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'_i'téghaﬁéfhéédﬁﬁﬁﬁited to;gtand:before you on
'_attempt'to sketch for you the historic back-
o rscall to your mlnds a 1ittle of what has

an,Constltuhional Conventlon of 1787 meetlng in Phlladel-

3 -and fought long and. hard: %o’ declde how the chief magistrate
aw republlc :and his chief 1leutenant, should be selected, At

d they appear: serlously to. consider having them elected by

onal?popular vote. Of the numerous plans considered, the

.-But how designate
_ rlghts were far more promi-
56 there was yet no real polltical union~-1t is not sur-

1éturea. Here is the plan the founding'fathers agreed upon,
ntoﬂthe Cpnatitutlon as Artlcle II %ection l--this was

*%ﬁaking no d;stinction between President and Vice-President.
h@ two could ba an. inhabitant of the state.. ‘The votes were

ent, 1f hls votes acualled a maggzimz of the total number of
If no one ‘received such & majority, the House of Representatives
se the Presxdfnt from:the top five. In case two persons tied
votes and both had a majority (as was possible since each

¢ votes), then: the . House of: Representatives had to selsct
_aldent from those top two, . But . the members .of the House of Repre-
es could - not vote as. ind1v1duals when it fell to them Lo make the
-'the vote had £o ) be ta kenMJX statas--and 8 majority of the
necegsary” to a choice,  In 2ny case, 5e, the Vice~President was to
'man with: bhe second hlghest total ‘of votes for President, whether

X . Chairnan Kentucky 8 Electors ‘will vote for &
'cb—Preuldent of tha Unzted States for exactly the -fortieth




-

In that first election of 1789, General George Washington received
one of the votes of every Elector. Again in 1793, when Kentucky first
voted, he was unanimously elected. Since that tine, nearly 156 years ago,
no man has ever received the unanimous vote of the Electors. But it
nearly happened in 1820, when Jaues lionros received 231 and John Quiney
Adams received 1. A New Hampshire Blector, one William Plumer, former
Senator and Governor of that state, voted against lionroe because, he said,
he did not trust him,

Thers were only 69 Electors in that first election, compared %o 531
today. Rhode Island and North Caronlina did not heve any, although they
were among the original "Thirteen colonles"; they had not yet ratified
the Constitution--I wonder how many people today could tell us why! The
renson was that the two Houses of the New York Legislature got into a
squabble about how the New York Electors should be chosen end could not
come to an agreement on the matter before the deedline had passed! That
may have been the first--but it certainly was no¥ the last~~leglislative
deadlock in Americen history! o T

How did the Legislatures of the other ten original states decide
that the Electors for their states chould be chosen? New Hampshire had
tho pcople nominate Electors but left the appointment to the Legislature.
(And the two Houses of the New Hampshire Legislature almost had & deadlock
after the people voted--but settled it a few minutes before midnight of
the deadline date, when thelower House capitulated to the State Senate).
linssmchusetts had a rather complicated scheme, which nevertheless really
boiled down to leaving the final selection of Electors to the Legislature.
In five other states the Legislature chose the Electors with no pretense
of reference to the people. Pennsylvania, Maryland and Virginia alone
let the people elect the Electors directly from the start. Times have
changed indeed since tho day of the founding fathers!

They began to change rather carly, as a matter of fact. By 1824,
there were 24 states in the Union, but in only six of these were prosi-
duntial Dlectors still chosen by the State Legisleture., By 1828 only
two states adhered to that system (Delaware and South Carolina)--and from
1832 to the Civil War, only South Carolina continued to give the people
no voice in the selection of presidential Blectors. . . .

Frotmcam Sk ot skt

But actually, for one reason or another, which need not be elaborated
here, 1872 was the first tinme in Americen history when all Electors were
chosen by vote of the people--and 1378 seems to have been the last time any
other method was used. Colorado was admitted to the Union that yeer, but

£0o lete to hold a popular election of Electors.

