texas,
one of hls strongest rield generals, that he hoped T.ove would
vield to his withdrawal and help keep hirm out of rublic life,
Love replied that his sense of duty required him to proceed as
planned, but ¥eidoo wired back that it was impossible for him to
run. Love then consulted Daniel C,. Roper, who advised him not
to make any nominating apeeches.zg Love continued to pledge
Texaa'! forty votes to licAdoo, however, and on the day the
conventlion opened, Mecidoo telegraphed his warm thanks to the
Texas delegation for their support and also assured the North
Carolina delegation he would make no more withdrawal statements,
He advised hls supnorters to see Love, and expressed his hope
that 1f he were recalled to public 1life, they would help hlm.gg
When Dr. Burris Jenkins of Kansas City announced four days after

MeAdoo's withdrawal that Mr. MeAdoo's name would still be

a———

EBnagby, p. 69.
2
glbid., 713 Times, June 24, 1920, p. 2.
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presented by popular demand, MeAdoo urged him not to do 30, and
Ore. Jenkins complied.ﬁo It 1s interesting to note, however, that
when reporters assked YcAdoo about the "definite and final
Instructions” received in an “rancisco that hls name should not

he presented to the convention, he only replied, "This action wasg

taken with my entire apprcval.“31 The statement woul.l imply that
by convention time the Neidoo organization wag planning all the
strategy, while MeAdoo, arter absolving himgelf by his letter of
withdrawal, was taking the passive position of accenting whatever
care hls way,

At one point during the final days before the convention,
though, Mcidoo was stirred to action. On June 24, 1920, "avid
Lawrence wrote in his column that Meidoo was suffering from
tuberculosis o the throat.32 infuriated, ¥cidoo told Rernard
Baruch this was an example of the "dirty work the Pilmer bunch®
wag delng, and immediately fired back a publiec statement
derloring such "wanton falsehood" and "despicable methoda.," The
ontimistic Roper again felt the whole affair would strengthen the
HeAdoo campaign.ss

Buring the months preceding the Pemocratic Convention,

3Olewa, June 22, 1920, p. 1; David Lawrence, Lews, June 29,

13&0, p.
o1
Iimes, July 1, 1920, p. 1,

SBDavid Lawrence, News, June 24, 1920, p. 1.

338&g by, p. 70,
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McAdoo had definitely been undecided about his plans for the
Presidential nomination, probdably hoping that a split at the
Republican Convention would open the way for him to win not just |

the Democratic nomination, but the raison dfetre for the whole

campaigneethe Preaideney.34 When, however, the united
Republicans nominated Harding, MeAdoo not only saw his hopes for
a split destroyed, but interpreted the nomination of an Ohiuan
as strengthening the hand of his chlef opponent, Jhmeﬁ M, Cox,
and lessening any chance he might have of getting a McAdoo«Cox
ticket, S8ince no encouraging words were forthcoming from the -
White House; ¥oAdoo probably concluded that 1920 was not the
year to be the leader of the Democratic Party and accordingly
drafted his letter of withdrawal, His supporters, and partice
ularly Daniel C, Hoper, not wanting to see the entire ¥McAdoo
campaign shipwrecked just before the convention, persuaded |
McAdao to agree at least to iccep@ the nomination if drafted,
For McAdoo this was a perfectly tenable poaition'bea&ﬁno‘htving
publicly withdrawn his name from the race, he reslly could net
"lose® the nomination, while on the other hand if he were drafted|
in San Prancisco and later lost in the November election, he was
8t1ll in & position to say, "I told you so,” and not have to
shoulder the blame himself. To accormodate his supporters, \
MoAdoo did not release his followers to their second cholce, but

j 3‘gggg£,‘auno 5, 1820, pe 164
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urged them to back Carter Class of Virginia, Since no Meroeratic
Conventlon would ever nominate a Sovthern Senator for Fresident,
the likely intent was to keep the NciAdoo vote united for a later
move hack to ﬁc&doc.55

After his letter of June 1£, therefore, licidoo sent a few
more telegrams to hls followers to erphasize the fact that he
nersonally was not out to ret the rorination, then turned the
ball over to his supporters to see 1 they would score a touche
down or he stopred at the line of scrimmage, ™Maniel ¢, Roper
changed his original plars to go to San ™ancisco to direct the
attack, but there 1s little doubt that he was sgtill coacking the
teams Dernard 3aruch and Thomas Chadbourne canceled their hotel
reservations in San franclsco, leaving the quarterbacking job
entirely up to Thomas Love, lrs. Antolnette Funk, and the other

. . 6
HeAdoo supporters on the fleld.s

I7 the bilg wheels of the
Feadoo machine secred to te conceding defeat, they were only
carrying out the masterplan, The clief hone of the carpalsn
leaders was to get their man arourd the vlg orpanizations with
the appearance that Meidoo's strencth came not from organized

Interests, but from "the peopnle," 1th the head r~an cone to the

showers they looked like a team without organization, but there

L4

wag stilll very much strength in the ¥¢idoo camne Although the

35Hanka, Pe 243,

% artimr Sears Henning, Iribune, July 1, 1920, p, 23 Bagby,
Pe 690,
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withdrawal letter had caused a temporary setback for the ¥eAdoo
forces, they soon regained their strength so completely that when
the contest began in san Francisco, the snectators atill

recognized the sides as McAdoo versus the field, with Vcidoo the

two~to-oOne favorite.37

S7Times, June 29, 1920, vs 1; David Lawrence, News, June 30,

1920, p, 3 I{rioune, June 23, 1920, p. 3; Henning, dsy Pe 1,




CHAPTER V
PALMER ARD THE FIELD

The year 1920 could be classified as the Year of the Ostrichj
in the annals of Democratic pre~convention campalgﬁing. Although|
a Presidential nomination was being held out for some worthy J
candidate, hardly anyone was willing to make an avowed fight’rer
it. Woodrow Wilson was saying nothings William 6. MeAdoo had
repeatadly backed out of the conteat; and Governor Cox raatrletaﬁf
himself by openly seeking delegates only in Ohio and Kcntuckyg
The reluctant race of McAdoo caused the Chicago Tribune to
comrment sareastically: "¥r, McAdoo wishes us all diastinctly to
underatand that if the San Francisco convention does not offer
him the nomination he will not accept it."d Cox also affected
political shyness, "Governor Cox has conaented to this
presentation orkhia name," read the endorsement by his own Third
District, "only after he was convinced that as so large a mumber
of his friends insisted upon his candidacy--it amounted to a‘c011 
that he bad no right to diaregardn”g Even when Cox's managsrs
opéhed campalign offices to bid for delegates, they felt oblig&ted‘

1rribune, June 21, 1920, p. 8.
2News, January 31, 1920, pe le

50
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toyéffer'the excuse that such action was being done because other|
Democratic candidates were not "playing aquare® in regard to
uninﬂt&uctad delegatta.5 They failed to say what "other : 'j
candidates™ they had in mind, |

© In marked contrast to the guarded grabs af the nomination
made by the other candidates was the forceful lunge made by the
Attorney General of the United States, A« Mitchell Paimer. Being
a member of the Wilson Administration, he was aa vulnerable to
the anti-.Wilson attacks as McAdoo, except for the "c¢crown prince®”
epithety but instead of being discouraged, the Atto#ney General |!
entered the fight with all the more determination, His strategy |
was to win as many primary elections as possible and bulldoze his |
way through the convention by means of a vast array of cormitted
delegatea, If he could garner enough pledged votes in the
primarioa, ordinary "bandwagon" psychology would do the rest,

In the early forecasts arocund the beginning of 1920, both
McAdoo and Palmer shared the apotiight, Actually, moat. |
organization Democrats preferred Palmer to McAdoo because he had |
béen less selfish and had worked harder for the Party. McAdoo
hnd popularity, but Democratic leaders felt he had not always
boén "regular“ with his patronage‘appointmenta. If the convenw

tion had taken place in February or March, most of the party

3yews, March 26, 1920, p. 25; Times, March 27, 1920, p. 1B,
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regulars and probably even the Cabinet would have backed the
Attorney General, for he alone seemed to be angwering the call of
the Democracy with the conviction so badly needed at the time.4

The first hurdle in Palmer's path to the corvention occurred
in Michigan In early April, and promptly it became a stumbling
block, The ittorney General finished a poor fifth among
Democrats in that primary, even bebind Herbert Hoover, who by
thls time had already declared himself a Republican.s Al though
politicos had foreseen handicaps in Palmer!'s anneal, they had not
expected such a Jolt. He was a fighter of the mold needed by the
Democrats in 1320, but his aggressive manner was also his great
political liability, for Palmer, both as Alien Property Custodian
durlng World War 1 and later as Attorney General, went about his
business with a determination that stepned on too many toes,
There had been susplcions that organized labor would present a
determined opposition to him because he had suggested, among

other things, longer working hours with no increage in weekly

4Dav1d Lawrence, lews, COctober 1, 1919, p. 19; 1, Os
Yessenger, News, February B, 1020, Review Section, p. 8; "The
Presidential Sweepstakes," The Nation, CX (January 10, 1920},
Sl; Mark Sulllvan, "Your Move, Democracy," Colller's, LXV
(June 19, 1920), 8, 183 "The Progress of the Jorld," The American
Review of Reviews, LXI (January 1920), 11; Yanks, p. 108,

Suation, X (April 17, 1920), 499.
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wages a3 a solution té the high cost of 1iv1ng;6 but no one
expected the results to be as drastic as they were in Michigan,
Nevertheless, the Michigan primary confirmed emphatically the
feeling that no one in the labor movement would come to the
support of Palmer,

Liberal leaders could see very little good in the Attorney
General, Whether Samuel Gompers was writing or progressive

magazines such as The New Republic or Nation were expounding,

thelir opinions of Palmer were similar.v As 1f he were not blamed
enough for what he did, he was also ridiculed for what ke did not
do. ior example, Palmer had openly promised to lower the high
cost of living (a much-discussed toplc at that time) by
imprisoning the profiteers; but after long montha of investiga-
tion the profiteers were still free and prices were still high,s
Although his poor showing in the I"ichigan Primary mrt
Palmer considerably, he continued to fight for delegates,
Georgla's twenty-elzht votes were awarded to him, but only after

a2 prolonged diaspute between two rival delegations which finally

6John Me Blum, Joe Tumulty and the Wilson tra (Hoston,
1981), pp. 220-21; "Tho's "ho in the Presidential =zace," The
literary Digest, LXIII (December 27, 1919), 11; "Democratic
Avallabilities," The American Review of Reviews, LXI (May 1920),
465; Lindsay Rogers, "Amerlcan rolltics In 0," The
Contemporary Review, CXVII (february 1920), 168; Times, April 12,
1920, p. 17; June 25, 1920, p. 1j Hanks, p, 80, —

VNews‘ March 15, 1920, pe. 3; see Nation, Vol, 110 and The
New Republic, Vols. 22 and 23,

BNation, X (March 13, 1920), 319; News, June 23, 1920, p, 1.
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had io be settled by ihc ¥ational Democratlc CGmmittee»Q Senator
gimmons of XNorth Carolina and Secretary of Agriculture Meredith
of Iowa, both McAdoo men, kept Fifty delegate votes aﬁay from the
palmer camp by running as favorite sons in their respective
states, thereby averting an early Palmer rush at the conventlionj;
but the Attorney General compenasated for this loss by easily
capturing the seventy-alx votes from hls own state of Pennayle
vania.lo However, Pennsylvania, even though 1t voted a large and
important bloc in the electoral céllege, was by tradition strongly
Republican, and not even the presence of a favorite aon on the

1l Since

November ballot could be counted on to change the trend.
Pennsylvania was already conceded to the Republicans, there
geemed to be no point in choosing a candidate from that state
when there were others who could swing doubtful bloca into the
Democratic campe

Yo one seeking the Democratic nomination in 1920 seemed to
have more handicaps than i, Mitchell Palmer; yet no one gtruggled

so peralstently for the reward, He was from a ataunchly

9uation, CX (May 1, 1920), 570; News, April 22, 1920, p. 1j
May 21 TOU0, pe 1; June 27, 1920, p, 1; ¥The Presidential
Primaries,"” The Outlook, CXXV (May 5, 1920), 5; "The Progress of
the PresidentIal Primariea," The Outlook, CXXV (June 2, 1920),
199; Tribune, June 29, 1920, p. 2.

1°Bagby,-p. 673 "The Progress of the Presidentlal Primaries,”
Pa 199,

1lpimes June 25, 1920, pe 1; Mark Sullivan, "For Rent: A
wWhite House," Collier's, LXV (Jamuary 24, 1620), 6.
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Republican state; hetwas too closely asgoclated with Wilson; he
had lost the Adminlstration support to McAdoo; he was disliked by
labor and liberal groups; his projected primary boom flzzled; yet
in the home stretch before the conventlion he was still keeping up
with McAdoo and Oox;le Most prophets saw little chance for a
Palmer nomination, but while other candidates were withdrawing,
Palmer was campaigning openly, and in the confused state of
Democracy 1920, who could make any predlcections? If Palmer could
not get the nomination himself, he atill controlled a large bloc
of delegates who would play a vital role in either stopping or
helping someone toward the necessary two-thirds ma jority,
¥omination or no, Palmer was important,

Beyond the speculation surrounding the four most prominent
Democratic candidates of 1920, or perhaps it would be better to
say because of the speculatlion surrounding theae men, the names
of quite.a few other prospects were pulled from the files and
glven the politlcal acld test for strength and magnetie
gqualities, A perennlal threat the Democrats constantly had to
keep their eyes on was the Great Commoner, ¥%illiam Jennings

Bryans, In recent years the Bryan star had been in eclipse, but

12ppederic Wille, News, June 26, 1920, p, 13 "The Candidates
at San Prancisco," The American Review of Reviews, LXII (July
1920), 19, See also the open letter from twelve prominent
lawyers accusing him of cruelty, forgery, etc.--Timeas, May 28,
1920, Ps 6,
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now the prohibition issue was bringing the old stumping spirit
back to his bones. Although no one vwas predicting the Party to
clamor again for a three-time loser, the veterans of the
nolitical wars still remembered vividly the magical powers this
Pied Piper held when staniing on a roatrum; and now the delegates
were taking on the characteristics of a herd of cattle 1n an
electrical storme. DBryan had gsaid in March that he wounld run
"1f the situatlon became guch that my nomination was actually
demanded,"™ although he added that he hoped it would not be.13
Later he surveyed the fleld of candidates and put his stamp of
approval on Secretary of .igrlculture Edward 7. leredith of Iowa,
but Meredith withdrew from the race in late June and threw his
support to McAdoo.14 Bryan, however, even though admitting he
wasg "personally fond" of lMcidoo, felt the son-in-law charge
would be too much of a hindrance.ls thether Bryan would decide
to run again or would back another candidate, he still controlled

16 and any zealous group with

a zealous group of followers;
william Jennings Bryan at its head was always a threat,

Of all the favorite sons being consildered, the man who

lsgggg; ¥arch 14, 1920, Sport Sectiorn, p. 12,

14gig2§, June 28, 1920, p. 1.

15yews, april 7, 1920, p. 2.

16won to tiriscol'™ The Independent, CIII (July 3, 1920),

17; Hugh Baillle, also James J. liontague, News, June 27, 1920,
pg 2. ‘
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saemed to he the most likely to succeed was John %, Mavig of
Yest Virglnia, the American imbassador to Creat ?ritain.lv
Althougl very little attention was paid to him in the early

stagea of the campaign, the New York Times started a Mavis boom

in ¥ay which was growing to considerable pronsortions by the eve

18 Some felt his positiorn as imbassador to

of the converitlon.
Great Britain would hurt his chances with the Irish vote, while
others looked askance at his conservative record and the faect
that he came from a non-plvotal state; but cenerally sneakins,
mogt obsgervers considered him a zood man with a respectable

record, although too little known Duhlicly.lg

%ince, however,
his supporters frankly welghed his prospects in the 1i-ht of a
three-way deadlock between Mecidoo, Palmer, and Cox, the very
fact that he was unknown gave him a considerable advantacre ag a
darkhorse, Ais James J. Montarue expressed 1t, "Yobody wants him

particularly, but nobody doean't wanrt him aggressively.“zo Wall

Street, whlch get hia odds at a low three-to-one, was not

17 pemocratic Abllitles," The imerican Review of Reviews,
LXI (¥ay 1920), 465; frederic WIle, Kews, June 27, 1920, Ds Le

Y80imes, May 23, 1920, p. 1; ¥ay 30, 1920, pte 2, pe 2.

19.11113 J. Abbot, "The Democratic Convention at San
“ranciasco: 11 The Impressionsa of a YNewspaper Corresnondent,”
The OQutlook, CXXV (July 21, 1920), 5663 David Lawrence, Yews,
July 4, 1920, pte 1, p. 1; Mark Sullivan, "Your Xove, Democracy,”
Pe B

20yews, June 30, 1920, pe 2.
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discounting his chances by any meana-zl

Early in 1920, Governor Edward 1. dwards entered the
presidential race as a favorite son from the atate of MNew
Jeraey;za but his candidacy was not taken serloualy because he
was running almost solely on the jgsue of anti.p-ohibitlon,
However, many eyebrows were raised when he showed surprising
strength in the Michigan April primary, pollin; more votes than
Palmer.23 Later 1p the month he captured the twenty-elght
delegates from his own state of New Jersey in spite of a hard-
fought campaign waged there by Palmcr‘24 Then he aggravated
palmerts position even more by winning a considerable number of
write-in votes in the May Pennsylvania primary.zs Fdwards was

interviewed by The Independent magazine as one of the four mosat

likely Democratic candidates, while in the Literary Digest poll

he finished third in total Democratic votes behind McAdoo and
wWilson, receiving in addition over thirteen thousand cross-over

Republican votes, far more than any other Democrat.ze Being an

2lyews, June 24, 1920, pe le

22News, January 18, 1920, pe l.
23News, aApril 7, 1920, p. 13 Nation, CX (April 17, 1920),49&
24yeus, April 18, 1920, pt. 1, pe 93 ¥ay 23, 1920, pe 1.

