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I. Introduction

This paper i3z part of a larger study whose purpose is to
establish why, in Greal Britain in the early part of this century,
the organized ccal miners abandoned their commitment to one or
the other of the two major parties in the political system and took
up radical, third-party action in support of an independent labor
pérty; and why, in the United Stateé, they did nbt, despite strong
‘comparable pressures on them to do so. In a previous paper, Laslett
and Hoage advanced a number of hypothe;es concerning the relative
failure of independent labor politics in the United Ztates compared
to theii success in Great Britain, which they are attempting to
pursue iit other research using the coal miners, who played a major
role in the national politics of both countries, as the central
focus of their analysis.1

Numerous other variables, including both geographical and
occupational mobility, differences in working class ideology, and
the differential impact of religious and ethnic factors on the labor
force of both coﬁntries, will be introcduced into the larger study.
It should be made clear at the outset, however, that this paper is
concerned only with analyzing some of the sources (and some of the
characteristics of those sources), of support for socialist candi-
dates for state and national offices in Illinois, from 1880 to 1924,
concentrating primarily on the coal miners, but with references also

to other elements in the Illinois labor force. It does not, as does
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the.other paper presented to this session by Professor James Green,2
attempt an in-depth descriptive account of the great variety of
regional and local factors which may also have contributed to the
presence (or absence) of a significant socialist movement among the
coal miners of the state. Nor does it have a comparative Anglo-
American dimension. The authors will attempt to provide both of
these elements--whiéﬁ are,'of.course, essential before any'final
results can be obtained--in their subsequent research, It does,
however, attempt to ¢6rrelate the voting returns for Socialist

Party of America (SPA), SocialistlLabor Party (SLP), Populist and
other minor radical party candidates at various levels in Illinois
between 1880 and 1924 in ways which have not béen used before, and
which we believe providé some interesting results. It is the first
of a series of state by state studies to be completed in the context
of the larger investigation, and later to be compared with analyses
derived from British election data.

In'the larger study we have chosen to focus on the coal miners
for the purposes of comparative analysis because they constituted
the largest single element in the organized labor force of both
Britain and the United States during most of the years between 1865
and 1950, which constitutes the entire périod under review. The
United Mine Workers of America (U.M.W. of A.), with over 300,000
members nationally by‘lgds, comprised twenty per cént of the total
- membership of the American Federation of Labor, and was the largest
union in the federation throughout most of this period.3 Thus by
§irtue of their numbers alone, the members of the U.M.W. of A. wére

in a position to exert an important degree of influence over the




political policies of the labor movement of the United States.

Eqﬁally,impovtant, as was also suggested in Laslett and
Hodge's earlier paper, the labor fdrce in the American mines was
'af.first largely composed of English; Scottish, Welsh and Irish
immigrants, some of them ex-Chartists, who were influenced by the
British tradition of labor radicalism, and whb later admired the
British Labour Party. The coal industry.experienced similar problems
in both countries in relation to technological change, demands for
regulatory legislation, relations with government, etc. In 19183,
for instance, the American miners adopted resolptions in favor of
hationalizatibn; as their English counterparts had done. The
difference, of course, was that in Englana the mines were national-
ized, whereas in America they were not. The impoftanée of coal
ﬁining in nineteénth century industry in bothrcountries, and the
salience of miﬁing strikes, mining.disasters, etc. in the public
mind, also meant that more governmental attention was Paid to coal
mining, in the form of reports, census data, and iﬁ federal, state,
or parliaméntary investigations than to almost any other industry,
increasing the evidence available to the researéher.

Third, and perhaps most important, the geographical location
of the industry in certain mining areas gave the miners great
political power, which in Britain was used to elect miners' M.P.s
to Parliament, for years under the aegis of the Liberal Party, and
then under that of Labour. 1In Illinois, Pennsylvania, West Virginia
and elsewhere, potentially at least the miners had comparable power.
On the whole, however, unlike their English counterparts, to the

extent to which they used this power they exerted it within the
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framework of the traditional American two-party system, and failed
to make use of it on behalf of the socialists in any major way,
although there is evidence (up to this point largely impressionistic)
of considerable socialist and labor party influence among coal miners
in these and other American states both before and after the First
World War.Df

