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ABSTRACT
AN EXAMINATION OF THE LA CROSSE PRESS DURING THE POLITICAL
- - CAMPAIGN OF 1912 o
by .
Charles W. Birch

The year 1912 produced a presidential campaign never matched in
Americah history. An incumbent President, a former President and a
future President engaged in a spectacle that is not likely to be seen
in America again. Woodrow Wilson's election to £he Presidency in 1912
narked the end of the Republican phase‘of the progreséive movement,
The 1912 political campaign in the state ovaisconsin demenstrated the

. fierce battle within the ranks of the Républicah party.

The purpose of this . study is to examine the editorial opinion
expresséd in two Ia Crosse, Wisconsin newspapers during the political
campaign of 1912 and, in so doing, to determine the stand taken by each
paper regarding the key ilssues. The two newspapers were the la Crosse

Tribune and the Ia Crosse lLeader-Press.

A short overview of the 1912 campaign and election is followed by
an examination of the editorial content of the two newspapers during the
period from June 17, 1912 to November 9, 1912. From the examination,

several tendencles clearly emerge. TFirst, the Tribune supported progressive

candidates while the lLeader-Press supported conservatives. Second, both
newspapers crossed party lines in endorsing candidates., For President,
the Tribune supported the Democrat Wilson, and for Wisconsin Governor, the

Republican, Francis E. McGovern. The Leader-Press endorsed the Republican




Taft for President and the Democrat John C. Karel for Governor. Third,
the Tribune endorsed, by nane, candidates for state and local offices

while the Leader-Press remained silent. Fourth, the ILeader-Press

predicted throughout the campailgn that Taft would be re-elected. On
the other hand, the Tribune, although supporting Wilson, was not as

adamont in predicting victory.
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CHAPTER I
THE STUDY AND METHOD OF RESEARCH

Tt is the opinion of the writer that newspaper editorials are
importaht sources for reconstructing political thought and it is with

this in mind that the present study is instituted.
I. THE STUDY

Statement of the purpose. It is the purpose of this study (1)

to examine the editorial opinion 'expressed in the,Lg‘Crosse'Tribune

and the La Crosse Leader-Press from June 17, 1912 fo.Novembef 9, 1912
on the political campaign of 1912; and (2) to indicate the stand taken

by each newspaper regarding the key issues.

Importance of the study. The periodical press is one of the

importan£ sources that the histofian has at his command ﬁor the re-
construction of the past. What the historian wishes from the news-
paper is a picture of contemporary life. The editorial'serves to re-
construct current,opinion.1;,This study examines the editorial content
of twe La Crosse newspapers dﬁring the‘p§1itical campaign of 1912 with
the pur@ose of giving the reader insight into the political thought .of

Ia Crosse County during the 1912 campaign.

1Lucy Maynard Salmon, The NewspaperAand the Historian (New York:
Oxford University Press, 1923), p. 470.




II. MATERTALS USED

For an understanding of the importance of the newspaper to the

historian the writer consulted The Newspaper and the Historian, by

Tucy Maynard Salmon.
on the general atmosphere of the times the writer found Oscar

T. Barck and Nelson M. Black's Since 1900, Eric Goldmah‘s Rendezvous

With Destiny and’Russel‘B. Nye's Midwestern Progressive Politics to
be most useful.

Arthur S. Link's Woodrow Wilson and the Progressive Era served

‘as a general account of the presidential campaign and election of 1912,
Although written for the general reader rather than the student of history,

Frank ¥. Kelly's The Fight for the White House: The Story of 1912 proved

valuable as an interesting narative of the presidential campaign.
For an understanding of Wisconsin politics during this time,

Robert 3. Maxwell's La Follette and the Rise gibthe Progressives in

Wisconsin was the best source, Other books concerning Wisconsin pro=-

gressivism that proved valuable were The la Follettes and the Wisconsin

Idea, by Edward N. Doan, Robert M. La Follette and Wisconsin Progressivisnm,

by James I. Clark, Wisconsin: A Story-éi'Progress, by William F. Raney,

and‘Lg Follette's Autobioerathy, by Robert M. Ia Follette.

In fulfilling the major purpose of the study, the writer ex-
amined microfilm copies of two la Crosse daily newspapers. The examination
covered news and editorial content in the two newspapers from June 17,

1912 to November 9, 1912. The two newspapers were the la Crosse Tribune,
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edited by Aaron M. Brayton, and the La Crosse Leader-Press, edited by

Frank. W. Leahy.
IIT. ORGANIZATION OF REMAINDER OF THE STUDY

The second chapter attempts to give an overview of the political
campaigh and election of 1912. Major emphasis is on the presidential
contest. A brief account of the Wisconsin contest and a summation of
the vote registered in la Crosse County is also given.

The third chapter presents a chronology ofvfhe major events of
the political campaign of 1912 as recorded in the news and editorials
of the two Ia Crosse newsﬁapers. The chapter is divided into four sections.
The first section covers the events‘from June 17 ﬁo the end of the month;
the second, July and August; the third, Séptember and Qctober; and the
foufth, November 1 to November 9.

The final chapter attempt3"£§ point out in general terms the

orientation of the two newspapers.
TV. LIMITATIONS OF THE STUDY

The present study does not attempt to cover all the aspects of
the political campaign of 1912, With major emphasis on the presidential

campaign, it is hoped that a general feeling of the campaign will result.



CHAPTER IT
THE 1912 POLITICAL CAMPAIGN: AN OVERVIEW

The year 1912 produced a presidential campaign never matched
in American history. An iﬁéumbént President, a former President, and a
future President engaged in a spectacle that ié not likely to be seen in
America again.1 America witnessed during the campaign the first
‘éerious three-cornered presidential contest since 1860.% In Woodrow

Wilson and the Progressive Era, Arthur S. Link writes:

The election of 1912 marked the culmination of more than
twenty years of popular revolt against a state of affairs
that seemed to guarantee perpetual political and economic -
control to the privileged few in city, state and nation.’
Woodrow Wilson's election to the Presidency in 1912 marked the end
of the Republican phase of the progressive movement.4

In view of most observers, Wilson's victory was in part the
result of the split in the Republican party. The election of 1910

exposed a wide breach in the Republican party.' The major issue was

insurgency versus regularity. 1In the elections, the insurgents took

1Frank K. Xelly, The Fight For the White House: The Story of 1912
(New York: Crowell Company, 1961), .p. 7.

2Ar.thur S. Iink, Woodrow Wilson and the Progressive Era (New York:
Harper and Brothers, 1954), p. 16.