26pnyce Bliven, "Hoover--and the Reat," The Independent
CI1 (May 29‘ 1920), 2753 "Final Standing of the Democratic
Candidates,” The Literary Digest, LXV (June 12, 1920), 20,
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out-and-out wet, he would have to overcome the lmmovable object
known as Bryanj but his wet backers were zealots of the same
mold., If perchance the three front runners locked their horns
in a hopeless fight and the bigecity machines won control of the
convention, there was a chance for the Governor of New Jersey.
If his chances were long, so were those of every other darkhcrse*

Since there was such a bottleneck in the front ranks of the
Democratic race, a host of other candidates of the favorite-son
variety stood in the wings hopefully waiting to see 1f the maln
attractions might wrestle themaelvea to a boring standoff.

Chief among these backstage hopefuls was the Vice-President of
the United States, Thomas R. Marshall, whom Tom Tagpart was
trying to push forward as the Indiana nominee, Throughout the
campaign Marshall had said he was not a candidate; but a week
before the convention, he sent his secretary to San Franclseco
to aniff out the political winds, The breeszesa, however, were

7 Although Indiana

not too promising for the v1ce-President.2
boss Taggart had stumped hard for Marshall when he played host
to Tammany boss Charles F, Murphy and Governor Al Smith at
#rench Lick, there seemed to be no enthusiastic rush to the»

Vice-Prealdent, in spite of reports from French Lick that the

27Toharles M. Thomas, Thomas Riley Marshall: Hoosler
Stateaman (Oxford, Ohlo, 1U30), 239; See also Arthur Sears
Henning, Tribune, June 27, 1920, p. le.
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threé leaders had agréed to back him.28 If anything, the two
Kew Yorkers were probably trying to cement an alliance with
Taggart by paying lip-service to hilas cholce without openly
committing themselves to Marshall, They probably congldered
yarahall a poasibility, but only in the event that all other
means of atopping McAdoo falled,

During his eight years as Vice-President, Marshall had not

9 and even

built any following outside his own state of Indiana;2
there, his name was often overshadowed by that of Toﬁ Tageart.
In spite of the lack of enthusiasm elsewhere in the country,
Taggart continued to pledge Indiana's thirty votea to its
favorite son., PBehind the scenes, however, the Ohio people
closely watched the Hoosier situation, for the very weekness of
the Vice-President's political foundation was the kej to the Cox
campaign, since Marshall could just posaibly hold in the balance
not only the Indiana vote but the Tammany délegation a8 well.ao
Just before the convention opened, the Cox campaign |
encountered another stumbling block they had not flgured on

previouasly. Until the firat part of June 1t had been a foregone

285ee Timea, June 13, 1920, pte 1, p. 183 June 14, 1920,
ps 20; June 15, 1920, pe 13 June 16, 1920, p. 30; and June 17,
1920’ Pa 1.

29y,

Who's Who in the Presidential Race," The Literary Digest
LXIII (December 27, 1919), 11; %illls J. Abbot, "The ﬁemocra%io
Convention at San Prancisco," p. 566,

30pimes, June 15, 1920, p. 13 June 17, 1920, pe le
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conclusion that the Thmmany element would fall in behind Cox,
even though they might give some support in the early ballots to
Vice-President Marshall; but around the middle of Juﬁe an
unexpected groundswell began to develop for Governor Al Smith as
a favorite son from New York, a boom which was augmented a short
time later when Governor Cox announced publicly that he preferred
not to have the prohibition issue included in the platform at
a11.51 Although most observers felt that Governor Smith was too
new on the national political scene to be strong enough to
capture the Presidential nomipation and that the new Smith boom
was merely a front to bide time behind until the liew York
delegation could decide which way the political winds were
blowing, for the campaligners of Cox, the rise of Al Smith was &
new and serlous obstacle in the path of their own endeavors,
when the chances of Al Smith should become hopeless along with
those of Marshall, the Tammany bloc would awing over to Gox;sa*
but the danger for Cox was that (1) they might hold out too
long, permitting someone elase to atart a more attractive band-
wagon, or (2) the Smith boomlet might jJust become an unstoppahlé

surge itself, Instead of only one peraon standing between

Tammany and Cox, now there were two,.

3lyimes, June 16, 1920, pps 1 and 3; June 25, 1920, p. 1}

June 27, 1920, n. 1.

32T1mea, June 25, 1920, p. 1; James J. Montague, News,
June 28. IQEO, Ps 2. )




62

| Another name 1n3ected into the campaign at the eleventh

hour was that of Secretary of State Bainbridge Colby. Around the
game time Governor Al Smith came into the conversation of the

Tew York contingent, the possibilities of Colby also appeared in

the Yew York Times and gained greater momentum when William G.

McAdoo tendered hls withdrawal, Since Colby was the Administra-
tion choice for Chairman of the Derocratic Convention; many
wondered if he might be wWllson's cholce for the Presidential
nomination.9 Old-line Democrats, however, did not warm up to
guch a posslbility too cheerfully, for Mr. Colby, who had been a
BulleMoose Progressive in the days of Teddy Roosevelt, was still
8 new~comer to the Democratic Party and not yet a "tested" member|
in the eyes of many party 1eadera.54 However, he might be able |
to draw the progressive vote, whlich was shocked at the nomination
of Harding.

Besides the Secretary of State, every other member of the
President's Cabinet was just as thoroughly scrutinized, talked
up, or dropped, depending upon his relative merits as a potential
candidate, Shortly before the opening of the convention,
Secretary of Agriculture Neredith, who had been a prominent
darkhorse posaibility, threw his support to MeAdoo to further

enhance the new McAdoo boom developing under the guise of &

33
Times, June 16, 1520, p. 2; June 20, 1920, pt, 1, pp. 1
and 2; Tane 22, 1920, p. 2. ' ' '

5§Frederic ¥Wile, Mews, July 2, 1920, p, 1.
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popular groundswell but the Iowa delegation still elected to
atick with its favorite son, at least for a number of ballots,

There had been a little talk about Josephus Daniels in the
early months of the campalgn, too, although his name was seldom
mentioned after Aprll of 1920, Coming from a Southern Democratic
state and being a controversial figure in the Navy Department,
Secretary Danlels lacked the proper credentials for the nominaw
tion.55 However, the Dermocratic situation was such that everyone
in Wilson's Cabinet got & "possibility" tag at one stage or
another.ss

Another man whose hlgh positlion served him in good stead as
a potential candidate was Homer S, Cummings, the Chairman of the
Demoeratic National Cormittee, Like so many of the other
posalblilitiea, hls name rarely broke into the news until MeAdoo's
withdrawal coreated a new flurry Just before the convention.

Bryan had fired a few broadsides at him, accusing him of being a
wet, but up to June 24, the %all Street odds-makers were not even
putting him on the boards.37 As the men of the rarty began to

look around for a sultable darkhorse in the event of a three-way

deadlock between McAdoo, Cox, and Palmer, however, Cummings!

35mynots Who 1n the Presidential Race," The Literary Digest,
LXIII (December 27, 1919), 11; "The Progress of the Worid,
ibid., 10,

%6mynots Who in the Presidential Race," ibid., 1l.

37Times, May 14, 1920, p. 23 News, June 24, 1920, p. 1.
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stodk began to rise.sa
- While looking around for a good name to inject into the
convention in case of a stalemate, the Farty leaders could not
help recalling the memory of the man who almoat recelved the
nomination back in 1912, ¥Even though many political writers who
analyzed the prospects of House Minorlty Leader Champ Clark went
away with a "no-chance™ attitude, the fact remained that many
were at least looking at the former Speaker from Missouri.sg
In the Literary Digest and the Delineator poll, he placed ahead

of Attorney Ceneral Palmer;40 and if the Party, seeing no hope

for the present, but desirous of keeplng the Party together for
the future, decided to turn to a "good old Democratlc name" to
unite all the warring factions, that of James Beauchamp Clark at
the head of the ticket would certainly bring out the party
loyalty of all good Democrats. At age seventy, Clark would
certainly be the oldest "favorite son®” at the conventlons

Other state sons who would go down in history at least with

SEpavia Lawrence, News, June 30, 1920, p. 1; News, July 1,
1920’ De 1.

SgNewa October 21, 1919, p. 22; N, O, Messenger, News,
Pebruary 8, 1920, Review Section, pe. 8; News, April 18, 1820, pt.
1, p. 93 April 27, 1920, p. 13 May 29, 1 » De 13 June 24, 1920,
pPs 13 David Lawrence, News, June 27, 1920, p. 1; Times,

Jamary 9, 1920, p. 2; June 27, 1920, pt. 7, p. 1.

4O"Fﬁnal Standing of the Democratic Candidates,™ p. 20; "A
Pregidential Ballot," p. l.
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the distinction of having had their names presented in a
nominating conventlion--and might even capture the nomination
1taelf if the convention were deadlocked enoughe-included Senator
carter CGlass of Virglinia, Senator Robert Owen of Oklahoma,
serator Hitchcock of Nebraska, and Senator Sirmons of Lorth
Carolina,

Carter Glaaa, the former Secretary of the Treasury and
author of the Federal Reserve ict, had been an actlve leader in
the campaign for Willlam G, MecAdoo; but when McAdoo withdrew his
rame from the race, he urged his followers to support Senator
Glasse. Although Glasa remained a McAdoo backer, his own name
waa certainly on the 1liat of potentlal candidates who might get
the nod in the event of a logjam at the top of the Democratic

41 If the nomination came his way, he obviously would not

heap,
turn 1t down,

Like Carter Glass, Senator Simmons was a favorite son from
a Southern Democratic state, but with even lesa chance for the
Presidency than Glags, Simmons realized he could never engender
much support outside his own bailiwick, and never intended to,
for his sole reason for entering the race was simply to block the
drive of A, WMitchell Palmer, As a loyal supporter of William G,
MeAdoo, he planned, like Class, to keep hias own state delegation

committed to himself until the opportune moment would come for

4lravia Lawrence, Newa, June 27, 1920, p. 5.
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him to deliver the.eﬁtire vote to the MeAdoo cause.42

Two Viestern atates were presenting favorite gons whose names
were often found in the same paragraph with that of ¥William
Jennings Rryan, but for opposite reasons. The hopes of Oklahoma
rested on Senator Robert Owen, an advocate of prohlbition and,
therefore, a likely prospect to win the support of the Rryan
forces.45 With the nucleus of the twenty Oklahoma votes and the
backing of Bryan, the Owen group pushed the argument that the
Democeratlc Party would have to rely on the West again to achieve
victory in Kovember, As an advocate of the Leagueé4 and & dry,
Owen seemed a loglcal cholece to capture the VWest, the dry South,
and the pro-League Wilsonites in the Tast,

Bryan's own Nebraska delegation was pledged to Senator
Hitchcock, but there the loyalty ended abruptly. In a flercely
fought primary between these two famous peraonalities, Hitchcock
had defeated Bryan by a seven-to-one marging however, PBryan had
gained enough control of the delegation to be able to aplit the
state vote wide open as soon as the procedural ballots were cast

for Hitchcock,45 and chances were Bryan would swing his share of

4Z"The Progress of the Presidential Primaries," The Outlook,
CXXV (June 2, 1920), 199,

45News, June 23, 1920, pe. 1; Mark Sullivan, "Your Move,
D@mocracy,“ De 8o

44Times, June 27, 1920, pt. 7, Pe 1,

Wmas———

Sy ews, April 22, 1920, p. le
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the delegation to Senator Owen or some other prohibitionist,
With his own house divided, therefore, Senator Hitchcaak stood

1ttle chance of winning a national bid,

- Finally, New York, which was already backing Governor Al
Smith as ;ts favorite aon, had atill two other proaspects to
offer in the event of a Democratic deadlocke«James W, Cerard and
Franklin Delano Roosevelt, Cerard, the American Ambatxader to
Germany, was in the odd position of being a son of Nai York, yet
46 e had

having his only committed support from 8outh Dakota,
been the first Democrat to announce publiely his candidaey: fov
the nomination, having tossed his hat into the ring on -

December 15, 1919347 but unlike a truly avowed candidate, he told]
the audience at the Jackson Day Dinner the following month that 1
the beat candldate for the Presidency was not himself, but
Herbert Hoover,%® Although South Dakota committed its ten

delegates to the Ambassador in March of 1920,49 Gerard himself

seemed to do little to further his own cause; and in the ensqxns‘{
months his candidacy showed more signs of regreasing than I

| §
advaneing, even though The Independent magasine in late May still}

4Cyews, May 21, 1920, p, 1,

47”Who'o ¥ho in the Presidential Race,® p,. 11; News, "'"7;3
December 17, 1919, p. l. , o 1

‘QOawald garrison Villard, ”Ordeal by Dinner,” The Kution.
CX (January 17, 1920), 68,

49nme Progreas of the WOrld, The American Review of
Reviews, LXI (Jamuary 1920), 12,
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conaidered him as onefor the four moat likely Demooratie
candidates, along with McAdoo, Palmer, and Eduards.sQ With his
own state backing Al Smith as a favorlte son, Gerard'? chances
geemed dim, although there was evidence of a Gerard boom being
gtarted on the Tammany train headed for the West Coast-51;'

The ¥ew York §gg}(1naependéht Republiean) had suggested
mpanklin De Roosevelt for President as early as May 22, 1919;52
At that time yet, people were still watching Mr. Wilson and the
League issue, but the Roosevelt name continued to appear on
occasion thereafter, Although several newapapers and maggninoa
were mentioning him as a "possibility” by January of 1920,53
his name dropped out of the Presidential picture after that; and
inatead the talk began to turn to Roosevelt for Vs.e:e--1»’:"19115.@&::1:..lswd
His youth and comparative lack of experience were handicaps for
a Presidential bid,B38 but with the Roosevelt name and his
personal charm he seemed a perfect choice for the second place

on the ticket. Besides, Roosevelt was aware that 1920 looked

50nmice Bliven, "Hoover--iAnd the Rest," The Independent,
CII (May 29, 1920), 275, .
| 51‘1‘1’333’ June 18' 1920,?( 2e

52 orank Ppreidel, Pranklin D. Roosevelt: The Ordeal (Boston,|
001954)’ Pe 51. ' )

58mwnots Who in the Presidential Race," pe 113 "The Progreax:
of the World," The American Review of Reviews, D. 10, ’

84qymen, July 4, 1920, pte 1, pe le

551v14,
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1iké 2 loser for the’Dmmocrats, and the top spot on a defeated
ticket held out little promise to a rising young politiclan, As
a Vice«~Presidential candidate, however, Roosevelt would hardly
have to shoulder the blame for the defeat 1f it did come, and
most Democrats realized that it might, Por them, 1920 was the

vear of the Ostriche




CHAPTER VI
PRE-CONVENTION SUMMARY

By the end of June, the Democratic situation had resolved
itself to a pyramid of three different tlers. At the pinnacle
stood President Wilson, who held the key to the entire
convention., If he announced his candidacy for a third term,
theré}waa nothing more for the Democrats to do but endorse him
and play "follow the leader"; but nearly all of the Party membera
were anxiously hoping he would remain silent and play the passive
fole, even though he might be hoping for the bids In that event,
they could bypass the Preaident and get onﬂto the more reailatic
work of nominating a man capable of leading the Party in 1920,

The leaders at the convention were reasonably confident
they could circumvent the President, but not so sure they could
manipulate a potential deadlock among the three leading cone
tenders, McAdoo, Cox, and Palmer., McAdoo, deapite his announced
withdrawal, retained the atrongest position, although his
nationwide following, with itas zenith in the West, was challenged
by the formidable epithet of "crown prince™ and the determined
opposition of the bigecity organizations. Since a two-thirds
ma jority waé needed to capture the nomination, the Tammany group
was confident it could stop the McAdoo drive, On the other hand,

70
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a afrong antipathy téward machine politics could also tip the
gecale of reaction to the advantage of McAdoo.l '

Much depended on who would exert the greateast influence at
the convention-«the Administration forces, the bige-city machine
organizationa, or the dry followers of Bryan., The prineipal
struggle was between the Adminlatration forces behind MeAdoo and
the urban machlines who were out to stop him, while the Bryan
forces were an unknown factor that might tilt the balance in the
direction of McAdoo or might strike out into a third direction,
The machine bloc-wconsiating of New York, New Jeraey,
Magsachusetts, and Illinols=--in looking out for 1its own needs
wanted a candidate who would appeal to their wet Irish and
ltalian cnnatituenta.2 Because their constituents were anti.
Wilson and because they themselves were still smarting from the
patronage rebuffs inflicted upon them by Wilson (and McAdoo),
the bossea of Tammany and the Chicago machine Joined forces to
dump the sonein-law of the President but not necessarily to
gupport a common substitute, Governor Cox was considered the
best choice in any "Stop MeAdoo" campaign, but any strength Cox
had from the anti.McAdoo forces was solely negative, Once

McAdoo was halted, there was no guarantee that the boases would

lprederic Wile, News, June 27, 1920, p. 1.

