
March Meeting. A Quarter Century Anniversary; Personality of a Presidential Candidate; The
Garfield-Blaine Tradition
Source: Proceedings of the Massachusetts Historical Society, Third Series, Vol. 57 (Oct., 1923 -
Jun., 1924), pp. 278-307
Published by: Massachusetts Historical Society
Stable URL: http://www.jstor.org/stable/25080157
Accessed: 25/10/2010 12:10

Your use of the JSTOR archive indicates your acceptance of JSTOR's Terms and Conditions of Use, available at
http://www.jstor.org/page/info/about/policies/terms.jsp. JSTOR's Terms and Conditions of Use provides, in part, that unless
you have obtained prior permission, you may not download an entire issue of a journal or multiple copies of articles, and you
may use content in the JSTOR archive only for your personal, non-commercial use.

Please contact the publisher regarding any further use of this work. Publisher contact information may be obtained at
http://www.jstor.org/action/showPublisher?publisherCode=masshs.

Each copy of any part of a JSTOR transmission must contain the same copyright notice that appears on the screen or printed
page of such transmission.

JSTOR is a not-for-profit service that helps scholars, researchers, and students discover, use, and build upon a wide range of
content in a trusted digital archive. We use information technology and tools to increase productivity and facilitate new forms
of scholarship. For more information about JSTOR, please contact support@jstor.org.

Massachusetts Historical Society is collaborating with JSTOR to digitize, preserve and extend access to
Proceedings of the Massachusetts Historical Society.

http://www.jstor.org

http://www.jstor.org/action/showPublisher?publisherCode=masshs
http://www.jstor.org/stable/25080157?origin=JSTOR-pdf
http://www.jstor.org/page/info/about/policies/terms.jsp
http://www.jstor.org/action/showPublisher?publisherCode=masshs


278 MASSACHUSETTS HISTORICAL SOCIETY. [MARCH, 

MARCH MEETING. 

THE 
stated meeting of the Society was held on Thursday 

the 13th instant at three o'clock in the afternoon, the 

First Vice-President, Mr. Lord, in the chair. 

The record of the February meeting was read and ap 

proved. 
The Librarian reported the following gifts: 

From Mrs. Frederick Lewis Gay, through Mr. John H. Ed 

monds, seventeen interleaved almanacs, 1726-1794, thirteen of 
which were kept by Dr. Cotton Tufts, of Weymouth, in 1763, 
64, 66-68, 70, 71, 78, 83, 86, 87, 93, and 94; and three by 
Rev. William Smith, father of Abigail Adams, 1758, 68, and 82. 
These supplement the interleaved almanacs by the same writers 

given at the March Meeting, 1909, and Februrary, 1911, by 
Mr. Charles Francis Adams, the notes in his first gift being 

printed in the Proceedings for June, 1909.1 The other inter 

leaved almanac in Mrs. Gay's gift was kept in 1726 from March 
to October, by Rev. Ebenezer Miller (H. C. 1722). 

From Lawrence Shaw Mayo and Henry S. Shaw, a number of 

Shaw family papers, 1818-94. 

The Cabinet-Keeper reported the following gifts : 

From William F. Jenkins, of West Barnstable, a piece of 

Sacrament Rock in Barnstable, near which the early settlers 

received their first sacrament, and held their first town meeting, 
to mark which a tablet was erected on August 6, 1916, on what 

remains of the broken rock. 
From the Society of Daughters of Colonial Wars, a badge of 

the Society, Boston, 1917. 
From the Navy Department a broadsword, bayonet and 

cannon ball dug up many years ago on the battle field of Bunker 

Hill; and a piece of the Death-line fence of Andersonville 

Prison. 

From Mrs. Kingsmill Marrs a photograph of the Robert 

Gould Shaw monument in Boston, signed by Augustus Saint 

Gaudens. 

The Corresponding Secretary reported that letters had 
1 

Proceedings, xlu. 444. 
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been received from Wilbur Cortez Abbott accepting Resi 

dent Membership, and from Charles McLean Andrews, of 

New Haven, accepting Corresponding Membership. He also 

reported that he had received an acknowledgment of the 

Society's message of greeting to President Eliot. 

William Lawrence Clements, of Bay City, Michigan, was 

elected a Corresponding Member of the Society. 
The Vice-President appointed the following committees in 

preparation for the annual meeting in April. 
To nominate Officers for the ensuing year: Dr. John W. 

Farlow, Fred N. Robinson, and Joseph G. Minot. 

To examine the Library and Cabinet: Rev. William W. 

Fenn, Charles A. Coolidge, and Philip Hale. 

To examine the Treasurer's Accounts: Charles P. Green 
ough and Harold Murdock. 

The Vice-President stated that Auguste Moireau, a Corre 

sponding Member since February, 1903, died in Paris, 
December 24, 1919, aged seventy-seven years. He wrote on 

the French marine under Louis XVI, on the scholar's life 
in the Middle Ages and on the history of the United States. 

The Society has only just learned of his death through the 
Department of State, Washington. 

Mr. Lord then read as follows: 

A Quarter Century Anniversary. 

It is worthy of remembrance today that it is twenty-five 
years since the Society first met in this room in its new 

building on the occasion of its March meeting in 1899. 
No one of the officers of the Society on that day is now 

living, except our senior member, Mr. Winslow Warren, then 
a Member at Large of the Council. Only seventeen members 
of the Society of that day have survived the dread artillery 
of time. 

Those who were then present could easily recall the time 
when the site of the building was covered with water and 
over it the tide ebbed and flowed and some, perhaps, as Dr. 
Green then said, had fished and boated here in the summer 
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days, or skated over the frozen surface in the winter months. 

When the Society was founded in 1791 this site, as Mr. 

Adams described it, was " a remote and unfrequented local 

ity, while Court Street was still a place of residence." 

The removal of the Society from its building on Tremont 

Street, overlooking King's Chapel Burying Ground, to this 
even then somewhat remote locality, was due mainly to the 

enthusiasm and judgment and vision of the then President, 
Charles Francis Adams, whose dominant personality and 

generous interest were persuasive factors in all important 
decisions of the Society. 

It is a striking illustration of the changes in Boston in a 

quarter of a century that the Registry of Deeds of Suffolk 

County and the Registry of Probate of that County, in 1899 

occupied the two lower floors of the Society's Tremont Street 

Building, while the three upper floors contained the meeting 

place and the Library and Collections of the Society, to be 

reached only by laboriously climbing the long flights of stairs. 

It was thought when the Society erected this new building 
that it would be entirely adequate for all the purposes of the 

Society, at least during the life of any member then living. 
Provision was made in the building for the accommodation of 

the American Academy of Arts and Sciences and its meetings 
were held here for some years, until the Academy building 
was constructed on Newbury Street, thanks to the generosity 
and interest of Alexander Agassiz, a member of both societies. 

At the end of the first century after its incorporation, the 

accumulated investments of the Society amounted to the 
sum of $180,000. While during the last twenty-five years 

we have seen the investments roll up until they have reached 
a sum exceeding $600,000. The number of funds has more 

than doubled. I suppose the Librarian and Cabinet-Keeper 

report at each meeting more gifts to the Library and Cabinet 

than their predecessors then reported during an entire year, 

twenty-five years ago. The growth of the Society has been 

so large and unexpected that already plans have been pre 

pared and subscriptions secured for the erection of an an 

nex which will suitably house the great and constantly grow 

ing accumulation of historic treasures. 
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The erection of this new building marked also the begin 

ning of a new era in the life and development of the Society, 
not merely in the great gain in its invested funds and in its 

books and collections but also in an unusual increase in that 

most important and useful work for which it holds high rank 

among historical societies. 