31vid., D. 1.
N

George E. Mowry, The Era of Theodore Roosevelt (New York:
Harper and Brothers, 1958), p. 295. . - o




control of the Midwest and West. Taft sought compromise with the
progressive leaders, but acc0mp1ished little. As a result, the
insurgent element planned to capture the Republican party and to
nominate a candidate of its choice in 1912,2 | .

On January 21, 1911,=the Natiohal Progressivg Republican
League orgénized and made ¢lear its intention of(oppOSing Taft for
feﬁominatioﬁ in 1912.% Throughout 1911, a Ia Follette-for-President
boom appeared to be makihg great progress. 'Théodore Roosevelt and not
Ia Follette, however, dominatedithe;prqgressive?RepublicanLSituation.
Until nearly the end of 1911, Roosevelt made no decision. ‘Many lead-~
ing progressives turnedyto Roosevelt and pleaded with him to come out
boldly and give the movement the only leaaership that could win.
Finally, on February 24, 1912, he announced his candidacy.?

A bitter preconvention cémpaign followed Réosevelt's announce-
ment. During Abril, May, and early June, Roosevelt showed signs that
his appeal was succeeding. . He swept‘most of the states that had presi-
dential primaries. O0f the thirteen states where the‘Républican voters
had a preference &ote, la Folletté won 36 delegates, Taft 48, and
Roosevelt 278.8

SRussel B. Nye, Midwestern Progressive Politicé (Michigan:
Michigan State College Press, 1951), p. 279. : .

6Oscar T. Barck,er. and Neison M. Black, Since 1900 (New York:
The Macmillan Company, 1965), p. 74.

7Link, op. cit., p. ik

8Tvid.
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On June 18 the Republican National Convention opened in>Chicago.
The progressives challenged the right of seventy-two Taft delegates to
their seats. The credentialé committee declared the éhallenge motion
out of order and the Taft delegates occupied their seats, The conven-
‘tion elected, as permanent chairman, the conservative Senator Elihu
Root of New York by a vote of 552 to 502 over the progressive,‘Francis
E. McGovern, governor of Wisconsin. With Root as chairman, the'Old
Guard kept conirol of the convention machinery.. Most of the Roosevelt
backers, on orders from him, refused to ﬁecognize”the legitimacj of the
convention and declined to vote eithér on the adoption of the platform
or the balloting for candidates. Consequently, the delegates nominated
. Taft on the first ballot, and selected James Sherman as his running mate.9

The Republican platform called for reform by advocating maximum
Workingbhours for women and children and Wprkmen's compensatioh. The
program also included changes in 1ega1'procedure, alteration Qf the
currency system and a simpler'procesé for removing judges. Other planks
contained‘provisions>fqr‘addition to the antitfust laws, revision of
parcel post and publicity of campaign contributidns.1o

Rooseve1£ came to Chicago soundihg his battlé ¢ry, "We stand at
Armageddon and we battlé for the Lord". In his mind the nomination had

1

been stolen.'' The night following the nomination of Taft, Roosevelt

9Barck and Black, op. cit., Pp. 78-79.
101bid., p. 79.

Viye, op. cit., pe. 287.
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announced plans for the organization of 2 new party -- the Progressive.12
The Progressive party came into existance in Chicago on August 6. The
convention carried on one of the most remarkable conventions the doﬁntry

13

had ever seén. Every shade of political opinion was represented, ail
drawn to Chicago by the magic of Rooseveit's personality.1u In an atmos-
phere of a religious revival, siﬁging‘"Onward Christian Soldiérs", the
convention drew up the most significanf'reform‘program since the Populists
of 1892.15 The platform called fo: direct primary, dire&t election of
senators, initiative, referendum, and recall, a speedier method of amend-
ing the Constitution, women's suffrage, limitation of campaign spendings,
prohibition of c¢hild labor, the eight-hour day, a Department of labor,
. conservation, strong regulation of interstate commérce and the establish-
ment of a federal industrial-commissibn. The convention nominated Roose-.
velt and Governor Hiram W. Johnson to head the ticket.16

Ia Follette did not go to the Bull Moose convention, and neither
did dozens of other progressi&es. la Follette believed the Republican
party was best for getting control invfhe hands of:the peoplé. However,

La Follette stated that if he believed the Democratic party a better

12Barck and Black, loc. cit.

13Link, op. cit., p. 16.

Mye, Loc. git.

5

Iink, loc. cit.

168arck and Black, loc. cit.



instrument he would join it. He further stated that if he thought a
new party was better he would find it. Ia Follette prefered to "keep
up the fight in the Republican party to make that party really pfb-
gressiveﬁ.17

With the Republican split assured; Democratic hopes soared.
The nation watched with eager interest the-Democratic National Conven-
tion that opened at Baltimore on June 25.18‘ The Democratic party itself
showed a sharp division into a liberél Bryan ﬁing.and a conservative,
Bastern, anti-Bryan wing. The conservatives fav&red House Speaker
Champ Clark of lMissouri, a ﬁiddle-of—the-roader, and the liberals
favored WoodrowW‘ilson.19

Bryan, having no chance td be nominated himself, proved to be
a powerful figure at the Baltimore convention.20 Clark led during the
opening balloting, with Wilson éecond. Neither could gain the necessary
‘ two-thirds vote. The key lay in the hands of Bryan, who shifted his
support from Clark to Wilson;21‘ The convention nominated Wilson on the

forty-sixth ballot.2?

17Nye, op. ¢cit., Pe. 288.

18Barck and Black, 193. cit.

nye, op. cit., p; 289.

20parck and Black, op. cit., p. 81,
‘21Nye, loc. ggg.

2213nk, op. cit., Ds 13.



The Demo;ratic platform remained a distinctively Bryan
document. The platform called for tariff revision, antitrust 1aws,
a rural credits systemn, railroad 1egislation, prohibition of the in-
junction in labor disputes, and a bank law.>

During the campaign all three ma jor candidates claimed to be
friendly to the-cause of’réfofm. Republicans had to choose between
loyalty to the hiétoric party or alignment with the Progressive party.

The bulk of the machine politicians and businessmen supported Taft,

while idealists and reformers supported Roosevelt. Many progréssive
Republicans, such as La Follette, took and unpredictable c‘:ourse.zl‘L

By the middle of August, Taft was out of the running. Wilson and Roose-
velt carried the bufden of the rest.of the campaign. As the campaign pro-
gressed, Wilson's "New Fréedom" and Roosevélt's "New,Nationalism"‘be-

came the central issue.?? Roosevelt based hisrpfogramvon Hamilténian
principles, while Wilson considefed himself a disciple of Jefferson.
Confused by these conflicting brands of progressivism, the voters con-
sidered the contest one of personaiitieé.26 '

-The old Republican prqgressive group reacted in various ways.