2pavid Lawrence, Kews, June 27, 1920, p, 1; gee also Times,
June 26, 1920, p. l. '
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reméin faithful, Théy were interested in Cox as a means not as
an end,

The managers of the Cox campalgn had deliberately concenw
trated their stretegy around a hard-core following from Ohlo and
Kentucky by keeping their candidate relatively unknown in the
other parts of the country untlil convention t.tme.5 There waa
admittedly the danger ehnt their candidate might remain unknown
too long and get loat in the llmelight of bigger-name personali.
tiesy but on the other hand, it often helped not to be known too
‘wall, gince an unknown man had few enemies, and a lack of enemies
was an important factor when the party leaders began looking for
a compromlise man in a many-sided race, Cox's managers had
plotted their course well, for the Cox boom, which had been only
| a murmur in the early montha of the campaign, grew considerably
during the month of June, so that by the latter part of June,
with the help of Harding's nomination and MeAdoo's withdrawal
letter, Cox had catapulted into the front position,

Although Cox looked like the man to beat after McAdoo

5Roger Lewis, "Ohlio Preasents Two Rditors,"™ Collier's LXV
(May 22, 1920), 26; "Two Leading Democratic Candldates," The New
Republic, XXIII (June 2, 1920), 1; "Cox Away from the White
House,” ibid., (July 14, 1920), 1873 "James M, Cox, From
Printer's Devil to Governor," The Literary Digeat, LXVII (June 124
1920), B57. James ¥, Cox is not even 1llsted In the indices of
The New Republic up to May, 1820, or The American Heview of
Feviews up to June, 1920, Cox's own Dayton Dally Hewa made no
editorlal references about or endoraements of Cox until after he
was nomlnated,
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pubiiahed his letter of withdrawal, a serles of events Jjuat beforq
the convention threatened to upset the bandwagon just when it
geemed to be galining its greatest momentum, Mlrst of all, the
clearing of the atmosphere after McAdoo's letter revealed that
he was not out of the race after all, that, in faect, he might
have emergeéd from the incident stronger than before. Then just
a few days before the convention opened, Governor Cox expressed
his opinion that the Democratic platform should remaln completely
ailent on the prohibition 1ssue.4 Hany Tammany delegates felt
he was "pussy-footing” and talked of looking elsewhere for a
ecandidate to support; but Cox's generals feverishly assured the
11qu6r 1htereata that the Governor still favored a moderate wet
poaition agreeable to the~b1g-city people.5 Pinally, in the week
before the convention opened, the hitherte unmentioned fact of
Governor Cox's divorce from his first wife ten years previously
was publicized and given headlines June 27 by a 3an Franclaco
newapaper.s Cox's managers immediately responded with'a full

7

explanation of the situation, but the effect this news might

4rimes, June 27, 1920, pt. 1, pps 1 and 2.

5Lawrence, Yews, June 28, 1920, p. 1; Montague, News, June
29, 1920, p., 2; Times, June 28, 1920, p. 13 June 29, p. 83 June
30, PDPe é and 3, ror a different view of the Cox wet stand, asee
Times, June 25, 1920, p. 13 June 27, pt. 1, pe 1.

6 ymes, June 26, 1920, p. 13 June 25, p. 1; Lawrence, News,
June 25, TU20, p. 2. —

vTimes, June 28, 1920, p. B.
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have on the Governcr*u ehances at the convention was unknown,
The Cox wagon had been gaining momentum steadily until 1t had

8 but

even taken the lead about a week before convention times
political prognoasticators generally conceded that by "opening
day" the Cox candidacy had weakened somewhat, to the benefit of
EoAdoo.g The key for Cox was stlll the questiocn of big-city
machine support.

The third member of the triumvirate, A, Mitchell Palmer,
was in fact the weakeat, notwithatanding the first ballot victory

claims from his campaign neadquartera.lc

Although most observers|
felt Palmer had only a slim chance of winning the nomination, he
nevertheless controlled a large bloc of delegate votes which
someone had to lure away before the necessary two-thirds majorlty
could ever be achieved, and therein lay the key to the three-way
race, Each of the three major candidates was more than happy to
join forces with one of the others in order to atop the third,
but none was ready to glve up any delegates to help one of the
others win.

Under such circumstancea, the conventlion was destined to

drag on for days untll someone finally gave in. The only other

Bmimes, June 25, 1920, pe 1; June 26, p, 2; James W,
™aulkner, News, June 26, 1920, p, 1j Wile, ibid,

9.
Wile, News, June 27, 1920, p. 1; Montague, News, June 29
1920, p. 2; TTmeg, June 25, 1926, Pe le See also Eanﬁa, Do 24i.

10news, June 22, 1920, p. l.
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alternative was that the delegates at the convention, finally
realiging that none of the three would ever reach the two-thirds
mark, would give up on them completely and begin looking for a
darkhorse, Standing by, the broad third tier of the political
pyramid, was & large group of darkhorses, headed by Ambassador
John W, Davis, who hoped that Just such a stalemate would occur,

The political prospects for the Democratic Party in 1320
were 8o hagy that no candidate, with the exceptlon of A, Mitchell
Palmer, was willing to risk his prestige in an allwout campaign
for the nomination; but each was hopling secretly that the Party
would point its finger his way, Perhaps Governer Cox himself
best expresased the sentiments of all the candidates when more
than & month before the convention he sald:

All my friends are urging me to open a vigorous
campaign, But I prefer to walt, If, when the

convention opens, they finally turn to Ohlo, all

right, We either have an ace in the hole, or we

havent!t, If we have an ace concealed, we winj and

if we haven't, no amfgnt of bluffing and advertisement
can do ug rmuch good.

11Roger Lewis, "Ohio Presents Two Fditors," Collier's, LXV
(May 22, 1920), 26, _—




CHAPTER VII
THE CONVENTION
PRELIMINARIES AND PLATFORM

"The Convention will be in order," shouted the Presiding
0fficer, Js Bruce Kremer of Montana, Vice-Chairman ot-thc |
Demoeratic National Commlittee; and the several thousand milling
Democrats on the convention floor and in the balconles begen te |
 settle down. The time was 12:20 P,M., Monday, the twentyeeighth

day of Junenl

Immediately, the conventioneers found a collective
outlet for their penteup emetioné when the "Star<Spangled Bariner"
came to an end and the huge American flag above the speaskerts |
platform was rolled up, revealing a large painting of President
Woodrow Wilson., Instantly jubilant Democrats began to parade

and cheer their titular leader and contimed for half an houy

in an obviously spontanecus tribute, marred only dy & minor
skirmish in the New York sectlion brought on when delegate

Pranklin Dy Roosevelt tried to wreat the astate banner away from
A S

1
0fficial Report of the Proceedings of the Democratiec
Natlonal Convention Held In gan Prancisco, Callfornia Jube 28,
29,730 y i, 2, 3, b, and 8, IU20 (Indianapolls, ,

Be 37 Times, June 29, 1020, p. 17 Tribune, June 29, 1920, p. 23
Arthur M, kvans, 1bid.. Pe 1o
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1 othei reluctant wa-ﬁﬁrkernv However, the other delegates in
the convention hall carried on thelr entimsiasm oblivious to
New York and were able to be quieted only after the spotlights
in the coliseum were turned off.g |
Following the introductory prayer by Monsignor Patrick Ryan
and a speech by Kremer, Homer S, Cummings of connectléut, the
Temporary Chairman of the Convention, was escorted to the
platform to deliver the keynote address, ProrenanriaikCumminga
did not appear to be the conventlonworator type, but he ripped
into the Republicans with such flercenesa and defended the ,
alling President with such sympathy and skill that he indirectly |
thrust his own name forward as the new man of the hour in the
Demoeratic quest for 1eaderah1p,5 Outside of these few eﬁenea,
however, 1ittle was accomplished on that first day in convention.
~ For the first few days, in fact, the spectator at the
copvention would have found small cause for genuine excitement,
The delegates, with occasional exceptions, seemed to!b& doing
nothing more than giving rubber-stamp approval to the various
resolutions and liats presented to them, Behind the accn&g;
however, the situation was more electric, for it was in the
committee and caucus rooms that the warring factions were each

trying to win approval for their favorite programs or

2orrictal Report, pe 53 Times, June 20, 1920, ppe 1=2,
80rricial Report, ppe 8-26; Times, June 29, 1920, p. 4)

Arthur 3 sz‘l" Henn ng, .Tl‘ibﬂnﬁ’ June gg; 1%0’ Pe 24
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peréonalities. ‘Althdugh the chief purpose of the convention wasg
to choose a Presidential candidate, many other factors, such as
the party platform, could play an important part in the eventual

outcome of the race. On the second day of the convention, for
example, the permanent officers for the convention were appointed
and approved with a mmnimity that revealed none of the maneuverw
ing that had taken place in preliminary caucuses.? The anti.
Administration forces had conceded moat of the top positions to
the Wilsonites, but not all, BSecretary of State Bainbridg&
Colby, serving as a delegate from the Diatrict of Columbia, was
Wilson's cholice for Permanent Chairman of the convention,
probably because Colby was secretly Wilson's ex officlo campaign
manager and the chalrmanship would be a convenlient platform from
which Colby could 1ssue the call for Wilsonts third nomination.
For Chairman of the Resolutlions Committee (in charge of writing
the Democratic Platform) Wilson had designated Senator Carter ‘
Glass, who had already drawn up a platform to Wilson's specifiocae
tions. The opposition forces, on the other hand, were campaigne

ing for Senator Thomas J. Walsh of Montana for either of the twol
chalrmanships. A victory for Walah 1n either would be a serious “
blow for the Administration, since Senator Walsh was an outapoken
opponent of Wilsonts League of Natlons, Before an impasgsse was

reached, however, Cummings wired the President that Secretary

40ff1c1a1 Report, pp. 73-74,
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Colby would be more u?éful on the platform committee helping
Senator Glass steer the fight for Wilson's program, The
President reluctantly agreed, and in the end the Walsh factions
backed Senator Glass on the Reaclutlions Committee in exchange
for Administration support far‘senatoé Joseph T, Robinson of
Arikcansas for Permanent Convention Chairman.s The opposlition
forces had failed to get control of the platrorm-committae and
had to accept a compromise Administration man for permanent
convention chairmany but in the final analysls theirs was by far
the greater victory. Aas matters developed, the platform proved.
to be of only minor importancey but had Secretary colby*aneeeededf
in becoming Permanent Chairman of the convention, he would have |
been in an excellent position to present Woodrow Wilson's name
berore-thc‘delegaten for unanimous approval, and the coﬁveﬁtion
would have been forced to nominate the man most people did not
want.:~

Another matter before the delegates on the second day of ﬁhﬂi
convention was the adoption of the order of business to be’ ;f
followed throughout the delliberationa, It had been the tant&tivni
agreement among the Demooratic leaders to adopt the platform
after choosing the Presidential candidate, but this could very
well have worked to the disadvantage of many of the Presidential ||

Sanks, pe 216; Bagby, pe 1043 Smith and Beasley, Cartar
Glaaa PP» 506 and 2083 Timea, June 14, 1920, p, 13 June
Pe T June 29, p. 1; OffTcTal Report, pp. 83«84,
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aapifﬂnta. Thereford;theunulea Cormittee decided to adopt the
platform first, then nominate a candidate.6 .

The final business on the second day of the convention was |
to make a decision on the debated question of the unit rule, |
The MeAdoo followers were especially anxious to abolish the rule
since many of thelr votes were scattered among states whose
delegations would be compelled to vote as a bloc for another
candidate, The anti-Administration machinea, of courie, favored
the unit system because much of thelr strength came from the
bloe wote, There was even a report that Tarmany boss Murphy had |
tempted the Kansas delegation (which was important to MeAdoo) |
that if Kansas would support the unit rule, Tammany would support
ﬁeAdao;v but such a propoaition seems uhlikely since the antle
Administration forces cuuld hardly have gained much from such a
deal, 'The McAdoo men won a partial victory when the convention
voted to enforce the unit rule only in delegations which by
state law were compelled to follow instructions from a state. -
convention.8 The ruling would eventually relanac'twenty votes
in New York to McAdoco, just to mention one state, although in -

other states some minority votes for all candidates would still

6pribune, June 29, 1920, p. 1; Hanks, ps 214,

- "Hanks, p. 256,
5 | |
' Ofrigial Report, ps 843 Times, June 30, 1920, p. 2; Hanks,
PDs g@_* » | ‘ R
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be lost to another candidate by the portlon of the unit rule that
8till remalned in effect,

In the above case, as in most other decisions, the conven-
tion merely gave final approval to the actual conclusions reachesd
by the committeea. The constructlion of the platform, however,
became guch a heated topic that the Hesolutions Committee held
marathon sessions for {ive days before it could forrulate a final
ﬁraft.g Even then, when the proposed platform was read to the
entire convention, the opposing factions expressed thelr opinions
once more for the benefit of the entire convention before it wae
finally approved by the delegates,

The two most controversial items in the platform debate
were the League and the liguor issues, while the Irish guestion
also produced its share of discussion. Synonymous with the name
Wilson was the League of Nations charter without change, even
to the "dotting of an '1!' or the crossing of a 't'." Many
Democrats favored the League, but some believed the Party should
compromise enough to allow certain reservations in order to
assure ratiflcation, Among this group were three members of the
Resolutions Committee itselfw--%illiam Jennings Pryan; Senator
David I, valsh of Massachusetts; and Senator Atlee Pomerene of

Ohlo, a Cox man. ° The Wilsonites fought hard to keep the

r—

8
Bagby, pe. 1043 Hanks, p. 264,

: 10
?th Senator Thomas J. Walsh, the Irreconcilable, also served on
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Virglinia Platform of Senator Glasgs intact, but Senator David I,
¥algh finally managed to win approval for a phrase in the rlate
form allowlng reservations "which make more clear or specific our
obligationas to the associated nationac“ll Although wilson later
approved the platform, the addition effected a distinct departure
from the President's stand, opened the door for fence straddling,
‘and in effect deleted the League issue per se from the campalgn.

If the League was a vital persoral 1ssue of Yoodrow Wilson,
the planks of alcohol and Irish independence were equally
important to the bige-city conventioneers, The great metropolitan

areas, in particular New York and Chicago, contained numerous

Irish and Italian constituents who considered liquor and wine ag

a part of their daily fare, Or the one side of the prohibvition
issue William Jennings Bryan fought for a dry pronouncements
We Bourke Cochran of New York carried the banner for the wets,
oilowing & prolenged battle, the Resolutions Cormittee voted to
avold the liquor issue completely; but when the platform was
brought before the entire Democratic conventlon, both Pryan and
Cochran agaln argued their respective sides. In the end the
convention voted down both sides and remained completely silent

12

on the 1ssue, The Irish, too, met with acute disappointment

Mrribune, June 30, 1920, p. 1; Times, July 2, 1920, p. 13
Bagby, pe 104.

120rricial Report, pp. 200-27, 256-603 Ti
x . 27, =60; Times, July 2, 1920,
Pe 1; July 3, p. L; Iribune, June 30, 1920, p, 1; Hanks, p., 226,
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when the convention,yafter gome near-riot hearings, approved a
plank which offered only "sympathy" for the Irish cause.la

Of all the planks discussed in the Resolutlons Cormittee,
the most irmportant from James M. Cox's point of view was
prohlbltion, * He had always been for light wines and beer,
whether expressed in the platform or not; but now there was a
rumor that Bosa Charles MNurphy of Tammany might make a deal to
back McAdoo in return for support of a wet plank.l4 Shortly
before the conventlon began, when Cox's managers announced that
he did not believe there should be any alecohol plank in the
platform, many of the wets immediately cried "pussy-footing” and
talked of deserting Cox. It seems entirely logical, though, that
in apite of the adverse criticlsm generated against Cox orn the
surface, his declslon fit better with the overall wet strategy
than an open appeal for a wet plank would have done, Ry calling
for no liquor plank at 8ll, Cox had everything to gain and
nothing to lose, Under deeper analysis 1t seems unlikely that a
compromise deal could ever have been made between the machine
bosses and the lMcAdoo forces., #irst of all, McAdoo, an out-and-
out dry, would be contradicting himself by running on a wet

~platform since there was never an in-between stage for the drya,

}30rricial Report, pp. 207-54, 264-65; Times, July 2, 1920,
pe 1; CGrafton S, Wilcox, Tribune, June 30, 1920, p. 1; Bagby,
Pe 128,

14Times, July 1, 1920, p. 1; July 5, p. 2; see also June 29,
p. 63 Bagby, p. 112,
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Those who were not fdr complete prohibition were, in the minds
of most prohibitionists, in the camp of the liguor forces.
Secondly, the prohibition issue was not the only objéction the
boases had with Mcidoo, nor was it even the greatest., The big-
city men opposed Mcidoo mainly because he repregsented a muche
despised Administration, but he himsell had further allenated
himgelf repeatedly by smubbing the machines when giving out

15 The only way the bosses would throw their

patronage Jjobs.
support to ¥cAdoo would be if they smelled a winner and wanted
(1ike any politiclan) to be on the bandwagon.

In spite of the dlsappointment of some wets, the absence
of a liquor plank was actually to the benefit of Cox, and hils
managers were not so nalve to overlook the fact, TFxpressing his
onposition to any liguor plank might poasintly increase Cox's
ratings among the %ryanites (although the likelihood was slim),
Vore important still, the absence of a wet plank In the
Democratic platform would force the big-clty politicians to
double their efforts to nominate a wet Preslidential candidate to
save their own political necks from the axe of thelr pre-
dominantly wet constituents back home,

In fact, the city bosses themselves in due time dellberately

gtifled the drive for a wet plank. They evidently felt they did

not have sufficient strength in the convention to control both

155¢e Hanks, De 258,
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the'platform and thﬁ?ehebsing of a candidate, and between the
two, the candidate was more important for their political
purposes, Besldes, it was doubtful that they could even muater
enough support to get a wet plank into the platform, altheagh
they were éertﬂin they could stop any attempts by Bryan to make 1
the platform drye Having decided to fight for a candidate rather
than an iasue, they plarned their astrategy to caneent?ate all
their energles on that one goal and to eliminate all subordimate

goals which might weaken the main effort, even if that meant
sabotaging the battle for a wet platform., They realiged that :
even 1f they succeeded in getting a plank favoring alechel, the;rj
victory could work against their chances of picking a candidate,
With a wet platform the chances were greater that some membeprs

of the liquor camp would rest on their laurels and allow the

opposition forcea to nominate the likes of William G, MeAdoo.
Although the machine bosses wanted apirita, they alao wanted
nothing to do with the President's son-in.law, By kaeping ‘
alcohol out of the platform they would keep the ligquor 1nt&reata ,
firmly united in the drive to nominate 2 man favorable to their
cauge, and in so doing they would keep their united front againuﬁf
McAdoo. 8 |

When, therefore, the proposed platform emerged from the

Resolutions Committee without a plank of any kind, the Cox men

16 T
Arthur M, Zvans, Tribune, June 28 1920 Pe 3 Newa Junc :
26, 1920, p. 2 Hanks, 'ps OL¢ » 2757 Pe O) JeRE, June |




86
were‘delighted. On tﬁe floor of the convention Bryan made a
final effort to insert a dry statement, but was easily voted
down, 929% to 155}, whereupon Cochran's resolution 1n'defense of
mants right to drink freely was also defeated, 726% to 356,17
The bosges realized there was little chance for their resolution,
but by having Cochran wage the battle on the conventlon floor,
they could at least show thelr constituents back home they were
roing down fighting to the bitter end for the cause of John
Rarleycorn, In private conferences, however, they had long ago
given up the hope for a wet vlatform. Instead, they were
regrouping their forces to nomirate a candidate most agreeable
to their ligquid intereats. and as the balloting drew closer,
the most 1likely man was still James M. Cox.