We have chosen Illinois as the first state to be examined in
detail on the American side for what we consider to be sound
practical, as well as historical reasons. The practical reason'is
that, as it turned out, we had available to us an annual time series
for each county in Illinois bearing upon the extent of mining
activity, including tHe number of hines, the number of employees,
and total annual production figures. The results offered 'in this
paper are- therefore based primarily‘upon attempted correlations between
census data concerning the mining and other elements in the Illinois
labor force as reported'in the federal censuses of 1880, 1890, 1900,
1910, and 1920; federal reports on wealth, debts, and taxation
issued at decennial intervals over the period under review; voting
returns for Illinois for all statewide offices between 1880 and
1924; and an annual time series of mining data provided by the
Illinois State Bureau of Mines for the period 1882--.1920.5

As for the historical reésons, during the period under review
;llinois continued to be both a center of coal mining, and of
radical third=-party activity. Chicago was the location of the
national headquarters of the Socialist Party of America. Terre
Haute, Indiana, not far across the Indiana state line from the

Illinois coal fields, was the home of Eugene Victor Debs and the



Debs Standard Publishing Company, which frequently sent socialist

literature into the coal fields, as did the branches of the

Socialist Party of America in St. Louis, to the west; and in the early

years of this century both Debs and other socialist leaders were

familiar figures in the coal mining districts of the southwestern

and other parts of the state. Illinois District 12 of the United

Mine Workers of America contained about 80,000 members in 1903, or

more than a quarter of the total U.M.W. of A. membership. In addition,

between 1900 and 1917 the Socialists controlled many of the leading

offices in the district. Adolph'Germer, National Secretary of the-

Socialist Party between 1916 and 1919, had himself begun work as a

miner in the Belleville sub-district of Illinois at the age of ten,

and had held various offices in District 12 (including the influential

Secretary-Treasurership in 1914-1915), before becoming a national

official of the SPA in 1916. John H. Walker, president of District

12 between 1906 and 1913, was for many years an influential member

of the Socialist Party in Illinois, besides becoming.president of

the powerful Illinois State Federation of Labor in the latter year.

And Frank Hayes, who became International President of the U.M.W. of

A. for three years between 1917 and 1920, had also risen through the

ranks of the U.M.W. hierarchy in Illinois, for more than ten years

as a member of the SPA.6
Finally, Illinois has frequently been the focus of attention

for historians in their efforts to trace the sources and character

of radical third-party activities in the United States, both in

older narrative types of studies, such as Chesteg M. Destler's

account of the attempt to establish a socialist-labor-populist
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alliance in Illinois in the 1890's, and more recent quantitatively-
oriented analyses of the social bases of midwestern politics, as

in Paul Kleppner's and Richard Jensen's two recent books.7
2. Methodological Considerations

Sufficient impressionistic evidence of the potential for
radicalism among the Illinois coal miners exists in the previous
literature to warrant the detailed consideration of their
voting behavior in relation to the Socialist Party, the SLP, and
other radical parties active in this period, which now follows.

We are of course awaré, as Professor Green points out in his

paper, both of the inherent limitations of voting analysis, and

of the particular difficulties associated with it as a research
tool in evaluating the reasons for radicalism among workingmen.
Transiency, deliberate abstention, the lack of voting qualifications
due to immigrant status, and the manipulation of the workingman's
vote due to overt pressure, or to deferential behavior patterns
brought from the peaéant societies of Europe or from previous places
of residence in the United States, all make it a father crude index
of radical beliefs. Nevertheless, voting analysis is a necessary,
even if it is not a sufficient; criterion for the measurement of

political behavior; and in this study it should be taken simply

to indicate the degree of support which coal miners and other elements

in the labor force were willing to give radical third parties during
the period under review, not in any sense as a final or complete

analysis of sources and character of their radicalism.
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Nevertheless, in order to give our analysis a somewhat broader
base, we have not limited it to discussing the relationship between
Socialist voting énd employment in coal mining alone, but have also
included measures of three other factors associated with the
potential for radicél politics in any labor force, namely: urbanism,
measufed by the proportion of the total population of each county
living in places of 2,500 or more (= U); ethnicity or national
origins, measured by the proportion of the white population of each
county who are foreign-born whites (= F);8 and wealth, as indexed
by the per capita assessed dollar value of all property in each
county subject to ad valorem taxation (= W). The indicator of
mining activity (= M) is given by the proportion of the male popula-
tion in éach county who were employed in mines. The independent
variables used throughout this paper are defined as stated here,
éxcept for a few trivial modifications, dictated by the available
census information, which are noted in the tables below.9