Some supported Roosevelt while others backed Wilson. Ia Follette

Zuye, loc. cit.
243&?0k and Black, op. cit., p. 82.
25,

ink, op. cite, Pe 20.

26parck and Black, op. cit., Pe 83.
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refused to endorse Taft. Unofficially, Ia Follette, favored Wilson,
and in the election he handed in a blank ballot.?’

By the middle of October there was not much doubt about the
outcome of the contest. Roosevelt won the support of most of the Re-
publican progressives, buﬁvfailed to draw progressive Democrats from
Wilson.28 Invthe‘electoral vote Wilson received 435 béllots, Roosevelt
88 and Taft 8. Of thé popular votes, Wilson received 6.3 million or
L2 per cent; Robsevelt, L million or 27 per cent; and Taft,43.5 million
or 23 per cerft;.z9 The remaining votes went to Eugene bebs, Social Demo-
crat, Eugene Chafin; Prohibition, and A. E. Reimer, Soéialist Labor°30

The 1912 political cémp;ign in Wisconsin demonstrated the fierce
battle within the ranks of the Republican party. The Chicago convention
split the Republican progressivé group in Wisconsiﬁ into warring factions.
La Follette‘ denoﬁnced the éfforts of Governor McGovern to unite the pro-
gressives in oppositién to Taflt and ufged Wisconsin progressi#e Rebublicans
to remain in the partﬁ._ Thé Republican gubernatorial candidate, lMcGovern,
leaned towérd~Roosevelt and annoﬁnéed mid-way through the campaign that
he would support Roosevelt and not Taft. Ia Follette, admitting that he
had a deep and lasting resentment against McGovern for his activities,
appealed to all progressive:voters to support McGovern in the general

election. Ia Tollette said thatva vote for McGovern would be a vote for

2Tuye, op. cit., p. 290.

28140k, op. cit., p. 22.

29

Barck and Black, loc. cit.

30

Wisconsin Blue Book (liadison: Democratic Printing Company, 1913),

p. 171,
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the progressive movement. In the race for governor, McGovern won
re-election by a margin of only twelﬁe thousand votes over the con-
servative Democrat, John C. Karel.31

Regérding theiéresidehtial race, la Follette indicated a preference
for Wilson. Tn an address delivered at Ia Cresse, Wisconsin, la Follette
made his first public statement about his position, and suggested a
‘friendly attitude toward Wilson raiher than an endorsement. The election
results in Wisconsin attested Ia Follefte's strong position with the voters.
Wilson recéived 16l4,000 votes, Taft 130,000 and Roosevelt 62,000.02

Voters in la Crosse Counfy in 1912 overwhelmingly Supported Wilson.
For the first time since Cleveland's election in 1892, La Crosse County
voted the Democratic ticket.’d In the gubernatorial race, McGovern
narrowly edged Karel by 60 votes. The voters returned John J. Esch to
Congress and a full slate of Reouollcans for suate offices carrLed the
county. In the contest for county offices,. with aLl positions held bv
Republicans, the voters elected all Democrats with the exception of

Andrew Thompson, . a Republican,‘for Register of Deeds.34'

31nobe rt S. Maxwell,. La Follette and the Rise of the Progressives
in Wisconsin (Wisconsin: State 1storlcal Souleuy of w1scon31n, 1956),
op. 185-109 ;

3ZEdward N. Doan, The Ia ¥ fellet tes and the Wisconsin Idea
(New York; Rinehart and Company, 1947} pp. 71=-72,

IBBHOW'WiSCOHSin Voted 1848-1954 CWisconsin: Bureau of Government,

1956), p. 98.

3L"La Crosse Tribune, November 9, 1912, (Hereafter cited as Tribune

with the appropriate date. )




CHAPTER ITT
THE LA CROSSE PRESS SPEAKS OUT
I. JUNE: THE CONVENTIONS DECIDE

The Republican National Convention opened June 18 in Chicago.

The Leader-Press commented in an editorial on Juné 17, "The situation

at Chicago is without parallel in the history of American politics.
Commen®t upon 1t that involves speéulation as to i%s outcome is futile.nt
The Wisconsin delegation debated.ovef alignmént at the convention. The
Question before the Wisconsin delegation was whefher Ia Fdllette'or .
McGovern should be the prégressive leader in Wisconsiﬁ.z' By having
MeGovern chairman, the Roosevell supporters hoped to lure Wisconsin
progressives into.théif‘camp. Seeing MQGovern's actions as a defection,
the Ia Follete leaders swore théir'vengeance on the Governor.? The

convéntion named Elihu Root, a Taft supporter, permanent chairmah.

The Leader-Press saw this as a éignificant victory; but cautlously added:

«.+ o whatever their decision it may be ‘taken for granted that
their largest concern is for the result of the election. They will
be slow to nominate Mr. Taft unless they believe that the history
of the convention makes his election probable.* :

1&& Crosse Leader-Press, June 17,1912, (Hereafter cited as Leader-
\ . SE——

Press with the appropriate date.)
Srribune, June 18, 1912,
3Tbid., June 19, 1912.

4Editoriél in Leader-Press, June 19, 1912,
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In the wake of the la FollettééMcGoﬁern feud, there was a boonm
for Lieutenant Governor Thomas Morris for Governor. Asked by a Tribune
reporter whether he would accept, Morris replied, ﬁI am not a cahdidate,"

then he added, "It takes you newspapermen to rig up a sensation."5

Both the Tribune and Leader-Press showed alarm over the céntroversy

between the two factions of the Wisconsin delegation. The Leader-Press

commented:

Most profoundly sensatlonal of all the happenings at Chicago
yesterday, so far as political activities in Wisconsin are con-
cerned, was the open rupture of friendly political relations
between Governor lMcGovern and Senator Ia Follette. . . . Whatever
may be the result of the proceedings in the national republican (sic)
convention, we should say that the battle in Wisconsin has just begun.
Governor McGovern's "hat is in the ring" and Senator Ia Follette
is the man challenged. There will be a season of warfare in the
state which may work momentous changes in public policies and
tremendously affect Wisconsin's industrial and commercial and
social future.

The Tribune said;

our contention in relation to the incident is this: That
the Governor was elected a Ia Follette delegate, that through-
out the convention up to Friday his conduct would have been
appropriate had he been there as an instructed Roosevelt
delegate, and that as the two are incompatible he could not
have been serving the best interests of a candidate other
than T.R.( :

As a result of the controversy over the seating of delegates,

RobSevelt deserted the Republican party and announéed-the formation of

5Pribune, June 20, 1912.
6 .

Editorial in Leader-Press, June 19, 1912.