Mve days of apirited debate went into the writing of the
Nemoeratic Platform for 1920, but controverslal lssues were
ultimately omitted or presented in watered-down form. The
document that finally emerged was one which could be interpreted
to be all thinga to all men., Comparing it with the Republican
promises made just a few weeks before, one could rephrase both
platforms and make them say almoat the same thing. On the vital
jssue of the League of Nations, the Democrats called for ratifil.
cation, but with reservations allowable; to the Irish they

expresged merely "gsympathy®; and the prohiblition lasue they

170pricial Report, op. 256-260.
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&roéped completely. Almost any man in the Party could have run
on the Democratic Platform; but if there was one man who was
pleased with the document, it was Governor Cox--pleased not so

ruch by its statements, but by its silence,




CHAPTER VIII1
THE CONVENTION
NOMINATIONS AND BALLOTING

Although the convention had to wait until the platform had
been approved before the delegates could go on with the business
of choosing their party standard bearer, they were at least able
to save some time by ocalling for the nominations while the V
Resolutiona Committee struggled in the back chambers, On the
morning of the third day, June 30, the nominating‘proaedures
began when Aéisona yielded to Oklahoma and Mr, Ds Hayden

Linebaugh presented the name of Sgnator Robert L, Owen.l After |

James W. Gerard, Homer $. Cummings, and Senator Gllbert Hitchcoek]
were placed in nomination, Honorable John H. Bigelow of Pemnw |
ayivania arose to nominate Attorney General'ag Mitehaxiepalmir@ f
The firat big demonstration of the day bagﬁn¢a | ’!

Thirty-six minutes elapsed before spokesmen from Xllinola,

Arkansas, and California could deliver their seconding np&a&he:.f 

Fext to be placed in nomination was Secretary of Agriculture

- Logrictal Report, pe 95.
21p34., 103-19,
88
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Edwih Te Meredith.a kentucky then yielded to Judge James G.
Johnaon of Ohio, who presented the name of Governor James N,
003.4 The Neteor Silver Cornet Band of Pigua, in th@ right
gallery, pilcked up the cue with "A Hot Time in the 014 Tewn
Tonight"; Cox boosters moved into the aisles ringing cowbells,
beating tom-toms, and thumping water buckets and dishpans, while
crates of oranges were opened and frult was tossed throughout
the convention hall. After about forty-five minutes, the
demonstrators returned to their seats to hear Mra, Cora Wilson
Stewart of Kentucky and Senator Pat Harrison of Misalasippl give
their seconding apeechaa.s Harrison spoke to put the stamp of
approval of a dry state on Cox, but he also took the opportunity |
‘to refute charges that the Hearst newspaper in San Francisco had

printed about Cox's divorceAe

. .
0fficial Report, ppe. 119-27; Times, July 1, 1820, p. 1}
Salvatore A. GO 0, "The Democratic Convention at san

irancisco: The Impressions of a Delegate," The Outlook, CXXV
(July 21, 1920), 563,

&Official Report, pp. 128-32; Times, July 1, 1920, pp. 2
and 4.

S.rficial Report, pp. 132-35; Arthur M, Evans, Tribune,
July 1, IQEU, De 2« There 1s a difference of opinion about the
tenor of the Cox demonstration, Fvans (ibid., 1) reports it
lasted fortyefive minutes, David Lawrence in the News (July 1,
1920, ps 1) called 1t the biggest rally of all, while Salvatore
Cotillo (p. 564) pralsed it as "more than spontaneous.” The
Times and Tribune, on the other hand, clocked the demonstration
at only thirty-two minutes and called it artificial, weary, and
staged "i{n a half-hearted fashion." (Times, July 1, 1920, pp. 1
and 23 Tribune, July 2, 1920, p. 3.)
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The most spontaheous and enthusiastic demonstration of the
entire day came next when W. Bourke Cochran nominated the popular
Governor Al Smith. The organ bellowed "Tammany," "The Bowery,"
"After the Ball," "The Good 0ld Summertime," and "Dalsy," while
the conventioneers took a break from the dull and sometimes
forced routine to pay their compliments to a man who no one
really expected would even come close to winning the nomination.
Both seconding speeches were made by New Yorkers, one being
Franklin D, Roosevelt.v

The suspense for some delegates ended when Mlssouri was
called and Reverend Turris Jenkins formally presented the name
of Willlam Gibbs McAdoo. Although Rev. Jenkins did not give a
lengthy nominating speech-~the McAdoo organization wanted to .
maintaln the alr of spontaneity, the rally that followed dragzged
on for almost three-quarters of an hour, similar to the obviously
well-planned demonstrations for Palmer and Cox. The delegations
from New York, Illinois, Ohlio, Pennsylvania, Indiana, and New
Jersey, however, were consplcuously absent from the demonstraw

tion,.

Torficial Report, pp. 135-42; Fvans, Tribune, July 1, 1920,
pe 2; Tribune, July 2, 1920, p. 3; Cotillo, p. 563; David
Lawrence, News, July 1, 1920, p. 1,

Sorficial Report, p. 142; Times, July 1, 1920, pp. 1-2;
Evans, Tribune, July 1, 1920, pp. 1-2; News, June 50, 1920,
Pe 1; CotIITo, p. 563; Bagby, pe. 111,




,"Kew Jernoy afféi@d 1ts favorite son, Governor Fdward I,
Edwards, just herorurthe convention recessed at 7100 P.M, On
the following morning the roll call of the states aenfinued with |
the nominations of Senator F, M, Simmons of North Carolinaj »
Senator Carter Glass of Virgiaia; Ambassador John W. Davisj and
last, PFrancis Burton Harrison, Governor of the Fhilippines,
Wilbur M. Marah of Iowa then moved that the rules be iuapenaed |
and the convention proceed to the seleotion of a uandidnto until
the Resolutions Committee was ready to report, but his motion
was defeated, Therefore, Mr. Marsh moved to adjourn until
300 P.M., and to this the delegates were more &aonable«a

. The evening session opened at 8147 P.M,, but a temporary
receas was taken at 8:50 for caucusings When it was unnouhcaé;
after the convention resumed business, that the Resolutions
Committee waas stlll not ready to give its report, the delegates
adjourned again at 10323 until the following movningalo

Vihen the piattorm had finally been presented to the ﬁeﬁvana_f
tion and approved on the following evening, July the second, the |
stage was at last set for the all-important balloting to,baglncﬂ
Some delegates wanted to walt until morning to start the voting,

but the majority in the convention were anxiocus to begin as soon

‘gptttplal Report, pp. 147-68; Times, July 2, 1920, p. 1.
1°oxg1nxg; Report, pps 168«77,
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as possible,’’ Tven 1f only a few ballots could be taken, at
least some indications of trends might begin to appear; and the
various strateglsts would have some tangible evidence to go on
when they went into their middlawof-thaunight planning segsgiona
after adjournment, Therefore, in an almost anticlimactic mood
the ballotling began.

only two ballots were cast that Priday evening, and the
results showed only that a long conventlion lay ahead.- McAdoo
led the first round, as expected, with 266 votes, followed
cioaaly by Palmer with 254, then Cox with 134, Smith at 109,
and so on down through a total list of twentyethree candidates
to Oacab ¥W. Underwood's halfnvote,lg McAdoo gained twenty-three |
votes in the second ballot to 289 Palmér upped himself to 264

and Cox rose to 159‘15

However, the rules called for & twoe
thirds majority to achieve the nomination, or 729 out of the
total 1,094 votes being cast. On the first ballot the votes of

. MeAdoo, Palmer, and Cox combined totaled only €654, seventy~Lfive
votes short of the required number for one candidates MNoAdoo's
share of the first ballot was only 24 per centj Palmer's, 23 per
centy and Cox's, an unpretentiocus 12 per cent of the total vote, |]

Obviously many of the delegates were hiding behind favorite song|

1y14,, 266,
121v14,, 267-69.
131p14,, 271-73.
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walting for someone else to show the waye Armed with such clues,
the managers returned to their respective conference rooms to
chart thelr next moves,

when the voting began, wall Street odds-makers favored
ifcAdoo, Vilson, and Smith at nine-to-five; lMarshall and Mavis at
two-to-one; and Cox, Palmer, and "dwards at three-to-one.l4
General onirion agreed it was Kecidoo versus the field, although
no one yet krew what the President would do. 1In fact, very few
peonle at the convention realized that Mr, Wilson, with the help
of Secretary of State Colby, had come very close to effecting a

coup d' etat behind the scenes, but was stopned crly at the last

moment by the major Administration leaders. After the big
demonstration or wWilson, Secretary Colby, misled by the
enthusiasm of the convention, had rushed a megsage to Mr. Wilson
at the White House declaring that, unless expresaly forbidden to

Go 30, he would present wilson's name before the assembly "with

thé certainty that the convention would draft him to head the
ticket "5 {ihen Homer Cummings learned of the telezram, he

immediately demanded that Vilson's friends in San franclsco be
consulted. At a meeting held the following morning with Cummingqﬂ«

Josephus Daniels, Senator Josenh Robinson, Carter Glass, and

Mrires, July 2, 1920, b, 2; Tridune, July 2, 1920, p. 3.

lsKarl Schriftgiesser, This Vias Mormale
the Party Politics During Twelve Herubllcan
(Boston, 1948, 5. 43,
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Postmaster Burleson, (olby revealed his plans, which threw the
meeting into turmoil. The others argued with Colby that the
convention was definitely not in the mood to nominate ‘/ilsong
the President's health could not withatand the rigors of another
campalgn; and the very attempt to nominate him would only serve
to embarrass him., Thereafter the Democratic leaders let .iilson
down easlly by sending him periodic messages that the convention
deadlock was not so great as imagined, MNr. Vilson's name would
be injected into the balloting when ar unbreakable deadlock
appeared (but of courac the Derocratic leaders of all camps were
inten¢ on forestalling such a deadlock)s Wilson, however, did
not geem to feel the matter was closed, for he wired back to
Cummings sugreating further mcetings with select Democratic
leaders., Those in 8an francisco, however, were perfectly content
to let the enisode dile quietly.16
fresumlng Mr. Wwilson's name would not appear at the conven-
tion, NMcidoo remained "most likely to succeed," even though his
opponents needed only one-thlird of the convention votes to stop
him, Belng the man to beat, he had the advantage of unified
support and the psychological boost accruing to any front runner.|}

Hls opposltion, meanwhlle, conalsted of conllitlons-by-necessity

lsJosephus Danlels, The wilson Mra: Yeara of iar and ifteps|f
1917-1923 (Chapel Hill, North Carolins, 1948), ». 6563 Dagby
P. 119 Schriftgiesser, p. 433 “ugene H. Roseboom, 4 History of
Yregidential Ilections (New York, 1957), p. 398; Hanks, D. éﬁT"
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and wag more prone to splits and factions. The ¥Mcadoo ranagers,

therefore, decided upon the simple strategy of building up an

2

arly lead, winning converts from the weaker sections ol the
opposition, and using snowball nsychology to attain victory.17
Defeating the major part of the unit rule had roleased many
additional votes to the Mcadoo column, but considerable amounts
8tlll remained tled up by that part of the rule still in effect,
Iven before the balloting began, the Ycidoo men tried to invade
wenator Pat larrison's stronghold of Migsissinni, It was
reported that Harrison had once been a Yeadoo supnorter; but

when the latter made hls withdrawal statement, Harrison went over

to become a lieterant in the Cox army.la

Twldently feeling that
Harrison could be won back to the cause, lMcidoo's supporters
tried to swing Mississionpl to their slde, but Ole Miss voted in
favor of the unit rule and Cox.lg
In Pennsylvanla, too, the unit rule kent a considerable

amount of Mecidoo sentiment tied to Palmer,gg and there was no
chance of releasing those votes until Pilmer withdrew from the
races A weak avot in the opposlition armor existed, however, in

the person of Tom Taggart of Indiana. Although Tagzart was a

L=

17 spederic wile, News, June 30, 1920, p. 2.
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friend of the maehiﬁe%boauaa, he also had his eyes on a Senate
seat and therefore 4did not want to give the appearance of being
against the Aaminiytrnticn. 3ince he alaso had a 11ngering :
premonition that MeAdoo would win (and he certainly wanted tb be |

on the Administration side if it held the trump cards), there was
a good chance that he could be persuaded to swing many or all of
the Indiana votes to McAdom81 |

0f course, 2ll but the greatesat die~hards would go over to

McAdoo 4f they sensed a victoryj; the probdblem was to win encugh
converts to start the snowball rolling., Right after McAdoo's
nomination his managers tried to stir up excitement by claiming
that Maryland, Idnhn, and a good part of the delegations from
Minneasota, Iowa, New York, Kentucky, Nebraaka, and other statens

were starting the awing to EcAGOOuzz

Also they would entice a
state delegation by dangling the Vice-Presidency to some worthy
favorite son, The most desired goal of the McAdoo camp was &
tiﬁkit of MeAdoo and Coxy but the Ohlio delegates were not
intereated in any second fiddle, at least not so long as the

firat cheir was still available,Z3

2l yames J, Montague, News, July 2, 1920, p, 8§ David-
Lawrence, News, July 3, 1920, p, 10; Arthur Sears Hemning,
Treibune, J1y 2, 1920, p. 23 Times, July 2, 1920, p. 2} Bagby,
Pe TI%.
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25News, June 27, 1920, pt. 1 Pe 53 July 1‘ Pe 223 9§vid ‘
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All attempts by Yeidoo to stampede the convention had been
stopped at least for the first nicht of balloting; but considera
ing the fact that MecAdoo wasg leading at the end of the firgt
round with a skimpy 24 per cent of the total, it was obvious
that someone would have to begln making converts soon, or the
conventlon would drag on indefiritely, The key to victory lay
in the hundreds of walteand-sgee delepates gtill cormitted to the
twenty favorite sons,

The problems of KecAdoo, though,’were not nearly so involved
as those of Palmer and Cox, Giolng one step beyond Janus, they

were obliged to look in three directions., irst and foremost,

they had to stop lcAdoo, a task which entailed conatant vigilance| §
and persuading with the likes of Tom Taggart to hold the line |
apalnst the Administration forcess Since Mcidoo wag supposedly
& ground-swell candidate and hisg gtrateglists were pushing for an
early victory, the antl-licidoo coalition hagd g certain advantage
of time. If they could prolong the convention for an extended
number of ballots, they could strip the "popular enthusiasm®
anpeal from MeAdoo; but there wasg considerable doubt in many
minds they could hold Fcidoo in check that long,

“ven presuming they could cement their coalition long enough
to dethrone McAdoo, each one 8till had to ocutmaneuver the other
to replace MeAdoo asg leader, Simultaneously each had to contime
bolstering up hisg own wavering colorts while trying to convert

others with the optimistic conviction that he held the best
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chaﬁce of picking uptthe hundredas of stray votes.

. Then to complicate matters even more, both had to keep a
wary eye on the possibility that the convention might just give
up on all three front runners as hopelessly deadlocked and turn
to a darkhorse, After all, ruch of the strength behind both
Palmer and Cox was simply anti«lcAdoo or anti»Adminiatrat;on in
sentiment and not necessarily pledged to a lasteditch support of
either candidate., If the machine bosses became conviﬁced that
goreone else had a better chance of defeating McAdoo, they would
quickly shift thelr votes,

Both Cox and Palmer scouts tried unsuccessfully during the
night to invade each others'! ranks. Even supposing that one
would release his delegates to the other, there was too much
danger at the moment that many of the releaged would turn instead ;

to McAdoo and possibly start a MeAdoo atampede.z4

Therefore,
the firat order of business continued to be a united front
againat MeAdoo untll some new trends began to develops

Fdmond He Moore declared optimistieally at the end of the
first night that McAdoo would never get the necessary two-thirds
majority.as S5till Moore did not pressure everyone to come
running to Cox, but continued instead to keep only a loose-reined :

control over his delegates, even letting them drift to other

ziTimea, July 2, 1920, pp. l«2; July 3, 1920, p. 23 David
Lawrence, hews, July 3, 1920, p. 10} Hanks, p. 113,

256
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candidates without oﬁjection. His strategy was to bulld up a
formidable array of second- and thirde-choice sentiment so that
when McAdoo's star faded (presuming that it would), the delegates

28 Palmert's heade

would turn to Cox as the compromise cholce.
quarters, on the other hand, kept 1ts Pennsylvania, Georgia, and
Illinols delegations tight away from McAdoo; issued optimistic
statementa of certain victory; and hoped that the Administration
crowds would turn to Palmer when-eand ife=NMeAdoo collapaed.av
Palmert's wag the sadder lot, however, for he was definitely the
third man in the race, Throughout the delibderations he faced
the prospeoct of Ceorge Brennan swltehling the Illinols delegation
to Cox in the overall attempt to stop McAdoo.28 And if that
happened, who could f£ill in the gap?