In the first one hundred and eight years after its organi 
zation, the Society published ninety-one volumes of Proceed 

ings and Collections. In the last twenty-five years it has 

published fifty-six volumes. 

The last quarter of a century has also been remarkable in 
a clearer and more general recognition than ever before that 
the treasures of the past, particularly in books and manu 

scripts, should no longer be held in private hands, but that 
their permanent home should be in the great public collec 

tions to which wide opportunities and generous privileges of 

free access and use should be given. The private collector 

still enjoys the delights and pleasures of collecting, but he 

recognizes today as never before that his labors are not for 

himself but for others. The treasured manuscripts and books 
of many families and homes have found and in increasing 
numbers continue to find, their permanent abiding place 
within these walls. 

The ancient motto of the Society 
? Sic vos non vobis ? 

has received a wider meaning and imposes new obligations 
in these last twenty-five years full of encouragement for the 
future. 

The Vice-President said: 

This Society has the pleasure of welcoming at its meeting 
today a distinguished historian and a Corresponding Mem 
ber of the Society since 1916 

? Dr. George Macaulay 
Trevelyan. 

In this connection it is interesting to recall that on the 
roll of the Society for nearly forty-five years has been car 
ried the name of his father, the Right Honorable Sir George 

Otto Trevelyan, who was elected a Corresponding Member 
in 1880 and transferred to the honorary list in 1899. Only 
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four Resident Members of the Society survive who were 

members at the date of his election. 

They have given a new and generous interpretation of the 

foundations of American history and of the story of the 

American Revolution. There is no fairer statement of the 

position of both England and America at the outbreak of 

the Revolution than Sir George established in his volumes 

and his son Dr. Trevelyan gave in his recent Lowell Institute 

lecture, that there was " a good British case and a good Amer 

ican case both in law and in justice." The frank statement 

by so learned and eminent an English historian that the 

coercive acts of the British Parliament passed against Massa 

chusetts were tyranny, is but one of the many reasons for 

extending to him a cordial welcome to the rebel town of 

Boston. 

In reply Dr. Trevelyan expressed his appreciation of the 

greeting of the Society. 

Mr. O'Brien read a paper on 

The Personality of a Presidential Candidate. 

I recently found a letter which William C. Whitney, the 

nation-wide manager of the movement both for the nomina 
tion and for the election of Grover Cleveland in 1892, wrote 

to his chief on August 30 of that year 
? a letter of such 

significance that I venture to read it in its entirety as a basis 
for a discussion of the personal element of a presidential 
candidate. 

2 West 57th Street, 

N. Y., Aug. 30, 1892. 

Dear Mr. President:?I received your two letters with the 
checks which I have used as requested. 

You will have recognized your contribution in 
" 

The World 
" 

as from 
" 

A Friend of the Cause." 
As to writing Murphy you may be right 

? the sequel will tell. 
I cannot but record my judgment that it is a great error ? 

perhaps 
a fatal one. 

You do not realize I think that you were nominated against the 
united voice of your state organization and that their pride is in 
a state of serious irritation from that cause. I think it is for 
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you to send for them and remove the feeling as much from their 
minds as possible. 

You cannot carry this state without that feeling is removed, 
and they are working warmly for the success of the ticket. 

It is idle to talk of Mass, and the West. 
I know that you and I agree that the fight is upon the old lines, 

with a possibility of outside surprizes. I have laid down on my 

friendships and worked night and day to bring this about. 
If you think best not to even write a friendly letter to the chair 

man of your State Committee who has come in, and is acting in 

your interest to straighten out difficulties I had better stop where 
I am. We must differ radically. 

Isn't it possible for you to move to some place more accessible? 
I could not get away this Sunday on account of the Alabama men 

being here Saturday, but conferring by letter is a little difficult. 
We need all the time to be in closer relations to you. 

You could help the campaign very much by being where men 

could see you now and then. 
Your personal influence is lost where you are and it is a great 

element in the campaign. 
I have not expressed any approval of any requests for speeches 

from you. The N. C. man spoke of his desire but no one said a 

word of approval or disapproval. As to the state bank matter 
I cannot find where it w'd benefit us specially. I think you can 

help by a restatement of the silver matter. 
In the South the impressions of you got by the people is that 

you do not appreciate their suffering and poverty (and these are 

the real sources of the alliance movement) and have your 
ideas formed by Eastern money power, etc., etc., etc. ? 

the usual 

twaddle. 
I think having this in view you might write on the tariff and on 

silver in a mood sympathetic to them & make a great change in 
the South. As you s'd to me, It is unaccountable what ideas they 
get & where they get them. Yours 

W. C. Whitney. 

The second paragraph picks up the thread of an earlier 

correspondence in which Mr. Whitney had written to Mr. 

Cleveland to explain that Mr. Edward Murphy, chairman 

of the Democratic State Committee of New York, and known 

to be seriously disgruntled over the Cleveland nomination, 

might be won to a more friendly attitude, were Mr. Cleve 
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land to write him a letter expressing sympathy over the 

serious illness of Mr. Murphy's daughter. Mr. Whitney 

accordingly had mailed to Buzzards' Bay a draft in his own 

hand of a letter which he asked Mr. Cleveland to copy and 
to send. It is quite likely that Mr. Cleveland knew nothing 
of the young woman's illness or even of her existence; but 

for all that, Mr. Whitney, with rare deftness, had arranged 
a letter of singular felicity, expressing sympathy. Since Mr. 

Whitney had managed the campaign which had brought 
Mr. Cleveland's nomination to pass, and was in practical 

charge, through Mr. Harrity, the national chairman, to whom 

Mr. Cleveland more than once referred as 
" 

only Whitney's 

clerk," it was fair that Mr. Whitney's patiently elaborated 

project should receive some attention. 

Mr. Cleveland read the Whitney letter on the need of 

restoring the friendship of Mr. Murphy; read Mr. Whitney's 
projected letter of sympathy; and muttered in my presence 
this single comment: 

" 
I'll see myself in hell first." Nothing 

was done. In slightly more diplomatic language, Mr. Cleve 
land communicated this view to Mr. Whitney, who in the 

letter included here, replied: " 
As to writing Murphy you may be right 

? the sequel 
will tell. I cannot but record my judgment that it is a great 
error ? 

perhaps a fatal one. 
" 

You do not realize I think that you were nominated 

against the united voice of your state organization and that 
their pride is in a state of serious irritation from that cause. 
I think it is for you to send for them and remove the feeling 
as much from their minds as possible. " 

You cannot carry this state without that feeling is re 

moved, and they are working warmly for the success of the 

ticket." 

The subsequent history of the Cleveland-Murphy relations 

may be interesting here as an insert. The country was 

headed Democratic, with one of the strongest political tides 

of our history. To this Mr. Cleveland's personal reputation 

undoubtedly contributed, if it may not be said to have con 

trolled it, and New York State ? in spite of Mr. Whitney's 
fears ? 

gave what was at that time an overwhelming Demo 
cratic majority. 
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The legislature then elected was Democratic. The news 

papers began to tell that it was the purpose of the Demo 

cratic caucus to name Edward Murphy, the state chairman, 
for the United States Senate. Mr. Cleveland came out in 
a public statement against the choice. This greatly angered 

Mr. Murphy and his friends. Whatever they had done 

in the campaign toward Democratic success ? and that 

had been done most reluctantly 
? 

they half-way regretted, 
in the face of this slap. Mr. Murphy was elected and went 

to Washington. His relations with the President, strained 
at the start, grew from bad to worse. He soon became 

knitted into the political fortunes of Mr. David B. Hill, 

although they had not always liked each other much. 