"Bditorial in Tribune, June 22, 1912.
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a new political organization.8 Calling the Roosevelt move a "fiasco",

the Leader-Press wrote:

e « o Tt would be difficult to imagine a candidacy more 1ll timed
than that of Colonel Roosevelt or a campaign for nomination to the
presidency more incompetently directed. It has given the republi-
can (sic) party some concern, but there is every prospect, at this
writing, that no permanent harn h%s been done by the Roosevelt dis-
turbance which is now at its end.

The convention named Taft and Sherman to run on the G.0.P. ticket.
The roll call showed 344 delegates not voting. These "silent delegates®
indicated an uncertain strength of Roosevelt.1o Concefning the choice

of the Republicans, the Leader-Press said:

. « « Prediction at this time of the result in November can be
merely guesses. We do not know who the democratic (sic) nominee
will be nor what form the campaign will take. The inmediate
outlook admittedly is not encouraging to republican (sic) successes.
The Roosevelt defection is bound to be serious. . . » Merely
estimating on developments of the next four months, it may be said
conservatively that while he must fight an uphill battle, the
President has a chance to win.

In Baltimore, on Tuesday June 25, the Democrats opened their
convention. Progressive'Republiéans watched élosely the events in
Baltimore. The progressives felt that Roosevelt's fate would be decided

by the Democratic choice. The Leader-Press wrote that if a conservative
12

were nominated, Taft might well be re-elected.

8Tribune, June 20, 1912,

9Editorial in Leader-Press, June 22, 1912.

107ribune, June 24, 1912,

11pditorial in Leader-Press, June 24, 1912,

121p14., Jue 25, 1912,
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When the balloting for nomination began, Champ Clark, supported
by William Jennings Bryan, commanded an early lead. Woodrow Wilson
moved ahead on the thirteenth ballot gnd his nomination came on the
forty-éixth.13’ Reflecting on the choice of the two major political
parties, the Tribune wrote on July 4 that the campaign showed "clear
cﬁt differencé", adding:

. . . one hope wé may entertain for this campaign is that more

than ever before the voters may study the issues and deal with the

election with that intelligence which comes of understanding.1

The Teader-Press called the Democratic convention "one of the most

memorable political conventions of American history".15 As to the choice

of Wilson the ILeader~Press wrote;

An important purpose of the democratic (sic) campaign being
to appeal to the republican (sic) progressives, the nomination of
Woodrow Wilson is from that standpoint the wisest which could have
been made., . o o Dr. Wilson is indeed, an exceptionally clean,
high minded man whose appeal should bring response from the same
sort of all parties. . . . Swming up, we should say at the
beginning of a four month's campaign, that Dr. Wilson is going to
get more republican (sic) votes than any other democrat (sic) has
had since Cleveland ran in 1892, and that 2e is going %o have
difficulty in holding his own party line.l

In the same issue, the Leader-Press deemed the rejection of Clark a

tragedy in the year nit is good for a democrat (sic) to runt 17

13Leader-?ress, July 2, 1912,

14541 torial in Tribune, July 4, 1912.

15Editorial in Leader-Préss, July 1, 1912,

161044., July 3, 1912,

171pid.
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II. JULY AND AUGUST: THE CALL OF THE BULL MOOSE

By early July, the twé ma jor political parties, having chosen
theilr party headé, began plans for the.approaching campalgn. Wilson
stated that his campaign would be one begun with an "open mind®,18
Taft announced that he would not campaign.19 The adéption of a pro-
gressive platform by the Deﬁocrats and the nomination of Wilson dismayed
many who had talked of su@porting a‘new progressive party. In the early
days of July, rumors began tQ circulate thét,Roosevelt would not run’
after-all.zo However, on July 7; Roosevelt sounded the call for a conven~

tion of progreésives to be held in Chicago on August 5.21 The day after

the announcement the Leader-Press wrote:

The third party is to be a fact. . . . The movement is b
no means insignificant. It promises to play a large part in the
campaign. .+ . o It 1s quite possible that in Minnesota, Wisconsin
Illinois, Indiana. and Chio the colonel may draw enough votes
otherwlse for Wilson to turn the states to Taft.

The third party movement indeed promises plenty of excite-
ment and uncertainty. Its strength may grow much before fall,
yet it is more likely to decline. The present outlook is that
the republican (sic) organization may. look upon it as a helpful
agency. _ A

Political activities in the state of Wisconsih got wnder way

early in July. The Leader-Press viewed the upcoming state-and county '

18Leader-?ress, July 5, 1912,

197ribwe, July 5, 1912.
20gel1y, op. cit., p. 176.

21Tribune, July 8, 1912,

2Z'Edi‘corialfin Leader-Press, July 8, 1912.
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elections with speculation stating:
It is possmble that the state of Wisconsin may go democratic
(sic).in the presidency and republican (sic) in the state ticket.
« + « On the democratic (sic) state and cownty ulckets this fall
in Wisconsin will be candidates in full accord with their national
leader and appealing for support on the same grounds. We do not
say it cannot happen, but it does seem unlikely that they will not
get the benefit of a bolt diggcted primarily against the head of
the republican (sic) ticket.
The Tribune claimed that Democrats in the state would have to be pro-

greséive to be elected.za‘

lLeaders of the Democratic party in la Crosse
County felt confident of landslide victory: Gathering in convention of
July 6, the county Democrafs expressed great faith.2?

| Wisconsin Democrats met at.Milwaukee for the state convention on '
July 11. The delégation saw the need for a gubernatorial candidate who.
could get the Ia Follette vote. 20 The Convention nominated John C. Karel
and John Schmitz to be submitted to the primary voters. Thé Leader-
§§§§§ showed a preference for Karel in an editorial.saying, Karel
stands for the future, the new deal",27

As the month moved on, the phenomenon of Roosevelt concerned both

papers. On July 16 the Leader-Press wrote:

. . . There is nothing uwncertain about the issues that have been
~joined. by the adoption of the republican (sic) and democratic (sic)

231pid., July 5, 1912.
lzuﬁditoriél in Tribune, July ¢, 1912,

25Leader-Press,tJu1y’6, 1912,

261p14d., July 11, 1912,
Z;Leader-Press, July 15, 1912.
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platforms. They are so clear that the alignment of voters is
progressing with a rapidity seldom witnessed in the earlier stages
of a presidential campaign . . . he (Roosevelt) has got to have -
a clearer declaration of principles that he has ever made in the
whole course of his public career. He won't get very far this-
year in a campaign by epi’chet.2 ,

Doubting the success of the third party, the Tribune wrote on July 26

Looking at the new party idea from every angle it does not’
seem that Roosevelt whose personality is offered in lieu of a
definite platform, can succeed. Even for a bona fidezgew party,
success in 1912 is not within raenge of possibilities.