When did Kentucky give the right to her people? I'm happy to say
that not since 1796 has the General Assembly chosen presidential Blectors
in this stete. However, matters did not fully essume thelr present as-
peet in Kentucky until the election of 1828, For seven elections, begin~-
ning in 1800, Kentucky employed the district system, by which the peoples
in each district could clect one Blector. The district system was clearly
more deimocratic than either the present general~ticket system or the sys-
tem or the system of selection by the Legislaturs, because it zave the
minority perty a chancs to get at lesst a part of a state's oleetoral
vote, just 8 today the minority party can often eloct at least a part of
o state's Congressional delegation. Butb once a substantial number of states
had doptsd the general-ticket system, by which all of the electoral votes
of & state go to the party having a statewide plurality, the rest were



cally: compelled ;go along, in order not to risk. losmng ‘the pol-
cal potency %hat followed. from: bexng able to throw o solid bloc of
loctoral votes into the scales. Kentucky went over to the general
ioket in 1828, 811, only Meryland, of all the states in the union,
1584 ths more: democratlc district system in mors elections than Kentucky
ten in all, .In Marylend, &ll too often it resulted in cancelling her
otes, because her Electors would spllt them. The funny thing is that
,entucky's Electors voted unanimously every time evon under the district
_ystem.:_True, ‘in the eleotion of . 1809, when iladison beat Pinckney and
‘linton, onc Kentucky Elector didn't vote at all--(tbe other seven all
oted fior. Madlson)——but that was because he--his name was Walton--could
ot make it to the maetlng 'of the Electors. A footnote to that is that
v Walton wrote a letter sbout it--but for some strange reason the House
of Representat1Ves, ‘the day after the formal count.in Washington, veted
'down a motion to amend the record to. show whv Kentuoky 5 vote was defiw

Down there, the Leglslaturc passed an act giving to certaln named
ﬂthe power 0 ap101nt the state g prBSLdentlal Electors !)

he 1ast tlme any state usyd the dlstrlct system was in the 1892

on, when Grover Cleveland beat incumbent Benjamin Herrison.

ichigan) & Leglslature, which was Democratioc, realizing that the Repubw
‘licans would carry Michigan, provided for e district systom and thereby
saved: five of Hichigan's fourteen electoral votes for €leveland. I wonder
W y“that sort ‘of thing hao not occasionally oocurred n other states.

- )P{rmzt me to go back for a moment. Thxngs wont aleng under the
riginal Constitution fairly well for the first three presidential clect-
“ionsa You will. recell that each Eloctor could cast two votos for President
‘in those days though only one for any one man. The results seem a little
pecullar to us today' “Thus, while Washington was receiving his unanimous
69 votes ‘in the first election, no less than eleven other men rcosived the
aor: €5 votes. - John Adams got 34, s plurality, and became the first

Fic *prasident.- ‘In the second eleotion, when Washlngton was unanimously
ted -with 132 votes, and when Kentuoky, with four Electors, partici-
patedﬁfor the first time, Kentucky gave four votes to Washington and four
‘%o Thomas Jefforson. . They were the only votes Jefferson roceived out of

g DSSJblb 132-—and the first electoral votes he ever received. Xentucky
Demecrats may well be proud of those Electors of 1793! Adams, Clinton
‘and Aaron Burr received the roest of the clectoral votes over the country
und - Aa&ms, with 77 in all, became VlGﬁ»Pt&Sldent again., Burr actually
onl: 'ci_one from South Carollna.

_ 'Tontuckv s four Electors gave Jefferqon and Burr four votes each in
,,h6.17 7 nleﬁtlon—~but in the final count, conducted by Adams es President
nfthe - beqat»,_&dams beat Jefferson just 71 68! for the honor of becoming
secord Frecident of the United States. :Jefferson, of course, became Vice-.
Prosidert; bclng second high man of the 15 men who received votes. Then--
four: yuers 1 ater, thlngs really happened, There was & bitter campaign
betwacn Jefferaon and Adams, Aaron Burr wes on the "ticket” with
;Jefferson ‘and ‘each of them received four votes from Kentucky, as hed boen
‘the ease four'years earl1er._ But--the ticket held tosmether in the same

oy n"li “the -states they carried,. and Jefferson and Burr cach wound up
The Ty Lgctoral votes; whicle ‘Adams and his running metc on the Federal-
ticlet got 65 and 6&,_r§spect1vely.._That:should_have ended the -
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atter; pe 'aps;zbut remember that under the Const1tut10n the tie vote
eant_a“runooff in tho House. of Representatives botween Jefferson and Burr,
'dilkﬁsuddenlg eppecred that Burr wanted %o be President! Well, you
_anW‘the story. The. Federallsts, bitter about Jefferson beating Adems,
__eomdcd o support Burr. Voting was by states. Kentucky had two Congress-
‘men-in those days—=-and both stuck with Jefferson all the way, thus throw.
Cing Kenbucky's_ulngls vote to him. There were 16 statos in the United
gSLates 2t .the time--thus it took nine for a mejority. For 356 ballots and
sgiats days the vote stood eight states for Jefferson, six for Burr and two
_1th ‘evenly split Congress delegations and thus no vote at all., On the
6th ballot, Jefferson was eleoted--and I wish I had time to tell you of
hefSWitbhés that'occurred on that ballot}