Together they made an issue with their associates in the 
senate against the confirmation of William B. Hornblower 
to the office of Justice of the Supreme Court of the United 

States; and they won. On his defeat they joined forces 

against the confirmation of Wheeler H. Peckham for the same 

office, winning again. Their hostility finally compelled the 
President to nominate Edward Douglas White, senator from 

Louisiana, for the place. His selection, under the so-called 
senatorial courtesy, invited immediate confirmation. 

All these things and many others relating to the tariff and 

subsequent issues, grew out of these relations of the cam 

paign to which this Whitney letter refers. And all came 

in logical sequence. In the selection of Grover Cleveland, 
the Democratic party nominated a man who made exceed 

ingly small departures from his own pre-conceived ideas 

upon any subject, political or personal. This is the key 
note of his character; the interpretation of his career. It is 
an open question whether the results were so substantial 
in abiding statesmanship as if he had taken a more concilia 

tory course, winning over to himself by genial measures his 
natural opponents. Such was not his way. He went straight 
ahead, absolutely unmoved by anything in the external 

world. I doubt if we have ever had in political life a figure 
who in any degree approximated him in this respect. 

To return to Mr. Whitney's letter. He says, 
" 

It is idle 
to talk of Massachusetts and the West." He was right as 
far as Massachusetts was concerned, but wrong as to the 
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West. For not only did Indiana, ordinarily Democratic, give 
its vote to Mr. Cleveland, but he also carried the electors of 
Illinois and Wisconsin, a part of those of Michigan, through 
the so-called Miner law, and ran so even a race in Ohio, as to 

split its electoral vote. 

Mr. Whitney in his letter continued that the fight must 
be on the old lines, with the possibility of outside surprises; 
that he had lain down on his friendships, and worked night 
and day to restore harmony. And then he added: 

" 
If you think best not to even write a friendly letter to 

the chairman of your state committee who has come in, and 
is acting in your interest to straighten out difficulties I had 

better stop where I am. We must differ radically." 
Mr. Whitney then proceeded to urge Mr. Cleveland to 

remove to some place nearer New York. To this Mr. 
Cleveland paid no attention whatever, merely referring to 
it as an interesting vagary of Mr. Whitney's. 

The subsequent allusion of the letter to the loss of the per 
sonal influence in the campaign by the absence of the candi 
date raises a question which perhaps the radio will solve for 
us. I have always believed that Charles E. Hughes would 

have been elected President in 1916 if he had been as far 

away from the firing line, as was Grover Cleveland in 1892. 

Surely the men who have made the most aggressive speaking 

campaigns have rarely shown up the best at the ballot box. 

William J. Bryan, a superb campaigner, has three times failed 

of election to the presidency. His first opponent, William 

McKinley, stayed and received delegations at Canton, 

speaking from the now famous front porch. 
Mr. Cleveland made few speeches in the campaign of 

1892. He went over to Jersey City one evening. He spoke 
to a Democratic Association in upper New York at a time 

when business at headquarters brought him to the city; it 
was a relatively small gathering of seasoned party leaders. 

He made, of course, the formal speech of acceptance at the 

Madison Square Garden, before 10,000 persons. He made 
no speeches in Massachusetts where he was spending the 

summer, nor in the supposedly doubtful state of Con 

necticut. Nor did he cross the river to Brooklyn, the great 
residential section of the pivotal Empire State. He was urged 
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to go to Chicago to attend exercises in connection with the 

laying of the cornerstone of the world's fair, but side-stepped 
it by reference to the inability of Mr. Harrison, his opponent, 
to go on account of the illness of his wife, expressing that 

decision in a very characteristic Cleveland phrase: 
" 

In view 

of the afflictive dispensation which detains by the bedside 

of his sick wife another candidate for the presidency." This 

led the flippant journalists to inquire if he proposed to pair 
off on election day with General Harrison, or to join in other 

neutralizing devices. 

Mr. Whitney notes that in the South the impression its 

people have of Mr. Cleveland is that he does not appreciate 
their suffering and poverty, and that these are the real 
sources of the Farmers' Alliance movement, and that his 

ideas are formed by the eastern moneyed power. This Mr. 

Whitney designates as the usual 
" 

twaddle." It may, how 

ever, be said to be long-lived twaddle. It has figured in every 

presidential campaign that I have known anything about, and 
seems likely to play a bigger part in the year upon which 

we have entered than ever before. The location changes, 
but the malady remains. 

As I read the accounts of recent presidential campaigns, 
I think how greatly complicated has become the work of 
a nominee, beside that of so recent a period as 1892. Senator 

Harding at Marion, Ohio, was surrounded by a group of 
assistants. Former Senator George Sutherland of Utah, now 
a justice of the Supreme Court, was in attendance most of 
the time as an adviser. All sorts of gifted writers, like our 
own Richard Washburn Child, and Judson C. Welliver, now 
of the White House staff, were in residence there for various 
kinds of help. There were secretaries and stenographers 
galore. Col. George Harvey was a frequent visitor in an 

advisory capacity. There were others. This was all very 
different in 1892. 

Mr. Cleveland was at Buzzards' Bay when the news came 

of his nomination at Chicago. He stayed there until the 
weather was too cold for comfort, when he removed to a 

house at 12 W. 51st Street, New York City, next door to 
that of Commodore E. C. Benedict, who maintained rela 

tions, not wholly dissimilar to those which Mr. Frank W. 
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Steams of this city bears towards President Coolidge. But 

Mr. Cleveland did not stay in Mr. Benedict's house long 
after his election, going instead to a cottage at Lakewood, 
where he obtained the larger degree of privacy which he cease 

lessly sought. He was at Buzzards' Bay during the real presi 
dential campaign. The long distance telephone was un 

known. Connected with the railroad station there was a 

telephone, over which the telegrapher sent messages, but there 

was no such thing at Gray Gables as telephone connection 

with the New York headquarters, or with the world at large; 
and no private wires. 

Mr. Cleveland had few visitors! He discouraged their 

coming whenever possible. It took a courageous man to get 

by the lines. If some Democratic politician from a distance 

wanted to come, Mr. Cleveland would write that he was off 

the express train routes, with a rather sandy highway from 

the railroad station to his house, adding: 
" 

In these circum 

stances, I hesitate to urge you to come." Only few people 
came. Mr. Whitney was there several times for the week 

end. George F. Parker was there once or twice. Adlai E. 

Stevenson, the vice-presidential candidate, made a formal 

visit of three or four days just before Mr. Cleveland went 

over to New York to attend the notification ceremonies in 

Madison Square Garden. 
I recall that on the Fall River boat, the route which Mr. 

Cleveland always patronized, Mr. Stevenson sat up to a late 
hour in the night conversing with the reporters? some 

thing which Mr. Cleveland never did. The vice-presiden 
tial candidate made such an impression upon them that Mr. 

John B. Smith, a native of Abington in this state, then 

representing the Boston Herald, made this comment at the 
close of the interview: "Adlai E. Stevenson ? vice presi 
dent of the United States ? would make a good selectman 
of the town of Abington." 

Mr. Stevenson specialized in his New York speech on the 
Force bill, and Mr. Cleveland on the tariff. That difference 
ran through the entire campaign. As its end drew nearer, 
it appeared that Mr. Stevenson had written no letter accept 
ing the nomination. Mr. Cleveland, fearing that a report 

would get started that only one life stood between us and 
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the silver standard, became very anxious that Mr. Stevenson 

should say something in a letter of acceptance which would 
reassure the business interests. I, as a messenger, carried 

that hint to Mr. William F. Harrity at the New York head 

quarters. He promptly detailed Mr. George F. Parker, who 

is still writing on Mr. Cleveland's life, to chase up Mr. 