The Leader-Press humorously‘depicted the position of Roosevelt saying,
"Je predict that if Colonel Roosevelt's new party fails to nominate
Colonel Rooseveltifof the présidency Colonel Roosevelt will bolt it;"3o
Robert La Follette startled the country by insisting that he would
not leave the Reéﬁblican party. Ia Follette's confusing stand on the
presidential candidates left bothnpaﬁers wcertain about the course he
would follow. Ia Follette attacked the record of John J. Esch, congress-
man from the Seventh District, in his YRoll Call" ﬁechniqué. Observers

believed the attack showed La Follette's endorsement of A. K. Dahl,

a Republican opposing Esch for'primary prefer«e_nce.31 The Léadér-?ress
wrote concerning ILa Follette's attack saying, "The pre%ailing opinion

is that this year“Mr; La Follette is out after'Eigger game than the

287p34., July 16, 1912.
29731 torial in Tribune, July 26, 1912,

3081 torial in Leader-Press, July 24, 19124
3rribune, July 20, 1912. -
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congressman from thé Seventh District."32 On July 27 Ia Follette urged
all Republicans to stay in thé party. '"P:c*ogres'sivism,»'.Y séid Ia Follette,
"is a distinctly republican (sic) movement and nothing can be gained by
aligning it with the democracy (sic).n33

The Democratic platform said the tariff should be lowered and
should be for revenue bnl&.Bu The Tribune said that the Democrats would

35

be wise to make this the main issue.”’” Wilson favored a Tariff Cormission.

The Leader-Press called this statement by Wilson the most important

expression from Wilson since his nominatioﬁ."36
Early in Augﬁét the La Crosse County ﬁarties made plans for

the primaries to be held early in September.’! As the time for the

Progressive convention drew near, the Leader-Press said, "The pro-
gressives are beginning to look like a real party . . ."38. On August 1
the Wisconsin Attorney Genéral ruled that the Progressi%e party must

run as an independent party in Wisconsin.39 The same day Taft accepted

3253itorial in Leader-Press, July 20, 1912.

33Leader-Press,"July‘27;"1912;

Melly, op. cit., . 18%.

355ditorial in Tribune, July 23, 1912.

36Editorial in ieader-Préss, July 22, 1912.
37rrivune, August 3; 1912,

38zditorial in Leader-Press, August 1, 1912,

- I9rribune, August 1, 1912,
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his nomination and the Leader-Press wrote;

« « . It remains to be seen how this country will receive this
strong, clear-cut, conservation. It may hearken to it, and it
may not, but in that the president is not so deeply concerned
as he 1s in adhering firmly to what he believes to be the best
policy for all the people.~0

The Natlonal Progressive Conventlon opened August 5 in the sanme
building where Roosevelt had been defeated‘in June.*!  The Leader-
Press wrote;v

The Progressive movement culminates today. . . . The country
is watching the progressives with a sywpathetic mind. It is
willing to give them credit for good intention and to hope

that, under the energetic leadership of Roosevelt, they may

accomplish much. Thelr course at the convention now in session

may declde whether they shall go ahead to further triumphs o

whether they are fto weaken henceforth as a political factor.

During the second day's session, Roosevelt delivered his "Confession

of Faith" speech. The Leader-Press cormented on the speeéh, saying:

"A1l the things the Colonel wants are also: wanted by a great meny '
ﬁeople, so the speech should make votes . . ."43 Ia Follette de-
clared that the only essential demand of Roosevelt's faith is the
Colonel.uu The convention nominated Roosévelt and put Hiram Johnson

of California in second place. The convention drew up a fully

kOggs torial in lLeader-Press, August 2, 1912,

Myelly, op. cit., p. 179.

42Editorial in Leader—Press, August 5, 1912,

bBibid.,~August'7, 1912. '

Yrribwe, August 8, 1912,
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progressive platform.
On August 7 Wilson accepted his nomination. Following Wilson's

acceptance speech the Leader-Press set forth a view of the forthcoming

contest in an editorial titled "The Threé Parties'h;
With the speeches of Taft and Wilson‘aééepting their
nomination and that of Roosevelt just before his nomination,
the lines of the campaign may be said to be made up. It is now
Possible for the intelligent voter to make a study of what ought
to be based on the platform, acceptange speech and personal record,
ability and experience of each . . .
In discussing Taft and the Republican party, the editorial said that
the varty stood for orderly, slow maybe, but sure progress. If the
voter liked "the historic attitude of the republican (sic) party, he has
no reason to.complain." In referring to the Dembcratic pérty, the editorial
said it went further than the Republican partj in advocating reform, but
its allegiance to state's rights and to the theory of a revenue tariff
without regard to the protection of the wage earnér hampered. its cause,
Regarding the Progressive party, the editorial said it went further than
the Democratic party in the measufes it offered. The editorial closed:
1A wealth of principles and personnel is offered from which to choose."“7
During the 1ast weeks of August little political activity took

place. On August 1? the Tribune called the Leader-Press a "flatfooted

stalwart republican (sic) paper,! adding that because the Leader-Press

supports Karel, thatais evidence that Karel is reactionary;48 The‘Leader—

45Leader—Press, August 8, 1912.
b6

47Ibid.

48

Editorial in Leader-Press, August 9, 1912.

Editorial in Tribune; August 7, 1912,



22

Press made no answer to the Tribune statement. A week before the state

primary the Leader-Press saia, "Only a week wtil the primary and the
best thing about it is that mésﬁ people haven't allowed themselveé to

get excited over it as yet.W”9 Thé Tribune considered the coming primary
very important. On August éélthé Tribune’strongly endorsed Esch and
said, "We have fixed oplnlons fegardlng three other contests in the re-
publican (sic) primaries. They are for district attorney, county

treasurer and clerk of court."50

IIT. SEPTRIBER AND OCTOBER: THE CANDIDATES FIGHT IT OUT

Political activities in Wisconsin, during'Septembef, began
with the state primary. Boﬁh papers urged the re-elction of Esch
in the primary election.51 Regarding the county ticket the Leader-
Press cléarly stated a nonpartisan position:

It has not seemed to the Leader-Press (sic) to be the pro-
vince of a newspaper to pick out personal friends among the
candidates for non-political county positions and to urge their
nomination and election as a vindication of some great principle.
Tt matters not at all to the public of Ia Crosse County whether
the occupants of the county offices be republican (sic), demo-
crat (sic) or independent . . . unless a candidate is conspicuous-
1y unfit or dishonest, it does not seem to be the province of a
newspaper to interfere with those proposed. . . . The Leader-
Press (sic) in refraining from entering these personal con-
tests ., .., makes no criticism of other newspapers which may .

h9gditorial in Leader-Press, August 26, 1912.