The indicators defined above are available, with only minor
changes (noted in the tables below), for all 102 counties of the
state of Illinois at decennial intervals over the period 1880 to
1920. These 102 counties serve as the units of analysis for all
of the cross-sectional, ecological regression analyses of voting
reported below, Because counties, rather than individuals, are
the units of analysis we cannot legitimately talk about the voting
behavior of miners, urbanites, the foreign born, or the wealthy as
individuals. Nevertheless we will occasionally make statements
at the individual level and the reader is warned that such state-

ments, although perhaps true, can only be inferred.from the results
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herein. They cannot be proved. We can only make statements about
the voting behavior of populations residing in counties with high
concentrations of wealth, urbanites, foreign born, and miners, since
it is simply not possible, at the level of analysis, to know if it
is the miners, the urbanites, the foreign born, or the wealth alone
who are deoing the observed voting.10

Another difficulty frequently encountered in statistical
analysis occurs when the independent variables are themselves highly
intercorrelated. This problem, technically identified as multi-
cellinearity, is often found in aggregate data of the kind employed
in this paper and makes it virtually impossible to isolate the
specific effects of the different variables. One can perhaps most
-easily grasp this difficulty by considering the two extremes which
can occur when only two independent variables are employed., If
the fwo variables should turn out to be uncorrelated with each
other, then there is no problem about isolating their relative
effects upon the dependent variable. In this case, their respective
ihfluences are mutually exclusive since no part of the effect of
either variable can be attributed to the other. At the other
extreme is the situation in which the two predictor variables are
perfectly correlated with each other. In this case there is no
way whatsoever of untangling the separate effects of the two variables.
Owing to their perfect association, the two variables cannot be
distinguished from each other and the effects of either on the
dependent variable could be attributed to the other. Muiti-
collinearity exists when the independent variables are highly, but

imperfectly correlated. Its presence makes the estimates of their



effects (or coefficients) unstable, since a large fraction of the
total variation in the dependent variable explained by the predictor
variables is jointly shared by one or more of the independent
variables and cannot, therefore, be uniquely assigned to any one
of them.ll
The correlations between the major independent variables used
throughout this paper are shown in Table 1 for each decennial period.
For the most part, these associations are modest and no appreciable
problem of multicollinearity is posed by the correlations for
any decade. The correlations between the foreign-born variable
and the indicators of urbanism and wealth are somewhat larger than
we would like, but they are well within the limits that permit
reasonably stable estimates. This, of course, is crucial in the
present analysis, since we want to interpret the changing effects
of the variables on socialist voting from one election to the next.
If the independent variables were highly intercorrelated with each
other, their chahging effects upon the vote from decade to decade
might well be attributable to modest shifts in their intercorrela-
tions rather than to meaningful realignments of the electorate.
Needless to say, our final selection of a standard set of independent
variables was informed by an attempt to avoid the problems of

multicollinear'ity.12

Insert Table 1 about here

Another potential problem, that of interpreting the results

from alternative years, is largely mitigated by the substantial
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stability over time of the independent variables used here. If,
for example, we find that areas with a high concentration of
immigrants support Socialist candidates in one election and swing
against them in- the next, two possible explanations of the observed
phenomena present themselves. The most obvious conclusion and the
one we would like to draw is that the vote in areas with large
immigration populations shifted between the elections. (In so far
as one can draw individual level conclusions from ecological data,
this interpretation implies a realignment of the foreign-born vote.)
However, another inferpretation also suggests itself. It may well
be that the area concentration of the foreign born also changed
between the two periods 50 that the explanation of the changing
effect of immigrant concentration on socialist voting rests not
upon a realignment of the vote but upon the changing area distribu-
tion of the foreign born. If, however, the area concentration of
the foreign born is stable from decade to decade, this second
intrepretation can be ruled out. As the reader can see in Table 2,
which shows the correlations over time between the independent
variables, all of the predictor variables are highly stable from
one decade to the next. Indeed, more than three-~-fifths of the 1920
variation in the foreign born, urbanism, and wealth indicators can
be accounted for by the observations on the same indicators in 1880.
Only the mining variable exhibits any substantial change in its
pattern of area concentration between 1880 and 1920. However, the
area distribution of mining activities changes slowly, so that even
the indicator of mine employment is quite stable across adjacent

decades.
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Insert Table 2 about here

Thus owing to the substantial stability over time in the independent
variables, it is very unlikely that any short run shifts in their
observed effects upon fhe socialist vote can be attributed to popula-
tion movements which alter their pattern of area concentration.

Such swings from election to election almost surely reflect the
shifting mood of the electorate.