Stevenson and get such a statement. He was found cam 

paigning in West Virginia. Mr. Parker prepared the state 

ment on the way down, which Mr. Stevenson readily issued, 

asking only the privilege of rearranging it so as to make his 

opposition to the Force bill, on the federal control of elec 

tions, come first, with his desire for the maintenance of 

sound money secondary. This was entirely reasonable, Mr. 

Stevenson having no such desire, then or afterward, for as 

a member of congress he had voted for all the soft money 

projects of his time, and later when the silver split came in 

the party, occasioned by the nomination of William J. Bryan, 
Stevenson stood strongly with Bryan, becoming his running 

mate in 1900. The veneer of sound money which Mr. 

Cleveland tried to pour over the Illinois statesman proved 

exceedingly thin, and easily cracked under the slightest 
exposure. 

Mr. Cleveland spent his summer in fishing on week days 
and dictating letters into a very late hour of the night, and 

then writing a number of the more personal ones with his 
own hand. He believed he was doing the campaign great 

good by his letters, even to obscure and unimportant people. 
He gave autographed photographs to all who asked for them, 
and especially to the namesakes. The latter were acknowl 

edged faithfully, but he did not thank people for bestowing 
his name upon various domestic animals ? a rule which 
he early instituted in the correspondence. 

He was exceedingly fearful of being laughed at. That was 

almost an obsession with him. For a presidential candidate, 
with the memories of many such episodes before him, it was 

not an unmerited alarm. 

The New York Sun, always troublesome, gathered his 
letters wherever they were printed throughout the land, and 
established a column, to the annoyance and chagrin of Mr. 

Whitney, who urged that these should cease. Mr. Cleve 
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land's sole response was to have typewritten over the top of 

them: "Personal. Not for publication," and it is fair to 

say that most, if not all, of his correspondents respected this 

request. I fancy they were especially flattered by this 

personal emphasis. 
Mr. Cleveland did not fish on Sunday, contrary to slan 

derous reports that occasionally obtained circulation, nor did 

he go to church on Sunday during his vacation, complaining 
that the seats in the pews at Bourne were too narrow. He 

did go to church in New York, and in Washington, sitting 
in the latter city under the ministration of the Rev. Byron 

Sunderland, in his first administration, and of the Rev. Dr. 

T. DeWitt Talmadge in his second. 

Mr. Cleveland had a great dislike of newspaper reporters. 
He had suffered at their hands. He treated them badly; 

only an occasional one found any favor in his eyes, of whom 

the chief was Mr. John B. Smith already alluded to. But 

the trouble-making reporters were a factor in human affairs 

then, as now. For example: 
One night on the Fall River boat Mr. Cleveland with his 

party going out from the dining room was accosted by a 

family whom he knew pleasantly at another table. They 
invited him to join them in some more champagne which they 

were then opening. Everybody was looking on. He de 

clined. He was essentially bashful. He did not like to be 

conspicuous. That was all there was to his declination. 

But Charles Belmont Davis, afterwards consul at Florence, 

Italy, a son of L. Clark Davis of the old Philadelphia Ledger, 
and of Rebecca Harding Davis the novelist, pondered on the 

great refusal. He was then a young reporter on the New 
York World, and had only just been assigned to the Presi 

dent. In his mind this meant a commitment by Mr. Cleve 

land to a policy of total abstinence, and Davis so announced 

the next day. His authorship of the article Mr. Cleveland 
never knew, or Mr. Davis would not have been consul to 

Florence, if indeed the relations between the two families 

had not been strained. But the story once started spread 
like wild fire. The Boston Herald of that day, eulogistic of 

everything Mr. Cleveland did, praised his adoption of the 
abstinence policy during the heat and strenuousness of a 
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presidential campaign, as exhibiting very great wisdom. The 

religious journals said that if total abstinence was a good 

thing during the campaign, he ought to practice it perma 

nently. His political opponents ventured the interpretation 
that he had been drinking too much ? 

something for which 

there was no real basis. And so the debate raged through 
the newspapers, to Mr. Cleveland's great discomfort. 

One day a reporter named A'Becket had occasion to write 

of Mr. Cleveland's going on a yachting trip with Commodore 

Benedict. With a great flow of verbal fancy, Mr. A'Becket 

described the elegance of the Benedict yacht, the Oneida, 
and added that one of its specialties was its wine closet, but 

that out of deference to the newly formed resolution of his 

guest, Commodore Benedict had removed from it every last 

drop of alcoholic ingredient. Mr. Cleveland read this and 

did not like it. He did not want to be laughed at. 

It was in such ways as this that great stories spread. It 

often takes very little, particularly in a presidential com 

paign or about a candidate, to start a story. 
But I must not continue. Perhaps my paper will be ac 

ceptable as a personal picture of a presidential candidate, 
in what must remain one of the memorable political battles 

of our history, and one that was followed by a victory of 

stupendous proportions, showing the response of the country 
to Mr. Cleveland's personal appeal, which remains almost 

without precedent in our annals. 

Professor Theodore Clarke Smith read a paper on 

The Garfield-Blaine Tradition. 

It has been generally believed that all the troubles which 

beset the short Garfield administration were due to the 

fact that the incoming President allowed himself to be 

directed on vital matters by a more powerful personality, 
that of Blaine. This idea was widely held, at the time, by 
all sorts of political observers. The first to proclaim it 

were the adherents of Conkling in New York, who were 

convinced, as soon as it was rumored that Blaine was to be 

Garfield's Secretary of State, that every decision the latter 

took would thereafter be directed against them by the 
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dominating influence of the man who was Conkling's per 
sonal enemy. After the Administration opened, the policy 

actually adopted by Garfield in regard to appointments in 

New York was unquestioningly assumed by Conkling and 

Platt to be the result of Blaine's interposition. Not only the 
" 

Stalwarts 
" 

but many Independents, such as Godkin of the 

Nation drew the same conclusion, while some of Blaine's 

friends firmly believed that Garfield's acts were inspired and 

directed by him. Sherman, also, says in his Recollections 

(11. 807) 
" 

Blaine, having similar personal qualities but a 

stronger will, gained a powerful influence with him. . . . 

After his election he was chiefly guided by his brilliant 

Secretary of State." 

For all this there was at the time no basis but inference 

and the visible friendliness between the two men, but in 

1895 when the life of Blaine by 
" 

Gail Hamilton 
" was pub 

lished it was recognized that actual contemporary evidence 

had been produced to corroborate the belief. Miss Dodge 
herself did not in any place actually say that her hero 
" 

controlled 
" 

or 
" 

dominated 
" 

Garfield, but the copious ex 

tracts she printed from their correspondence certainly seemed 

to point to some such relationship. Mr. Rhodes in Vol. vni 

of his History of the United States (p. 142) remarks: "As 

one goes over the familiar correspondence between Garfield 

and Blaine one is astounded. Although Blaine perhaps ex 

hibited too much masterfulness, he gave good advice about 

cabinet selections. . . . Garfield accepted all of his sugges 
tions in good part and did not feel the slightest irritation 

at words wherein the future Secretary seemed to assume that 

he would be the dominating head." 

Mr. Stanwood, in his life of Blaine, with the same ma 

terial before him, evidently received the same impression 
but hesitated to express it quite so strongly. 