50zaitorial in fribunev August 26, 1912,

51503 torials in ‘Tribune, August 31, 1912 and Leader-Press,
September 2, 1912. :
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look at the matter differently. If ils contemporary wishes to
boom its personal friends . . . that is its privilege. . . «
The point is made merely that the lLeader-Press (sic) is
willing to leave to its contemporary a monopoly of that sort
of campaigning.52 '

In the election, Karel defeated Schmitz in the Democratic,primary.53

Because of the smallest primary vote in Ia Crosse County up to that time,

the Leader-Press called the primary unsuccessful. The paper said:

. « . The people, it appears, are growing weéry of voting « « .

a large number, it is believed, do not care for the added voting
privi%Eges and may not make use of them if such are forced upon

them 2% '

The Leader-Press expressed gratification over the renomination of Esch,o?

The Tribune said fhe vote for Isch was proof that he was a progressive,
The ﬁomination of Karel, according to the Tribune, made the issue 5f the
state contest plain. The issue would be whether the state should be pro-
gressive or reactionary. A vote for Karei would be a voté for reac’c,:'\.on.56

In the view of the Leader-Press, Karel's nomination would enliven a

éampaign in Wisconsin which might‘oterwise have been dull.57
Writing a few days after the primary, the Tribune stated there

is only one issue in Wisconsins "The issue is the endorsement or

52Editorial in Ieader-Press, September 2, 1912,

53Tribune, September &, 1912,
5%pditorial in Leader-Press, September 4, 1912, (Primaries began
in Wisconsin in 1903.). i :

551bid.

56Editorial in Tribune, September 6, 1912,

57gditorial in Leader-?réss, September 5, 1912,
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rejection of McGovern's record as governor. . . . The record of
MeGovern entitles him'to the support of all who velieve in progressive
1egislation.“58
’On Sebtember 12 governor Johnson of California, the Bull
Moose vice-presidential candidaté, spoke in la Crosse. The citizens
of la Crosse received Johnson with enthusiasm and both the Tribune

and‘thé Leader-Press called Johnson a strong progressive.59'

The platform‘conventiéns of the Democratic and Republican

partiesAmet in }Madison, September 17. The Leader-Press stated that

the events at Madison might determine whether the state would be Re-

60 The platform of

publican or Democratic in the Névembér elections.
the Republicén party failed to endorse the national ticket and the

national platform. Thevsfate platform referred to Ia Follette as the
61

leader in- "the onward movenent,” The Tribune praised the Repﬁblicah
platfornm and called it the "continuance of the Wisconsin Idea."62
During the last weeks of September, the county Repﬁblicén and

Democratic parties chose chairmen and made plans for the long campaigning

weeks ahead. Describing the outlook in the county, the Leader-Press wrote:

58Editorial in Tribune, September 7, 1912,

59%ditorials in Tribune, September 12, 1912 and Leader-Press,
September 13, 1912, ‘

60Editorial in lLeader-Press, September 17, 1912.

61

Leader-Press,WSeptember 18, 1912,

62v4i torial in Tribune, September 21, 1912.
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« « « @ number of republicans (sic) and democrats (sic) may be

found for Roosevelt, but in the co: county the bulk of the re-

publican (510) party, oconservative and progressive, seems dis-

posed to stand by Taft, and give him another chance and, for

the sake of the demands to be made upon it %n the future, prevent

the wrecking of the republican (sic) party.
The Tribune pointed out that in the coﬁnty; the Democrats had the
advéﬁtage in the presidential race because of the strong appeal to all
progressives. On the governorship the Republicans held the edge because
the Republican choice '"has a progressive record calculated to-appeal to
the progressives of ali parties." The legislative ticket also favored
the Repulicans, according to the'Tribune.64

On Friday, September 27, vaernor MeGovern surprised the Republicans

by declaring for Roosevelt. The Leader-Press felt that the Governor had

the right to support Roosevelf, but he ought to remember that he had been
elected as a Republican. Thérefore he should retain the Repulican ticket.65
In spite of McGovern's bolt leading Republicans, including la Follette
and Ia Crosse Repulicans, declared they would continue to support
McGovern.66

The candidates for 511 offices, national, staﬁe, and local, began
to campéign in earnsst during Oétober._nThe Tribune again pointed to its

contention that Wisconsin had but oné issue. The Tribune in an editorial

§3Editorial in Leader-Press, September 27, 1912.

64

ditorial in Tribune, Septeﬁbér 26, 1912,

65Bditorial in Leader-Press, September 30, 1912.

‘66Leader-Press,hSeptémber 30, 1912,
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bon October 3 stated that it believed the people want MecGovern and pro-

gress. Answering an editorial by the Milwaukee Journal that asked

how MeGovern could honorably stay at the head of the Republican
ticket while denouncing it, and giving his sunport to the ticket of
another party, the Tribune stated that it could not see how the
Journal or any progressive paper can blame the governor for repudiat-
ing a candidate for president that a great many progressives have re-
pudiated. The Tribune went further, saying, "There is no party tlie
so strong 2s to bind a real progressive to an avowed and dangerous
reactionary candidate. n67
On October 11 the Tribune wrote;
e« . o the American'people never said less and thought more in
any presidential campaign in history than they are doing at
this time. They are weighing, testing, reading and thinking,
but they are not talking. Their silence indicates the presence
of sober thought, be it first, second or. third, and their de--
cisions will be made when the votes are cast in November.
Theinext day the Tribune declared in an editorial titled "One issue
that is plain as day":

Wisconsin'is peculiarly unfortunate this year in the ob-
scurity with which its multiplicity of intra-party and intra-
factional quarrels tend to becloud issues thatl ordinarily
would be clear as a church in the noon day sun.

The democrats (sic) are spllt over Karel, and fortunately the

progressive democrats (sic) are in control, assuring that this
will be a Wilson campaign prlmarﬂly instead of a Karel campalgn.

67pditorials in Tribune, October 3 and 4, 1912.

