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INTRODUCTION

The Dem:ocratic National Conventicn mat at Madison Sguare
Garden, New York City, on June 24, 1924 and did not conclude its
labors until 2:30 A M. July 10, 1924, Ii» twenty-nine sessions
made it the most protracted National Convention in the history of
the country,

When the Convention was called to order by Congressman
Cordell Hull, Chairman of the National Democratic Committes,
there was no premoanition of the turbuleat sessions that were to
take place and the acrimonious divisions that were to arise over
the platform and the personality of the candidates. It was expected
that there would be a number of ballots to reach a decision, but
2o one aaticipated a deadlock such as eccurred. i

 In sharp contrast to the Republican Convention in Cleveland,
the Democratic Convantion begsn its arduous labors in New York
without & real leader, with actusl issues unsettled, and & score of
candidates for premier houore. United during the past four years
as the opposition party, struggling boldly to overcome a 7, 000, 000

"The Democratic National Convention,” Currest Histery,



vote handicsp, the Democratic Party had given too much energy to
censuring Republican measures, too little in reaching unanimity on
three great questions of principle - the League of Nations, t!,u' Ku
‘Klox, Klan, snd the Volstead Act. It had not developed an outstanding
leader, it had not czynhmnd a pmgrm of eeuﬁruﬁn ueﬁa to
offer ﬂu American people. All of t!ah was uﬁ to hc uempuuhod
within the span of a few hectic convention days.?

Bohiad closed m;m tlw mﬁmuu of ﬁwan un&od
on mysterious deliberations, while the convention itsslf exuded noise
and commotion. In a yhtiarné of ﬁ&vty*ﬁVt pmu. ;;xi bﬁt three
were ulniy devoid of éyumiu. sc much tmtrmn&y was umud
over the tmhtq three M ﬁn ﬂﬂy was lacky to mrgc “united
fm the nmm“h. The ﬁtmua; eloments in an othtrﬂu bland
mixture are the Ku Klux Kian, the Lomn of Nations, and Prohibition.

N sach case an vmﬂudiq pn&y figure demanded drastic
action and refused to follow soft-pedal tactics. Senator Oscar A.
Underwood, Democratic leader in the Senate, forced the ‘agni on
the m Mwm:'mry of War, Newton D. Bakeyr baltled Ior
maquimul mpport of the League of Nations, and wmum :nnm'n
nryu ammt iu no titypcry plank on pwuﬁm |

2 The Indepeadent, Vol. CXIIL July 8, 1924, p. 6
3 Ivid., p. 6. |



The Democrats seemingly had an issue made to order in
the scandals of the Harding Administration. But it was spoiled by
unforeseen factors. Instead of being outraged by the exposures,
people ssemed to be callously indifferent in this postwar atmosphsre
of disillusionment and cyniciem. In some quarters, notably among
businessmen, there was actual reseatment at the investigations,
echoed in metropolitan journals. ¥ Exposures were unwelcome
guests at the prosperity feast. A second factor was the death of
Harding and the accession of Coolidge. The sourly honest New
Englander was above nprmh.’ All the sttacks on Republican
corruption left him untouched. He had sliminated the rascals
th“ndmw&;mm‘ What more could the
Dsmaocrats do?

A third factor was the cat-and-dog fight at the Democratic
National Coavention. The chances of the Democrats were wrecked

‘Eugens H. Roseboom, A History of Presidential Elections
(New York, 1957), p. 411.

SIeid., p. 411, The same idea is expressed in William Allen
White, A Puritan in Ba) (New York, 1958), p. 283. As the

and Republican National Convention of 1924 in May began to
take form, it was apparent that the Republican party was behind the
President. It seomed likely that the country would accept Republican
leaderahip again. The country did not burn with wrath against the
Republican party because of the oil scandals. The country was slow
to anger because & new President had coms whe was net to blame.

