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ABSTRACT

This thesis explores the relationships between organized labor
and George W. P. Hunt, seven-time governor of Arizona.

Hunt's actions

and public pronouncements pertaining to the problem are identified,
isolated and to the fullest extent possible developed into a system
atic formulation.
A review of the political and economic development of Hunt
prior to statehood is made.

Since he played a decisive role in sup

porting the goals of organized labor in the Arizona constitutional
convention, this activity is outlined.

In addition, this thesis at

tempts to estimate and evaluate the political and numerical strength
of organized labor during Hunt's political career.
The relationships between Governor Hunt and organized labor are
best analyzed through an examination of three issues - prison labor, the
mine strikes and alien labor.

In making this analysis, the author

studied the activities of Hunt as a candidate and governor, his speeches
and other statements, and newspaper reports and editorials.
It is found that Hunt's relationships with organized labor
changed during his political career.

In the 1912-1921 period, Hunt and

organized labor maintained a mutually friendly and advantageous rela
tionship.

In the 1921-1934 period, this relationship apparently became

cool and unfriendly.

v

INTRODUCTION

George W. P. Hunt, who was governor of Arizona seven times,
has been credited with being sympathetic to organized labor and
uniting the Democratic party and organized labor during the period
of the Arizona constitutional convention.

Further, because of this

union, labor has been credited with Influencing the writing of numerous
provisions of the constitution.

By virtue of its alliance with the

Democratic party and Governor Hunt, labor reportedly exercised a strong
voice in the government of Arizona under the new constitution.
Hunt has been labeled by some critics as pro-labor and by
others as pro-corporation.

A majority of the research workers and

writers who have directed their labors to Hunt have stressed that Hunt
was ’’pro-labor,** presumably throughout his career.

My research indi

cates that an unqualified use of the label is not entirely appropriate.
Until he left the Arizona politican scene to serve as minister to Siam,
Hunt was a partisan of organized labor, but he also stressed issues
and programs of concern to other sectors of the population.

After his

return to Arizona from abroad in the early 1920*s. Hunt’s relationship
with organized labor apparently deteriorated, while those with the
mining corporations became more amicable.
It is the purpose of this thesis to determine more precisely
than has been done before the relationship of Hunt and organized labor
during his seven administrations.

1

The analysis of this relationship will

2
be made by studying (l) the development and activities of Hunt prior to
statehood, (2) the actions and interactions of Hunt and organized labor
on three issues - prison labor, the mine strikes and alien labor, and
(3) Hunt and organized labor in the late 1920* s, when their mutually
friendly relationships may have deteriorated.
In doing my research for this thesis, I have used certain pri
mary and secondary sources previously untouched.

These include Hunt's

personal papers in the Department of Library and Archives, State Capi
tol, Phoenix, and seventy volumes of newspaper clippings on Hunt's
political career in the Special Collections Division, University of
Arizona Library.

These volumes of clippings were particularly of value

to me, for they provided a sampling of news reports and opinion over a
period of approximately twenty years that would not otherwise have been
possible.

The time element alone would have barred the use of all the

newspapers represented in the volumes.

Many of the newspapers repre

sented in the volume, moreover, are not included in the collection of
the University Library.

CHAPTER I

THE DEVELOPMENT OF G. W. P. HUNT FROM EES BIRTH TO
ARIZONA STATEHOOD

* George W. P. Hunt's attitudes toward workers and unions could
very well have been related to his own hardships during his early
life and development#

Hunt's activity in the territorial legisla

tures was quite moderate.

There is some evidence which indicates that

Hunt had been preparing for several years for the governorship once
statehood was attained.* This first chapter will deal specifically
with (l) Hunt's early years and journey from his boyhood home in
Missouri to Arizona, (2) the possible influence of conditions and
events in Globe upon his economic attitudes, (3) the growth of
organized labor in Arizona and its possible influence upon his atti
tudes, and (4) the general political development of Hunt.
George Wiley Paul Hunt was b o m in Huntsville, Missouri, November
1, 1859#

He spent his early childhood in a family which had been im

poverished by the Civil War.

It is somewhat significant that Hunt began

his autobiography with a family genealogy.

He took great pride in the

social status of his ancestors, and later as governor of Arizona, he
made frequent reference to this matter in political campaigns.

Of his

ancestors, he stated that "they came from Kent, England, where they
belonged to the gentry and had a coat of arms.

Through his father,

^Sidney Kartus, "The Autobiography of George Wiley Paul Hunt,"
Arizona Historical Review. V (January, 1933), 253#
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George Washington Hunt, he claimed to be related to the First President;
and through his maternal grandfather, John Marshall Yates, he claimed
kinship to the first Chief Justice of the United States.
forebears came with Lord Baltimore to Maryland.

His mother's

His maternal grand

mother, Virginia Christian, was the granddaughter of Captain John
Christian of Hanover County, Virginia, "whose family came from the
U s e of Man and were given a grant of land by the King of England in
I 665."2

This John Christian served in the Revolutionary War.

His

son, Paul Jones Christian, settled in Hanover County, Virginia; and
from Paul Jones Christian's line, Hunt boasted, "I hold ny membership
in the organization known as the Sons of the American Revolution . . .
and derive the name Paul."3
Toward the end of the Civil War, in 1864, Hunt's father took
his wife and three boys from Huntsville to St. Louis.