681p14., October 11, 1912,



The republicans (sic) are split over Taft, with the equally

fortunate circumstance that the progressive element controls

and will make state issues the paramount factor in the campaign.69
‘The Tribune went further explaining the added dilema caused by the action
of McGovern. The paper declared that it positively disagreed with lMcGovern's
convicﬁion that there is any virtue in the Roosevelt movement. 7Yet, be-~
cause McGovern represents progress he should be'elécted over Karel who
represents reaction. _Getting to the description of thé plain.issue, the

Tribune closed:

| But upon one thing all progressives can agree with the
Tribune (sic). It is this:

Not a single cloud obscures the issue surrounding the contest
for assemblymen and a senator to represent this section in the
state legislature., ., . . Let ud all remember that those splendid
deﬂocrats (sic), Woodrow Wilson and W. J. Bryan, believe in the
same things in which Robert M. Ia Follet te believe, and that
Adolph J. Schmitz and Joe Davies believe in the same things in
which Tom Morris, Otto Bosshard, J. E. McConnell and Frank Strupp.
We know what these good men, deﬂocrat (sic) and republican (sic)
believe, and we can vote that way.

In the heat of the campaign, Roosevelt escaped death prior to a
speaking engagement in Milwaukee, Wisconsin. The wduld-be assassin, John
Shrank from New York, leaped from a crowd and Tired at Roosevelt és he
walked on a Milwaukee street. Although wounded, Roosevelt fulfilled

the speaking engagement the same evening. The next day the Leader-Press,

writing about the attempted assassination, bointed out that the paper-
had“protestedrduringiité entire existence against the character

assassination that naturally leads to physical assassination.?!

69Tribune, October 12, 1912,
707pid,

71Editorial in Leader-Press, October 15, 1912.
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The Tribune apologized for its happening in Wisconsin. Questioning
just "now far did Shrank's bullet go", the Tribune wrote:

There 1s a possibilily that the wave of emotion mnay sweep
many of the close states in which Wilson and Roosevelt were the
principle (sic) contenders, and where Wilson had the advantage
into the Roosevelt colum. The effect may elect Roosevelt. That
is not probable but 1t is not impossible that it may suffice to
deadlock the college and throw the election:in the-house.!

Two days after the shooting Roosevelt showed signs of im-

provemeﬁt and the campaign continued. Reflecting on the Republican

campaign in Wisconsin, the Leader-Press wrote:

o » o anid all these conflicting movements the campaign and
“election returns to follow promise to be confusing. There
may be a wide assortment of results, enough to ?lease almost
everybody on some p01nts, on the night of November 5.73

Regarding the wonder by many as to what presidential candidate

they should support, the lLeader-Press in an editorial titled, "Where

Do They Stand?!, said:

. « o whether the republican (sic) state legislative candidates
are for Wilson, Taft, or Roosevelt, or Debs, a great many would
like to know in advance of marking their ballots on November 5,
not necessarily because their position on the presidential
question would demonstrate their fitness or unfitness for the

offices to which they asplre, but to satisfy a quite natural
1nterest in the doings of those who aim to be our ‘state and
local governors.?

Beginning on Qctober 17 the Tribune announced.and began a feature

of allowing the public to send letters to be published in the Tribune

72Fditorial in Tribune, October 16, 1912,

73pditorial in Leader-Press, October 17, 1912,
?41bid., October 18, 1912,
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under the title "All Sides of Politics". Articles, dealing with key

issues of the caﬁpaigﬁ, appeared regularly watil the end of the camp-
' aign.75 | | |

On Qctober 21 the Tribune outlined its view of the issues that
confronted the votlers. Iﬁ¢nation§l‘matters the difference between
Taft, Roosevelt and wilsén, the paper said, concerned theif views on the
trusts. The paper pointed out that Taft would prosecute trusts; Roosevelt
would legélize the trusts and subjecf thém to government regulétidn and
Wilson would abolish the trusts. "In state matters, the issue is simpie.
McGoﬁern'stands for progress; Karei'for distinction." The editorial
closed stating, "The progressiﬁe republican (sic) state ticket stands
for men and womeﬁ; the démocratic (sic) state ticket for incorporated
dollars. 7%

The Leader-Press indicated on Qctober 21 that national issues

ought to be "more than a sideshow of the Wisconsin campaign.” The

Leader-Press felt the voters ought to be giveh all the information
our public leaders have.77 |
la Follette"highlighted the campaign in la Crosse County in a
speech before a large crowd. at the Ia Crosse Theater on October 22.
La Follette said that he would not vote for one of the three presi-
denﬁial candidates. Ia Follette told the audience, "I do not intend

to vote for any one of these three men. I intend to maintain an

"50pivune, October 17, 1912.
76Editorial in Tribune, October 21, 1912.

77Editorial in Leader-Press, October 21, 1912,
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independent positioﬁ." Ia Folletie indicated suppert for Wilson by

saying, "If Wilson shows his power as a pfogressive,I det-to help

hip. 78  The Leader-Press wrote that it was clear that Ia Follette
expected Wilson to be elected; yet it would be difficult to calculate
the effect of the senator's Ia Crosse speech on public;sentiment in
Wisconsin. 9. |

During the last week of Qctober, all partles predicted victory
in the November elections. Both papers expressedlthe prevalling senti-
ment. The Tribune, in support of Wilson said, "Let's not worry over
what Wiison'meaps. Not because he is a democrat (sic), but because he is

a progressive, the éeop1e<have determined to make hin president."SQ

The Leader-Press wrote in an editorial titled, "The Trend of Tafﬁ”:

As election day draws nearer, the trend is unmistakably toward
Taft. . . . The democratic (sic) candidate remains the favorite
in the betting. On account of the republican (sic) division he is
generally picked as the more likely winner. TYet T the situation is
fast changing, and though less that a week remains, a few days
may be sufficient to turn the campaign.

The great argunent for Taft is "Let well enough alone."
. « .. As the day of balloting approaches the solemn nature of
the duty imposed -on the citizen is more deeply felt. And he
cannot help recognizing that, while reforms are important and
experiments are interesting, no issue is comparable to the vital
one of prosperity and employment. There is only on, %onclu51on
possible when that issue is given its proper place.*’

78Tribune, October 23, 1912,

792ditorial in Leader-Press, October 23, 1912.

80045 torial in Tribune, October 30, 1912.

817,cader-Press, October 30, 1912.