White, A Puritan in Babylon, p. 294. Reseboom, A Histery
of Prastdeatial Electicns, p. 412.




by the bitter dissensions that blased up at the convention. The
contenders were the urban machines of the East and the rural
populace of the South and West. The alignment was old, but the
issue was not.

mmmmpmﬁum:uum kwﬂdw
mltuﬂny numd and wm&d&y thwarted small- m and rursl
folk of older native stocks. These groups found @muamﬁu for
their tmmt by participating in its secret rituals, its hooded
parades, u; mysterious burning of flery crosses on hilltops at
midnight, and its cult of Nordic Protestant mmy., T Lynchings,
whippings, riots, and other acts of violence were more sinister
mﬂiu., Coating itself with that faverite whitewash of bigotry, the
pressrvation of "Americanism, ' the Klan was anti-foreign, anti-
Catholic, anti-Jewish, and anti-Negro, &M, upon the locale.
Its :u& organisers, who made fortunes from membership dyua
M other graft, saw opportunities in politics, and soon candidates
for office in many communities outside the urban Esst were joining
mm»muumawma.' |

The lmmcm- wws their pﬁ‘mhuﬁy MM and
middle cm. dqulmo._ quietly accepted the white-sheoted

" TRosshoom, A Presidential Klecti ons, p. 412,
Also ses Arneld 8. Rice, Jux Kian rican Politics
{Public Afiairs Press, Wamngta. 2. C 12.

Roseboom, A mmy of Presidential Elsction, p. 412.
Rice, The Ku Kiux Kisa in . _____r_ggg litics, p. 76.



brotherhood as an auxiliary where it was strong but otherwise
ignored its existence. At the Cleveland Convention of 1924, the
Klan tssue was passed over quickly and quistly by the Rapublicans.

The Democrats were less fortunate. The Klan had in-
filtrated the party in many mﬁm. ef ths rural hMIrMu but
in the urban centers of Exst and Middle West, mn %ho voters
were largely of immigrant stock and under Irish Catholic leadership
it was extremaly unpopular. The issus seoemed mm explode
»mmm««m ‘!‘h«ow:dw“s also at
stake. Thess plebeian city Democrats folt that W: mwm
in the first echelons «,mmnmmmmumu
the put. ? |

Tammany Hall in particular bad been treated at times like
a family alcoholie who could neither be cast off or be reformed.
Metropolitan city halls and sometimes a state capital were mm
rewards for such Democrats. m by 1924 they ma ready to
demand their place in the sun. From their ranks emerged 2 man
of national stature - Governor Alfred T. Smith of New York who
was the idol of this sastern Damocracy. He was anti-Klan, anti-

prohibition, a Tammany Hall product and a Catholic of immigrant

% Roseboom, A History of Presideatial Elsctions, p. 412.



parentage. The Klansmen saw in his candidacy an amalgam of all
their fears and hates. !

Out of the West came William Gibbs McAdoo, the choice of
the Klan, a somawhat tarnished Lochinvar wielding the lance of
Wilsonian liberalism and resolved to save the Madison Square Garden
maiden from the eastern villians. ! 1 Son-~in-law of Woodrow Wilson
and once his Secretary of Treasury, Mr. McAdoo had in his camp
Bernard Baruch and other staunch Wilsonians, the railway brother~
koods, many rural dry Democrats, some assorted liberals, and &
corps of formey federal officeholders.

McAdoo was well in the lead for the presidential nomination
when the Walsh investigations revealed that he was a legal advisor
to Edward L. Doheny, wealthy oil man, whe was involved in the
Fall bribery disclosures, }2

In the bitter sectional rivalry betwaen ths forces of McAdoo
and the forces of Al Smith ons issus was “oil." For some time
before the convention, certain Demecratic leaders publicly or
secretly charged that McAdoo had disqualified himself for the
nomination. Aws the party's chief inuo was carvwnn; they said,

xMtg P ‘t‘v
Mg, pp. 412-213.
12; Laonsrd Bates, "The Teapot Dome Scandal and the

Election of 1924, " The American Histerical Review, Vol. LX
{January, 1988), pp. Soi-323.



it would be senseless to nominate McAdeo, who was himaself covered
with oil. The party must have a clean government candidate. 13

Thus McAdoo's implication in the oil scandals added one
more detail to the unsavory disputes of a convention that succeeded
before it was through in destroying the party chances for a victory. 14

.

"Yuia
A, , pt 32!.
Governor Pat M. Neff of Texns declared that neither Smith
nor McAdoo should be » candidate: "Smith is too wet. MeAdoo is
too oily. * The unfortunate division of cur party at this moment
between these two impossible candidates has caused the A<legates
to overieck temperarily the strength and virtues of many abler and
better fitted men, such as Davis, c»am. Ralston, Baker, and
Brysa.'' New York Times, June 24, 1924, 5. 2.

,“bm:, “The Teapot Dome Scandal and the Election of 1924, "
"The American Histerical Review (January, 1988), pp. 321-322.