He returned

after the War to settle on Grandfather Yates' old plantation, eight
miles north of Huntsville.

In the Panic of 1873, he lost most of his

property and moved his family to California.

Finding this an unsatis

factory decision, he returned with them three months later to settle
on a twenty-acre farm near Darksville, Missouri, which his wife had
inherited from her father.^
George Hunt attended public and private schools in Missouri for
about eight years.

He relates that at eighteen, he ran away from home

to escape becoming a doctor.

^Kartus,
3lbid.
4lbid.

ojj.

It had been a tradition of the family that

cit., p. 254.

there should be a doctor in each generation, and his mother wanted him
to study medicine,5

In Hunt’s own account of this important decision,

he stated:
My uncle. Dr. Paul Christian Yates, had been a regimental
surgeon during.the Civil War and wanted to educate me as a
physician. But I did not prefer that profession. The ad
venturous westward urge that had been in our family for
centuries, which had brought them from England to tide
water America, and from the coast to Missouri, caused me
to leave home and come west. I knew my mother, whom I
greatly loved and admired, would be heartbroken. I did
not have the fortitude to tell her. So I ran away, leaving
on March 3, I 878.6
He walked the eleven miles to Huntsville, the county seat, and there
took a train to Kansas City.

After an overnight stop, he hopped a

boxcar for Topeka, where he spent his last five cents for a loaf of
bread.
Within a few days, he obtained a job with an old German farmer
at fifty cents a day.

He kept this job for a month, and then his

restless feet carried him westward.
occasionally he walked.

Sometimes he hopped a train and

He make his way to Denver, to Golden, and

then to Blackhawk, Colorado, where he worked in the kitchen of a
boarding house for six months at one dollar a day and board.
was in

This

1878. In the spring of 1879, he started out on a prospecting

trip with friends he had met in Blackhawk.

This enterprise took him

into the area of Pueblo and Colorado Springs and finally to Manitou,
Colorado.

When his funds became exhausted, he packed his burro and

^Frank C. Lockwood, "George VI of Arizona," Worlds’ Work.
August, 1927, p. 433.

6Kartus, op. cit., p. 256.
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proceeded to LeadviUe, Colorado, where he arrived in the fall of
1879*

He spent from October to the following March working in a

laundry.

In March of 1880, he packed up and started for Gunnison

County, going from one disappointment to another in his job hunting.
In Gunnison County, Hunt joined a prospecting outfit of
three men.

The party started out on a trek over the Indian trails to

Santa Fe, New Mexico.

The Santa Fe Railway was building a line through

the Rio Grande Valley to El Paso, and offered free transportation to
anyone who would go to the scene of construction for employment.7
The idea appealed to the four men, and they started with dispatch to
the center of operations, only to find on arrival that they were
expected to walk some thirty miles from the railroad to the construc
tion center.

It seemed easier to build a boat and float down the

Rio Grande than to walk.

For years Hunt referred to this episode with

great pride in his own ingenuity.
I bought the lumber and that afternoon with our blankets
and some grub we started exploring the Rio Grande by boat.
We missed the railroad camp but since we were out, we thought
it as well to go on. The third day out, rapids were encoun
tered . . . our boat filled up with water and all jumped
ashore. I stayed with the boat, which continued to float
down the stream. The boat did not sink. The others joined
me very meek. From that time on I was the undisputed captain
of the boat.®
The initiative which was to manifest itself in years to come
in Hunt's success as a businessman and politician is illustrated in
the clever way he was able to turn a difficult situation into a paying

7lbid.. p. 261.

^Sidney Kartus, MG. W. P. Hunt Autobiography1* (unpublished
manuscript. Department of library and Archives, State Capitol, Phoenix,
Arizona, 1933), p. 8.
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proposition.

His voyage by boat ended when he came to a river crossing

which travelers could use only with a great deal of difficulty.

After

parting company with his partners, he established a ferry service
with the boat and for the next sixty days made a good living by
boating passengers across the Rio Grande.

He engaged in this enter

prise until the onset of cold weather, about Christmas time.

Then,

using his profits to buy an ample supply of food and blankets, he
journeyed down the Rio Grande to EL Paso, where he was employed for
six weeks.

Lack of further employment drove him to Lordsburg and

then to Shakespeare, where he remained for two months.

As Hunt stated,

"I was then a few miles from the promised land of my dreams."9
Hunt was one of a party of three who started from Shakespeare,
New Mexico, on July 4, 1881, on a trip in search of the “Lost Adams
Gold Diggings."10

Supplies were carried on a pack train of burros.

The three men experienced numerous hardships and adventures during
their three months* wanderings over mountains and deserts in their
unsuccessful search for the "Biggins."
One experience, which illustrates the uncertain conditions of
the times, occurred one evening when they were about halfway between
Safford and San Carlos.

The party met a regiment of U. S. cavalry on

a march in pursuit of the Apache Indians, who were on the warpath and
had killed a number of white settlers.H

9Ibid..

p.

