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CHAS. A. HARDIN Mgl
N
CHAIRMAN LN

SECRETARY

RKentucky Democratic Beadquarters

SEELBACH HOTEL
LOUISVILLE, KY.

b

Dear Judge:-

T gee nothing in the inclosed clipping from a compllization
of the election laws which would necessarily require a meeting of the
committee(State Central) You have doubtless been given indirect if
not direct authority to act for the State CENTRAL commitée in the
matter.

The names s ent you by Senator Glenn were:

¥.¥.Booles, Taylorsville, Ky
Wm.Head, Louisville,
WsCuMontgopery, Edizabethtown
S.D.Rouse, Newport.

The names sent you by the Frankfort man were:i-

Bush W.Allen, Harrodsburg,

Claude Thomas, Paris

S.D.Rouse Newport
W.0.Head , Louisville,
H.R.Lawrence, Cadiz,

MYst truly &c.,
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CHAIRMAN SECRETARY

RKRentucky Democratic Headguarters
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n"cipher" over the ut post office matte:
He een looking for mé. He and his son-in-law,the Sheriff,are

pushing hard for the man

down there,and it is the first time / esbeen’ split
I told him that you would probably be very much against
4
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the proprieties,and therefore agai%ﬁgytaking any part of

after you are elected,but would/act,when requested
had not been disposed of. He said that was all he a
s of Cain asked of you. The matter is in good shape

,insofar as any action that will become known is

an outl: of any personal letters you want
to prepare County recinct chai sand we

can quickly prepare them here and send them to yo1 or signing and
mailing at home post office.

’)

I understand your purpose in,ssking and the wisdom
holding back the Record Edyabout 'which you phoned me,and think
it it in time in the outlyinP exchanges"of the Record.It is

get any body to understand that there are two elections,
w are about ,and interested in them,that we may have to resort
to some''pep" of some sort.

Most truly & cC.,
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My dear O AVETNOTS

I have before me two néwspapers. In one are

"Wilson Urges Democrate to Imd Diesens sion":

tion Demanded of Judge Hardin®, One is written }

calm, dignified, impersonal

position taken by the opponsnts of & resolution

emooratic State Executive Committee, in which it
nat boltere are not entitled to vote in preeinet
conventione; the other an extremely personal letter address
me as Chalrmon, demanding an explanation of the same resoluti
It would be a much pleasanter sask to disousse in an inpep-
sonal way with my friend Wileon his conclusions, but I will
to forepo that pleasure in an effort to mect your demand.

ficuldy in doing =0 ie obvious, as T am reques ted to expliin an
B ¥ 4

explanation that 1 thoughst sufficiently clear to convey a correst

idea of the position taken by me.
You say that I take iasue with a recent stutement muge by
further say: "Since you take iesue with o ubli
statement, 1 addrese this communication dirvectly to you." 1
beg leave respectfully to Bay, you were not even in my thoughts
when | addressed the Democrste of Eentucky.
nor seen your statement to which you refer. After reading
publiec letter, T inguired about me for vo article referred
énd 1 could find no one who read it, and no sorap~book
it had been preserved. 8o you aee, 1 414 not intend o
ake ismue with you, nor did I mean to challenge personally any
thing you ssaid,

I repret very much the necessity for & public discussion.

ask me to state "publicly through the pre 8, on my intelligence
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ag a lawyer, my responsibility as Chairman", certain things I have
previously stated, I regret that you believed it necessary to put
it Bo impressively. I assure you that in my first statement I

was thoroughly sincere, and spoke as a lawyer and as Chairman of
the Party. I am of the opinion the resolution referred to will
have to be interpreted in the light of the Statute governing pri-
maries, plus the decisions of the Court of Appeals, and if there
is a conflict, the law governing primaries must prevail. Theref’
fore, as the Court has decided; "A person offering to vote in a
party primary is not qualified if he voted against the nominee or
the nominees of the party at the last general election; he is not
qualified if he voted for one of the party's nominees and agains?//
others at the last election.”

This answers in part the question addressed to me, if I sought
to exclude from all the precinct conventions Democrats who failed
to vote for all the Democratic candidates in the election of 1927.
"There is none so blind as he who will not see." Why should I
repeat? Neither I nor any member of the Committee made an effort
to exclude ényone from the conventions. We undertook only to de~
clare the rational opinion of the Democratic Party as expressed
in legislative enactment and in convention assembled. Can we not
relieve this discussion from further personcl attack by stating
again, in substance; The effort of the Committee was not to ex~-
¢lude from party participation, but to declare and establish thé
supremacy of party discipline contemplated by the law of the Com-
monwealth and the Tules of the Barty, framed in convention as-
sembled. HNor can it be truthfully asserted that this action comes
from an approval of the policy, acting in a legislative capacity,
though it may be said that the Committee upheld the popular will

of the Party in the exercise of a judicial funection, while acting

in an official cepacity, by recognizing the law of the land and

the rules of the Paxty.
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Quoting here from Judge Wilson's letter an extract from James
A. Woodburn's "Political Parties and Party Problems in the United
States": "A party is to represent the aggregate; composite opin- y
ion of its members. It exists for the purpose of its votess, “Otc_
for the purposes of its managers." The Democratic State Executive
Committee in its action endorse the principle. The "aggregate

and composité opinion" of the members of the Party in Kentucky

is only to be found in the Statute and rules referred tob\?nd the‘

Committee's effort was to declare the same for the government of
precinct conventions.