Two final points merit discussion before we proceed to the
substantive findings; Table 3 shows the proportion of the total
Presidential vote cast for Socialist candidates in both Illinois
and the United States from 1896 to 1924. As the reader can see,
there are numerous fluctuations in the level of support for Socialist
candidates during this period. These fluctuations are often abrupt,
as between 1512 and 1916 in Illinois where Debs' high water mark
of over seven per cent of the Illinois Presidential vote in 1912 fell
off to a low water mark of less than three per cent in the succeeding
election due, perhaps (although this is a surmise drawn from thé
other .literature available on the subject,l3 which has not yet been
re-examined in specific terms for Illinois) to the popularity of the
foreign policy stand or the reforming labor legislation passed by
President Woodrow Wilson's first administration, and to the fact
that the Socialists nominated a relatively unknown candidate, Allen
Bensen, for the presidency in 1916.

However, the point is that although one important part of the

analysis of voting behavior is properly concerned with the changing
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fraction of the vote captured by the various parties, another and
equally important part of the analysis is not so much concerned
with the changing level of support for the parties, but with the

changing correlates of their support regardless of its level. The

questions posed in this paper are primarily restricted to the latter
kind: we are not as concerned with how much support Socialist
candidates drew (which was never very much, save in a few isolated
areas) as we are with who supported them., Because the focus of

our interest is upon whether Socialists ran relatively well in poor,

urban, mining, and ethnic areas and changes therein, we have reported
all the regression coefficients in this paper in standardized form.
The coefficients in raw score form would, from election to election,
tend in some measure to reflect the changing scale or level of the
Socialist vote, as well as the scales of the several independent
variables. Standardized coefficients are obtained when all the
variables, independent and dependent, are expressed in a common
metric with mean zero and unit variancej they may be compared from
one regression to the next and between variables in the same
regression. Shifts in the standardized coefficients reveal whether
the socialist vote~-whatever its aggregate tofal-—is more or less
concentrated in areas with relatively large poor, urban, mining,

or foreign-born populations.

Insert Table 3 about here

Lastly, it is perhaps appropriate to insert a word of caution

about the generality of the findings presented below. Although we
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would be surprised if the results from Illinois are not in broad
outline applicable to other comparable states--such as Ohio,

Indiana, and Pennsylvania--with large immigrant, urban, and mining
populations, we prefer to leave the generality éf present findings

an open question to be answered as our own work develops. It is

true that the changing level of support for Socialist Presidential
candidates in the United States after 1900 is fairly closely mirrored
by the support they received in Illinois alone. However, it is

also true that they ran somewhat more strongly in Illinois than in
the rest of the country, and that fact alone is a sufficient caution

against premature extrapolation beyond Illinois.

3. Origins of Socialist Voting in Illinois

The socialists did not enter candidates into statewide election
campaigns in Illinois until 1896. There were, however, other radical
third partieé active prior to that time: Greenbackers, Populists,
the Union Labor Party, and the Union Reform Party. (The Greenback
Party [1874], the United Labor Party [1888], and the Union Labor
Party [1888] were originally agrarian reform parties seeking monetary
reform, railroad regulation, and protective labor legislation which
picked up considerable electoral support of the Midwest. The People's
Party [1892] was, of course, much the largest and most powerful of
these groups.)

Two questions regarding these predecessors to the socialist
parties are of interest. First, to what extent did support for
these parties come from areas with high concentrations of miners,

foreign born, urbanites, and the least prosperous counties? And
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second, did the counties that voted for pre-socialist radical
third-party candidates shift their support to socialist candidates
later?

We begin by looking at the vote for James B. Weaver, Presiden-
tial candidate of the Greenback Party in 1880. Regressing

G = proportion of Presidential vote cast for the Greenback

Party candidate in 1880, |

on the four independent variables obtained from the 1880 census
yields the following standardized regression coefficents (the
standard errors of the regression coefficients are given in

parentheses):

%

Pom.puw = 172 (.103)

bap yuy = --09% (+132)

béU‘MFW = -.082 (.120)
ot

boy.Mpy = +205 (.118) .

(Note: M = the number of miners in 1882 [the earliest date for
which we had datal over male population in 1880; F = foréign born
over total population; the remaining two independent variables are
unchanged.) The most striking result of this regression is the
very low coefficient of determination, R2; only seven per cent of
the variance in votes cast for the Greenback Presidential candidate
in 1880 was explained by the four independent variables. The miners
apparently tended to vote for the Greenback candidate, as evidenced
by the positive value of the regression coefficient for miners.