The hostile Apaches under9
*

13.

lOgjjjy Delbridge, "Impressions of the Character and Life Work
of the Former Governor, G. W. P. Hunt" (unpublished manuscript. Depart
ment of Library and Archives, State Capitol, Phoenix, Arizona), p. 4.
Hlbid.
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Natchez and Geronlmo had left the reservation shortly after the three
reached Arizona, and the cavalry of the United States halted Hunt and
his friends for a time, not allowing them to continue until it was
considered safe.^
As the party neared Safford, the two companions of Hunt stopped
at a wayside brewery.^

They went in at 9 o*clock in the morning and

emerged at 4 o’clock in the afternoon, not only drunk, but belligerent.
On the road the two had an argument, and it began to appear that the
little cavalcade of three fortune-seekers might annihilate itself with
out Apache assistance.
in the parly.

Finally young Hunt commandeered all the weapons

In full control of the situation, he herded the two men

before him into Safford.

The three pistols, three rifles and cartridge

belts which he wore were an unusual sight even in those d a y s . ^
Shortly afterwards, on July 12, 1881, Hunt arrived in Globe,
his future home.

Globe was a frontier mining caap.

A study made at

the request of the Territorial Legislature of 1881, described Globe as:
. . . A live mining town in the midst of a rich and
extensive mineral belt. The place has a pleasant situation
in the valley of Pinal creek surrounded by rolling grassy
hills, and backed by the lofty pine-covered Pinal Mountains to
the south. The town is principally of wood and brick and
presents a neat and attractive appearance. It has twelve
mercantile houses, one bank, two hotels, and a handsome
Methodist Church, a fine public school house, two wagon
shops, two drug stores, blacksmith shops, breweries and
several saloons. The town sprang up after the rich silver
discoveries in the region in 1876. It has now a population
of over 1,000 and a large and steady growing business with*
4

•^"George W. F. Hunt Entered Globe Fifty Years Ago" (Department of
Library and Archives, State Capitol, Phoenix, Arizona), p. 1 . (Mimeographed.)
^Delbridge, op. cit.
l4Ibid.
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the mining towns adjacent. Globe has two newspapers, the
Silver Belt and the Chronicle . . . Globe has an eligible
situation in the center of a vast mineral and grazing region,
and is growing steadily. "*5
Globe was raw and crude; and Hunt, who was young - he was twenty-one
at the time - obscure, relatively inexperienced, and without voca
tional or professional training, was certainly not out of tune with
his new environment.
Not long after his arrival, Hunt saw two men lynched in the
main streets of Globe for the murder of a Wells-Fargo a g e n t . I t is
reported that the lynching had a traumatic effect upon Hunt and that
he resolved to do everything he could to outlaw capital punishment. -*-7
Much of his later career was dedicated, as a subsequent chapter indi
cates, to prison reform, the abolition of capital punishment and the
rehabilitation of prisoners before their return to society.
Hunt found his first opening in Globe as a waiter in the Old
Pascoe Restaurant. 18

He was later to reminisce about those days when

he wrote:
In writing these short'stories of my friends, the name
of this one (James H. Pascoe) stands out as one who did have
an influence on my life. I had that deep respect for my
employer and he had a life respect to one who was faithful
or tried to be faithful in the discharge of those duties
and responsibilities that evolved upon me. Then again in
those years that I was with him my character was being1
5

l^Patrick Hamilton, The Resources of Arizona (Prescott, Arizona:

1881), p. 29.
18James H. MeClintook, Arizona the Youngest State. (New York:
The S. J. Clarke Publishing Co., 19l6j, I I , " W .
l^Kartus, "G. W. P. Hunt Autobiography,M p. 14.

15, 1916, p.

C. MacFarlane, "The Galahad of Arizona.M Collier's. April
21.
---------
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formed. I was studying and making friends, while I was
working for him for the years 1883 and 1884.-‘•9
With the exception of a few temporary setbacks, Hunt's employ
ment status steadily improved.

In February of 1884, he obtained a

job in the Old Dominion Mine as a “mucker."20

By June of 1885, he

had gone into the cattle business and bought a ranch with W. H.
Fisher on Bye Creek.

When the mines shut down in Globe in 1886, he

lived on the ranch until September of that year, and then went to
California to secure employment to help pay the taxes on the ranch. 21
He returned from San Francisco in 1889.

In January of 1890, he had

a job as delivery boy at the mercantile firm of A. J. Bailey and
Company, later incorporated as the Old Dominion Commercial Coup any.22
In this connection he made steady progress, succeeding to the secre
taryship of the company in I 896 and becoming president in

1900.23

In the same year, he also became the president of the Old Dominion Bank,
which owned the commercial company. 24
To understand the relationship between the Old Dominion Commer
cial Company, the Old Dominion Bank and the Old Dominion Mining Company
is important.

The Old Dominion Mining Company was the largest copper

■^g . W. P. Hunt, “A Book of Brief Notices of a Few Friends"
(unpublished notebook, Mathews Collection, Arizona State University).
^Delbridge, ojo. cit.
^Ibid.
^"Authentic Sketch of G. W. P. Hunt" (Hunt Personal Papers,
Department of library and Archives, State Capitol, Phoenix, Arizona),
p. 1. (Mimeographed.)

23Ibid.
2Z*Ibid.
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mine in the Globe area.^5
store in the Globe area.

Hunt was president of the largest bank and
Therefore, the question may properly be raised:

Was Hunt sufficiently economically independent of the mining company to
support labor measures or anti-corporation measures in the territorial
legislatures?
Perhaps an analysis of the role played by Miles S. Berray will
clear up the matter.