You aek me if on different occasions while Chairman of the
Democratic Committee, in the call of conventiong, I advocated
the exclusion of Democratic bolters, and alse if I had done so
as a layman; and of course, you "demand an explanation®. I think
I can make it clear that I have been in nowise inconsistent. But
what of that? What light does it throw upon the subject under
discussion? May I not courteously suggest my surprise at an ex-
Member of Congress and an ex-Governor and a lawyer, thus person-
alizing in a public discussion where the public interest is cen-
tered upon the merite of the question? 1Is it not known to you
that an ad hominum argument is abhorred by the courts and condemned
by parliamentary and ethical opinion?

Goubert has pertinently said: "Those men who never retract
their opinion love themselves more than they love truth." Emer-
son says:

"Foolish consistency is the hobgoblin of little minds,
Adored by little statesmen, philosophers and divines."

And he further says: "With consisteney a great soul has nothing

to do. Speak what you think, though it contradicts everything you
have said before." I almost wish you could conviet me of inconsistenecy.
However, I am certain that I have been perfectly consistent. It

is true, as I remember, that previous officilal calls for convention
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did not coptain the resolution complained of, but the reason is
not only true, but apparent,--we did not think it necessary, as
it was generally understood that the test of the gqualifications
to vote in precinct conventions was governed by the primary law,
a fact that has been universally accepted and acted upon. It
was included in the resolutions now in question, because of the
discussion going on, and to prevent an improper effort to control
illegally the precinct conventions.

You ask: "Did not the Democratic nominee for Governor in
the laet campaign publicly proclaim in his campaign speeches and
through his publicity organs, that there were no political prin-
ciples involved and no political issues at stake in the campaign?
And did you, or not, subscribe to defend and to support the doc~
trine? If you did subscribe to defend and support it, will you
now publicly defend your efforts to departyigze the State as an
act in harmony with and in the interest of the principles of the
Democratic Party?®

This question stands out paramount in your letter, and no
doubt you consider it of vast importance to the people of Kentucky
and to the decision of the questions discussed. I can but wonder
at the process of mind which evolved it. However, I think I ¢lear-
ly see your position. Your question is syllogistie in it2 construc-
tion. I shall try to eimplify it by translating it into a positive
declaration,or an affirmative allegation. "Beckham in his $ace for
Governor; did not run as the nominee of his Party, but upon issues
not involved in his nomination, and there were no political issues

at stake in his campaign. He departyized the State, and you, Mr.

Chairman, subscribed to i%." Am I not stating the basis of your

question, which is not a question at all if you do not stand for
its truth? We are to understand that it wag your opinion he was
not entitled to the support of Democrate. There were no political
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issues at stake, and the Chairman of the Democratic Party in Ken-
tucky joined hands with the partycide and the State was departy-
ized in his race. I cannot agree with your premise, and I plead
guilty to supporting Beckham and the issues upon which he was nom-
inated. 7You are saying to 360,000 men who heéartily supported
Beckham, "You were under no obligation to support him", and to
thos2 who bolted, "You were right in what you did", and you are
saying to us all that we joined an effort to departyize the State.
I cannot refrain from asking you, Governor, why you did not bolt.
I now readily understand why you champion the cause of the bolters.
Would it not have been an act of courage and manliness for you
to have done that which you justified in others? Does your po-
sition account for the tremendous falling-off of the wvote in your
Congressional District and especially in the county of your resi-
dence? As in the ocase of the Scottish chieftain, "One blast from
your bugle horn would have been worth a thousand men." We now
understand wﬁy it was not bhlown.

In answer to your question, I am sincerely of the opinion
that Beckham and those who followed him were not departyizers.
I think you do him a great injustice. I supported Beckham whole-

heartedly, as a Demoorat, with the highest sense and the truest

understanding of my duty to the Party. I thank you for the word

"departyize". I think I understand the meaning you give it. I
refuse to believe that those who stood for the issues upon which
Beckham won his race in the primary-—a Democratic primary--and

gtood for him as the nominee, deserve the odium of being styled
departyizers or disorganizers. If I catch what you mean,--and I

am sure that I do--I would fain make this suggestion, that the

true departyizers consist of that group of Democrats and Republicans
who are "bending the pregnant hinges of the knee where thrift doth
follow fawning"; who jointly recognize neither party, but seek
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to control both; who boast in their unholy a2lliance that they
organize and control both branches of the Legislature; who would
control appointments in both Parties; who say to every man who
would seek to serve, "Come my way or taste the bitterness of in=-
justice and defeatV; whgmg;§§¥?z—in pardons and trade in committee
appointments, and who ply skilfully the science of log rolling

in the legislation of the State, If the State of Kentucky is
ever departyized, it will be through the political manipulations
of those who would prostitute the sacred functions of government
to personal ends and corrupt uses. John C. Calhoun 1ifted the
finger of warning as far back as 1838, when he said: A power

has risen up in the Government greater than the people themselves,
consisting of many and verious and powerful interesis, combined
into one mass and held together by a vast surplus in the banks" .,

1 join with you in your condemnation of departyizers, wherever
they are found. I think that the slogan for both parties in Ken-
tucky should be, "Down with the departyizers". I cannot refrain
from contrasting the eloquent eilence and the quiet dignity of the
man who has tastgd defeat at the hands of those who opposed him,
with the wordy exultation and noisy ¢lamor of those who claim the
honor of his undoing, g

This bessdly dictated letter, witheallof its defeots, read
in conneection with what I have already written, I think is a

sufficient explanation to meet your request. With the assurance

that I am wkiting as a lawyer and as Chairman of the Party, in

the sincerest frame of mind, I must conclude. But in passing 1

“Trecall James Russell Lowell on "What Mr. Robinson Thinks%:

"Gineral C. is a dreffle smari mang
He's ben on all sides thet give places or pelf;
But consistency still wuz a part of his plan~-
He's ben true to one party--an' thet is himself;
8o John P.
Robinson he
Bez he shall vote for Gineral C.#

Very truly,