*.'The big point today is that the drematic Fight resulted in a consbi-
'tutional amendment-~the XITth Amendmente-requiring Electors from that time
Yo this to:vote - sagarately for President and Vice-President, distinetly
'listlng which person is voted for for which office, And also, if no
‘person hag a ‘majority when the clectoral votes are counted by Congress,
“then the Houss of Representatives must elect the President from the top
hree men and the Senate elect the Vlce-Presldent from the top two.

S .(Incldentally Jefferson's party did not nominate Burr for reelectlon
*as Vice~President in 1804! The rest of the story of Ir. Burr cen no
- rther ooncern us. this morning.)

; VKentucky went down the line for Jefferson, ladison and Monroe, each
of ‘whom served two terms. 'Then, in 1824, another remarkable eleotlon
 took place. Kentucky threw her 14 votes to Henry Clay, who carried the
tate by 11, 000 over Andrew Jackson., But Jackson received 9% electorel
otes eltogether; John Quincy Adems polled 84 and William H. Crawford 41,
hile: Clay only received 37. Clay thus did not quite get into the run—off
iwhlch was thrown into the House of Representatives. Jackson had had an
}electoral plurality of 15 and a small plurality in popular vote--but the
‘House. of ‘Representatives elected John Quinecy Adams by a vote of 13 states
40 seven for Jackson and four for Crawford. Kentucky voted for Adams
](eight Gongressmen to four), Incidentally, the Electors in thosc days
gertainly voted as they pleased--and three of the New York Electors who
ﬂhad ‘been expected to vote for Clay deserted him and went, one each, to the
other three candidetes. If &ll had stuck by Clay,--but then we haven't
‘time for Miffy" questions. The Vice-Presidency that year was never in
,Ldoubt-wJohn C. Calhoun won in a walk and no run~-off wag necessary. Clay
’freoelved two electoral votes for Vice-President, oddly enough, from two of
- the Delaware Eleptors, and became the first Kentucklan to receivs any

iijelectoral votes for Vice~President. Kentucky split her own electoral votes
for Vice~-President,--seven for Calhoun and seven for Nathan Sendford of
.New York. Galhoun was elocted as I mentioned,

S Kentucky's Electors got back on a winning cendidate in 1828, going
1:for Jaukson against Adams. But when Clay ran again in '32, though Kentucky
”-supported him, he was badly beaten by Jackson. Howover, Kentucky clung to
sthe Whigs {by & small popular margin) in 1836, giving its 15 electoral votes
4o William Henry Harrison, who, nonetheless, lost to Van Buren. Kentuoky
stuck with ‘Harrison, though, and helped him turn the tebles on Van Buren
and the Democrats in the "Tippecance and Tyler Too" race of 1840. But the
igs - could. not reoeat in '44. ‘The Democratic dark horse, Polk, beat Clay,
in Cley's third and last race for the Presidency--despite Kentucky's
;1oyalty +to Clay,  The electoral vobe was 170 to 105, Clay carried Ken-
:tUka'ln popular vote by 9300 out of 130 000 votes cast. The election
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nationally was really so close that a change in 8000 votes, properly
distributed, would have given Clay a clear majority of 103 electoral votes!

lentucky's Electors went for a winner, Zachary Teylor, the next time,
but a strange thing happened in 1852, The Democrats nominated an unknown
named Franklin Pierce; the Whips put up General Winfield Scott. Kentucky's
Electors voted for Scott--three other states voted for Scoti--but 27 states
went for Piorce., What kind of company was Kentucky inf Believe it or not,
the other three states for Scott were Tennessee, Massachusetts and Vermont !
(Maine and Vermont evidently had not yet learned to stiok together.)

The Whigs were breaking up. Kentucky went over to the Democrats in
1856, helping elect Buochanan, znd have been there most often since--
although for many years after the Civil War it was seldom the winning side.