We need not look at every election individually. Table U4
shows the standardized regression coefficients for selected party

candidates in the Presidential elections of 1880 to 1900. In 188u4
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the standardized regression coefficient of the proportion of vote
cast for the 1884 Greenback Party Presidential candidate (= G')

on the proportion émployed in mines, net of the other three in-
dependent var;ables, is bg'M.FUW = ,262 (.100), which is greater
than twice its standard error. Counties with high proportions of
miners gave heavy support to the Greenback candidate in Illinois
in 1884. This result is substantively important for two reasons:
it shows that miners were block voting for third-party candidates
as early as 1884, and second, that they were unlikely to be voting
in response to union dictates, for although the Illinois miners
had some form of union organization going back to the Civil War, it
probably remained too small and weak to have #ny major impact upon

the voting behavior of its members.

Insert Table 4 about here

The counties with large numbers of miners supported candidates
of the two labor parties, as one might expect. The Union Labor Party
in 1888 and the Union Reform Party in 1900 drew heavy support from
counties with large proportions of miners.

The results for the Populists are interesting, for taken in
conjunction with the evidence concerning mining support for Green-
back and Union Labor Party candidates, they throw doubt upon

Laslett's earlier suggestion, put forward in Labor and the Left,

that "the People's Party was the first radical third-party movement
to capture the attention of the coal miners on any scale." 1In

fact, as we see from Table 4, counties with large numbers of miners



16.
gave no more support to Populist carididates than did other coiinties,
net of the other three variables. The zerc-order correlation coef-
ficient was rey © --132 in 1892 and rpy = .034 in 1900, whére P =
proportion of vote cast for People's Party candidate. These results
do not, of course, mean that large numbers of miners were not
supporting Populist candidates; they imply only that counties with

substantial ﬁining activities were no more 1likely to support Populist

Presidential candidates than were other areas.

Finally, Table U4 shows that although miners gave little
support to the Socialist Labor Party in 1896, perhaps because of
the dual-unionist, antiaU.M.W. of A, tactics of Darniiel DelLeon's
Socialist Trades and Labor Alliance; which had been founded in 1895,
in 1900 the mining colinties gave éonsiderable support to the candi-
dates of both the SLP and the Social Democratic Party (in 1901 to
become the Socidlist Party of America). Whether this was due to
the relative popularity of the Socialist candidates, to the expansion
of party organization in the state of Illinois, or to local conditions
affecting the mining community, remains to be seen.

The second question we asked of pre-socialist voting in Illinois
was the extent to which the pattern of socialist voting could be
explained by the pattern of other radical third-party voting in
Illinois prior to 18%6. Table 5 shows the zero-order correlation
coefficients of Presidential elections for selected parties from
1880 to 1904. The correlations for the same party in adjacent years
are fairly high, indicating some stability in electoral support.

In general, however, the correlations in Table 5 are relatively low,

indicating little similarity in the pattern of voting by county in
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Illinois from one radical third party to another. The implication
is that in making their appeals to voters, the radical third

parties either deliberately concentrated on different groups of
voters, or, what is more likely, attracted different combinations of
groups irrespective of the specific intentions. We have no grounds
for saying that Greenbackers switched allegiance to the People's
Party, for example; the correlation between the 1884 Greenbacker
vote and the 1882 People's Party vote is .184, so that the
Greenbacker vote explains pnly 3.8 per cent, i.e., (.194)2, of

the People's Party vote in 1892.

Insert Table 5 about here

It is'similarly incorrect to say that the Illinois voters
analyzed here who had been attracted to the People's Party became
supporters 6f the socialiéts. The distribution by county of the
proportion of the vote cast for the People's Party in 1892 and 1900
correlate negatively with all later votes for both the Socialist
Party of America (the Social Democratic Party in 1800) and the
Socialist Labor Party, at least until 1904, The counties that
supported the People's Party did not later support socialists.
This does not mean that groups of radical voters among the miners
never switched aliegiance from one third party to another. As we
have seen, the regression coefficients in Table 4 showed that
counties with large proportions of miners did lend significant
support to candidates of the Greenback Party in 1884, to the Union

Labor Party in 1888, and to the Socialists in 1900. It does mean,
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however, that those Illinois voters who had voted Populist did not
tend to switch their allegiance to the Socialists when the People's
Party declined in the late 1890's.

Althoﬁgh these results come from only one state, they may
also throw some light on an important area of controversy among
historians of American radicalism, namely: how far the socialist
movement generally in the Midwest took over some of the ideology,
as well as some of the areas of support, which had formerly gone
to the Populists. Both Norman Pollack, in his discussion of
the potential for a.practical alliance between Populists and
socialist trade unionists on a number of issues in which both had a
" common interest (as well as Melvyn Dubofsky in his analysis of
working class radicalism in the Rocky Mountain states) attempted
to demonstrate common ground between Populists, Socialists, and
radical trade unionists.16 The evidence from these voting returns,
however, tends to throw doubt upon these similarities, and to
underscore the differences between the two movements. The returns
also show the fragmented and episodic nature of the suppoft which
radical third parties received, suggesting that (at least before
the advent of the Socialist Party itself) they were more likely to
have been the vehicle for local and temporary discontents, fhan
they were of a consistent groundswell of radicalism within a

particular class.