Mr. Berray, a native of New York State, was the

foreman of the United Globe Mines in Globe.^

Hunt, in writing about

Berray said:
Berray came back to Globe in 1899 • ♦ • when the Old
Dominion Commercial Company was reorganized, which was in
the spring of 1900. Then I got him to take ten shares,
Geo. Mosher ten shares and Geo. Kingdom ten shares. I
was president. Berray was soon made Superintendent of the
United Globe Mines, a fine position. ^7
When the Phelps Dodge interests merged the United Globe Mines and the
Old Dominion property, Berray became superintendent of the consolidated
mines.28

Besides being interested in the mines as superintendent,

Berray was a large stockholder in the Old Dominion Commercial Company. 29
There was no company store as such during this period. 30

However, the

copper companies certainly owned considerable stock in the companies

2%cClintock, 0£. cit., p. 415.
2% u n t Scrapbooks, vol. 60, Globe Record, July 11, 1928. 70
volumes of press clippings of Hunt's gubernatorial career (Special
Collections, University of Arizona),(Hereafter cited as Hunt Scrap
books).

27q , W. P. Hunt, HA Book of Brief Notices of a Few Friends."
2®Hunt Scrapbooks, vol. 60, Globe Record. July 11, 1928.

29Ibid.
^Letter from Mrs. Clara Woody of Globe, Arizona, January 4, 1964.
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of which Hunt was president.

Therefore, it would be reasonable to

assume that from an economic standpoint, Hunt was not in a position to
initiate any radical labor legislation in the territorial legislature,
even though he had been of a mind to do so.
While engaged in carving an eminently successful record in the
business world. Hunt was an active and prominent figure in political
circles.

However, before discussing Hunt's political development,

perhaps a brief resume of the growth of organised labor in the Arizona
Territory and particularly Globe would be pertinent.

Hunt's later

sympathy with organized labor may be attributed, in part, to his
observations of the problems and difficulties which union labor en
countered in its struggle for organization and recognition in the
mining camps of the day.
The mine workers in the Territory of Arizona were not only
unorganized before I 896, but were definitely under the domination of
management.31

By I 896, conditions of work in the mines provoked the

workers to take the first step toward organization.

With the onset

of the depression of 1893» mine profits dropped and wages were
lowered. 32

The first group of miners organized in opposition to

management was at Globe, which became the center of labor agitation in
the Territory. 33

in June, I 896, Superintendent P a m a l l of the Old

Dominion Mining Company notified the carmen and the surface laborers

33-Victor DeWitt Brannon, "Employers' Liability and Workmen's
Compensation in Arizona," University of Arizona Bulletin. No. 7 (November,
193*0, p. 1.
^Arizona Silver Belt. February 24, I 894, quoted in Brannon, p. 1.
33McClintock, o£. cit.. p. 590, quoted in Brannon, p. 1.
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that their wage would henceforth be $2.25 per day, instead of the
former $3*00.^

A committee of miners responded by posting notices

of a union organization meeting.

The meeting was attended by 200 men,

of whom about 125 signed the roll of a proposed miners* union.

The

workers formulated demands which included a restoration of wages to
$3*00 and the discharge of all Mexican labor.35

a

body of miners

marched to the office of Superintendent P a m a l l and threatened to hang
him unless he acceded.

P a m a l l resigned soon after, stating that,

with about 400 superiors, he had no further interest in his position.3&
The miners held another meeting, and voted to join the Western Federa
tion of Miners.

On the following day, the Old Dominion Mining Company

resorted to a lockout.

It closed down the mine and prepared to starve

the miners into submission.

However, labor rallied, the union survived

the shutdown and finally was partially successful in securing its
demands.
During these labor-management troubles in Globe, Hunt started
his rise to political fame.
Gila County.

In 1890, he was nominated for recorder of

He lost the election, but as a newcomer to politics was

deeply heartened by his vote-getting ability.37

in

1892, he won the

nomination and election for representative in the territorial legislature.
It should be pointed out that the territorial legislature reputedly was

3^Arizona Silver Belt. June 4, I 896, quoted in Brannon, p. 2.
35ibid.
3^McClintock, op. cit.. quoted in Brannon, p.

2.

37g . W. P. Hunt, "G. W. P. Hunt Diaries, I 89O" (unpublished
diaries, Mathews Collection, Arizona State University).,
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virtually controlled by the corporations - the mines and the railroads.
Both major parties reputedly were under the influence of these corpora
tions. 38

The Seventeenth Territorial Legislature, which met in the

city hall building in Phoenix in 1893 1 enacted ninety-one bills, none
of major importance, into law.

It sent several memorials to Washington,

including one praying for and demanding statehood. 39
Hunt was re-elected to the House in the Eighteenth Legislature
in 1894.

The most important act of the session was the creation of a

board of territorial control to assume the duties formerly in the hands
of separate commissioners for the insane asylum and reform school.^
Hunt supported this measure.
In I 896, George Hunt was elected to the Council of the Nineteenth
Territorial Legislature.^

One of the principal bills passed by the

Nineteenth exempted all new railroads constructed within a limited time
from taxation for a. period of fifteen years.
this measure. 42

Hunt voted in favor of

The special object of this measure was to encourage

construction of the Gila Valley, Globe and Northern Railroad between
Geronimo, in Graham County, and Globe.