" 
It is true," 

he said (p. 238) 
" 

that the President leaned heavily and con 

fidently upon his Secretary of State, consulted him at all 

times and probably followed his advice almost invariably. 
But the same fact might almost certainly be stated with 

equal correctness another way; that the two men consulted 

together and were almost invariably agreed upon the course 

to be pursued, no matter which was the first to suggest 
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it. ... In whatever form the statement may be made, it is 

true that there were ties of the closest personal friendship and 

relations of the most unbounded mutual confidence between 

them." 

It was with the expectation of examining the details of 

these cases where Blaine had directed Garfield, and of follow 

ing through the consequences of this personal ascendency, that 

I began the study of the Garfield papers covering the period 
between November, 1880, and June, 1881. These included 

not only the Blaine letters from which 
" 

Gail Hamilton 
" 

had taken her quotations, but all the other letters that 

Garfield received, as well as copies of all the letters that 

he had sent, and in addition his journals, covering political 
events day by day. It is not too much to say that a few 

days' work among the sources were sufficient to show me 

that the situation had been totally misconceived and when 

I had completed my survey of the period I had become 

convinced not only that Blaine exercised little or none of 

the compelling force upon Garfield with which he was 

credited by the tradition, but that he actually counted 

for less than several other advisers. What was still more 

marked was the fact that on every important decision it was 

Garfield himself who was personally responsible, and in addi 

tion that he made many of these decisions directly in the 

teeth of advice, protests and warnings from some of the 

most considerable personages in the Republican party, in 

cluding, again and again, Blaine himself. 

So far as time permits I will try to show forth the true 

nature of Blaine's dealings with Garfield, and will begin by 

considering his connection with the selection of the Cabinet. 

Blaine was invited by Garfield to be Secretary of State on 

November 27, 1880, accepted on December 20, and allowed 

the news to 
" 

leak 
" 

out to the public during the first part 
of January. As soon as the rumor reached the New York 
" 

Stalwarts," they were convinced that Blaine was working 

against them and pressed Garfield with the utmost intensity 
to provide them with an equivalent cabinet position as a 

means of protection. It was then that the talk of his 
" 

dom 

ination 
" 

first began. Garfield stiffly refused to give the 

Treasury Department to Levi P. Morton, one of Conkling's 
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adherents, and this they regarded as proof positive that 

Blaine was directing Garfield's policy. 
As a matter of fact Blaine was attempting to do that very 

thing. Even before he had accepted Garfield's offer, he urged 

upon him (December 16) that only from the Blaine and 

Sherman elements of the Republicans should cabinet offi 

cers be selected; that the Stalwarts and the Independents 
should be absolutely excluded. He characterized the former 

as " 
the desperate bad men of the party 

" 
and the latter as 

" 
the Unco Guid, the worst possible advisors, upstarts, con 

ceited, foolish, vain, without knowledge of measures, ignorant 
of men." In reply Garfield calmly and gently announced 

that he intended to do just what Blaine warned him not to 

do. Observing that the Grant element enjoyed great public 

prestige he said (December 17): "for this reason it must 

not be ignored or neglected." As for the Independents, 
Garfield admitted that they were 

" 
impracticable," but added, 

" 
they embrace a class of people that ought to be with us and 

reasonable pains should be taken to retain them. They did 

good service in the late campaign." Without consulting 

Blaine, he went ahead and offered to give L. P. Morton of 

New York ? the Stalwart candidate for the Treasury 
? the 

Navy Department, and ? also without consulting him ? 

selected Wayne McVeagh, in conference with Cameron, as 

a suitable representative of the Independents in the Cabinet. 

Still hoping for the Treasury Morton declined the Navy, 
and when the news of Blaine's acceptance of the State De 

partment became known, he renewed his demand, backed 

by the full strength of the Conkling group who insisted on 

having him there 
" 

as an answer to Blaine." 

Garfield was immovably determined for political reasons 

not to give that position to Morton, but he was equally de 

termined to have some New York Stalwart in his cabinet, 
so that he was compelled to enter upon a long process of 

negotiation, trying man after man. He discussed Thomas 

L. James, turned to Charles J. Folger, to whom he offered 

in vain the Attorney Generalship; turned again to Morton 

to whom he again offered the Navy; and when Morton, 
after accepting it, withdrew under pressure from Conkling, 
he turned back to James, offered him the Post Office De 
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partment and had him in the Cabinet. Now the striking 
thing to note is that Garfield carried out this policy against 
the unremitting opposition of Blaine. 

" 
Morton," he said 

(February 5) 
" 

nobody wants. . . . Tom James would be 

nothing but a tool of Conkling, certain to retail cabinet 
secrets." When he learned of the proposed offer to Folger 
he wrote: "The rumor created little less than a panic 
among your friends here. In New York it is understood to 

be the original concoction of Dorsey, Tom Murphy, and a 

whole nest of unclean birds who wish to go in for loot and 

booty." Ignoring Blaine's protests, Garfield offered each 
of these men a cabinet position and ended by installing in 

the Cabinet the so-called 
" 

spy." There is no sign that 
Blaine's vehement letters had any effect at all. 

Fully as objectionable to Blaine as the New York Stal 
warts was Windom. He began a campaign against him as 

early as December 24, 1880, just after he had accepted the 
State Department and fought it to the very end. Windom, 
he said, was " 

profoundly and absolutely ignorant of our 

finances, except as appropriation bills teach, which is nothing 
and on the wrong side. . . . Any darned fool (mark that is 
not d?d) can spend money." 

" 
But Allison," he pointed 

out, 
" 

was true, kind, reasonable, fair, honest and good, a 

splendid man to sail along with smoothly and nicely." Writ 

ing in February he declared that another leading objection 
to Windom in his eyes was that he was a presidential 
aspirant. 

" 
He has the Presidential bee in his bonnet 

terribly 
" 

he said (February 5). 
" 

My bee is dead or has 
ceased to sting, but Windom's is just full hatched and is very 
active, buzzing all the time." 

He pushed Allison constantly, until Garfield, after a con 
ference with the latter, discovered that he was not anxious 
for the Treasury. Then as alternatives Blaine suggested 

Gresham and later Wharton Barker, one of the two 
" 

original 
Garfield men" of 1880, a man whose later claims to have 

engineered Garfield's nomination grew out of all resem 

blance to the facts. When Garfield found that Folger of New 
York was not the man for the Treasury, he turned again to 
Windom. At the last minute, just before the Inauguration, 
when the withdrawal of Morton from the Navy Department 
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necessitated a shuffling of the cards, Garfield so far yielded 
to Blaine ? 

although not Blaine alone, it appears 
? as to 

offer the Treasury to Allison. The Iowa statesman, who had 

doubted his suitability in January, still felt the same re 

luctance and on the day of the Inauguration, declined. Fear 

ing that Garfield would turn again to Windom Blaine dashed 

off a note, urging Gresham for the place. To this Garfield 

replied: 
" 

Surprises will never cease, but the world is wide 

enough to find in it a man for the Treasury. I note what 

you say of Gresham. There is yet time to form a new line 

of battle. Come to me at the White House the first moment 

I am free. With the love and comradeship of eighteen years 
and with faith in the next four years." 