4. The Support Base for Socialist Parties

We began this study with the intention of replicating the

analysis for each national and statewide election in Illinois.
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It became readily apparent that such detail was unnecessary. The
pattern of socialist voting for any one office was so similar to

the distribution for any other office that little is gained by a
comparison of the returns for the several offices. Illustrative
evidence for this conclusion is provided in Table 6, which shows

the correlations between the socialist vote for President, Governor,
Lt. Governor, Secretary of State, Attorney General, and State
Treasurer in 1912. All of the correlations are in excess of .§9

and many round up to 1.000 with three significant digits. These
results imply that viftually all of the area variation in the
socialist vote for any particular office is known once the varia-
tion in the sociaiist vote for any other office has been determined.
Owing to this situation, the remainder of our analysis is restric-
ted to the series pertaining to State Treasurer, a choice dictated
by the fact thét elections for that office are held every two years.
Thus, by utilizing the State Treasurer series we double the number.
of observations we are able to make over time. Although our analysis
in this paper is limited to discussion of the State Treasurer series,
we in fact performed parallel analyses of the Presidential and
Gubernatorial series. As one would expect given the observed
correlations between the votes for different offices, the Presiden-
tial and Gubernatorial series essentially replicate the observed
findings on the State Treasurer series in Presidential election
years. A few minor differences can be found, but these are

inconsequential and attempting to interpret them would produce

nothing but idle speculation.
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Insert Table 6 about here

The results of the regression analysis of the proportion of
votes given to socialist candidates for State Treasurer are shown
in Table 7. The series begins in 1896 for the Socialist Labor
Party (SLP), the date marking the first election in which the SLP
ran a candidate for the office. 1In 1900, the Social Democratic
Party (SDP) first sponsored a candidate for State Treasurer. The
SDP vote in 1900 is here treated as historically continuous with
subsequent voting fof the,Sbcialist Party of America (SPA) which

first emerged in the 1902 elections,l7

The series ends for both
parties in 1924, a somewhat arbitrary but nevertheless historically
significant cut-off date which marks the independent candidacy of
Robert M. La Follette on behalf of a group of former Progressives,
Socialists, and farmer-laborites under the banner of the Conference
for Progressive Political Action. 1In that year the Socialist Party
of America, by far the larger of the two Socialist parties--by this
time the Deleonite Socialist Labor Party was little more than a rump--
threw its support in the Presidential election to La Follette, thus
marking a temporary end to SPA sponsorship of independent candi-
dates for President.

The series reported in Table 7 was derived by regvessing the
fraction of the vote for SPA and SLP candidates in each election
on a changing set of independent variables. The independent predic-

tors used in each regression are the values of the independent

variables observed in the census year closest to the election in
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question. Thus, the observations on the independent variables in
1900 are used to predict the vote in elections between 1896 and
1904; the 1910 values of the independent variables are used to
predict the election results from 1906 to 1914; and the 1920
observations are utilized to round out the series from 1916 to
1924, As we noted above, the independent variables are very stable
over time and much the same results would be obtained for the

- mid-decade elections if one used the observations at either

end of the decade or some average of them.

Interpreting all of the small shifts which can be found in
the coefficients reported in Table 7 is beyond the scope of this
paper. Minor changes could, in any case, be generated by the
changing match of the dependent tb the independent variables.
Consequently, we restrict our attention to the more dramatic
movements which are unlikely to be affected by modest changes in
the method of derivation.

As the reader can see from Table 7, throughout the period under
study there was a tendency for both SPA and SLP candidates to run
well in counties where miners, immigrants, and urbanites were
concentrated and to run poorly in those areas where wealth--as
indexed by the value of property subject to ad valorem taxation--was
concentrated. A coalition between a rural proletariat and the urban
working class appeared, therefore, to be a potentially viable, since
the groups involved were both numerically large and potentially
cruéial in determining the outcome of any election. Yet the Social-
ists wefe never able to capture more than a very modest fraction of

the total vote, or win a statewide election. Although they made signif-
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icant inroads among miners, urbanites, and immigrants, these were
never strong enough to attract a majority of voters in these areas
away from the major parties. While such votes as the socialist
candidates received were drawn disproportionately from mining, urban,
and immigrant areas, they were able to develop, even in these areas,
only a small plurality of the vote. The failure of the Socialists

to develop strong majorities in these areas where discernible pockets
of strength existed may well be footed in their inability to retain
equally strong footholds in these places from election to election.
For while Table 7 makes clear that both the SPA and SLP drew their
support more heavily from immigrants, miners, and urbanites, it makes
equally clear that the relative concentration of their support among
these groups was subject to substantial fluctuation during the first
quarter of the century--pointing again to the fractionalized and
unstable character of the Socialist vote.