Meanwhile the anti-MNcAdoo forces were not overlooking the
eventual dropping of both Cox and Palmer for some other cholice,
They generally agreed to contime supporting one or both
candidates for awhile; but the plans then called for a awiteh to
a new face, probably Bainbrldge Colby, since he was an Adminige

tration man, a wet, and ex-Bull Moose man, and therefore

26
James M. Cox, Journey Through My Years (New Ybrk, 1946),
Pe. 2263 David Lawreéce, ews, June 99521 320, pe 13 Hanks,
ppe 112 and 11 5.

27 Henning, Tribvne, June 30, 1920, p. 2; Bagby, ps 73s

28
Times, July 1, 1920, p. 33 Evans, Tribune, June 17, 1980,
Pe 23 Wlle, News, Juﬁe 26, 1920, ps 13 Hanks, p. 260,
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acceptable even to Republicans.-® Still others objected to
Colby because he was too new to the Democratic Party and instead

30 As the morning of

preferred someone like Davis or Cummings.
the second day broke over 3an Prancisco, it was still anybody's
convention, |

David Lawrence, in a syndicated column appearing in Cox's

Dayton Daily News, predioted at the end of the Priday-night

balloting that MeAdoo would win the nomination on the following
day; and convention rumors added further weight to an aarly 'l
MeAdoo viotory, possibly the fifth or aixth vallote >t Indeed,
McAdoo increased his lead on each of the next three ballots;

but the sixty-elight votes gained still left him far from the

necessary total, Cox, on the other hand, had galned only
twenty-two, while Palmer had dropped back twenty.ag The Attorney
General gained on the sixth ballot, however, when lowa gave him

the twenty-six votes it had been casting for favorite~son
Meredith. Indiana, which on the previous ballot bad made its
firat break from favorite-son Marshall by allpping four votes to f

29, - | R
Tribune, July 2, 1920, pe 13 Henning, ibld.; also July 3, |
De 1;(@1533}"3ﬁly 1, 1520, p: 33 July 3, p.’ls Banks, p. 114, !
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News, July 2, 20, pe 13 Times ne 3, Oy, Ps 13 July 2,
De 23 July 3, pe 23 Hanks, D, 157. '
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001; now widened th@ﬁbreaeh with seventeen to Cox, and two to 4
MeAdoo.55 Tom Thggarf was beginning to sound out Cox, while not
overlooking McAdoo completely, The Iowa awiteh over was the
greatest surprise up to that point, however, since it showed
that Meredith, who had actually withdrawn in favor of McAdoo,
was not able to prevent Wilbur M. Marsh from winning a uniterule
decision in Iowa for Palmer,"% '
Even so, there was very little excitement in the'conventian
hall until the seventh ballot. As the roll call of the states
began, & feeling of expectation permeated the assembly, |
especially since Indiana had started the break from favorite sons|
on the previous ballot. The voting followed the same general
pattern as before until nbwiaaraay passed up its turn to see how
New York would vote, F¥ew York obliged by ecasting 68 votes for
CGx; 16 for McAdoo, and 2 for Palmer., Immediately the Ohio
boosters were on thelr feet cheering for their hero, Before tha‘
balloting was completed New Jersey also awitched 25 votes to Cox
and 3 to MeAdoo, thus ennbiing Cox to Jump one hundred vétes andk 
overtake Palmer 296f to 267, although McAdoo still retained

36

the lead with 384,° The Adminiatration forces nevertheless

were jolted by the big awiteh, because on the eighth ballot

S31p14,, 267-80; 291-93,

34’1‘5,!!!83, July 4:’ 1923' pte 1’ Pe 2
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McAdoo suffered his first loss in total votes since the balloting
had begun.ss lMeanwhile Murphy, Cochran, and other Tarmany men
were gathering around 3rennan, trying to get him to swing
I1linois to Cox;sv but little change was noticeable in the next
few ballots,.

Brennan finally made his move on the twelfth ballot when
Illinols transferred 30 votes from Palmer to Cox, giving the
latter 44 from that delegation. Once more the Ohio demonstrators
filled the aisles with a ten-minute rally joined by the banners
from Indiana, Maryland, New York, Kentucky, Florida, Mississippi,
and Arizona,”® 1owa then followed suit by declaring its 26 votes
also for Cox, and more cheers went upe However, the Iows vote
was lmmediately challenged by a member of the delegation and a
recount had to be taken; but after some debate Chairman Robinson
awarded the votes to Cox, nevertheless, It looked 28 though the
Cox boom might be on, for Cox had wvaulted past McAdoo for the
first time and into the lead, 404 votes atroﬁg.sg

Alabama léd off tally thirteen with a bang by throwing

geven new votes to Cox, but evidently the bandwagon fever had

38orric1al Report, p. 301,
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not yet swayed the ofher states except Nevada.40 Even 8o, the
Cox boosters were parading after the fourteenth ballot and
ginging "Over on the Fifteenth.“41 Tom Tagzart, now persuaded,
Joined Cox with 211 thirty votes on the fifteenth, Tven
kebraska, the domain of bone~dry Bryan, slipped in a vote for
Cox, a fact that caught the humorous fancy of the crowd.42
Lhowever, by this time the Palmer and NcAdoo forces wepe degw
perately building their own hasty defense alliance out of sheer
gself-pregservation and were working for an adjournment to regroup
their battalions.43 Sweatlng through the sixteenth ballot, they
succeeded in blocking a further rout and even maneuvered
Ternessee into voting the unit rule for John . Davia, a move
that deprived Cox of a dozen important votes.44

As soon as the votes were tallied anpd announced, Mr. Thomas
Spellacy of Cornecticut moved for adJournment until 8:00 P.ﬁ.;
but Senator Patvﬂarrison immedlately asked for a roll-call vote,

However, the }cAdoo-Palmer~and-assoclates bloc held sufficient

#0rp14., 320-20.
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defensive power to carry the vate.45

Although Cox had suffered
a fourteen-vote setback on the last ballot, he 3till led with
454% votea and was now the man to stope. Palmer, who had slipped
far back Into third, was struggling for his life with 154K.46
The McAdoo men, who had fought againat adjourmment on #riday

47 now found themselves one day later the bedpartners of

rlzhity,
the Palmerites in the desperate attempt to gtop a sudden Cox
boom. As the crowds left the San ™ranclisco Coliseum for their
twowand-a-half~hour break, the Palmer and McAdoo managers
hastened to the back chambers to remap thelr strategy in light

of the gudden turn of events,

During the recess the ¥cidoo forces met with Palmer, but
when they asked Palmer to withdraw from the race in favor of
Hecddoo, the Attorney General reportedly left "in high dudgeon."48
"If I am not nomlnated,” he told reporters, "you can be assured
that the nominee for President will be someone other than McAdoo

n49

or CoXs Having reinforced hls position, he remained deter-

mined to hold Pennsylvania and Georgia for himself and continue

45 ’
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the agadlockaso A:§°} all, he would achieve nothing by withe

drawing; but if cek sould be stopped as McAdoo had been, there
was 8till the chance that the convention might yet givp Palmer a
shot at the 720 mark, although he admittedly had not inereased |
his popularity with the bosses by joining with the Administration

group .in forcing a recess, In light of Palmer's determiration,
‘the only recourse left for the MoAdoo managers was to hold the
line on Oaxg producevanothar deadlock, and try to eliﬁinate Cox
over the Sunday holiday, To this end they launched a campaign
to show Cox ag a reactlonary, & wet, an opponent of Woodrow
Wilaon, and a pawn of the begnasqsl , |
'ueanwhile the Cox agenta aggreac’ ‘2ly set out to probe the
weaknessea of the opposition, Even though HoAdaa~baa_bqen the
original beneficiary in the abrogation of the unit rule, it was
h@uybsccming clear that the McAdoo forcea themselves were using
what was left dr the rule with advantage to ward off & stampede
to the front runner, South Carolina, for example, wmn:hq;qfto;“ 3
M@&qaq under the rule by only one vote, while Kansas rum&ingdk

p&edged to h&m by a mere hulr.voteosg

In fact, Kansas had
almoat suitchad to Cox in an earlier ballot; dbut when New York

and New Jarney swung to the Ohio governor, Kansas, not wanting

0nimes, July 4, 1920, pte 1, Ps 3o
8l1p14,, 23 July 5, De 2
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to be identified with bosslsm, declded to hold back.53 The Cox
men reportedly dangled various temptations before the eyes of
cliff-hanging delegations, such as the Vice-’rresidential spot to
I'ansas! Governor Hodges;54 nevertheless both Kingsas and South
Carolina remained in the Mcidoo carmp. And all the while
Preaident Vllson followed the proceedings closely without
comment.55

Back in tlie convention hall Cox broke up the Tennessee unit
vote on the eighteenth ballot but lost the delegation to Davis
again on the twenty-first when the Davlis delegate who held the
balance of power there returned from a brief absence.56 Such
was the equal division in some delegatlons,

On the twentieth roll call Indiana stirred up new asction
by tossing eleven votes into licAdoo'ts 1ap,57 possibly because
Tom Taggart was trying personally to break up the convention in
one way or another, or else he might have been doing some
political nest-feathering. Belng anxious to please the Adminisw
tration and yet being aligned with the bosses, he might have

58pimes, July 5, 1920, p. 2.
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sensed that McAdoo was a beaten man; therefore, this would be an
oprortune spot to give the Pregident's son-in-law sgome backing
without risking too much a stampedes At any rate, the action
did seem to have some effeet on the other delegations, for
Georgla swung all twenty-eight votes to leAdoo, while other
atates followed suilt to a lesser degree, Yyen though the return
of that migrant delegate in Ternegsee cost Mcidoo ten votes
(two more than Cox), Mecidoo still upped his total by 55, At the
game time Cox fell back 303 Palmer, 34.58

%hen lNeAdoo showed a gain of thirteen votes on the twentieth
ballot, his supporters took to the ajasles for a twenty~minute
demonstration. Immedlately afterwards Senator Pat Harrison,
probably fearing a new MeciAdoo Jurge, moved to adjourn until
Monday; but in view of the bolsterous cries of "no" whiech
followed, he withdrew his motion.sg Vhen McAdoo made even
greater strides on the next ballot, George Vice of California
called again for adjournment and was followed once more by
sénator Harrison, who asked for a poll of the states, Vote they
did, but the motion was defeated, and the balloting continued.so

If the MecAdoo men had any hopes of a stampede, however, they

were dashed on the twenty-second ballot when the Ceorgia

581vid., s52-53,

59 . '
Times, July 4, 1920 pte 1, pe 13 Official Report
pp' 350_-? :I“.-”’ ’ » » k) ¥

60

O0fficlal Report, p. 353,




]
_ 108 |
dclégatiun returnedvéo the Palmer fold and McAdoo's total dropped
ag@&n.em Therefore, since it was already 11:30 P.M., the
Administration men reverted to Plan A, Joiped forcea’ﬁiﬁh the
Palmer and Davis groups, and successfully called for sn adjourns
ment until 10100 A.M, Monday morning. Thia time the Cox forces
voiced the negative opposition¢ae
.~ The conventioneers had all day Sunday to hammer out deals
or get new backings but very little was accomplished ﬁecauuo
matters were so uncertain, no one really wanted to give up
anything. The tie«breaking power still rested in the White .
House, if only the Chief Executive would finally throw his taiaﬁﬂn‘
behind someone, On the last ballot Missouri had sent a chill up |
many spines when it cast two votes for Wilson, but a Wilson rallyL
falled to materialize, Nevertheless, the shadow o: lLe President]
 remained- over the aonventian.65 -A Wilson endorsement would puﬁ |
amait‘ any candidate over the top and would resolve the lingering
fears about the Presidentts own aspirations, but Mr, Wilsen: |
refused to speak,
¢ There was the persistent rumor circulating through: the

SIIbid,, 354-55. Oeorgla's origlnal switch to MoAdoo might }
aleso haVe Deen merely a tribute vote for the man who hailed from
the Peach State, ‘ 1

®21n14,, 365-56; Times, July 4, 1920, pt. 1, pu 14

63pimen, ibidey Official Ragg%t, Ppe 354-55; E, O. Phlil&psi‘
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hallways, though,'ﬁhﬁt the Preasident in hias pre~convention talk
with Carter Glass had told him that Cox was persona non grata as
a naminee.64 When Cox telephoned the White House to get n‘denidh
of the rumor, Wilson still would not break his silence, Joe
Tumilty therefore took it upon himself without the President's
authorigation to deny that the Chief Executive had volced any
opinions about Presidential candidates, Carter Glass also
followed with a public statement: "A report that in ieeent‘
converaations he (Wilsor] had indicated men whom he oppaaed is
not‘truo‘”es Glass was strongly against Cox; but not iiahins
to contradict publicly the announcement of Wilson's 0un,*‘*
gecretary, he probadbly felt obliged to discount the rumor,
regardless of what the Preai&émt might have reallj gald,
Although the rumor was probably true, the denials of Tumulty |
and Glass averted a possible catastrophe for the Governor and
settled the dander in the Cox organization. |

- Meanwhile, Carter Glass himself was having problems with &
his own aaaociatea in the McAdoo camp, He had alvnya.yaéfeﬁand -ﬁ
himself to be a McAdoo backer although he was keeping the
twenty~four votea of the Virginia delegation for himaelfl ap &

643se Smith and Beasley, p. 208, and Cary T. Grayson,
Woodrow Wilson: An Intimate Memoir zKew York, c41960), p« 118,
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favbrite aone Thi:lﬁrocodure was perfectly acceptable to the
reat of the MeAdoc‘utrategiats; however, when the call went out
for all supporters to atart the swing to MecAdoo, Mr.»élata
continued to hold the Virginia delegation to himaelf, ' For his
action he received the sbarp denunciation of the other MecAdoo
managera, but the opinion that Mr. Glass was not cooperating
with his colleagues seems entirely erroneoua.sc The fact 1is
that Glass was unable to declare his atate for Mehdqo; for the
majority of his delegates were Palmer supporters and even
inclnded one of the Palmer managava,ev Vhen Glass finally
released his delegatea on the thirty~first ballot, they prumptly
voted 9 for Palmer, 1 for McAdoo, Flve bgllota later the vote
had gone up to Palmer, 133 Cox, 4; MeAdoo, B-wample proof that
Mr. Glasgss deserves a better fate from his eritica,ss

The week-end worriers, in the meantime, continuved their
plotting, now with the fear of a darkhorae'surge leaming even
larger, MecAdoo had been stopped, but so bad Cox, nné Fa1m¢r
was 87k votes behind his original tally. After tuantp*vwn i
ballots there were still nine candidates remaining in the flelqd, |

663°e Bagby, ppe 70, 117,
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89 <t411 Rdmond H. Moore felt so

each one a potentialljambuater.
confident of a Cox victory he bet Mr, Spellacy of Connecticut
five hundred dollars to a thousand that Cox would gei the
nomination within an hour and a half after the firat roll eall
on ﬁonday.vo While the Alabama delegation was rumored to be on
the verge of a swing to Cox, there was a threat that Missisasippl
would switch to MeAdoo 1f Cox did not break the deadlock on the
firat ballot Monday: and Kentucky was also reported looking
around for a bandwagon.?l The Murphy-Brennan-Taggart combination
was perhaps ready for a big Cox push; but as before, they were
just as ready to push a compromise man if they felt he stood a
better chance of beating McAdco.vz Nevertheless Cox remained
the man of the moment for them, and around him they forged thelr
deals. |
On Sunday morning the McAdoo generalg--imidon, Mullen, Love,
and Mrs. Punke-emet to discuss thelr next move in the event a
MoAdoo nomination might prove impossible, Studying all the
darkhorses, they found none to their liking; although there was

€91p1d., 554-55; Times, July 3, 1920, p. 23 July 4, pte 1,
PPe 13, 53 July 5, pp. 1, 5; Lawrence, Newa, July 4, 1920,
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sumé sentiment rar'ﬁiinbridge Colby. The aecond choice of the
delegates was moatly Cox; therefore, the leaders agrged to realast
any turns to a darkhorse, if possible, and go to Cox if MeAdoo
failed, However, they still declared their intention to atay in
the race as long as paaaible;va |

When Moore a short time later appealed to Mullen and Mra,
#unk to join Cox, the only agreement they could reach was a
combined resolution to resist all darkhorsea.74 In th@ evening
of that same Sunday the McAdoo managers made their last appeal
to the Murphy-Brennan-Taggart combine to join them an~&-ﬁc&dcn~-}
Cox ticket, but the big-city leaders would listen only &f Cox |
headed the ticket, 8ince the McAdoo men refused this, the
machine bosases ﬁold thelr followers the next morning to hold
firm to Cox and began spreading the word that Franklin D.
Roosevelt was their choice for the Vice~Presidential spot,vs

,whnt was Palmer doing in all this flurry of aotiviﬁy?'tz,
Primarily, he was jJust clinging to the belief thatvhs‘aouldapull
the nomination out of the fire after the fashion of the 1912
Convention. Although the Illinois delegation had given him

every aasurance they would return to him should the paasibility

75Ea§by, ps 1143 Hanks, p. 272; Henning, Tribune, July 5,
1920’ p. »
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of,his nomination-a&ite during the deadlock, Ceorge Brennan
talked more and.morerllke a hardecore leader of the Cox
organizabion.vs If the deadlock contimued, the machine leaders
would probably give Palmer a last trial run for the blg prise
before turning to a darkhorse, and therein lay his only chance
for success,

But the general opinion at the end of the day was that none
of the big three would get the namination,vv especialiy if ﬁna
of them did not break away from the pack early on Monday,  Jas
delegatea by this time were frankly getting feady to jump on the
firat bandwagon that came along, for even though the weather in
S8an Francisco was ideal, the patience--and the pocketbooks-wof
the delegates could hold out for Just so longs Many New Yorkers,
in faet, were already leaving for home, 15

The delegates who stayed behind to choose thelr new léader
probably wished they had gone home, too, because the firntraix
ballots on Monday produced nothing but anger, frustration, apd
borada&. (A few of the less aseriouas delegates gave vent to

their feelings by casting their votes for Ring Lardner and
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Irvin S. Cobb, but neédlesa to say, nelther boom materialized.) 9| :
"I have been 1in politics for thirty years and attended rmany
conventions during that period," Edmond Moore had declared a few
days before, "but I have never seen such a grasshopper convention f
as this., With the exception of six or seven states, the delew
gates are jumping around like flies."80 while a few grasshoppers|
were atill skittering around, the latest problem was that too
many grasashoppers were tenaciously clinging to too maﬁy vines,
Now Moore was venting his wrath on the delegates whose "pige
headed obatinacy"™ kept the convention from nominating "the only
man who can beat Harding.“gl ‘In those first six ballots each
of the big three actually lost a little ground, while the number
of candidates receiving votes rose to ten (Cobb and Lardner no
longer included), Still no one would give in,

Probably the only man to gain from those first ballots was
the Party treasgurer, for when 3Spellacy won his five-hundrede
dollar bet from Moore, he donated the money to the Democratie

82

campalgn fund, Events had even come to such a pass that after
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the twenty-eighth ballot a delegate from Georgla moved that the
lowest candidate hereafter be dropped after each ballot, but the
gentleman was ruled out of order.85 |

Once again it was Tom Tagpart who stirred up the hornets
when he deserted Cox completely on the twenty-ninth ballot and
cast twenty-nlne votes for Willliam Gibbs MeAdoos8% vhatever his
intentions might have been on Saturday when he first swung votes
to YcAdoo, he waa obviously trying to start a bandwagon rolling
now, even though he let it be known that Indilana would leave
“eAdoo on the next ballot if nothing happened.®® or all his
agsurances he knew full well that a blg swiltch In a key delegaw
tion at a time when all the factions were tediously balanced
one against another would more than likely cause the entire
onnogition to collapse under the onrush of eager politiclans
who sensed a victory. Taggart was tired of befriending both
sides; he now saw his chance to be & hero and a kingemaker,
Notwithstanding hls professed friendship with the bosses from
the bilg cities, he waa atlll a politlcian who could not pass
up the chance for glory.