PRE-CONVENTION CONTENDERS FOR THE DEMOCRATIC NOMINATION

During the wiater of 1923 it seemed that the presidential
candidates in the election of 1924 would be Calvin Coolidge for the
Republicans and William G. McAdoo for the Democrats. Republican
leadership staked itealf o the Mellon Tax plan and it was to be a
major issue in the campaign. However, the Tax plan met a setback
in the House of Representatives and was later distracted by the cry
of "oil"” in the Senate. With the investigations of Eik Hille and
Teapot Dome, both pelitical parties had to alter their plan of attack.

How sericusly Mr. McAdoo's candidacy would be affected by
the diaclosure of the fact, that while he had nothing to do with Mr.
Dobheny's cil leases, he had a great deal to do with Mr. Doheny's
oil, would be hard to predict at tha«tml’ym.l Just the mention
of Mr. McAdoo being on the legal staff of an oil corporation was
undsrstood by many to put him in public disfavor and ruined his chances
for the Democratic presidential nomination. 2

One writer folt that nothing had been brought to light about
Mr. McAdoo that should be allowsd to cloud his reputation. He said,

I
Charies Mers, "At the Two Conventions, "' The Century Magesine,

Vol. CVIII (June, 1924), pp. 225-230.
2

~drmevican-Benisw.ol Baviaws, Vol. LXIX (March, 1924), p. 24(6.




"It was much bettar for McAdoo to have had the opportunity of
explaining the relation of his law firm, that was retained by Mr.
Dobeny to protect interests of the Doheny companies amounting
to several hundred million dollars that ware threatened by the
Mexican government, during the sarly days of February than to
have his political enemies bold his Doheny connection in reserve,
in order to use it against him at a time when explanations would
have come too late. It ia for the Democratic party to decide, but
it will be hard to find either » lawyer or a businessman of success
and standing who has not had some relationship to great enterprises
in a corporate form, 3

Several other candidates were frequently mentioned during
the opening monthe of 1924, Mr. James Cox, Democratic standard-
bearer in 1920, had become active in Ohio ae a candidate. On
January 10, Mz, John W, Davis was brought forward by the Democrats
of West vmg_u. Senator Oscar W, Underwood, an avowed candidate,
had the support 8f bis home state of Alabama, Senator Samusl A,
Ralston of Indigna was admittedly a candidate, and Governor Alfred E.
Bmith of New Yark had by no means abandoned his candidacy. Senator
Copeland of New York was also regarded as & possible choice. Senator
Reed of Missouri had support in certain powerful quarters, and Governor

Charies #, ama of Nebraska had been mentionsd almost as prominently

3 uAs to Political Availability, * The A m& Review of Reviews,
Yol. LXIX (March, 1924), p. 236.
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as his more eminent b;oth“. willians Jennings nrm"

The Democratic primaries had focused interest upon Governor
Smith and Mr, McAdoo with no other candidate looming up conspicuously
by reason of any atrength shown in state contests, The McAdoo
movement developed much greater hasdway than was waaw after
the confusion produced by the Dohany testimoeny in the oil inquiry at
Washington, D, C, So far as Mr, McAdop was concerned, the oil
disclosures ssemed to bave done ne permanent political harm, It
might be said that he was hardly stronger or wesker than he would
have been in any case as the month of June approached,

The most conspicuous changas in the Democratic situation was
the developmant of the "Smith boom. ' A powerful commities was
formed in MNew York Stats to support Goversor Smith's presidential
candidacy under the chairmanship of Hon, Franklia D. Roosevelt, ®

Mr. Roosevelt sent a letter to svery delegats giving them ten
reasons why (overnor Smith should be the Demoecratic cMMx

1. Smith was from & large state and could pull
the votes from other large states.

2. He was elected Governor with & plurality
of 384, 000 votes for a record vote.

3. He had strength in doubtful states,

4. He bad & following among indspendent voters.

5. He was an expart on affaire of government
and his sxperience was unequalled by any
man alive,

6. He bad the support of Labor and the
confidence of the business mea,

7. Although Smith was personily against the
Volstead Act, he feariessly enforced it,

s “MecAdoo and Smith," The American Review of Reviews, Vel.
LXIX (June, 1924), p. 578,
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8. He was a candidate in sixteen elections and
was defeated only once. Thore were no flaws
in his perscnal or public record.
9. His rise from newsboy to Governor made
him a self-mads man.
10. He bas a vibrant and appealing personality.
"Can you think of another leader under whose banner we have a
more aplendid chance to mecud?"?
On June 4, Franklin D. Roosevelt announced that the New
York delegation would not attack the probhibition issue before the
Committes on Resclutions. iMr. Roosevelt believed that the
paramount issue of the campaign should be "The restoration of
counfidence in our government both at home and abroad. nB
Roosevelt praised Governor Smith and defended the facts