This sounds like the reaching out the hands for help, an 

appeal for support. But what happened was that Garfield 
overrode Blaine, sent for Windom and offered him the Treas 

ury. Not only that, the journal shows that he sent Blaine 
out in company with the man whose appointment he had 

been fighting for three months to assist in settling upon an 

incumbent for the Interior Department. The journal says, 
"At ten Windom accepted. Sent him and Blaine out to 

inquire about Gresham, Hunt and Kirkwood for the In 

terior. They returned to me at one-thirty and both agreed 
with me that Kirkwood was the safest suggestion, and so at 

two-thirty I had signed and sent to the Senate the exact 
cast with which I left Mentor except that in New York 

Morton was replaced by James." Even here he declined to 

take Blaine's advice alone. 

During the winter Blaine urged not only the names above 
mentioned but also pressed his friend Elkins upon Garfield, 
as a man whose skill in political management would be in 

valuable. He even sent Garfield a draft letter to use. In 

reply Garfield quietly pushed aside the suggestion. 
It is, I think, perfectly obvious that Blaine had very little 

influence upon Garfield's selection of Cabinet members. His 
effort to exclude Stalwarts and Independents was negatived 
at the start. He failed to prevent Garfield from offering 
Cabinet places to Windom, Morton, Folger, James, and had 
two of them as colleagues. He failed to induce Garfield to 
offer places to Gresham, Barker, or Elkins. The one success 
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he scored, that of the offer to Allison, was not gained against 
any opposition, for Garfield found his other advisers, notably 

Sherman, favorably inclined to Allison, although somewhat 

preferring Windom. The impression created by the careful 

reading of the correspondence between the two men is that 

of a masterful, effervescent, impatient, pugnacious individual 

dashing himself vainly against the quiet, uncontentious but 

immovably tenacious purpose of a steadier nature. 

How then, it may be asked, did the contrary impression 
come to prevail? In part, the answer is to be looked for in 

Garfield's habit of keeping his dealings with individual ad 
visers pretty strictly separated. He did not quote Sherman 
to Blaine, nor Whitelaw Reid to either. Nobody knew what 

Blaine was saying to him, or the extent to which he was 

heeding Blaine's advice. But everybody knew what kind 
of temperaments characterized the two men. Garfield was 

known to be kindly, affectionate, conciliatory; ready as a 

member of the House to compromise on all sorts of minor 
matters or even on large ones, if necessary to secure results 
in legislation. He was deferential to other men's opinions 
as to facts on the floor of the House unless he happened to 
be thoroughly informed himself. He was regarded by his 
friends as well as his critics as lacking in self-assertion and 

authority, as slow to make up his mind, and as liable to take 
unwise advice from a man he liked. Blaine on the other 
hand was emphatically an authoritative man, vigorous in 

asserting himself, quick in decision, impatient of hesitation; 
ready to dominate anybody, friend or foe. Hence such a 

man as Sherman, knowing nothing, judged that Garfield was 

being led by Blaine. As a matter of fact, Garfield paid 
considerably more respect to Sherman's opinions than to 
Blaine's regarding men; although he did not hesitate to act 

squarely in opposition to his advice also. Nobody knew 
then nor since how completely Blaine failed to exercise any 
control upon the formation of Garfield's Cabinet. 

But how about the letters in Gail Hamilton's life of 
Blaine? This is an amusing example of the dangers con 
nected with the partial publication of statesmen's letters. 

Miss Dodge secured the Blaine letters from Mrs. Garfield 

and, after having used them in preparing the biography, re 
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turned them to the Mentor collection. One can see how she 

drew brackets in blue pencil about the paragraphs which she 

desired to have printed from any given letter, and it is in 

teresting to note with what skill she eliminated anything 
but what was highly creditable to her hero. All his specific 

suggestions, or nearly all, she kept out of print, while in 

cluding all his general views which in the actual letter served 
as a sort of pious prelude to the business in hand. No one 

would realize that the wise generalities which he directed to 

Garfield, and which the latter in reply heartily accepted, 
were followed in his own letters by particular exhortations 

and warnings and arguments all about appointments, and 
that these latter were, in the concluding and unpublished 
parts of Garfield's replies, politely and firmly laid aside. 
There is nothing more amusing than the apparent naivete 

with which Blaine mingled in one letter the most elevated 

views of public policy and the most thoroughly practical 
advice as to putting men into the Cabinet who would be 

useful in handling offices with a view to the next election. 

Miss Dodge doubtless did well in not printing the per 
sonal parts of those letters. In 1895 triey would have stirred 

up all sorts of hornets' nests. But the result was to create 
a thoroughly fictitious impression which has imposed even 

upon such prudent members of our society as the two gentle 
men I have quoted 

? Messrs. Rhodes and Stanwood. 
An excellent example of how completely Mr. Stanwood 

was deceived is found on pp. 233-4 of his Life of Blaine, 
where he quotes what he calls 

" 
a remarkable letter 

" 
of 

December 6, 1880, in which Blaine analyzed the three ele 
ments of the Republican party, pointing out that only in his 
own and Sherman's supporters could Garfield repose full 

confidence. "The letter was not specific in advice as to 

methods," says Mr. Stanwood, 
" 

but its general purport was 

clearly that great skill would be required in handling the 
three sections so as to keep the party harmonious." And 
later on, in connection with the Robertson appointment Mr. 

Stanwood deplores Garfield's failure to follow Blaine's good 
advice. The amusing feature is that the omitted parts of this 
letter had very specific advice, namely that Garfield should 

not appoint any Grant man or any Independent as a member 
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of his cabinet, but should confine all patronage to his own 

friends. This Garfield squarely rejected. Mr. Stanwood 

quite naturally drew exactly wrong conclusions from what 

he read. 

As to the influence of Blaine upon Garfield's policy toward 

Conkling, during March, April and May, 1881, the evidence 

of the journal and letters reveals a continuation of this odd 

contest between the President and his Secretary of State, 
the latter constantly urging the former to declare war against 

Conkling and constantly being turned aside or overridden. 

Blaine doubtless talked freely and often to Garfield and of 

these conversions no record exists except a few words now 

and then in Garfield's journal. But Blaine had the habit 

of writing notes. There is among the Garfield papers a pack 

age of them which Blaine dashed off during these months. 

Usually undated, always imperative, hortatory, sometimes 

excited and imploring, sometimes solemn and warning, these 

epistles reveal in their unstudied directness the passionate 

intensity of the man who wrote them, and in many cases his 

ill-concealed exasperation over his inability to control the 

actions of his chief. By a reference to the journal one can 

nearly always tell the date of the note. Practically every 
one deals with offices. To some of them Garfield sent laconic 

replies. 
Doubtless Garfield paid due attention to these matters ?n4 

in one or two cases the journal shows that he heeded Blaine's 

warnings, although in no case without consulting with other 

members of his cabinet. But what these notes show is that 
on the major points of the contest between Garfield and the 

New York Senators over the Robertson nomination and 

other offices, Garfield selected his own ground and chose 

his own methods. Blaine did no more than buzz around the 

edge of the affair like an angry hornet. 

To begin with Garfield sent for Conkling March 20 and 

agreed with him on a list of reappointments for New York 

federal offices. He did this without consulting Blaine and 

sent the nominations in to the Senate without telling him 

about them. Thereupon Blaine in slang phrase 
" went up 

into the air." The journal says: 
" 

In the evening while we 

were at dinner, Blaine came and expressed great distress at 
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the New York appointments. In one of them I think I have 

made a mistake and will try to correct it. Many called in 

the evening. At 10:30 Blaine came and stayed until near 

midnight." 
The next day, Garfield sent to the Senate without con 

sulting Conkling the nomination of W. H. Robertson for 

Collector of the Port of N. Y. in place of General Merritt, who 

was nominated for consul at London. This was generally 
taken to be the direct result of the nocturnal conference of 

March 21. Conkling learned from a White House employe 
that Blaine had been there the night before and this fixed the 

belief in his mind. It certainly had that appearance. 
Robertson was the leading Blaine delegate from New York 

at the Chicago Convention in June, 1880, and the leading 

anti-Conkling Republican in the state. This seemed to be 

a stroke by Blaine to defy Conkling in his own state, by 

securing for a personal follower a position of enormous im 

portance for purposes of patronage. It was spoils politics to 

the nth degree; just the sort of thing that Blaine delighted in. 