The big switch, and additlional pgains from the Washington

830pr1c1al Report, pe 377.

E41p14,

8571mes, July 6, 1920, p. 3, It 1s interesting that in the
¥ecAdoo demonstration that followed, the Indiana banner was
nowhere to be found,
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dalégation, pulled'ﬁéAGQGVte-within ten votes of a jolted Cox, 88 (
More support began trickling in for Mecidoo on the next ballot as
the anti-Administration men worked feverishly to plug up the
holes in their carefully«built dike, but all thelr effgrts-oonld

not stop MocAdoo from sneaking ahead of Cox once again, 403% to
4003%7 When Taggart had switohed votes to McAdoo back on the
twentieth ballot, the opposition forces were undisturbed but
tried quickly for an adjournment to make sure their fdrcea were
intact, Now, however, the fever and sweat began to show as they
stepped up their demunclation of the McAdoo campalgn as a child
of the federal officeholdera.and aang "Every Vote 1s on the
Payroll" to the tune of "Battle Hymn of the Republic,"®®

. After the thirtieth ballot Senator Pat Harrison again

offered the motion to drop the bottom man on each succeeding
ballote In the rolle-call vote that followed, Harrlson's atate
of Missisalippl voted unanimously againet the motion. Althougb
the Cox delegates from New York voted in favor of the measure,

Ohio passed up its turn in order to vote the same an Banmaglv&niqf
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Yhen Pennsylvania voted against the motion, Ohlo likewlise helped
veto 1it, probably as a geature to Palmer to keep close to Cox,
from the confused vote on the motion, 1t seems that Senator
Harrison brought up the matter without prior consultation with

89 but then again it might have been a planned

the Cox managers,
attempt to stall the McAdoo drive,

Palmer gained nine on the next ballot, but Cox lost the
same amount; McAdoo continued to whittle away at the favorite-son
delegations. Another vote, and once agaln a slight gain for
MeAdoo, a half-vote loss for Cox,go Like a glant tugeofewar the
McAdoo forces were slowly, rainfully inching the opposition
tuggers toward the center line; but the initlal surce had been
reduced to a game in inches, and although the anti.McAdoo men
were glving ground, they were still dug in and the rope was low,
lost important of all, the agonizing struggle was sapping vital
energy from the forces of Mr, Meidoo.

After the thirty-second ballot a delegate from Maryland
moved to recesas until 8:00 P.N, but was voted down, BRallot

thirty-three, the Mcidoo advance stalled, although Cox himaself

fell back another 10%. Number thirty-four and McAdoo dropped a

®9ore1cial Report, p. 3903 Richard C. Bain, Convention
Decisions and Voting Records, The Brooklings Institute
(vashIngton, D,C,, Cs 19607, o. 213; Tvans, Tribune, July 6,
1920’ Do Ze
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halfevote,

lMeanwhlle the Palmer men, who alone had witnessed glight
gains on the last four ballots, started a demonstration for thel
leader, but after aeven minutes 1t also fizzled.gz Yevertheless
the Palmer followers came to 1life again on the next ballot when
Tennessee gave all 1ts 24 votes to the Attorney General,
Additional votes from other states swelled the total gain to 38,
the best they had seen in a long time. > on the thirty-sixth
ballot another 19 votes sent Palmer's total up to 241, and the
long-awaited trial run for Palmer was on. But then "red Lynch
of Minresota asked for a recess until 8:30 Peife, and the aassembl;
neartily agreed. It was five o'clock; the convention had been
in continuous balloting session for almost seven hours.g4 The
delegates were hungry,

Nothing more cataatrophic could have happened to Mr,
Palmer's hopes, His long-awaited chance, a trial run for the
laurels, had been interrupted even before it had a zood head of
steam, and the Attorney General himaelf knew that the recess
would probably be the ignominlous end of all his hopes for 1920,

During the break, the Palmer and ¥ecAdoo groups conversed, but

911bi4., 389, 392-94,

ggﬂvans, Iribune, July 6, 1920, p. 3,
9Borricial Report, pp. 395-96.
91v14,, 398, J
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nelther would give in first to the other, The Cox boomers were
saylng that NMeiddoo could not hold his delegation ruch longer,
but on the other hand the Cox moverment was showing wesak spots,
too. Senator Pat Harrison, for ore, was admitting that he could
not hold Mliasissippil for Cox very longe Palmer himself was now
saying that none of the top three would get the nomination.gs

After the recess Illinois alrost completely deserted Palmer,
and Tennegsee returned to the Davig fold.96 The smattering of
ﬁotesrﬁalmer regained on the next ballot only emphasized the
futllity of hls continuance in the race, After the thirty-eight
ballot was counted, Palmer's campalpn manager, HMr, Charles‘ﬂ,
Carlin of Virginia, ascended the speaker's stand amid murmurs of
expectation-and read an announcement to the convention. "I am
authorized," he said, "by him [Palmer] to unconditionally,
absolutely, and finally release his delegates, Mr, Chalrman, I
move & recess of thirty minutea."97

Hardly had the motiorn been carried when the delegates
rushed to their respective caucus rooms to determine their next
moved, It was like a hew convention all over again,

Asg theldelegates returned to their places at 10:15 P.M. to
resume balloting, William G. Mcidoo, with 405% votes, held a

twenty~two-vote lead over Cox; but after thirty-eight ballots,

95pimes, July 6, 1920, p. 3.
9orricial Report, ppe 400-03,
97Iv1d., 405




120
neither candidate coﬁld even claim a gimple majority of the votes
yet.98 dalthough the 211 votes now about to be released from the
Palmer delegation would still rnot be erough to give any candldate
the necessary two-thirds majority, 2 sizeable bloe in any one
direction could derinitely he the start of the victory surge for
either lMcidoo, Cox, or a darkhorse., VWith rerewed expectation,
the delegatea began apgain to vote and watch,

Alabama opened by switching fifteen votes to John 'Y, Davis,
thus giving the lle to any precorcelved conclusions that the
cornvention had resolved itself to a two-man race., 4ll down the
lire the former Palmer states divided themselves among the
rermaining candldates., reorpgla cast its 28 to lMcidoo, but
Hagsachusetts countered with 19 for Cox. Tappart reflected the
prevalling Indeclsliveness of the convention (and especially of
himgself) by returning 19 votes to Cox, keeping 11 Tor Feidooe
A big hush gettled over the auditorium when Pennsylvania's turn
came, but Palmer's state decided to pay a last tribute to its
favorite son by keeping 73 votes for him, Yevertheless James M.
Cox picked up 85 new votes to regain the lead from McAidoo going
99

into round forty.

However, the blg break that everyone had expected when

Palmer withdrew from the race failed to materialize, for both

*9Ib1d., 406-07; Tribune, July 6, 1920, p. 1.
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the Mcidoo and Cox forces continued to hold their lines intaet,
The Pennstlvania deleration hegan to break un on the fortleth
ballot, but the delepates went in three directions. The fact
that MeAdoo picked up the bulk of the Xeystone votes only tended
to balance the strength of the two remaining front runners and
orolong the agony. It was almost midnight, and both the Cox and
Mcidoo managers were admittins that no break would come that
ri~ht. The two leading contenders were matched in hopeless
deadlock and no one had yet come up with a2 ‘darkhorse with
gufficient backing to break the convention open.lo0 Tven so,
the balloting went on.

Cox galned a trifling 7} votes on the next ballot, but
McAdoo fell bhack 7, hls first loss since before Pilmer's withe
drawal, ‘hen a delecate from Oklahoma moved for adjournment
until ten o'clock the next morning, a New York delecsate qulckly
demanded a roll-call vote. The blg-city leaders, now sensing
that the Mecidoo drive was slowing down, gaw their chance to
bring it to a complete stop. The McAdoo “orces could muster
only 406 ayes to match the €37 voices against adjournment;
therefore, the balloting continued.lOI

On the forty-second ballot feorgia deserted Meidoo to joln

the Cox wagon, causing VMecAdoo to slump 33 more votes while Cox
" 3 ;

Ooﬁenning, Iribune, July 7, 1920, p. 2; willis J. Abbott,
"The Democratic Conventlon at San drancisco," p. 566,

lOlOfficial Report, pp. 411-412,
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was‘gaining 43 and 1ﬁching within 7 votes of the majority
marker.lo2 The Ohioans could feel a major breakthrough coming,
and the stalwarts of the McAdoo contlingent were hardéressed to
continue any holding action, for now that Palmer was gone from
the contest, the Ncadoo camp was without 1ts chief defensive
ally. In addition, the removal of Palmer put them in the
embarrassing and contradictory position of prlonging the deadlock
to try to win the nominatlon for a candidate who himself was
openly declining to run.105

Nevertheless, McAdoo's supporters contimued 1n the fight
to the bitter end, refusing to release thelr delepations to any
other candidate., Quite the céntrary, George Lunn of New York
challenged his state's vote after the forty-second ballot in a

104 Over the week

lagt-ditch attempt to derail the Cox express,
end; about forty-seven New York delegates and alternates, most
of them Cox supporters, had departed for home; but before they
left, Charles Murphy had received a promise from Franklin D,
Roosevelt and GCeorge Lunn (both McAdoo men) not to interfere
with their proxy votes.l05 Throughout all the balloting on

Monday, New York had voted a stralght seventy-twenty ballot 1n

102yp14,, 414,
1034ankae, pp. 277-78
104

losTribune, July 4, 1920, p. 13 Times, July 7, 1920, p. 2}
Preidel,” Franklin D. Roosevelt, p. 64.

Official Report, p. 417.
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rardr of Cox accorﬂiﬁg to the gentlemen'sa agreement, but Lunn
evidently felt by the forty-second ballot that the situation had
become too prolonged and too desperate for the HCAdoé cause, He
therefore challenged the New York vote. Had he followed through
with his threat, he would have won his point easily, since the
convention rules did not allow & proxy vote when both the
delegate and his alternate were missing, However, the Tammany
people raised much a cry of anger that Lunn waa rorced to withe
draw his challénge. "When you wake up 4in a hospital," one
Tarmanyite had threatened, "you will hear that Cox has been
nominated,"108 | '

Even so, it seems that Lunn backed down only after Murphy
pledged again to support Pranklin D. Roosevelt for whatever

office he wantcd.lav'

As a result, the name of Mr, Roosevelt
became even more prominent in the list of Vice~Presidential
aspirants, in spite of the fact that he was anti~?hmman§;1?~<
Since Lunn's challenge of the New York deiecgation wau1d ¢&ttzw~ﬁ
Mr, Cox & majority of his New York support and would e«@m&&amy 1
ruip his nominationebound wagon, a pledge of support rvrfﬂbaﬁfh |
Roosevelt was a small price to pay for averting a‘aﬁre-tragedyg
And for Mr. Lunn, the promotion of his assoclate Mr, Roosevelt

upstairs to the Vice-Presidential spot would leave the

106panka, pe 231,

1071p14,
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senatorial candidacy open to himself!
_ When the excitement in the New York delegation had dled

down, the convention anxiously went on to the forty-third ballot,|

feeling now that the end was close at hand. Alabama opened by
taking four votes from Cox, glving them to McAdoo and Davis, but
through the rest of the balloting, McAdoo's losszes outweighed
his gains, even though moat delggatiuns continued to hold their
linea as they had been doing previously. The little changes

here and there nevertheleas amounted to a 272 vote increase for

Governbr Cox, boosting him over the aimple.majority mark roraﬁhﬁ“

firat time in the convantion.los

Irmediately George Lunn moved for an adjourmment until the

next day, but his motion was quickly defeated by the conven-

tion.leg As Tammany quieted Lunn by re-affirming ita support of |/

Roogevelt, the one lingering fear that remsined for the Cox
forces was the poasibility that William Jennings Bryan might

take the stand and speak againat the Ohio governor, It~h§a-hqqnaj

rumored that Bryan would throw his support to MeAdoo if he saw
Cox was winning, but up to the forty-third ballot he cantinqod

to shepherd hia nine votes toward Senator Owen, 1° Even at thie

late stagé the big~city bosses entertained the thought of eslling

108¢pr4 01al Report, ppe 415-416
- 1091p34., 417,

110 ,
Iblde, Pps 4151863 Times, Fxtra, July 6, 1920, p. 23
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a recesa to check their forces because of the fear that the Cox
boom might falter just short of the necessary two-thirds mark and
ruln Cox's final chances, However, they recelved assurances framh
the Pennaylvanla delegation and decided to plunge on into ballot

forty-four. If perchance Cox should be ten or twenty votes short

of the nomination, then Charles =, Murphy might declare all
ninety NWew York votes for Cox. A Mcidoo uprising would ensue,
they realized, but they felt reasorably confident they could
overcome it.lll

Alasbama started the critical forty-fourth ballot by returnw
ing two votes from MNcAdoo to Cox; Arizona remained the same;
Arkansas gave all elghteen to Cox, a galn of three; California
switched one from MeAdoo to Cox; and so the balloting went,
Tom Taggart, now thoroughly convinced, took ten from Meidoo and
cast all thirty Indlana votes to Cox., Florida, Kentucky,
Maryland, and Massachusetts all deserted McAdoo completely,
while other delegations switched votes to Cox in varying degrees|
Michigan, which had been casting fourteen of 1ts thirty votes
for McAdoo, passed in order to poll its members again; but
Pennsylvanla, holding true to its assurances, brought on wild
cheers when 1t cast sixty~.eight votea for Covernor Cox. The

unofficial tally gave McAdoo only 270 votes, a loss of 258,

while Cox skyrocketed to 6993, even without any Michigan

11lHanks, p. 280; Times, July 7, 1920, p. 2.
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vaté.llg Before Michigan could record its tally the chairman of | .
the Colorado delegation arose and requested that Colorado's vote
be cast unanimously for Governor Coxe A delegate from
Connecticut also arose, but was interrupted by Samuel B, Amidon
of Kansas (the manager for William G. McAdoo), who moved that
the rules be suspended and Mr, Cox be declared the nominee
unanimously. With a rafter-rattling "Aye" that reflected both
triumph and relief, the delegates guickly put thelr afamp of
approval on the main business of the conventlon and moved to

113

adjourn for the night,. Cox would be their man,

112%rr1cial Report, p. 418,

1130i'tic1al RG‘EOX‘t s PP * 4190-420} TIIQGS July 6 1920
Extm, p. ; 3 » p‘ 2




CEAPTER IX
wHY COX¢e

In analyzing the reasgons why Governor James M. Cox won the
Democratic nomination in 1920, two steps must be considered:
firat of all, the reasons why he was able to pet sufficient
backing to become a leading challenger, and secondly, the
factors at the convention itself which were inatrumental in his
emergence as the eventual winner. In both categorles a combinaw
tlon of circumstances was at the root of his success,