Before leaving the pre-Civil Wer perlod I'd like to tell you of
some interesting things thet heppened in connection with the Vice-Presidency.
In 183G, when Kentucky supported William Henry Harrison in his losing battle
against Jackson's hand-picked candidate, Vice-President Van Buren--a
Kentuckian, Colonel Richard M. Johnson, was Van Buren's running mate.
Although Ven Buren received a majority of the electoral vote for Fresident,
over four other candidates, Colonel Johnson had only a plurality over his
three opponents, his total belng 147 end their combined total beling 147,
This was the only time in our history when the election of a Vice-President
“has beea thrown into the Senate., The Senate picked Colonel Johnson--so
he was Kentucky's first Vice-President, but--the interesting footnote is
that Kentucky's owa Electors had voted solidly sgainst Colonel Johnson i
If they had voted for nim, ne would have won easily without the run-off.
Incidentally, Kentucky hed a total of 15 electoral votes in the elections
of 1832, '36, and '40--the most she has had, before or since. Ouly four
statos had more in those days--New York, Pcnnsylvanla, Ohio anpd Virginis,.
Fifteen states have more than Kentucky teday.

Well, Colonel Johnson was on the Democratic ticket with Van Buren
again in 1840 and again Kentucky turned him down--and this time he lost
the electlonu-to John Tyler, who became President when Harrison lated died
in office, As we've soen, Kentucky stuck with the Whigs in '44 and '48--
and in the latter year once again Kentucky turned down a natlve son for
Viece-Prosident, General William O, Butler of Kentucky was the running
mate of Lewls Cass-~but Kentucky's votes went to Taylor and Fillmore. If
the Democrats hadn't been split by the Barnburners, General Butler would
have been Viee-President despite Kentucky !

Kentucky's third important candidate for the Vice-Presidency was the
first to receive Kentucky's own electoral votes and the sccond to be
¢lected. He was John C. Breckinridge, Democratie running mate of James
Buchanan in 1856, the first prosidential election after the birth of the
Republican party.

Fow many popular votes do you imagine that Abraham Lincoln received
in 1860 in Kentucky? 1,384 out of 146,000 ocast. Jho received Xentucky's
electoral vote? I wonder how many remember? 1t wasn't Stephen A. Douglas,
the Demoorat--and it wasn't Kentuoky's own native son, John C. Breckinridge
-~it was John Bell of Tennesses, candidote of the Constitutional Union
perty, which ran fourth in popular vote over the nation in a field of four.
Tt was the party of peace and union-~both of which Kentucly wanted--but
war and secession were in the cards instead. Only two othsr states went for
Bell, out of 33 then in the Union. Thoy were Virginia and Tennessee.
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Kentucky rofused hér electoral votes to Lincoln again in '64.
Tennesseo and Virginia had gono into the Confederacy of course--but HNew
Jersoy and Delawsre joined Kentucky in supporting General George licClellan.
Lincoln won, 212 to 21, in the electoral collegoe.

Kentucky remained on the losing Democratic side from 1868 through

1330, but her side became the winner sgain in 1884 when Grover Cleveland
finally crashed through, defeating Republicen Jemes G. Bloine. But--it

is still being debated whether the Republicens didn't steal the notorious
eloction of 1876, when Governor Hayes of Ohio beat Governor Tilden of Now
York by 185 to 1841 On the other hand, the Demoerats at least tried %o
steal it -they oltercd huge bribes to any Republican Elector who o would
vote for Tilden. After weeks of contested elections, double certifications
of Electors and other exciting goings-on, Congress mot to count the elec-
toral vobes. It took them 30 days to do it, und the story of what went on
in those 30 days 1s & fascinating legson in American politics, though too
lengthly to narrate here, They finally finished at 4 a.m. on the 2nd of
Varch, 1877, with inauguration due on Harch 4th, and declared Hayes the
winher. Kentucly was for Tilden, of course. Henry Vatterson was temporary
chairman of the Democratic convention which nomineted Tilden. And, also

in 1878, Green Clay Smith of Kentucky was the first Presidentisl candidate
of thc Prohibition Farty.