that the Govornor had held no national effice, that he was a
Catholic and a "wet.'' He felt that Smith could restore confidence
on our Federal Goverument, coalidence ian it by our own citisens
and friendship for it by the psople of the world.?
| Several women of prominence in New York public life also
acclaimed Governor Smith's virtues. Mrs. Frances Perkias said,
“He is a natural-born public servant. He has the umpoxmaa§ and
he hae the talent. He likes people and he believes in peocple and
understands poople. " Miss Ferkins concluded by insisting that,

" P 4 le.

" New York Times, June 6, 1924, p. 1.

8 New York Times, June 4, 1924, p. 1.

? Franklin Delano Roosevelt, "Smith - Public Servant," The
Qutlook (June 25, 1924), pp. 309-311.
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Alfred E. Smith would never make the mistake of appointing men of
dubw mental or moral character to office. wlo
Mrs. Mary Kingsbury Simbhovitch aaid, "Governor Smith's
rapid rise in politics was due to the fact that everyone of his friends
stuck,: m they stuck because they found that Smith always told the
truth and never failed a cause when he had decided it was a good one. wil
ms{ Franklin Delano Roosevelt and Miss Harriet May Mills
issued statements that were highﬁ laudatory of Governor Smith. Miss
Mills, & member of the Now York State Hospital Commission, said,
‘“Mth mic no x-ray machine to mul to him the causes of the
puuat political unrest and lml government. "u
Smith forces were caemnnd by Mayor Ddward 3. Woodhouse
of Rorﬁhmpm muwhuutta, pn&uw of givil gmmvmt and
history st S8mith College, who wwtt,\ "Smith is my man because he is
mma!ﬁupcepum&w;uthnpmph mdlu is ;bhmvin......““
On the other hand, the M-Mm league, mmgh its counsel,
Orville 8. :Follmd. attacked Smith, referring to the first statement
u@d by Franklin Delanoc Roosevsit on the prohibition gaiattm asa

“}unyﬂth statsment” and \em&in; that the px-mnl to run Governor

1%« York mm. June ss. 1924, p. 21.

 MiNew York m June 13, 1924, p. 21 Mre. Simkhovitch
was & social worker and an associate of Lillian Wald who was active in
Democratic circles. :

12 New York 1 s, June 8, 1924, p. S
13
Ibvid., p. 8.
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Bryan of Nébraska as Vice-President with Smith heading the ticket,
showed how hard put te it the Smith forces are. It was held that Mr.
Bryan was too consclentious a dry to let himeelf be used as & subjeat
of barter, 4 | |

Mr. Poland also sent & letter to avery delegate coming to
the Muﬂﬁ Nations! Convention making the charge that plans had
besn made to opea s convention barroom" snd other barreoms snd
_to dispense "Tammany hospitality in behalf of Alfred K. Smith, Mz
Poland also charged that a wide spread conspiracy existed to charge
“exurbitant prices” for food and hotsl accomodations in order to break
the staying power of delegates in deadiock and to turn them in favos
of some compromise candidate of “wet” tendencies. }3 ,

Mr. Poland's charges were denied by the Democratic National
Couvention Committee. Mr. Roosevelt, Smith's campaign manager,
said that the Anti-Saloon League letter was & siander aad an insult
 leveled agalast the citisens of New York City. Although the lotter was
intended as an attack on Alfred K. Swmith, it wae seised on by his
supporters as an important document in his behall. Thus, Poland's
lsttar was sopied and distributed to the press at Smith's headquarters. 16

1 sew Yor Times, June 8, 1924, p. 8.

”m. Poland had bandled all the publicity for the League since
the former Superintendent, William H. Aaderson,bad been in Sing Sing
Prison snd in kis letter Poland said that he was writing it at the request
of that organisation, New York Times, Juse 14, 1924, p. 1.