That to gain this position the reforming collector installed 

by Hayes had to be removed would probably add to Blaine's 

satisfaction. So people argued. The thing seemed plain 
on its face. 

Nevertheless Garfield's journal and letters put an entirely 
different aspect on the matter. He wrote, in the journal, 

March 22: "Foreseeing the difficulties which attend the 

affairs of New York, and determined not to be classed as 

the friend of one faction only, I carried out a plan which I 

discussed with Judge Folger when he was in Mentor and 

which he approved. Instead of waiting for the long two 

years contest over the New York Collectorship which will 

attend the remainder of General Merritt's term I appointed 
Merritt consul to London and Judge Roberston Collector of 

New York. This brings the contest to an early close and 

fully recognizes the minority element." 

In a long letter to his friend, President Hinsdale, written 

a little later Garfield elaborated this idea, repeating 

emphatically that it was his own personal plan. 
" 

I de 

termined," he said, 
" 

to recognize Mr. Conkling very gen 

erously and fully. This I did by appointing from the list 
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of his friends the Postmaster General, the Postmaster at 

New York, the minister to France and filling nine vacancies 

in the State with persons whom he recommended. To have 

stopped there would have been regarded as not only a sur 

render to him but as putting to the sword all those Independ 
ent Republicans who followed me at Chicago in resisting the 

unit rule. . . . Therefore I determined to recognize the other 

side in a conspicuous manner." 

Neither in the journal, nor in any letter does Garfield 

allude to Blaine's having any connection with the nomination. 

He refers to Blaine's visit the evening before but does not 

say whether he discussed the plan with him. If he did he 
must have presented it to him as he did to Hinsdale, for a 

note sent by Blaine on hearing of the nomination of Robert 
son is plainly a reflection of Garfield's line of reasoning, 
rather than Blaine's own mentality. " 

Your work of today," wrote Blaine, 
" 

creates a splendid 

impression. Your own friends in N. Y. who had waited with 

out a complaint for a single recognition of their great labors 

for you are amply rewarded. ... If the gentlemen who had 

had nine or ten large appointments are growling it only shows 

their utter unreasonableness and discloses the danger that 

they would have used your administration to crush your 
friends. . . . Treat both sides fairly, and on this line you 

must be as firm and resolute as though you were fighting 

Chickamauga over again." 
This is not the language of a man writing about his own 

plan. Blaine never talked nor wrote that way about appoint 
ments that he suggested or opposed. His final remark about 

treating both sides fairly was probably only a reflection 
of Garfield's own position, for a few days later Blaine was 

urging just the reverse policy, a declaration of war upon 

Conkling, to be carried out through official proscription. " 
Your chivalric generosity towards Conkling," he wrote, 

March 30, 
" 

has given him a manifest advantage. ... To 
show your utter unselfishness you sent in the names of all 

his friends first. He therefore securely seizes and holds all the 

strong points you so liberally gave him. If tomorrow you 
recall the nominations of Tenney, Woodford, Payn, Mac 

Dougall, Tyler, the Albany P. M., the Batavia P. M. and 
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Robertson, you will send consternation through the ranks of 

the Conklingites. . . . Then when Mr. Conkling comes to 

his senses you can begin at the other end and send in Robert 

son's name first and see how Mr. Conkling relishes that. . . . 

At all events they are at your mercy. ... I never felt clearer 

in my life in urging a suggestion than I do in this case. The 

coup would be complete and crushing." This is the real 

Blaine, the fighting politician. His suggestion, it may be 

added, was not taken by Garfield at the time, March 30. It 

was not until May 5 that he took any step resembling it. 

Since Boutwell, in his Reminiscences, quotes Blaine as deny 

ing that he suggested the Robertson nomination, and since 

Garfield not only fails to mention Blaine in connection with 

it, but expressly wrote in the journal, that he said to Logan, " 
The Robertson appointment is mine, not another's," and 

since he wrote in a letter May 29, 
" 

the attempt to shift the 

fight to Blaine's shoulders is as weak as it is unjust," the 

only safe conclusion is that Platt 's assertion that 
" 

Blaine 

induced Garfield to nominate Robertson 
" 

is unsupported 

by the evidence. 

It may be interjected, at this point, that to quote Platt's 

Autobiography as an authority for anything is hazardous. 
A comparison of the assertions made in that book about the 
relations of Garfield with Platt and Conkling with the con 

temporary evidence in letters and journals, not only in the 

Garfield papers, but in Cortissoz's Reid, and A. R. Conk 

ling's Conkling, has led me to the conclusion that no state 
ment of Platt's is valid unless corroborated. In his treat 
ment of the Robertson case in particular, practically every 

thing he says about Garfield is untrue. His chronology is 

incorrect, bis statements of his own actions are glaringly 
imperfect. In short his unsupported word is worthless, not 

only about things he did not witness but about his own doings. 
It will be remembered that the objections of the New York 

Senators to the Robertson nomination caused the holding 
up of all appointments in the Senate until late in May. 
During this period a furious newspaper controversy raged 
and all sorts of efforts were made for a " 

compromise 
" or 

" 
harmony "; but Garfield stuck to his original plan, refusing 
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to alter any nominations he had made, either those agreed 
upon with Conkling on March 20, or the Robertson nomina 

tion of two days later. During this period Blaine wrote a 

number of notes constantly urging Garfield to strike at Conk 

ling. Such, for instance, was one sent May 11 enclosing 
an insulting editorial in the Albany Express and urging him 

to cease the pretence of trying to recognize the claims for 

office of the Conkling faction. 
" 

The blackguards who hold 

this tone towards you," he wrote, 
" 

should be made to feel 

the full weight of your power. The deliberate effort is made 
to browbeat you into submission by a set of blackguards 

who are disgracing human nature in their mode of warfare." 

When finally it looked as though the Senate might ratify 
the Stalwart nominations and postpone action on Robertson, 

Blaine renewed his urgence that Garfield withdraw them 

all. He was not the only one to suggest this. The journal 
shows that Platt made the same recommendation as early as 

April 5 as part of a 
" 

compromise 
" 

he was arranging. Gar 

field wrote in the journal May 4: "It may be possible for 
Mr. Conkling to have all his New York friends confirmed 

and let the Senate adjourn without acting on Robertson's 
case. If I find that is likely to occur, I will withdraw all 

the New York nominations except Robertson's and await 

action on that." 

On May 5, while Garfield was still waiting, Blaine sent him 

the following agonized appeal: 
" 

I regard this day as possibly 
the most important of your Administration. ... I beg you 
to act worthy of your great character, of your great fame. 
Send a messenger to the capital at once. ... I pray God 

you may send it at once. The withdrawal of Elmer will put 
Tom Platt hors de combat. I pray you do not hesitate. I 
think every friend you have in the land will applaud." 

The inclusion of Elmer's name shows that Blaine wished 
the nominations withdrawn as a political stroke, a punish 

ment. Elmer's appointment had nothing to do with the 

Conkling question, but was recommended by T. L. James, 
Postmaster General, to fill a vacancy caused by the resigna 
tion of Brady, accused of fraud in the Star Route revelations. 