The three most important arguments for Cox's rise to a
contender's position were his dlsassoclation with the ““1lson
Administration, his geographic position, and his quallifications
23 4 good compromlse man, Had Mr, Wilson been able to keep the
popularity that was his at the end of the Viorld Yiar, the nomina-
tion would easily have gone elther to himself or to hls successw
ful son-in-law, the "crown prince" William Ge MecAdoos However,
1920 was a low point in wilson popularity, and many people in
the Democratic Party sensed the politieal efficacy of washing
their hands of as much wilsonlanism as possible, William Q.
MecAdoo was by far the most popular and the most well-known of
all the Democratie agpirants, but his arfinity to the President
prevented him from running away with the Democratic nomination,
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The Ligeecity bosses in particular were oppoged to Wilson ang

their own constituents wepe anti-Wilson for a multitude of
reasons and also becausge they themselves were 9till smarting

from a long series of Patronage rebuffs even dating back to the
d1d not always agree upon whom they wanted 23 a candldate, but
they did agree that 1t hag to be sormeone not connected in any
way with VWoodrow 1lson, and Governor Cox it that description

adequately,

of James M. Cox was the nomiration of Varren Ge Harding as the

Democrats to make, 1f they wanted to wrest Ohlio away from

Although Cox personally announced that he would not acecept the

Vice-Presidential nomination,5 hls managers might have settled

2
by the Renublicans partly because they felt that the Democrats

of Harding would insure Ohio for the 70P, w-See rederic Wile,
£¥3, June 7, 1920, p. 2; also w, Re iierner, Privileged
Tacters (lew York, €e1935), p. 14,

®rimes, May 21, 1920, p. 17; Tribune, June 20, 1920, p, 1.

everything connected with #ilson (in particular, Mcidoo) becauge

days when Viilson was governor of Yew Jersey.1 The machine beages

No doubt one of the birgest boosts to the personal candidacy

Republican candidate, Since many politlcos felt that Ohlo would

be the key to the election itaself, the most loglcal move for the

Harding, would be to nominate another favorite son of thelr own.?||

é‘ 1Hanks, PP. 46, 48, 53.54, 142.43; reidel, p, 593 see also

“vidence seems to indlecate that Harding himself was chosen

¥ould nominate Coxe. The Republicans therefore felt the selection

"
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for second place on a McAdoo~Cox ticket before the Republican
Convention, and ¥r, cox would have undoubtedly accepted thelir
deecision, However, when the Republicars choge Harding, the Cox
ranagers saw theip progpects brichten considerably, ang they set
their sights on first prize or nothing. The fact that ¥Mr, cox
had a good record as fovernor of Ohio ang Successful vote-petter
in hils previous campaigns was all the rore reason for choosing

him,

The third factopr in Governor Cox's prominerice ag g candidate |

was his poaition asg a good compromise man, Both Meidoo and
Palmer had their avig supporters, but belng men of national
promirence, they also had buillt up a hapg core of opposition,
Cox, a newcomer to the rational scene, wag therefore 1ittle known
to most people., If he had few personal disciples ocutside Chio,
even more 1mportant, he had few political enemles, He wasg a
compromise on the League of NMNations 1ssue since he was in favor
of 1t, although not in the unbending fashion of Woodrow Wilsong
but of greater aignificance, Cox was a middle-of-the~roader on
the prohibition question. The bigecity men liked him because he
¥as at least in favor of light wines and beer, and al though
bone-dry-Democrats like Bryan obposed him, Cox found acceptance
¥ith those of a more moderate view,

1t was advantageous for the Ohloans to keep the liquoer plank
out of the platforn completely, for Any mention of alcohol would

have tgien some of the argument out of Cox's nosition as a

!
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corpromige man, If the platform had advocated alcoholic
beverages of any type, his wet backers would have lelt victoriou#
and micht have been content to glve in a little more toward a dry
candidate, while a platform defending prohibvition would obviouslﬁ

have been contradictory to Cox's moderately wet atand, Yhen the

Resolutions Cormittee decided to say rothing at all about PPO-
hibition, the Cox managers were happy, for their candidate still
rermained the man who could pregert the widest appeal to the
delegates,

In the balloting at the convention a deadlock was a good
thing for Cox, for so long as MeAdoo and Palmer remained tangled
and kept the Administration forces divided, and go long as the
lieAdoo and the anti-leAdoo delegates battled each other, the
better were the chances that they would eventually turn to cox,
out of sheer exasperation ir for noc other reason. The chance of
& darkhorse stampedin; the conventlion was always a latent threat,
but none of the darkhorse possibllities was arreeable to all
factions, and equally important, none of those frequently
mentioned came from nivotal states, 9ur£hermore, 2 »noll of
delegates voting for the top three candidates revesaled that most
preferred 83 their second choice one of the other leading cone
tenders. Since Covernor Cox was noet only a good cormpromise man
behind whom most factions at the cornivention could unite but alse
& strong candidate in his own richt, the essence of Tdmond He

¥oore's strategy was simply to keep the Covernor's core of
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supporters Intact, hold off all darkhorse threats, let the
opposition grouns wear themgelves down, and watt,

But to win the nominatlon, Cox Tirst had to atop Ncidoo and
Palmer, The first asset ir nis favor was the old two-thirds rule
ernloyed by the Dermocratic Convention, Recause only 34 ner cent
of all the votes were needed to ston any given candidate, a

rirority oprosition group had a much greater onvortunity to stop

a favorite candidate fron pushing quickly toward a normination,
If william G. MeAdoo had needed only a aimole majority to capture
the Democratic standard, the bigecity bosses misht not have
entertained such confidence in derailing him, and many uncor
mitted delegates would undoubtedly have Joined him 8imply because
he had all the markinga of a wirner. But since McAdoo had to
round up over 66 per cent of all the delegate votes, no one but
his true-blue followers wasg willing to stick out his neck for
MeAdoo so long as his opnosition held the key to his success or
failure, Iaturally the very fact that a well-knit minority
could stop any candidate was an invitation for a long drapged-out
convention and a distinect advantage to a compromise candidate of
the Buckeye type,

The presence of three leading contenders in the race wag
also an eventual benefit to Cox, for each time one candidate

began to show signs of running away from the field, the other

two would combine to pull him back azain, Tven though the Palmep *“

and McAdoo forces used this method to ston Cox during the
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balloting, 1t wasg uséd moat effectively agalnst Yeldoo. hen
Palmer finally withdrew from the race, most of the steam in
Heldoo's drive, ag it tupned out, was already exnended, and
corbination tactics were no longer necessary to ston him., Onece
MeAdoo was halted, his oppositlion forces were more than willing

to add their support to almost anyone else, Hrvan and WVilson

excented,
One historian has claimed recently that Yeidoo's managers

In San Prancisco were gerliously handiecappeqd by the absence of

Parlel Co Roper as camnaiprn manacer and the fact that they
lacked real authority to bargain in YeAdoo's name,4 but the point
geems to be overemphasized, dctually the evidence shows that
Roper was doing a considerable amount of manaring and dealing
from hls Chiearo headquarters, but thepe gimply were not that
rmany deals to be made, It would have been nolitileal sulcide for
the machine bosses to make any kind of econcessions te YeAdoo
excent at prices which would have been too dear for the ¥eiddoo
manacers to pay.s The MeAdoo forces in San "ranclsco had a well
orranlzed cadre of workers reaching into every atate delegation,

dangling Vice-Presidential hints just as furiously as their

Y3agby, vp. 113, 117,

5Ibid., 1123 Miniel €. Roper 1in collaboration with Frank He
lovette, #ifty Years of Public Life (Durham, North Carolina,
1941), 207,
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onmosition;s 1t the Demoecratie Convention ha2ing the tangled
mixeup that 1t W3, no one wasg bitipg. “ven such "hordereline®
states ag 1sslesippi, Kansas, and South Carolina remained firm
to the last ballot., 1In cages where rival states could be
invaded, the delecates all too often divided their voteg among
several of the front runners, so that dealmaking just did not
DAY «

Once A+ Mitchell Palmer had been elirinated from the rice,
it took the convention only six more ballots to declde unon
Covernor Cox as their unanimous choice for the nomination; but
contrary to the ovninion cormonly held, the machine bosses do not
degerve all the credit for Cox's victory.7 Although he certainly] |
could not have won without their Junport, the role of the machine
bosses wag nrimarily that of gtooping the Meidoo drive ang
helping to keep enough stearm in the Cox engine to pet it to the
critiecal turning point, for the actual Impetus which started the

final vietory drive came from other sourcesg, Some of the antiw
YeAdoo leaders, in fact, were even considering a switch to
fainbridge Colby after Palmer left the field,

A study of the voting patterns of the Yew Vvork, Illinois,

sHanks, De 246,

TSee fharles 1111s Thorpson, Tires, July 7, 1929, pt. 3,
De 33 "The Yew Democracy and Tts Banner-tearers,™ Current
Opirnlon, LXIX (iurust 1920), 140; "Cox 1n “wilson's ShHoes, "
ne lew Republic, XXIII (July <1, 1920), 216; Bruce Bllven,
“San Prancisco,” The Yew Republic, XXITI (July 14, 1920), 196,
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maséachusetts, Indiaﬁa, and New Jersey delegations, the five
states most often classified as "machlne" states, shows that on
the critical ballots near the end of the convention, the machine
states actually went againgt the prevalling trend to jump onto
the Cox waggon.8 On the thirtyeelghth ballot these five states
were casting 151 votes for Cox, 66 for lcAdoo, and 21 for Falmer,
in general about the same ratlo they had bheen followlng since
earlier in the afternoon. By the fortleth ballot the scale had
ghifted to 190 for Cox and 48 for lMcidoo, due to the withdrawal
of Palmer and the awitch in the Massachusetts and Indiana
delegations to Coxj; but on the forty-first and forty-second
ballots, the most critical ballots of the entire convention,
when the rest of the conventlion was beglnning the swing to Cox
and retreating from McAdoo, the machine states gave MeAdoo two
additlional votes while decreasing the Cox total by three, Tven
on the forty-third ballot, when the trend to Cox was becoming
guite obvious, the machine states awltched only one vote {in the
Indiana delegation) from l¥cAdoo to Cox. In the four ballotas
from the fortieth to the forty-third the convention as a whole
gave Cox an additional 78 votesa, taking 55 away from McAdooj but
in the machine states during the same interval, Governor Cox lost

two votea while McAdoo nicked up one, Therefore it can hardly be

g82id that the machine states commandeered the nomination of Cox.

BSee Appendix 11, Compare with Appendix IV,




} 1386

If the wet fuatiema were the principal cause of the
Govarher's ultimate Qucoeas, it would seem that the Qelegatian:
that voted for a wet platform wauld.be the ones who were most
instrumental in putting Cox over the top during the critiecal
balloting; but again an analysis of the vote reveals an
altogether different picture, When Bourke Cochran of New York
proposed that the convention add a provision to the platform
allowing light wines and beer, twelve delegations voéed pres.
dominantly in favor of the amendment, Although some other
delepgations voted a majority one way or the other by a slim
margin, these twelve states and territories would at least be .
considered as the wettest of all the delegatlona.9

On the thirtye.eighth ballot these wet gtates were'etatzng
228% votes for Cox, 108 for Palmer, and 51% for MeAdoo, again
similar to the pattern they had been following for some time,
By the fortieth ballot, when all dut 18 loyal Pennsylvnnianu‘
had deserted Palmer, Cox had increased his tally by 4$»vq&9!;'
but McAdoo kept pace with 43 additional votes of his o#n; ‘?hen 1
on the forty-first and fortye-second ballots the wet_égnteialao
went contrary to the general trends of the convention, for Cox |
fell back one vite aﬁong the wetestate delegations while ﬂ@Adob,‘
the dry, was plcking up nine. Again from the fortieth to the |
forty-third ballots, while Cox was gaining 78 votes and ﬁﬁ&daa‘1 ‘

95ee Appendix III.
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three new votea to
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was falling back 55 in the convention ag g whole, the wet states

Meddoo!'s strength by 9eéven, but gzave only

Coxs It ig evident, then, that the wet

states, like the machine bloc, also were not responsible for the

final impetus that

Governor Cox could nevep

Support of the wet

Spelled out victory fop Cox.lo

contingents and the Dolitical bosses, for 1t

w85 they who kept him in contention through the long struggle to

the fortieth balloet, However, when the final break for Cox

began, the impetus
states, but from g

the South,

did not come from the machine or the wet

totally unexpected sectopr of the conventionme

following the thirty-eirhtn ballot, thug breaking up the

lOOhio voted 68 per cent in favor or the wet plank, but itg
inclusion in the wet delegation 1ig really insignificant since
Ohio was pledged unswervingly to favoritewgon Cox under any
circumstances. Pennsylvania, however, which algo voted 58 pep

cent in favor of the wet pPlank, is of much g

because the Yenngyl
Candidates after pa

imerp withdrew, Although 32 Pennsylvanig

delecateg voted againgt the wet plank, orf greater impor ance 1ig
the ract that ag many as 49 delegates voted for MeAdoo on the
fortya.ripst and forty-second ballots, TLven assuming that g1
82 dry delegates switcheq to MeAdoo aftep the thirty-ninth

ballot, thig would
Who voteq for a wet

it
Still mean that 14 Or more of the 44 delegates i

plank cast their voteg for ¥eAdoo on the

orty-rirst ang forty-second ballots, (Cox recelved at mogt 14

of the 44 wet votes
GEIegates of Pennsgy
O0Xe wmSee Appendie

R

lvania were obviously not flocking to Governor
es I1I and 71V,

have won the nomination without thd
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threeeway log jam; but or all the votes cast, the thirty~n1nth,

forty-rirst, and forty-second ballots stand out as the most
cruclal of the entire convention, The thirtyeninth ballot wag
obviously important, for at this point cox gailned 85 votes, the
greatest boost any candidate had receiveq fince New York ang
lew Jersey switched to him on the seventh ballot. But of even
greater Significance, the new surge ror cox enabled him to
overtake MNeAdoo and gain a definite psychological advantage by
capturing the lead at such a late stage in the contest, Yevep.
theless, the fortieth ballot put the darmper on Cox's drive,
because ¥cadoo again wasg showing a resurgence of 3trength and
once more was challenging ror the lead, At the end of forty
votes both lMcAdoo and Cox were enjoying their greatest vote
totals of the convenfion; voth were on the upward swing, with
keidoo only 23 votes behind Cox and closing fasgt,

The forty-first ballot proved to be the mest important vote
of the entire convention, for it wag at thls point that MeAdoo
Suffered his first logs since Palmeptg withdrawal, Ironically
the chier delegation responsgibvile for McAdoo's logs was Virginia,
the state of Carter Glasg,

After Palmer withdrew, Virginia in two ballots hag g¥itched
elght and & half new votes to Cox, while 81ving only a half-vote
to MeAdoo, ©On the forty~first ballot, however, Virginia again
¥ent back to casting all twenty~four votes for favorite.son

Glagg, Presumably at the behest of Glass himself, 4as a regult
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eigﬁt votes were taken from McAdoo and nine and a half from Coxe |
Some might argue that Class was trying to wreck the MeAdoo boom
for the sake of his personal ambltlion, but more thanfiikely,ha
was making a lasteminute attempt to halt Cox's sudden rise, By
drawing his Virginia delegation back to himself, he would take
votes away from Cox at a very crucial time and, he probably
hoped, might possibly be adble to stop Cox's advance, Admittedly
by entering the race again he would alsc deprive Mﬁﬁdéa of
eritical votes, but 5e probably felt that the most important tasi
of the moment was to stop Coxs Untll that was done, NcAdoo was
doomed; but once it was done, the task of pushing McAdoo might
again be resumed,

A3 fate would have it, however, Glasa's stretegy backfired,
for the loas of the Virginia vote hurt MecAdoo much more than it
hurt Coxe On the same forty«firat ballot another scuthern
gtate, Alabama, came to Cox's reacue by switching fifteen
valuable votes to him, thus compensating for the loss suffered
at the hands of Virginia, MoAdoo, on the other hand, was not
able to find enough subatitutes for the lost Virginia support,
and as a result he took a sevenvote setback, from which he
never recovered,

Even though McAdoo lost only 7 votes while Cox gained a
mere 74, the effect was like a deep gash over the eye of &
boxer, The convention delegates, now sensing that MsAdoo might
be faltering, began to lose confidence in him at the very moment
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when confidence was vitally needeq by EVery candidate stily
remaining in the fisht, Refore the thirtywnintn ballot the
three front—running candidates were fizhting primapily g
defensive battle; but Palmertg withdrawal zave the delegateg the
feellng, richtly or wrongly, that a solution to the deadlock wag
lrminent ang lrcreased theip desireg to nominate g candidate ag
Soon as posgible, Thug any loss of votes by a leading contendenr

ni'ter the thirtyeninth ballat wag multinlied a hundreﬂfold in

importance hecausge the delecates werpe zetting anxious to econclude

the deliherations and so home, The delepates wanteq & Winner,
and Meidoo's setback on the forty-rirgt ballot, even though
8lizht, canged many to begin thinking that another candidate
micht stand a bettep chance of winning the nomination ang bring
the drag-ed-out broceedings to an epnd, 1t is trme that Cox
rained only a fraction on the forty-rirst ballot, but at least
he was able to ghow that he could holg his own in the nervous
shifting of votes, Most irportant of all, he ¥as in the leadq,
and he was by far the closest of all the remalning candidateg to
the goal,

On the forty-second ballot McAdoo'sg own natlive state of
Georgla sealed his fate by switching from KecAdoo to Cox, making
the task of catching the Ohio fovernor even greaten, fpom the
fortieth to the forty-second ballot rox had pained a total of
50% vVotes while MeAdoo wasg falling back 40; but contrary to what

Might have been expected, none of Cox's newly-acquired gtrength

I
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came from wet or bucéﬁeontrallad states. Nearly all of 1t was
from the South,