Throughout the period under review, SPA candidates for State
Treasurer drew their votes disproportionately from areas with rela-
tively large immigrant populations. The coefficient of the foreign-
born variable is always positive and always at least twice its
standard error. Despite their consistently good performance in these
areas, there are some noteworthy variations in the record. First,
we note that in 1912 the association (as indicated by the standard
form regression coefficient) between the SPA vote and the foreign-
born variable drops off to a low of .185. The coefficient remains
fairly low at .236 in the 1914 off-year election before climbing
to its previous level in 1916. A similar phenomenon occurs in

1924, when the coefficient drops from .478 to .280. Although
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Debs received a larger fraetion of the Presidential vote in 19812
than any SPA Presidential eandidate was ever to receive, we alse
know that the thirdspérty candidacy of Theodore Roosevelt wen
strong suppert in foreilgn-born areas., Again in 1924, La Follette,
who was endorsed by the SPA, ran well in areas with large immigrant
populations., It is, therefore, plausible that straight ticket
veting in these areas for Pf@gr@ésive Party candidates may have
served in both 1912 and 1924 to reduce the usual strength of SPA
18

candidates among the foreign bern.~

The ether main fluetuatlien in the association between the

D

performance of SPA candidates and the coneentration of immigrants
oceurs in 1920, just after the close of World War I, Frem its

low of .185 in 1812, the coeffieient eof the foreign~born variable
rose steadily to 1ts all-time peak of .671 in 1920, neglecting the
.well=knewn faet that after the Seeialist-Communist split of 1919,
the SPA vote is drawn largely from the foreign bern. Thus,
throughout the war years, the SPA vote became inereasingly concen-
trated in areas with large immigrant populations. As we shall
presently see, however, whatever support an anti~war platform may
have won the SPA in areas with large numbers of anti-Allied immigrants
was more than offset by its alienation of voters elsewhere,

Like the SPA, the smaller SLP also drew lts vote dispreper=
tionately frem immigrant populatione. However, the assc@iation
between the SLP vete and the foreign~born variable is subjeci to a
wider range of fluetuations. Still further, these fluctuatiens
seemingly defy, unlike these in the SPA series, explanation by

reference to particular histerical events. They are, however,
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systematically related to a structural characteristic of elections.
In Presidential election years, the average association of the
foreign-born variable with the SLP vote is .151; in off-year elections
the average is more than twice as large, being .356. Thus, while SLP
candidates always ran relatively strong among the foreign born,
they tended to run more strongly in off-year than in Presidential
elections. 'Why this should be so is not clear, though it may well
be related to the large element played by personal appeal in

Presidential politics.

Insert Table 7 about here

The SLP first entered a candidate for State Treasurer in 1896
and the SDP fellowed in 1900. Neither pafty drew especially well
in urban areas during these initial campaigns; However, both the
SLP vote in 1898 and the SPA vote in 1902 was significantly con-
centrated in urban areas. In each election between 1898 and 1914,
the urban variable is significantly related to the SLP vote.
During this period, its coefficient never rises above .4 and falls
below .25 on only one occasion. A sgimilar stability in the relative
strength of SPA candidates in urban areas is observed in the eleetions
of 1902 through 1916. The differential appeal of Socialist candi-
dates to urban voters, however, collapses in large measure during
World War I. The association between the SPA vote and urbanism
falls steadily from 414 in 1912 to a trough of .120 in 1918, where
it remains in 1920 before PGCOVéring somewhat in 1922 only to fall

off again at the end of the period. A similar pattern of decline
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is observed in the association between the SLP vote and urbanism,
though the 1920 recovery is preserved through 1924. Thus, the urban
strength of both parties, but especially of the SPA, was lafgely
dissipated during the war. From their inception to the eve of
World War i, both SPA and SLP candidates ran appreciably better in
urban than in rural areas. By the close of the war, they were not
doing much better in urban than in rural areas. The anti-war stand
of the SPA, the growing strength of nativism coupled with the appeal
of socialist ideologies among immigrant populations, and the Red
Scare in the aftermath of the war appeared to have contfibuted, along
with other factors, to the demise of urban electoral support for
socialist politics in Illinois. How far this development was true
in other states--and whether New York, with its continued if not
increased support for socialist caﬁdidates both during and after
the war was an exception to a more general national pattern--remains
to be seen. |