16 New York Times, June 14, 1924, p. 1.



14

A plan to deliver the " French vote' in the Presidential
campaign to Governor Smith in the sxpectation that, if elected President
he would work for the repeal of the prohibition and immigrants from
Latin countries was revealed. The plan became known through s
letter of protest written by Frank D. Pavey, President of the Federation
of L 'Alliance Francaise in the United States and Canada, to Gaston
Lisbert, former Consul General of France in New York and now
Director of the French Bureau of Information in New York City. The
New York Times revealed that Clement Rueff, an importer, as
President of the French Democrat Club of New York, Inc., had sent
a circular letter on May 19 to various Freach societies urging them
to support Covernor Smith's candidacy. 1

The opinion of some leading Democrats in the early part of
June, 1924, was that their party nominees would be chosen from the
"{favorite son” liet. There had been & decided belief that the Old
Cuard faction, largely supporting Governor Smith, would turn findly
to Senator Ralston. According to gossip in pelitical quarters, the
groups of delegates controlled by Tammany Hall, ex-Senator Taggart
of Indiana and Ceorge Brennan of Chicago would make an sffort to
nominate Senator Underwood snd, failing to name sither Smith or
Underwood would then turn to Ralston.

17 New York Times, June 1, 1924, pp. 1 and 6.
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The second chéién of the McAdoo following wae said to be
Senator Carter Glass of Vieginia, but many Democratic leaders were
opposed to a southern man for the head of the ticket. Mr. McAdoo
and some of the conservatives, including drys, were expected to be
advancing Senator Glass, who was credited with considerable strength
in New York and Northern States which were in the pivotal or deubtful
class. 18

In both McAdoo and Smith carmps whenever the possibility
of & deadlock was mentioned, the names of Thomas Taggart and Senator
Ralston, Taggart's favorite-son candidate from Indiana, was mentioned
in conversation as if there was an underlying belief that in the crisis
that was clearly looked for Taggart could be in the position of holding a
balance of power. If he could put Senator Ralston over for President
he would exchange the votes he controlled for the second place on the
ticket for his man. 17

Along with Senator Ralston, the name of John W. Davis,
ex-Ambassador to Great Britain and backed by West Virginia supporters,
was the second choice of many delegates. As delegates of various states
arrived in New York there was renewed indication of a deadlock and the
poasibility of the collapse of the candidacies of both of the leading

contenders. Friends of My, Davis asserted that the idea that the nature

18 New York “timu, June 2, 1924, p. 2.

19 New York Times, June 9, 1924, p. 6.
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of his extensive legal practice in New York might hurt him as a
candidate had been greatly exaggerated. 20 The sentiment for the
selection of Mr. Davis as the Democratic standard-bearer, in case
of a deadlock, was said te be widespread and growing., He was assured
of the support of his native state of West Virginia and had in addition
strength in Ohic, Indiana and Missouri. He was also the second choice
of a considerable number of Western and Southern delegates.
Democratic leadars irom other states, who had been watching
with interest the progress of the campaign to nominate Senator Ralston,
were incliaed to believe that the strategy of trying to keep him always
in the rear position in the race for the Presidential nomination until
& dash for the front might be good stzategy. These tactics were
attributed in part to Mr. Taggart and in part to a personal disinclination
on the part of Seaator Ralsten to make an active pre-convention fight, 21
As sarly as June 1, the Now York Times in an editorial warned
the Democrats to choose & wise and able leader who could conduct an
aggressive and successful campaign and not o indulge in a feeling of
false security thut would be fatal. "Half way measures and undersized

men ought not to be thought of, " said the Times. Opportunity is knocking

20 When Mr. Davis returned to America in 1921, he was made
the leading member of the law firm of Stetson, Jennings and Russell of
New York. Ous of their important clients was J. P. Morgan which led
some Democrats to believe that Mr. Davis was a tool of Wall Street and
Big Business.

2! New York Times, June 16, 1924, p. 1.
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at the Democratic door if they do not make any blunders. 22
The Democratic Convention was expected to be spirited and
the Democratic platform was expected to develop into a real batth
which w@iﬂ have an u:fdctl on the candidacies of the early chief
conteatants - Messrs, McAdoo,’ $Mth and Underwood. !‘Inaqmné.
somse said, would make his appul for nomination by &méking the Ku
Klux Kllm and demanding the uéopticm of the "anti-K -ming"
plan of the 1916 platform., mn would test McAdoo whose candidacy
in part:vn founded on the support of the Klan and might bring to
tho,ngriua religious prejudices against Governor Smith. Another
issue, a liberal attitude toward tha Volstead Act tmd-d to unite Smith
and Underwood against McAdoo who was against sny change. 23
B Thh led the New ank Times to predict that the Klan and Dry
iutu wuid bring the ﬁrst test of strangth hmatn Smith m McAdoo.
| ay June 20 the boom for John W. Davis bad spread to the
capiul aud Chiugo. Mr. mm in a letter to m. Rabori L. Burch,
s«:rotary M’ Jahn w. ﬁwh !or Frnidant Club in Chicago, said that
"h«n was M * emdidau for ﬁm Fruidamul zmmiutim but would answer
the call ef m Pm'ty to be thc am&:ﬂ-hﬁrar. “ ﬂc took the position
thnt hn nt not & cmdiéwn and awtsion to the contrary wutd have to

- come fmm zhc ?arty

22)ow York Times, June 1, 1924, Sec. 1I, p. L.
23 New York Times, June 2, 1924, p. 2.