The only other threat between Cox and the prize was the
posaibllity that a darkhorse might rise after Palmer's withdrawal]
and, taking advantage of & McAdoo-Cox deadlock, effect a victory,|
A graph of the combined votes of all the darkhorses, however,
reveals an almost perfect arch from the thirtyneighth‘to‘thu
forty-fourth ballots with the keyatone at the forty-rirst, l
A moderate drive for a darkhorse 4id materlalize when Palmer
withdrew, but once again the forty-first and forty-second ballots
were the turning point. John W, Davis, the most prominent of
the darkhorses, suffered a4 oritical set-back on the forty-~first
roll oeall, Like MocAdoo, he, too, was jolted when Glass took
his delegation's votes back to himself and Alabama made the
switeh to Coxs These two changes alone cost Davis 214 votes,
The combined vote of all the darkhorses had continued to inch
ahead, but on the following bhallot the total darkhorse vote also
began to recede in the face of the growing trend to Governor Cox, ﬁ
By the forty-fourth ballot it had returned almost exactly to the

—

same vote total as on the thirty-eighth,
Cox inched over the important simple~majority mark on the
forty-third ballot, once again chlefly because of Southerm

support, Loulalana added seven more votes to the Cox total,

1lgae graph, Appendix V,
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followed by v&rginia;-which returned to the open convention w th
ten and a halfl votes for Cox., Whether Carter Glass saw the
futility of holding his delegation any longer, or whéther he
aimply could not hold them further, the final break of the

Virginia delegation brought more votes to Cox than the first had

brought, The rush to Cox had become so obvious at the end of

forty-three ballots that any attempt to halt 1t would have been

met with the greateat displeasure by the rest of the Caneationa
When Pennsylvania jumped onto the Cox bandwagon on the last
ballot, it was merely putting its atamp of approval onto an
action that was already inevitable,

Jamesa M, Cox became the Democratic nominee in 1920 as a
regult of a complex mixture of éircumatances and the adroltness
of hia campaign manager to capitalige on the divideﬂ atmosphere
in the Democratlic Party, As a moderately wet, relatively
unknown governor from Ohlo with a good record and a knack for
winning electlions, he possessed the advantage of geography plus
the ideal credentials for a compromise candidate not hampered
by the Wilson stigma. Fqually as important, he had the hﬁlp of
the two~thirds rule and two other prominent contenders to wear
the delegatea' patience down. In the voting itself, the
determination of the wet bosses to stop McAdoo worked directly
to the advantage of Cox by dragging out the convention until the
delegates were finally willing to settle for a compromise, The
big-city bosses were able to pull the McAdoo traih to a stop}

e o
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howéver, when the fiﬁal surge for Cox began, it was not the wet
or the boss states that provided the power, btut the dry states
of the South, in particular, Virginia, Alabama, and Géorgia,
with the vital help of Loulsiana, |

"If we have an ace concealed, we win, . , " No single
card was sufficlent for the Democratic jJackpot in 1920, for
quite a few players were bidding on the prize, and some were
displaying strong hands alreadyj; but when Cox's turn éame, he
had on the table in front of him an ace of a campaign manager,
plus a trio of kings from Chicago, New York, and New Jersey,

And from the hole he pulled an ace labeled "Southern Dry,"
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APPENDIX I
SIGNIFICANT BALLOTS OF THE 1920 DEMOCRATIC CONVENTION
FIRST BALLOT

State McAdoo Palmer Cox Davis Cummings Fdwards Gerard Smith Owen

Ala, ) 8
Ariz. 4
Ark, 3
Calif, 10
Colo. 3
Conn.
Del,
m&;
Ga.
Idaho
Ill.
Ind.
Iowa
Kansas 20
K¥s 3
La, )
Maine &
Md, 5%
Mass, 4
Mich, 18
Minne, 10
Mles.
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State KeAdoo Palmer Cox Davis Cummings Tdwards Gerard Smith Owen
OI'e. 10 At e - - - - had -
}?a. 2 73 - - hd - - - -
R‘ I' 2 5 - 1 ot L brd 2 -
S Cos 18 - - - - - - - -
S. Y)‘ - - had - -~ - 10 - -~
Term. 2 9 8 e 1 - - - 1
Texas 40 - - - - - - - -
Ttah 8 - - -~ - - - - -
Vtt 4 1 2 L] L - - 1 -
Va; - - - . el - - - -~
Viash. 10 - - 1 1 - 1 - 1l
We VA, - - 16 - - - - —
Wise. 11 3 5 1l 1 - 1l 1l -
YY0e 6 - - - - - - - -
Alaska 2 3 1 - - - - - -
De Ce w 6 - - - - - - -
Hawall 2 4 - - - - - - -
Philipo - - - - - - - ~
is Rico % 2 - 1 1 1 - - -
CQ ZGIEG 1 l had - ad - e L -~
TOTAL 266 254 134 32 25 42 21 109 33

Scattered votes:

Glags: Calif. 1, Md. }, va. 24, P, Rico 1.,
Hitehecoek: Nebr, 16, Wisc., 2.

Heredith: JIowa 26, Vilsc. 1,

Colbys:s Calirf, 1,

Tﬁﬁax’ﬂhallz Del; 2’ 'Fl&. 1’ Indo 30’ IﬁiCh. 1, Pa. lc
Daniels: Ma, 1.

Clark: La., 9.

Underwood: VMd. 2.

Yiood, Alfred: Mass, 1, N, H., 3,

Heargt: ¥ass. 1,

Brian: ¥ich, 1.

Willlams: Miss, 20,

SimmOnﬁ: Ne Cu 24,

Harrison: Philip. 6.
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FORTIETH BALLOT

State McAdoo Palmer Cox DNDavis State  MeAdoo Palm%r Cox Davig
Ns Je Y

Pt
5]

AI&* 8 - - r oi -
Ariﬁ; 5 - 3 heud ﬁu Mo 6 ﬁ% ”» L
Arkg b, - 16 - He Yo 20 - 70 -
Calif, 14, - 12 - Ne Co 24 - - -
Colo, 4 - 7 - He Ds 8 - 2 -
Conn, 2 - 11 - Ohile - 48 -
D‘lg 4 - 2 - Oklﬂa - - » -
Fla. 3 - 9 - Ore, 10 - - -~
Ga. 28 - - - Pa, 42 18 12 3
Idaho B - - - Re Is 1 & 8 1
XEd. 11 - 19 - 8. Dﬁ @ - 3 -
Iowa - - 26 -  Tenn, - - - 24
Kansas 20 - - - Texas 40 - - -
Kys 5 - 20 1 Utah 8 - - -
La, 6 1 13 1l vt. 4 - 4 -
Maine 12 - - - va. 8 - Qg Sg
Md. vhk - 8% ¥ vash, 8 - 5
Masa, 1l - 32 -~ Y. Va. - - - 18
Mich, 14 - 12 4 Wise, 19 - 7 -
Minn. 17 - 8 - Wyo. 8 - - -
Miga. - - 20 ~ Alasks 2 - 4 -
Mo. 203 - 113 - D. Ce - - 6 -
¥ont. 8 - - « Hawalil l " 5 -
Kabr' V - - L] Phili?ﬂ 5 - 2 -
N@V* - - é - P Ri@ﬂ 8 - - -
Ne He 5 - 2 1 C. Zone 2 - - -
TOTAL 467 19 490 76

Seattered votea:

Comminga: Colo. 1, Conne. 1, ' :
{wens Masgn,. 2’ ¥o. 1’ Kﬁbrg 9, leﬂg 20’ Philip.?1.
Colby: Masa, 1. .
Clark: Mo, 2,

.y
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 PORTY- FIRST BALLOT

State McAdoo Palmer Cox Davis State NeAdoo Palmer Cox Davis
}:‘ J'

Ala » 8 - 15 1 . - 28 -
&PiZb 3 - =3 - Ne M. 6 - - -
Arsz 3 - - 15 Al Hiq Yc 80 - ‘ '? -
Calif, 14 - 12 - Na Cu 24 - - -
(7010; 4 - 7 had ﬂt i}g 8 - E -
Conn, 2 - 11 - Chio - - 48 -
Del s 4 - 2 - Okl&‘ - - - -
Fla. 3 - 9 - Ore. 10 - - -
Ga, - 28 - - - Pa, 46 11 14 3
Idaho 8 - - - Re Xa 1 - 8 1
I1l. 17 - 40 1 3. Co 18 - - -
Indb 11 - 19 - 8 » )D'. 4 - 4 -
Iowa - -~ 28 -  Tenn, - - - 24
Kansas 20 - - « Texas 40 - - -
Las 8 1 13 - Vta 4 - 4 -
!&ainﬂ‘ 12 - - head Vaa L - - L.
¥d. 5% - 3% 2 Wash, 8 - 5& %
&aﬂﬂi 1 - 30 1 We Va, - - - 18
ui@ht 14 - 12 4 Wiscq 19 - 7 -
Minn, 16 - 7 - Wyo. 6 - - -
¥iss, - - 20 ~ Alaska 2 - 4 -
¥o. 20& - llk - De Ce - - 8 -
Mont. 8 - " - Hawall 1 - 59 -
Heby, . 7 - - - Philip. 3 w e -
Rev, - - 6 -. P. Rico 1] - - -
e He 5 - 2 1 C. Zone 2 - - -
TOTAL 460 12 497% 554

Scattered votes:

Owen: Mass, 5' ¥o. 1, Nehr, 9, Okla. 20, Se Da 1, Ph&lip» ly
Colby: JMass. 1,

Clark: Mo, 2,

Glassy Va, 24,

Cummings: Colos 1, Conn, 1.




Stafe ¥ecAdoo Palmer Cox Davis

Ala, 8
Ariz, 2%
Ark, S
Calif,
00100
Conne
Del,
Fla,
0a,
Idaho
Ill,
Ind.
Iowa
Kansgas
KF;‘ .
La,
Maine 12
Md. 53
Maag, 2
niehw— 14
¥Minn,. 17
Miss,

Mont,
Yebr,
. Rev.,

K. Ha
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Scattered votes:

O'an ﬁ&aa. 2, Hoe. 1, Hebra 9, 0kla¢ 20. S, DQ 1,

Colby: Maas, 1,
Clark: Mo. 2,
Glasss Va, 24,
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State McAdoo Palmer Cox Davis

Hs Mo 8
N. Y. 20
Ne Ce 24
Ne De 8
Ohio -
Okla, -
Ore. 10
Pa, 49
Re 1o l
Se Cs 18
3, Ds 3
Tenn. -
Texas 40
Utah 8
Vte 4
Va. -
Waah, 5%
W' V&. -
Wisc, 17
Wyoe é
Alaska 2
Do c. -
Hawall 1
Philip. 3
P. Rico 3
Ce Zone 2
TOTAL 427

Curmminga: Colo. 1, Conn. 1, La. 1.

¥
5]

- 70 -
L3 2 -
- 48 -
8 14 3
- a 1
- 8 -
- - 24
L - -
- 4 -
- - 18
- 9 -
- 8 -
- 5 -
- ﬂ 3
- 3 -
8 540% 493
Phili?* 1.
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State ¥cAdoo Palmer Cox Davis State McAdoo Palmer Cox Davis

Ala, 10
Ariz. 2%
Ark. S
Calif,
Colo.
Conn,
Del.
fa.
Ga,.
Idaho
Ill,
Ind,
Towa
Kansas
Ky«
Ias
Maine
Ma,
Maga,
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¥inn.
Miss,.
Mo,
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Nebr.
Nev,
Ni HQ
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Secattered votes:

Colbyz Mass. l.
Owen: Mass, 2, Mo.
Clarks: Mo, 2
Glass: Va. 5%,
Cummings: Colo. 1,

3 ‘ -
3% - N, He 6
15 - He Yo 20
12 - Ne Co 23
7 - He Do 8
11 - Ohio -
2 - Oklau -
9 - Ore, 10
28 - Pa, 47
- - Re I 1
40 l S. C. 18
20 - Se Da 3
26 - Tenne. -
- - Texas 40
23 - Utah 8
20 - Vi, 4
- - Vae
8% 2 Wash, 6%
20 1 We VR -
16 - Wisc, 19
8 -  WWyoe. S
20 - Alaska 2
123 = Ds Co -
3 - Hawall 1
4 - Philip. 3
6 - P+ Rlco 1
2 - C. Zone 2
TOTAL 412

1, Nebr. 9, Okla., 20, S, D. 1,
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State MecAdoo Palmer Cox Davis

Ala.
Ariz.
Ark.
Calif.
Coloe
Conne
Del .
Ma,
Ga,
idaho
I1l.
Ind,
Iowa
Kansas
Ky.

b
wiy O
wop-

ot

0

¥aine
Md.

Vassg,
Nich,.
¥inn.
Misas,

¥
P
GO G 1L Lol Ot 1O | 1o

=
O
»
]

¥ont.
Nebr,
Nev,
N. H,

Scattered votes:

Colby: Mass, 1,
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. FORTY-FOURTH BALLOT
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State

Ne Jo
Ne Mo

Wyoe
Alaska
Ds Coe
Hawall
Philip.
Ps Rico
Cs Zone

TOTAL
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[:-9
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270

Owen: Nebr. 9, ¥, Ds 4, Okla, 20, S, Ds 1,

Glass: Va. 13,

e
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Pt

28

70 -
2 -
48 -
68 2
9 -
5 -
- 24
1 -
8 -
182 2%
13 1
- 16
23 -
b3 -
6 -
8 -
8 -
4 -
5 -
699% 52




He Yo
111,
Masg,
Ind,
N. Jb

Ne Y,
Ill.
Maas,
Ind,
Ne Jo

He Yo
Ili,
Vasa,
Ind,
No Ji

APPEXDIX I

BALLOTS OF MACHINE OR BLOC STATES

McAdoo Palmer Cox

36

20 - 70
16 10 30
1 19 13
29 - 1
- - 28
88 20 TiF

39
20 - 70
18 - 38
1 - 33
11 - 19
- - 28
50 - 188
42

20 - 70
17 - 40
2 - 30
11 - 19
- - 28
50 - 187

McAdoo Palmer Cox

37

'
ﬂa t Oy

40

20
16

11

'
a,ltll!

43

20
i

10
£

i
zla:t::
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70
38

~ 15

28
152

70

32
19
28

70
40
30
20
28

MeAdoo Palmer Cox

20
16

29

38

ﬁt ' Doy

1.
ot

L
L)

!h F 11

x’a:‘tx:

70
40
30
i0
28




APPERDIX IIIX

VOTE OK BOURKE COCHRAN'S PLATPORM AMENDMENT

STATE

Alabama
Arizona
Arkanssas
California
Colorado
Connecticuts
Delaware
Morlds
Georgla
Idaho
Illinols#
Indiana

Towa

Kansas
Kentucky
Louislana
Maine
Marylands#
Masgachusettsst
Michigan
Hinnesota
Misslsslippi
¥lssourl
Montana
Nebragka
Nevada

New Hampshire

[
i3t 1 RIT v} WO

W\

b
11 QU GNDQROIE ]

10fficial Report, pp. 259-60,

YEAS

o

Wi

#OR A WET PLANK

HAYS

1

STATE

Yew Jersey:
New ¥exlco
New York#
¥orth Carolina
Yorth Dakota
Ohlos
Oklahoma
Oregon
Pennaylvanias
Rhode Iglands
3outh Carolina
South Dakota
Tennessee
Texas

Utah
Vermont#
Virginia
Washlington
West Virginia
Wiseconslin
Wyoming
Alagkas

Dist, of Cola.
Hawalis
Philippines
Puerto Rleco

Panami Canal Zo0.

TOTAL

YEAS

~ N
@

fa

e
11 1Ot 1GR3 11001 It O ©F

356

7263

The asterisk (#) indicates

atates which voted predominantly in favor of the wet plank,
See Appendix IV.
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Ballot 36
¥MeAdoo Palmer Cox

Conn, 1 8 6
11l 16 10 30
Md o 5% - 8%
Magn, 1 19 13
Ne Jo - - 28
Ne Yo 20 - 70
Ohio - - 48
Pa, 2 7 1
Re 1 3 3 4
Vi, 3 2 3
Alasgg ‘ ?‘ 3 é
Hawa g -

Ballot 39

APPENDIX IV

BALLOT3 OF STATES WHICH VOTED FCR WHT PLANK

HeAdoo Palmer Cox

Conne
I1l.

. Md.
M&s B
Re Jo
N. Y,
Ohio-
Pa,

Re I
Vt.
Alaska
Hawail

i8 T3
B% - 84
1 - 33
- - 28

20 - 70
- - 48
2 73 1
1 - 7
4 - 4
4 - 2
- " )

Ballot 37
McAdoo Palmer Cox
1 5 8
18 2 38
b3 - S
1 19 18
" - 28 .
20 - 70
- - 48
S 3 74 -
2 4 4
3 >4 3
1 - 5
B¢ 108 DEER
Ballot 40
McAdoo Palmer Cox
18 Toa
6 - 4
5% - 8%
1 - 32
- - 28
20 'e 70
- - 48
42 18 12
- - 8
4 - 4
i - s
frey 17 ﬁvfa'

Ballot 38

MoAdoo Palmer Cox

1l 5 é
is 2 38
5% - 8%
1 19 14
- - 28
20 - 70
- ' - “ |
- s .0"
3 2 B
1 . _B
Ballot 41
MeAdoo Palmer Cox |
v 1 @
6% - . BE
1 - 30
- - 88
20 - 70
- - 48
48 11 14
4 - 4
? - 4
v I o




Mallot 42

¥ecidoo Palmer Cox

Conne. 2
11, L7
}!’I . {3;13"
}ag98. 2
No Ja -
e Yo 20
Ohio -
Pa. 49
Re 1o 1
Vt. 4
Alasgka 2
Hawaill 1
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40
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30
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Ballot 43

McAidoo Palmer Cox

2 - 11

17 1 40
5% - at

2 - 30

- - 28

20 - 70

- - 48

47 7 17

1 - 9

4 - 4

2 - 4

1 - 5
101% v BY4E
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AFFENDIX V
GRAPH INDICATING THE
VOTES CAST FOR THE FIVE ?RlﬂclﬁgéfbﬁﬁDIﬂﬁTﬂs
PLUS

THE COMBINED VOTE OF ALL DARKHORSES
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