In all probability, the mines

also supported the bill, since completion of the line would lower
freight costs.

38Brannon, op. cit.. pp.

Phoenix:

7- 8.

39oeorge H. Kelly, Legislative History of Arizona 1864-1912.
1926), p. 158.
4°McClintock, op. cit.. p. 342.

41Arizona Journals of the 19th Legislative Assembly, (Phoenix:
Arizona Printing Company, 1896), p. 295* The Council was the.upper house
of the territorial legislature.and consisted of one member from each county.
42lbid.. p. 432.
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In 1898 Hunt was re-elected to the Council.^3

During the session

of the Twentieth Legislature, there were numerous bills proposed for the
purpose of regulating and taxing the mine owners in Arizona.

These

measures, which were labelled by many critics as anti-corporation,
included (1) a bullion tax law, (2) an anti-boleta bill, which prohibited
any mining company or any store operated by a mining company from
issuing script or pay orders, and (3) the creation of the office of
mine inspector.

All failed of passage.

However, there were

laws enacted by the Twentieth Legislature,

69 new

This list included a com

pulsory school law introduced by Hunt.^5
It provides penalties to be assessed against all parents or
guardians who failed to send to school all children under their
charge from 8 to 14 years of age. Exceptions were allowed if
the child was taught at home in the several branches of the
common school course, when the child had already acquired a
common school education, when the parents were unable to pur
chase suitable clothing, when the child was physically or
mentally incompetent, and when the nearest school house was
two and a half miles away.46
In 1900 Hunt went to the National Democratic Convention in
Kansas City as a delegate from Arizona.

Afterwards, he retired tempo

rarily from politics.
While Hunt was preoccupied with business matters, the miners*
union was continuing to maintain its stronghold in Globe.

The union in

1901 called a strike because of its desire for an eight-hour day, higher

^Arizona Journals of the 20th Legislative Assembly, (Phoenix:
Arizona Printing Company, I 89&), p. 295.
^Kelly, oj>. cit., p.

195.

^Arizona Journal of the

20th Legislative Assembly, p. 40.

^Kelly, o£. cit.. p. 201.

16
wages, and more freedom in recruiting members.

A compromise was reached

between organized labor and the mining companies through the efforts
of Hunt and a few of the other businessmen of Globe. ^7
However, this compromise was only of a temporary nature, for
in 1903, serious labor trouble again occurred in Globe, as well as in
other mining camps of the state.

In that year, the territorial legis

lature passed two laws that favored labor.

One provided for a work

day of not more than eight hours in all underground mines or workings.^

^ H u n t Scrapbooks, vol. 8, Copy of agreement reached as follows:
We make the following proposition to Globe Miners* Union No. 60, the
Businessmen of Globe and the Mining Companies of Globe District.
1st - We will not make any discrimination between Union and Non-Union men.
2nd - In disciplining members of the Union, the Company shall not be
called upon to act in any way.
3rd - No solicitation of Non-Union men shall be done while off shift.
4th - Until further notice the general scale of wages shall remain as
it is.
5th - No strike shall be called, until after a Committee shall have
first conferred with the Employer, to see if the grievance cannot be
amicably adjusted.
6th - Any and all boycotts or Fair and Unfair lists, shall be with
drawn, and any and all employes shall be allowed to trade whereby they
may elect, without intimidation or threats.
I do, by signing this agreement, state that I am authorized and
appointed by the company, union or business men’s association opposite
my name to sign this agreement in its behalf and its request: To be
in effect on and after October 15, 1902.
Globe Miners* Union No. 60

by Simon Kinsman, President
Win. Jenkins, Sec. Committee

Business Men of Globe

W. W. Brookner
J. J. Keegan
Geo. W. P. Hunt

Old Dominion Copper Mining & Smeltering Co.
United Globe Company
Black Warrior Copper Co., Amalgamated
Globe Boston Copper Mining Co.
Pinal Copper Company
Arizona Commercial Company
Pinto Creek Copper Company

F. W. Hoar, Supt.

^Kelly, oj). cit.. p.

225.

E. H. Benson, Supt.
G. S. Andrews, Supt.
W. S. Sultan, Supt.
Alfred C. Sieboth
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The other required all corporations, firms or individuals using coupons,
script, punchouts, store orders or other evidences of indebtness in
payment of labor to redeem them in lawful money.^
working ten hours a day.

The miners had been

The operators offered to pay nine hours*

wages for eight hours* work, but the workers wanted ten hours* wages
for eight hours* work.

The agitation became serious, however, only

in the Clifton-Morenci district.50
In 1904, after four years devoted to business, George Hunt
was again elected to a seat in the Territorial Council.

In the organi

zation of the Council, Hunt and Councilman Steve Roemer of Cochise
competed for the presidency. 51

Hunt was chosen.

The laws passed by the Twenty-third session were neither
numerous nor important, with the exception of a primary election law. 52
Hunt had introduced a primary election bill into the Council, but a
similar bill introduced into the House was finally enacted into law. 53
In 1906, Hunt again returned to the Council.
control of the Twenty-fourth Legislature was divided.

The political
The Democrats

had a majority of the House members, while the Republicans controlled
the Council.

On the third day of the session, two anti-gambling bills

were introduced into the Council, one by Hunt and one by Mr. O’Neill of4
2
5
*
9

49Ibid., p. 226.
^McClintock, op. cit.. pp. 527-28.
^Kelly, o£. cit.. p.