“New York Times, June 20, 1924, p. 1.



PRE-CONVENTION MANEUVERING

During the weeks preceeding the opening of the Democratic
National Convention there was much speculation concerning the
importance of the twe~thirds rule for nomination of candidates for
President and Vice-President. Under the two-thirde rule, a vote
of 732 was necessary to nominate, whils a vots of 550 constituted
8 majority of the convention. There was slse considerable interest
in the unit rule which bound state delegations to vote for cne candidate
as & group, despite the mu pevsonal choice for President or
Vice-Preosident.

It was apparent, 8s early as June 10, MMMM@
Nationsl Convention would open with. & fight over the rules, with the
two-thirds rule and the wnit rule, the two benes of contention, and
the two leading candidates for the Presidenticl nominstion intensely
interested, one in one rule and one in the other. The decision as to
the rules could, in the leng run, detsrmine who would be the Democratic
“Ml | |

Political strategists contended that Mr. McAdoo could win if
the two-thirds rule were sbrogated and the unit rule vetained. Governer

1 New York Times, June 11, 1924, p. 8.
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Smith could possibly win if the unit rule were abrogated and the
two-thirds rule retained. Both leaders through their managers
were wary of say move, lest the other made a couatermove. *

One writer folt that there was morve danger to the country
in the two-thirde rule of the Democratic Convention than in the
“yotten borough” system of the Republican Convention.? It seemed
to be the plan to sidetrack national candidates by bringing forward
as raany local favorites as possible. With a long array of namaes
pressnted in the convention, the i{riends of the two-thirde ruls would
bave a better chance to organise & hard and fast minority against
a candidate who had nation-wide support. A strong minority could
so mansuver in the convention as to breakdown the majority and
dictate the final result. ¢

According to men prominently identified with the McAdoeo
movement, McAdoo would receive more than 560 votes on the firet
ballot and had at least 110 votes movre in sight. With these projected
figures in mind, MecAdoo's supporters realised that Mr. McAdoo bad
more than encugh voles for a majority and not near enough for the
necessasy two-thizds. It was yumored in the early part of June that

2“” York Times, June 11, 1924, p. 8.

3/ The Two-Thirds Rule Will Stand, ' The Amarican Review of
Reviaws, Vol. LXIX {(Februsry, 1924), p. 127.

‘moid., p. 121,
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most of McAdoo's managers would like to abrogste the two-thirds
mmmumrnmumm‘unmwuumm
prepared by s prominent Gmmo ilmr Mcr the dtncﬁw ﬁl
Judge David Ladd Rockwsll, mm'. national cmpm mgn.
mynnmmmqemum»maumm;memu
ehmul in some state delegations. However, they were wfima; to
'MtMMMRMt some votes. |

It waa the view of parsons interested in the outcomse of the
convention that any attempt to Wﬁt two-thirds rule on the part
of McAdoo's mansgers and its defoat would be fatal to Mr. McAdoo's

chances of the memination. &

| According to an editorial in the New York Times, there was
goneral agresment by June 20, that the mevement to abolish the
two-thirds rule in the Democratic Convention would be given up.
ﬂmgu«ohjteﬁmh%ym»dvﬁwﬁmuw&-ny
in which the two-thirds rule for nomination was tied up with the unit
rule for veting state delegations te the convention. n»ﬂcupmd
that the two-thirds rule was & projection, not against control of the

e, J&u&, 1924, p. 1. mmrmmmﬁm
y

'Mtg " 1.
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convention by a majority, but by a minority. McAdoe forces realised
that if the unit rule were to rlw abandoned, the rester of votes which
they expected to record on the first fow ballots would be heavily cut
down. MecAdoo could not get rid of the rule that hindered his ambition
while refusing to touch its twin that favered him. 7

‘The Times learned definitely that the supporters of Governor
Smith would oppose any change of the two-thirds rule. The Governor's
friends were confident that considerably more than one-third, if not
a majority, would stand out against McAdoo's nomination, ¥