, :

There is alse an interesting footnote on the election of 1872, when
Horace Greeley, who carried Kentucky and six other stetes against President
U, 8. Grant, died before the Electors met. His Electors scattered their
6% vobtos among four other men (though three Georgia Electors persisted in
voting for the decoased Greeley). Kentucky's Electors voted eight for
Thomas Mendricks of Indisna, and four for B, Gratz Brown of Missouri--
(aluost-forgotten men, like many defested Prosidential candidates of latter

voars).

BEven more strenge was what happened in the 1872 Vioce-Presidential
racce., There were nine candidates who were able to poll one or more electoral
vobes. Among them were two Kentuckians, Thomas E. Bramlette and Willis B.
linchen, who had not been nominated by any party. Theilr electoral votes all
canc Trom Kentucky Electors and totaled: Bramlette 3, iachen l. Kentucky's
other e¢ight went to B, Gratz Brown of lilssoure--the four Electors who
wanted Bramlotte or Machen for Viee-President had ell voted for Brown for
President. Of course, Grant had won and Greeley had disd and I don't
guess it made much difference,

Well, Kentucky wos with Cleveland twice in victory and once in defeat.
In the second vietory (1892) the Electors of four sbtates split their votes
for President, but Kontucky was not among them. One lone Ohio Elector cast
tho first Democratic electoral vote from Chio since the founding of the
Republican party nearly 40 years bofore. This was that same elcction in
which liichigen temporarily went back to the district system and split wide
opoli.

And along with that socond vietory for Cleveland, there come the
slection of the third native Kentuckian to become Vice-President of the
Unitod States, Adlai E. Stevenson, who was born in Christian County,
wos Cloveland's running mato, Stevenson had moved to Illinois, however--
another great notive Kentuckian of political famo--and it had been Henry
Vlatterson, not Stevenson, who was the cholce of Kentucky's delegates to
the Demeerctic convention. But Kentueky's Bleetors all voted for Steven-
son end Clceveland.
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It was Kentucky's turn to split in 1896, along with California, in
the contest between Billy Brysn and William McKinley, In popular vote,
HcKinley carried Kentucky by exaotly 281 votes out of 436,000 cast. One
of Kentucky's Electors nevertheless gave his vote to Bryan, end the split
was 12 to 1. I have heard a fairly pleusible explanation for this, but
it would take more time than I have remeining to give it to you, and I'm
sure most of you know the story anyway. But I might mention that in
this same cempaign of '96, no less then Len states saw their electors
split their votes for Vice-President. Kentucky was among them-~-but I
will offer any odds that Kentucky's Electors will not split their Vice-
Presidential votes in the year of our Lord 1948! ~

We're now getting wup to the time of living memory--though we
heven't yet quite reached mine. Kentucky's Elsotors all voted for Brysn
in 1900, but it did no goods It wes tha only state McKinley lost that
he had ocarried in '96., They alsc voted against Teddy Roosevelt in 1904,
and against William Howard Taft in 1908, But they picked & winner once
agein in Woodrow Wilson. The electoral wvote in 1912 was highly interesting.
Although Wilson received only about 6,300,000 out of some 15,000,000
popular votes cast, his electoral vote was 435, to 88 for “T. R." and
only eight for Taft. Taft carried Utah and Ve Vermont.

The closest electoral vote thus far in the 20th century was in 1916~~
when Wilson received 277 and Charles Evans Hughes 264. We've heard a
lot about Californie in that race, How many people realize that if
Kentucky's 13 Electors had voted for Hughes, he would then have been
President of the United States, by 267 to 264!

Kentucky loyally went down with Governor Cox and Franklin Roosevelt
in 1920, although Tennessee's Elesctors were voting for Harding and
Coolidge., But--apparently grown tired of losing its electoral votes so
often, Kentucky Electors have voted for the winners ever since-~Coolidge
and Dawes~-~Hoover and Curtis--and Franklin D. Roosevelt four straight
times, with Gasruer twice, Wallace once and Truman once as his running
mates. There's a strong rumor over the Commonwealth that you Electors
are going to help elect another pair of winners todny, including the
fourth native Kentuckian in history to become Vice-President. Your fore-
bears of the past 39 Kentucky Electoral Colleges would sppleud you, I am
sure! And the people of Kentucky showed how they felt when they selected
you Hoverber 2nd. What you do here today will become a part of the great
stream of Americen history--as fascinating a story as mankind has ever
seen,




	Kentucky Electoral College
	tmp.1728508924.pdf.GhQxY