232.

52Ibid.
-'•'Arizona Journals of the 23rd Legislative Assembly. (Phoenix:
Arizona Printing Company, 190417™p T b O .
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Maricopa County.

After consuming considerable time in both houses,

the measure proposed by Hunt was passed and signed by the governor.
Hunt, in 1908, was elected president of the last territorial
council - the Twenty-fifth.

Possibly no territorial legislature was

more bitterly partisan than this one.5^
over territorial administration.

A fight was started at once

One bill passed over the governor's

veto provided that no person could register as a voter who was unable
to read any section of the Constitution or write his own name.55

This

measure, directed against the Mexican population will be discussed at
greater length in a subsequent chapter on alien labor.
While the Twenty-fifth Legislature was in session, the miners*
union in Globe asserted itself unsuccessfully.

The Old Dominion Mine

closed down in the latter part of January, 1909, following the action
of a walking delegate, who entered the shaft house and pulled a non
union miner from the cage as it was about to drop with him to his
station. 56

The other large mines of the district joined in a silent

protest and about 2,000 men were paid off.

The merchants had long

feared just such a reaction to union activity because of its economic
impact upon miners, mineowners and practically every other interest in
Globe.

A. T. Hammons, treasurer of the Old Dominion Bank, sent the

following letter to Hunt:
All the mines in the District is /sic/ closed down in
definitely, and it is impossible to determine the outcome,
as the mine owners seem determined to run their business

5^McClintock, op. cit., p.
55ibid.

# I b i d .. p.

590.

358.
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•without being dictated to by a lot of hot-headed socialist,
and on the other hand the Union seen as nuch determined . . .
Our banking business seems to be all right so far, as no one
/sic/ of our depositors will make a run on any of the banks
like they did during the panic. If the shut down continues
indefinitely, I think that the merchants should get together
and shut down the credit business and sell only for cash
except to those that are absolutely good. 57
In all probability, Hunt as president of the Old Dominion Bank and the
Old Dominion Commercial Company was very much interested in ending
the lockout.
upon it.

As the above letter indicates. Hunt's business depended

The mines were re-opened two days later, when the union

gave in. 58
During this same period, legislator Hunt was receiving pressure
from two sources - the unions and the mine companies.

The following

excerpt from a letter to Hunt from the Globe Miners' Union was
selected to indicate the relationship between Hunt and the miners at
that time:

MI will if possible have your letter read to the Union

at the next meeting.

I have not mentioned any legislation to you

this time but possibly will give you something in that line before
the Legislature adjourns. "59

Hunt was also receiving letters of a

different nature from men who represented the mines:
I have your favor of the sixth and note what you say in
regard to legislation matters. I have not been worrying much
about these matters believing that most of the proposed mea
sures would come out in the wash and not amount to much. Dr.
Douglas, while here recently, seemed to be worrying a little
about your R.R. bill and wanted to know what your object was,
etc. I told him I did not think you would do anything radical

5?Letter from A. T. Hammons to Hunt, January 27, 1909*
5®Arizona Daily Star. January

29, 1909*

59Letter from J. J. Murphy, Secretary of Globe Miners' Union,
W. F. M. to Hunt, January 29, 1909.
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or rash in the railroad matters; and that probably your bill
was a milder form of an arranged party program and that nothing
would come of it, anyway at this session. I presume that you
see Ellinwood occasionally.
During this last session of the Territorial Legislature, Hunt
and the other legislators, realizing that statehood was not far away,
did not pass a great deal of progressive legislation.

One of the

major reasons may be found in the following letter from Arizona* s
representative in Congress;
. . . The broad sense of justice pervading the western
people is misunderstood here; where the greatest profit on the
dollar is considered the greatest good to mankind. There is
not one thing here that will militate more against our effort
for statehood than any legislation which will intimidate
either the invested capital or money proposed to be invested
hereafter. I am mindful of the fact . . . I open myself to
the lying charge that I am the "tool of the corporations"
and am working in their interests . . . I advise that anti
corporation legislation be deferred until the statehood bill
shall have been passed or defeated at this session of Congress,
which ends March 4th next. 6-1In all probability, George Hunt had been consciously preparing
himself during the last several sessions of the territorial legisla
ture for more important political office - possibly for the governor
ship after statehood.

In the latter part of the Twenty-fifth, Hunt

received the following letter from an editor of a newspaper in one of
the mining districts;
Here* s a tip for you. Arrange some way of getting some
sort of resolution introduced by yourself, recommending that
a statehood league be organized with branches all over the
territory for the purpose of starting an immediate campaign
that will preclude all possibility of defeat at the regular
session of the Sixty-first Congress . . . Introduce such a

^ L etter from R. B. Hegarde, Old Dominion Copper Co. to Hunt,
February 12, 1909.
^Letter from Marcus A. Smith to Hunt, February 12,

1909.
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resolution and I ’ll play it up strong" down here, which won’t
hurt you any whether or not it carries. New Mexico voted
$3,000 for sending a bum delegation to Washington that accom
plished nothing, which supplies the precedent. Of course it
will all be your own idea .62
Hunt apparently acted upon the suggestion, for, several days later,
he introduced C. B.