Thomas B, Love, national committeeman from Texas, expressed
belief {n McAdoo's somination upon arrival at New York Waldor{-Astoria
Hotsl. "No minority of the delegates to the Demecratic National
Gonvention will be able to block the nominstion of William . McAdoo. "
When asked about changing the two-thirds rule, he sxpressed belief
that McAdoe's nomination was certain regardless of the rule, ’

Gevernor W. J. Fislds of Keantucky, who headed the McAdoo
{nstructed delegation frem his own state, nm‘h the Demeocratic
National Couvention prepared to make an aggressive fight against the
two-thirds rule.'? This was in opposition to the stery that appeared
in the New York Times, the 'pmmi day, June 16, that the campaign

7 New York Times, June 20, 1924, p. 3.
8 New York Times, June 18, 1924, p. 2.
Y mid., p. 2.

1
® New York Times, June 17, 1924, p. 1.
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managers of William G, McAdoo had decided to visk his candidacy
upon &n attermpt to do away with the two-thirds custorn of nemisating
" a candidate for the Fresideacy. They seemingly belisved that they
had a majority of delegates for My, McAdoo and doubted thaut they
could get the necessary two-thirdes, 1 e Times stated on June 18,
that unless the two-thirde rule was sbolished there was every indication
of a deadlock in the convention, The mosi frequently mentioned ae
a Fresideatial possibllity among the darkhovses in case of « deadlock
was John W. Dawis, 12 |

The Democrats fiozlly got areund to assafiling the Republican
ticket and platform: chesen in Clevaland, The Democratic Sonaters
and Representatives united in proclaiming that the Republican ticket
and platform was one of the most resctionary in the history of the
country, All ei‘ them expressed confldencs that a Derooeratic
victory in November was almost #smzcd. %t was mm from what
there Demoersts vaid that reaction was going to be stressed in
the cenpaign,

senater Joseph T, Rebinson of Arkansas, Democratic leader
in the Senate, declared the: the Republican platform was lacking in
sincority and frankness, while Senater Clauds A, Swansen of Virginia,

ranking minerity member of the Committee on Yoreign Relations,

' New Tork Times, June 16, 1924, p. 2.
12pew York Times, June 18, 192¢, p. i,
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asserted that not only the platforme but the nominess (Calvin Coolidge
and Charles Dawes) proved that the Republicans were more reactionary
than at any time in the history of the Party. Senator Samuel A. King

of Utah characterized the Ropublican Farty, as now organized, as

 “the puppet of the evil and sinister forces in the Republic." Senator

A. O. Stanley of Kentucky when asked what he thought of the platform
replied, " . . . . The platform means nothing md the nominees,

'Big Business, thy will be done.' " "The Republican Party, " said
Senator Key Pittman of Nevada, “"has retained ite motto, 'Stand pat

and be silent.' " "The platform adopted and the candidates nominated, "
declared Senator A. A, Jones of New Mexico, "present a clean cut
issue. Progressives and libe rils are definitely told that they are no
longer wanted in the Republican Party. "3 Senator McKellar of
Tennessee assailed the Republican planks. He said that the Republican
platform was meaningless, courageless, spineless, colorless, hopeless,
aggregation of wordy excuses, explanations, concealments and promises.
It was a cross between New England standpatism and Old Guard devotion

to the predatory interesta. 14

On June 14 a group of Democratic senators met in the office of
Senator Key Pittman of Nevada to lay foundation for the platform to be

adopted in New York.

13 Now York Times, June 14, 1924, p. 2.

14 New York Times, June 13, 1924, p. 6.
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- One senator suggested that the document be short so that
every voter could read it and understand the principles and policies
on which the party would stand during the campaign. It was agreed
that the Republican platform was too long to be effective. One
meéxhr of the group suggested that the platform should not contain
mere than 500 words which could be put on billboards. Another
suggestion was that the platform be short enough to be read from
car windows. The canference lasted three hours and details of the
meeting were not disclosed. Although no authoritative announcement
was nade. Senator Thoman J. Walsh of Montana was ﬁimuw to be
Permanent Chairman of the Convention, although the nomination had
to be confirmed by the Convention. 15

Several pu»coaveum addresses were made by the leading
contenders for the Democratic nomination for the Presidency. Om
May 19 Willlam G. McAdoes made the first speech of his campaiga.
He said thit thi Republican Party etood for “materialism resulting
in moral debaucher, "' and he demanded "the restoration of the
high pumwlwhich chuutorind the Wilson Admmitnm. "
Governor M&h ni N«w ?ork made a public statement on a‘w 7 to
the cﬁoct M he (lvond “strict enforcement of all laws; thtt he had
fnithfuﬂy mtound the prehibim laws of New Yorh. but that the tims
bad come let Mun to fix & maximum alcohelic content bassd on