IV. NOVEMBER: THE VCTERS DECIDE

As the campaign neared the finish, the Leader-Press showed

concern over the direction it was taking, in pérticqlar, what it
might mean for the future of Taft. In an editorial titled nThe Rig
Things First®, the following advice appeared: -
Tt is important to the country'tﬁat Taft be elected,
. » o State issues ought not to be ignored -- we do not
take that ground at all -~ but in the presence of the great
emergency, they are relatively far less important than the
preservation of prosperity to businessmen, worlkmen and
farmers,82
The Tribune continued its‘strong partisan support during
the closing'week. In.the Saturday, November 2, edition strong
editorial endorsement came out for Tom Morris and Republicans

'running for county offices,®3

The Leader-Press maintained its prosperity theme in ad-

vocating the re-election of Taft. The November 2 editorial said:

If every voter will caréfuliy figure out what he should
do in this campaign to advance his own welfare, I believe
~the consensus of opinicn of citizens by the party and admini-
stration now in power. ‘

In the same edition, in an editorial titled, "Wilsor, Taft and Pros-

. perity", the paper said, ". . . on the one side we have certainty,

.82Editorial in Leader-Press, November’1, 1912,

83Rditorial in Tribune, November 2, 1912,

84Editoria1 in Leader-Pfesst November 2, 1912,
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on the other speculation.” The editorial further remarked, "Wote
 for your pocketbook. The'poiiticians and office seekers are'laboring
nostly for theirs. The citizen has the right also to consider his
own .85 |

| On the eve of the election, both the Réoublicans and the Demo-
' érats showed optimism. The Democrats expected complete victory.
At the same time, the Reoubllcan county chairman, expressed confi-
dence that the Republicans would elect a complete national, state, and

county.ticketﬁé: The day before the general election the Leader-Press,

in an editorial tifled, mMthich Shall It Bef", expressed:

If they wish the country to go along on the lines of
conservative reform, and to avoid a possible depression
they will stay in the republican (sic) party, and help it
to procure another commission from the people.

The Tribune, in an editorial titled, "The Votes Are Made The Count
Remains", wrote:

. . « If 'in the national view, many of our republican (sic)
progressives can see hope only in twrning to that: 1nsp1red
leadership of the parity of Jefferson, they probably will not
regard the feeble and meandering "party line" of today as a
substantial obstacle.

That the selection of county officers is a purely busi-
ness_matter in which every taxpayer has a financial interest
a proposition which we believe is generally accepted.

Tne Trlbune (sic) has suggested its choices, based upon these
con31deratlons, s, and we believe that a magorlty of citizens

85
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coincide with our opinions. At any rate, the majority of
individual opinion is apt to result in safe elections, and
we anticipate the election of a good working organization at
the court house,88

The Ieader~Press and the Tribune made a final plea for women
suffragé, a referendum before the Wisconsin electors. The Leader-
Press wrote saying, ". » « Let none forget the suffrage'baliot next
- Tuesday. The amendment shoﬁld not get out of la Crbsse county with
less than a thousand majority.v89 The Tribune said the voters should
apply this to votes.for women:."I ﬁill'not vote against women's
suffrage unless I can think of at least one good reason why women should
not be permitted'to vote if they want to do so.n90

In the election Wilson received the'most‘overwhelming electoral
vote cast for a presidential candidate up to the time. Contemplating
Wilson's election the Tribune commented:

‘The election of Woodrow Wilson to the presidency of the

United States is but the consummation of a purpose long enter-

tained by the people of this country. Before the national

conventions had assembled the people had determined that there
must be a progressive president. . . . The Third Party, while
it made a bona fide bid for the presidency, had not the in-
divided following of even the republican (sic) progressives, and

- served but to swell the Wilson majority. . .. . The country
now looks for a square. test, without evasion or compromise. 1

- 8Brpig,

89rditorial in lLeader-Press, November 2,'1912.

908ditorial in Tribune, November 2, 1912,

91vid,, November 7, 1912.
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The ILeader-Press stated;

Republican division has made democratic (sic) opportunity
and that opportunity has not been neglected. . ... The Leader-
Press (sic) hopes to be able to support the administration of
President Wilson heartily. It has always stood for the doing of
things rather than the criticism of the doer, and as it never
countenanced attacks upon President Taft by smaller and less

useful men, and so, too, it will join in no movement to injure
the new administration, the successful conduct of which will be
so vital to us all.92

The Republlcans swept the executive offlces in the state., As to
this, the Tribune remarked saying; ", + . It ;s worthy of note that
Wisconsin is one of but two or three states in the union where the
voters had the discrimination to eléct Wilson and save .the progressive
republican (sic) state government."?3 The voters returned John J. Esch

to Congress and the Republicans won the two state assembly and one state
ol

senate seats. In the county elections, the Democrats won election for

all offices excep£ the office of Register of Deeds. The Tribune stated:

The defeat of the republican (510) county ticket, with excep-
tion of Andy Thompson, was largely the result of the Wilson land-
slide the momentum of which carried many "straight ticket voterst
with it. . . . 4 contrlbutlng influence was that restless desire
for change which is due once in so often, and which does not

discriminate betireen eff1c1ency and incapacity when it exacts
its toll.. . 95

92Editorial in Leader-Press, November 6, 1912,

93Editorial in Tribune; November 7 1912,
94Tribune, Noveﬁber 9, 1912.

95pditorial in Tribune, November 7, 1912.
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Regarding the women suffrage question, Wisconsin voted down the pro-

posal but the number of states allowing women to vote rose to a total

of ten. The Leader-Press conspicuously reserved comment during the

immediate post-election days.



CHAPTER TV
SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

This study was undertaken to examine the editorial content of

two la Crosse, Wisconsin newspapers, the la Crosse Tribune and the

la Crosse Leader-Press, during the politiéal campaign of 1912, so as to

show the pééition"taken,byieach;newspaper:concerning”the ﬁainfissue54df
the campaign. The basic material used in this study was obﬁained through
the use of micrbfilm_copies of the two newspapers. vThe exarination
covered the period from June 17, 1912 through Novembér 9, 1912,

From the examination; several tendencies clearly emerge. First,

the Tribune supported progressive candidates while the Leader-Press

suppbrted conservatives. Second, both newspapers crossed pérty lines in
endorsing candidates. TFor President, the Tribune supported the Democrat
Wilson, and for Wisconsin Governor, the Republican, Francis E. MéGovern.

The Leader-Press endorsed the Republican Taft for Président and the

Democrat John C. Karel for Governor, Thifd,‘the Tribune endorsed, by

name, candidates for state and local offices while the Ieader-Press

remained silent. Fourth, the Leader-Préss predicted thfoughout the
campaign that Taft-would be re;electea. .onrthe other hand, the Tribune,
although supporting Wilson, was not as adamant in prediciing victory.

An attempt to'aséess'the inf1uehce of the two newspapers on voter
outcome would demand an investigation'far greater in scope. Such an
investigation ﬁogld, undoubtedly, not establish the full reasons why the

voters of 1912 chosé as they did. It is the writer's contention that, in
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a year when it was good to be a progressive, the Tribune chose to break
with its fraditional progressive Republican stand and support the candi-

dacy of the crusading Democracy. On the other hand, the Leader-Press

stuck hard and fast to its conservative bent. In the process, the

opinions of the one looked like'the nandate; the other like the rejection.
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