136, entitled "An Act Relating to Promote the

Elevation of Arizona to the Sisterhood of States. "^3

The measure

passed soon afterward.
A complete analysis of the achievements of Hunt in the terri
torial legislatures is not possible.

The journals of the legislatures

are not very enlightening for they give only the barest details of
legislative work.
by the evidence.

Nevertheless, the following statements seem warranted
Hunt's record in the Legislative Council was quite

moderate and unimpressive.

He did not introduce any progressive legis

lation for or against corporations.

The hypothesis that the legislation

introduced by Hunt in the territorial councils was moderate can be partly
substantiated by the following table.

In compiling this table, an

attempt was made to determine the character and significance of each
bill.

Numbers alone do not prove that the bills were unimportant.

However, the evidence indicates that the pro-labor measures and anti♦

corporation measures were neither numerous nor significant.

^2Letter from Alfred A. Cohn, manager and editor of the Bisbee
Evening Miner to Hunt, March 4, 1909. Cohn was Hunt's selection as
his private secretary during the constitutional convention.
^Arizona Journals of the 25th Legislative Assembly, (Phoenix:
Arizona Printing Company, 190977"P* 302. C. B. 136 was introduced by
Hunt on March 8, 1909.
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TABLE 1
SURVEY AND ANALYSIS OF BILLS INTRODUCED INTO TERRITORIAL COUNCILS
BY Q. W. P. HUNTa

Bills Directly to Aid:

Labor

19th
20th
23rd
24th
25th
Total

Banks

Prisons

Education

2

1
1
1

1

1
2

3
3

2

3

Judicial

Direct
Legis.

AntiCapital

Other

2
3

2
1
8

1
1

4
7

2

2

1
1
1

4

3
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7

8

^Tbis table contains inaccuracies in the sense that the provi
sions of the measures are based upon their titles alone, in most cases.
The character and significance of the measures was based on (l) Kelly* s
Legislative History of Arizona. 1864-1912, (2) Journals of the Legis
lative Assembly and
newspaper accounts of the bills.

X5)

It may not be coincidental that the two legislative councils that
Hunt was president of produced very little pro-labor legislation, while
the 1903 Legislature, of which Hunt was not a member, produced two im
portant pro-labor measures.
a territorial legislator.

Hunt took a middle-of-the-road approach as
By this procedure, he was not labeled as a

labor radical or a “corporation tool."
On June 20, 1910, President Taft signed the Enabling Act autho
rizing Arizona and New Mexico to draft constitutions for statehood.
The constitutions were required to be approved by both Congress and the
President.

Governor Sloan issued a proclamation for a constitutional

convention for Arizona, the fifty-two members of which were to be elected
on September 12,

1910.65

^ Arizona Republican. June 23, 1910.

65Ibid.. July 3. 1910.
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It was well understood that the fight for the election of
delegates to the Arizona constitutional convention would be fought on
both partisan and economic grounds.&&

The political leaders of both

parties ignored a suggestion that the delegates be elected on a non
partisan basis.

The Arizona Daily Star intimated that the corporations

were behind the non-partisan movement.6?

The Democratic territorial

committee, meeting at Prescott, unanimously voted that the party in
each county should make a fight for the election of a straight Democra
tic ticket.68

The Republicans had to do likewise or be left out in

the cold.
As early as 1903, it had been predicted that "organized labor
and organized capital will have a trial of principles, of strength and
of endurance in Arizona" when a state constitutional convention should
be called.69

By 1910, it appeared that organized labor was ready to

match its strength with organized capital.70
Labor leaders foresaw the possibility of improving the status
of the workers by sending men to the convention who would work for labor
interests.
convention.

Labor considered various means of influencing the work of the
The leaders of labor first thought that they would organize

^^Brannon, oj>. cit., p.

19.

^Arizona Daily Star. July

19, 1910.

%bid.
69ibid.« June 27, 1903, quoted in Brannon, p. 20.
70Brannon,

033. cit.,
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a labor party.71
July

The Bisbee Miners' Union took the lead by issuing on

8 an invitation for a labor conference to be held at Phoenix on

July 11.

The announcement urged all working class organizations to be

represented, declaring that "the working class, if it only utilizes it,
has the power to make this constitution to its own liking.M 72

The labor

conference at Phoenix voted down a motion to support regular party
candidates pledged to labor principles.

After condemning both the Demo

cratic and Republican parties as betrayers of labor, the conference
adopted a resolution to organize a labor party.

The convention wrote

a platform setting forth objectives for inclusion in the new constitution.
Equal suffrage, the election of United States Senators
by popular vote, the initiative, referendum and recall, an
anti-injunction law, an employers' liability act, abolition
of the fee system in all courts, the state to have the right
to seize property of persons or corporations refusing to
comply with the law, the state to defray the expenses as
well as the prosecution of criminals, the power to declare
laws unconstitutional.73
Subsequent events indicate that labor could not elect enough
delegates to control the convention if it persisted as a third party.
Certain groups of organized.labor refused recognition of the new party
organized at Phoenix.

Attacks by both the Democratic and Republican

parties further weakened the party.

Both the Democrats and Repub

licans claimed that the Labor party was led by Socialists.