15New York Timas, June 15, 1924, p. 1. \
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science and sound reasoning, thereafter leaving every State to enact
any statute it pleased with regard to regulation of the traffic in light
wines and beer within that alcoholic content. " Governor Smith also
took a strong stand against the Ku Klux Klan, which he declared to
be ”&outnry to the very principles W vhich this country was
founded, 14
My. McAdoo arrived at Pennaylvania Station in New York City
on June 18 and was greeted by 3, 000 eupporters and a band which
struck up “Hail to the Chief” as he stepped from the station platform.
In an impromptu address to the crowd, Mr. McAdoo made a plea for
progressive democracy to stamp out the svils that still existed.
When questioned by reporters, he denied making any statement that
the two-thirds rule should be changed.}7
A few days later Mr, McAdoo said that the Klan and
Prohibition issues would have to be settled by the platform drafters.
Former United States Senator James D. Phelan of California expressed
confidence that Mr. McAdoo would be nominated. This expression of
confidence was repested later by Mr. MeAdoo who emerged {rom the
seclusion of his suite and submitted to questions by & score of news-

papermen. 18

16 Current History, Vol. XX (July, 1924), p. 660,
7 New York Times, June 19, 1924, pp. 1-2.

18 tew York Times, June 22, 1924, p. 1.



26

A few weeks prior to My. McAdoo's arrival ia New York,
Judge Rockwell had charged that McAdoo was a victim of a press
conspiracy. He claimed that slmost the entire partisan Republican
press and all the rmﬁmn Democratic press had camm to
suppress all news favorable to Mr. McAdoo's candidacy. "Though
the wet interests may make an unholy alliance with greedy big
business and the blind partisan press, ' Rockwell continued, "it
will not avail againet the honest moral slectorate within the
Democratic Party. nl9

Heary Morgenthau doubted any statements that McAdoo would
win the nomination. "To nominate him is to condone the crimes of
the Republican Administration. The Democratic Party won't let
any man take away its issues. Al Smith, Joba W, Davis or Carter
Glass could be elected if nominated, " said mrmﬂwa. who bad
been chairman of the Finance Conmnittes during the two campaigns
of Woodrew Wilson. 2° - | |

The New York Times was in agreement with Mr. Mor;mmn
because the following headlines appeared on June 21:

' 'Have MeAdoo stopped, Foas Asaert.
Boorn for John W. Davis Shows Gaine,

Smith Now Says He's Sare of Vlctury‘”

19New York Times, June 4, 1924, p. 3
~ 2%New York Times, June 19, 1924, p. 3.
21 New York Times, June 21, 1924, p. 1.
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The Weet Virginia supporters of John W, Davis for President
must be given credit for keeping his name before the public. The
spark of interest in their candidate had to be kept burning because it
was apparsnt that there would be a deadlock between ihe two leading
contenders. The West Virginia delegates must have had this ix; mind
as they arrived in New York to open headquarters for Mr. Davis at
the Waldorf-Astoria. J. Horner Davis, cousin of John W, Davis, |
ons of the dahgstﬁ who was a strong sdvocate of the former Ambassador
for President nomination said, "In John W. Davis we think we are
offering the Democratic Party a candidate for which we need offer no
apologies. It is up to the delogates to draft him to lead the Democratic
forces in the coming rational nl@cﬁm.'“za =

The West Virginia delegation thought ﬂr} little of Governor
Smith's chances to gain the amMm. R. K. Littlepage, one of
the West Vitgim dahgmt.' said, 'that there was a total absence of
nnumm in Wé;t Virginia ioi- the Governor. ' He sdded, "that the
West Virm delegation was opposed to any chwq in the Volstead
law and looked with disfaver on any proposal to take & stand in the
convention against the Ku Klux Klan." Some of the West Virginia
m.m.i admitted that they would awitch to Mr. McAdeo, should
Mr. Davis fall due to lack of sufficient support, but they hoped this

22 oid., p. 2.
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would not be necessary. 23

The candidates secking the nomination began to make statermnents
as the time neared for the convention to convene. Mr. McAdoo called
for a program of "War on Reaction. " James M. Cox urged 2
"Housecleaning in Washington. " Governor Smith demanded a return
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