Both SPA and SLP candidates ran poorly--as expected--in prosper-
ous areas through the quarter century spanned by the series reported |
in Table 7. The wealth variable is, with a single (and statistically
insignificant) exception, negatively related to both the SLP and
the SPA vote. The coefficients are, however, fairly modest in size,
never rising above .25 in absolute magnitude. Although there is
some fluctuation from election to election in these coefficients,
the observed shifts are not precipitous and bear no obvious connec-
tion to historical events of which we are aware.

Like urbanites and the foreign born, miners were a significant

source of socialist electoral support in Illinois throughout the
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first quarter of the 20th century. Their support was, however, rather
more fickle than that which derived in the initial decade of the
century from the foreign born and the urban classes. Among other
fhings, it flowed and ebbed on the four-year cycle of Presidential
elections., During off-year elections, neither SPA nor SLP candidates,
but especially the latter, fared particularly well in mining areas.
In Presidential elections, the vote for both pafties was relatively
more concentrated in these areas. Thus, we find from Table 7 that
the standardized regression coefficient linking the indicator of
mining activity to the SLP vote averaged .406 in Presidential elec-
tion years and .20% in off-year elections. The corresponding averages
of the coefficients relating the mining variable to the SPA vote
are .297 and .135, for Presidential and off-year elections,
respectively. These swings from election to election are substantial
and indicate that neither the SPA nor the SLP was able to maintain
the strength exhibited among miners in Presidential elections
through the off-year elections. Apparently, both parties could
mobilize their support among miners best during national elections;
their inability to retain that support during off-year elections
required them to recapture it, rather than build upon it, in
Presidential years. Why this was so, and what its implications
are for other elements in the voting labor force, remains to be
seen.

Although the swings from Presidential to off-year elections
account for much of the fluctuation in the support received by both
the SPA and the SLP in mining areas, a variety of other developments,

specific to the two parties, are superimposed upon these cycles.,
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For example, if one ignores the off-year elections, it becomes very
clear that the concentration of the SLP vote in mining areas was
augmented in each succeeding Presidential election. 1In 1896, the
SLP ran only a little better in mining areas than elsewhere, but
by the Presidential election of 1920 the areal variation in their
support was very closely mirrored by the distribution of mining
activities. This transformation of SLP support among miners pro-
gréssed gradually from one Presidential election to the nexf. The
coefficient relating the mining variable to the SLP vote in 1896 was
a scant‘.lSl; in successive Presidential election years, the cor-
responding regression coefficients rise to .209, .348, .445, .u43L4,
and .585, pefore reaching a peak of .715 in 1920. Excepting the
off-year election swings, the concentration of the SLP vote in
mining areas increases right through the war‘years and there is
no indication that the concentration of SLP support among miners
was diluted by the war. However, in the period between 1920 and
1924, the relative strength of SLP candidates among miners is
largely dissipated, the coefficient of the mining variable falling
off sharply to .357. One can only surmise that La Follette's
candidacy undermined the support SLP candidates garnered among
miners, but there seems little question that the SLP was vulnerable
to such a swing, despite the growing concentration of their vote in
mining areas, owing to their failure to retain their strength in
off-years.

The growing concentration of the SLP vote in mining areas
during Presidential election years is not mirrored in the SPA

series. While there is no evidence of an increasing concentration
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of SPA support among miners, there is a diminution over time in the
amplitude of the off-year election swings in support for SPA candi-
dates. At the turn of the century, the coefficient relating the
mining variable to the SPA vote fluctuated wildly, but it, unlike
those pertaining to the SLP vote, settled down to a more stable

value by 1810. As was the case with urban voters, miners appear to
have withdrawn their support of SPA candidates during World War I.
Howevgr, unlike the gradual decline between 1912 and 1920 in the
coefficient of the urban variable, the coefficient relating the
indicator of mining activity to the SPA vote drops off abruptly.

In 1916, its value was .3133 by 1918 it dips to a scant .033 and
recovers insignificantly in the succeeding two years. After the
close of the war, in 1922 and 1924, the support of SPA candidates

in mining areas returns to its prewar level. Although the withdrawal
of SPA support in m%ning areas could have been stimulated in part by
the SPA's anti-war stand, the demise of mining support occurs too
late and persists too long after the war to make such an interpretation
very plausible by itself. We are also inclined to trace the abrupt
shift observed in the voting data to the developmen<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>