Elmer was a prot?g? of Platt but James assumed all respon 
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sibility for his nomination. Garfield endorsed on the back 
of Blaine's emotional note: "Answered at i. p.m. Sent 

message ^ hour ago 
? but not Elmer. J. A. G." 

To this Blaine replied, entirely mistaking Garfield's 

motives, in the following paean of praise. 
" 

Glory to God. 

Victory is yours, sure and lasting. It was wise to leave Elmer 

in. It will widen the breach between Conkling and Platt. 
I did not think of that." Neither did Garfield. He did 
not withdraw the names to punish anybody, but only to 

force a decision as was presently shown. 

The withdrawal left the Senate face to face with the 

Robertson issue, and, unwilling either to override Conkling 
and Platt or to defy the President at the outset of his term, the 

Republican majority was in a painful dilemma. On May n 

the two New York Senators solved the situation when they 
took the fatal step of resigning in protest against Garfield's 

behaviour. The result was that the Senate anxious to end 

the difficulty confirmed the Robertson nomination May 18. 

Garfield had thus won. Immediately, to indicate that his 

action was not personal, nor connected with spoils, he took 

the step which to him seemed called for by consistency and 

sent in once more the names he had agreed upon with Conk 

ling March 20, excepting two against whom personal objec 
tions were raised, by Blaine, Windom and others. This 

step drove Blaine to despair, as shown by the following note. 
" 

Pardon my intense earnestness," he wrote. " 
Nobody can 

beat you, my dear Mr. President, excepting yourself. No 

body can raise the cause of Conkling except you. / fear 
you have done it. Some blunders you know are worse than 
crimes. I fear this is one." The particular blunder lay in 

chilling the ardor of the anti-Conkling Republicans in the 

New York legislature, thereby rendering it possible for Conk 

ling to be re-elected. 

There is no sign that Garfield repented of his action, or 

gave any thought to the considerations urged by Blaine. 

With him adherence to a policy once laid down was in this 
case more important, not only than partisan considerations 

but even than his own personal feelings. 
" 

I was greatly 

tempted 
" 

wrote Garfield to Cox (May 22), "to fill the five 

vacancies with anti-Conkling men, but on the whole I thought 
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it best not to bend from the course I had started upon 
? to 

recognize fairly both wings of the party." 
It is of course obvious, that Garfield's adhering to his orig 

inal Stalwart nominations, even after the rupture with 

Conkling, disproves the contention that the Robertson ap 

pointment 
" 

was merely an attempt to build up a Blaine-Gar 

field machine in New York in opposition to that of Conkling." 
A man building up a machine does not give important and 

lucrative offices to adherents of an opponent, as Garfield now 

did. 

On the same day that the original Conkling nominations 
were confirmed Blaine underwent another defeat, a personal 
one this time. Early in the winter he had urged upon 
Garfield the extreme importance of finding a place for W. E. 

Chandler, as a man who, he said, 
" 

possesses the singular 
faculty or series of faculties that would make him extraordi 

narily useful to any President," and would be invaluable in 

organizing for the the nomination and campaign of 1884. 
While there is no sign that Garfield was especially con 

cerned over Chandler's organizing capacity, he did agree to 

please Blaine by nominating him for Solicitor General. But 

this raised a serious difficulty with McVeagh, the Attorney 

General, who absolutely refused to serve in the same depart 
ment with Chandler, since he had been publicly attacked 

by him in the past. He told Garfield flatly that if the nom 

ination were persisted in he would resign (March 25). Gar 

field did his best to remove his objections and urged Blaine 
to play his part. But Blaine would hear of nothing but 

McVeagh's submission. 
He wrote to Garfield a long and intense letter, demanding 

that he compel McVeagh to withdraw his objections, or, if 
worst came to worst, to let him carry out his threat; but on 

no account to permit Chandler to be kept out. His reasons 

mingled the high and low in his most characteristic manner. 
" 

You can never surrender," he wrote, 
" 

without a fatal 

compromise of your own power and dignity. ... If Mc 

Veagh carries his point you will have seven masters in the 

cabinet instead of seven ministers under your constitutional 

direction. If McVeagh succeeds in driving Chandler off, 
Windom can readily exclude McPherson, and you will thus 
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be deprived of the services of men who will not only be ad 

mirable officers in their respective departments, but will 

guard with jealous care the politics of your administration 

and organize with ability and fidelity in your own personal 
interests. As against either of these two men, weighed as 

of value to you and your administration in the future, Mc 

Veagh is not a unit to a thousand." He went so far as to 

enclose a draft letter to McVeagh, laying down the law to 

him. 

But for all Blaine's masterfulness, Garfield forced him to 

yield to McVeagh. The journal says: 
" 

Mar. 26. I called 
on Blaine who is in bed with inflammatory rheumatism and 

he agreed to have Chandler decline after he is confirmed." 

Even this slight satisfaction was, however, denied Blaine for 

the Senate on May 10 actually rejected the nomination. 

Here also as in the case of the cabinet, Blaine's habits of 

assiduous personal attention and numerous private notes, 

coupled with Garfield's apparent deference in manner, 
created an impression at the time that far outran the facts. 

So far as the papers in existence go, they show that Garfield 

studied out his own policy and stuck to it, regardless of 

Blaine's efforts to alter, or modify his intentions. They also 

show that when it came to a definite 
" 

show-down 
" as in the 

Chandler case, Garfield sided with McVeagh against Blaine. 

In fact, the whole historical treatment of this period needs 

revising, if not rewriting. So far from Blaine's monopolizing 
Garfield's confidence and directing his policies, the journals 
and letters show that Windom, McVeagh and James com 

manded Garfield's full and unqualified support in the numer 

ous important and delicate questions that confronted them 

in these few short months and that McVeagh in particular 

played a part altogether more significant in domestic affairs 

than did Blaine who was interested only in appointments 
and spoils. McVeagh was deep in the refunding plan and at 

the heart of the Star Route investigation. 
It is with interest that, after following through these deal 

ings, one turns to Blaine's famous eulogy of February, 1882, 
and reads what he there said of Garfield's administration. 

Blaine undoubtedly felt that in combativeness, in self-asser 

tiveness, and in political management Garfield was weak. 
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He said as much in dealing with Garfield's Congressional 
career. But what he said as to his executive ability gains 
added force when one realizes what Blaine had learned 

about his peculiar kind of patient, conciliatory power during 
the preceding year. 

" 
From the very outset," said Blaine, 

"he exhibited administrative talent of a high order. He 

grasped the helm of office with the hand of a master. In this 

respect, indeed, he surprised many who were most intimately 
associated with him in the government, and especially those 

who feared that he might be lacking in the executive faculty." 
In the Robertson affair, Blaine continued, 

" 
he was never 

for one moment actuated by any motive of gain to himself 
or of loss to others. Least of all men did he harbor revenge, 

rarely did he even show resentment and malice was not in 

his nature. But after most anxious deliberation and the 

coolest survey of all the circumstances, he solemnly believed 

that the true prerogatives of the Executive were involved in 

the issue which had been raised, and that he would be un 

faithful to his supreme obligation if he failed to maintain 

in all their vigor the constitutional rights and dignities of his 

great office. In all the bearings of the subject the President 
was content in his mind, justified in his conscience and im 

movable in his conclusions." 

Blaine spoke the truth. He well knew that the murdered 

President had been his own master, and that not even he, the 

magnetic, dominating, imperious leader, with all his intimate 

friendship, had been able through months of futile battering 
and fuming to sway him one hair's breadth from the plans 
he had himself worked out. 
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