The Democrats

asserted that the Republicans were instrumental in organizing the Labor

71g . W. P. Hunt personal interview with McGinnis in Tru Anthony
McGinnis, "The Influence of Organized Labor on the Making of the Arizona
Constitution" (unpublished M. A. thesis. University of Arizona, 1930), p. 30.
72copy of original announcement. (Hunt Personal Papers, Depart
ment of Library and Archives, State Capitol, Phoenix, Arizona).
73Arizona Daily Star. July 13, 1910.
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party in order to alienate the workingmen from the Democratic party
with which they were ordinarily aligned. 7^
At this critical time, George Hunt intervened to close the
breach between the dissident laborites and the Democratic party.
ers

Lead

of the Labor party and of the Democratic party entered into an

agreement whereby the Labor party was to withdraw from politics and
the Democratic party was to incorporate labor planks into its platform.75
Hunt was probably the principal figure in this amalgamation of the LaborDemocratic party.76

it is said that he submitted a signed pledge to

labor leaders stating that he would favor measures desired by labor.77
Campaigns are stategically conducted on issues with the greatest
popular appeal; in this instance the issues were the initiative, the
referendum and the recall.

After Hunt had used his influence to effect

the Labor-Democratic party amalgamation, he issued a statement which
indicated that he thought candidates for the convention should make
a written pledge to the voters to support the initiative, referendum,
recall, and other measures favored by the ex-labor party.
I think our state constitution should be short, simple
and to the point. The one vital essential is a constitu
tional provision for the Initiative, the Referendum and the
Recall, Thus armed, the people can remedy evils, correct

7^Brannon, o£. cit., p. 21.
75h .

s

. McCluskey personal interview with McGinnis in McGinnis,

0£. cit., p. 33.
7&Labor and the Democrats were in perfect accord on the prin
ciples of the initiative and the referendum. In addition, almost every
Democratic platform declared for the recall, an employers* liability
act, an income tax, a corrupt practices act, and a direct election of
U. S. Senators.
77Tucson Citizen. July 18, 1910.
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mistakes and secure reforms • • • I believe that all who
aspire to become delegates to the constitutional convention
should be required to make written pledges to the voters
that they will support these vital provisions. 78
George Hunt, aware of a large measure of popular support for these
measures, wasted no time in having his views publicized.

He had shown

his political ability by appearing as a front-runner in (l) the joining
of labor and Democratic party forces and (2) the fight for the initia
tive, the referendum and the recall.
Not long before the county conventions of the two parties made
their nominations for the constitutional convention. Hunt went East on
a business trip.
and

He had made similar trips outside Arizona in 1906

1908 when a candidate for the territorial legislature and in fact

had been elected during his absence. 79

it appears that Hunt and his

supporters may have agreed that during his absence the latter would
demand that Hunt return to Arizona to seek nomination by the Democratic
convention of Gila County.

They hoped that this tactic, accompanied by

considerable newspaper publicity, might give the voters the idea that
Hunt's presence in the convention was necessary and that indeed Hunt
might be the only man who could "save the constitutional convention."
In The Daily Globe, for example. Hunt was mentioned as "having been
discussed prominently as a delegate to the constitutional convention,
however, it is understood that he will not make the run, though his
friends hope to prevail upon him to do so."80

Hunt had every intention

78nunt Scrapbooks, vol. 1, The Daily Globe. August
79pelbridge,

ojj.

cit.. p.

6, 1910.

5.

80yunt Scrapbooks, vol. 1, The Daily Globe. August 6, 1910.
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of attending the constitutional convention.

In all probability, he

was planning on becoming the first governor as well.

Most of the

newspapers of the territory, in predicting the first state officials,
picked Hunt as governor. SL
He was in Chicago when word was wired him of his nomination as
a delegate to the convention; however, he answered by declining to
serve.®2

when he reached New York another wire awaited him urging that

he reconsider and telling him that the corporation-controlled papers
were making capital of his refusal.83
"Your wire received.
see is success.

He answered by stating that

Do not care to embarrass party.

What I want to

If convention and delegates feel that my resignation

will jeopardize party success resignation is rescinded, and will accept.
Cannot be there to make canvas /sic/.

Hope that my friends will look

out for my interests."^
The election of convention delegates was held on September 12,
1910.

Of the fifty-two elected, forty-one were D e m o c r a t s . At New

Orleans, on his way home, Mr. Hunt was notified by wire of his election
as a delegate.86

83-Ibld.. September 1, 1910.
82Jack Sheley, "What Manner of Man is This?" (unpublished manu
script, Hunt Personal Papers, Department of Library and Archives, State
Capitol, Phoenix, Arizona).
83ibid.
t e l e g r a m from Hunt to L. G. Moyers, August

30, 1910.

8j>f,or men elected and their occupations see Arizona Daily Star.
October 15, 1910.
86sheley,

0£. cit.
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After returning to Globe, Hunt made a statement regarding the
convention and its presidency:

MI am a receptive candidate for the

position, but not an active one.

When I arrive in Phoenix, I will

look over the situation, and if my friends in the convention want me
to preside I shall allow my name to go before the caucus. "87

%t was

understood that the Democrats of the Gila County delegation would
present the name of Hunt for chairman, and if he could not land it
they would then turn to support Hulford Winsor of Yuma County.
The convention was called to order October 19, 1910, by A. C.
Baker, delegate-elect from Maricopa County.

The most important work

of the organization of the convention was the election of the president.
For several weeks the newspapers had forecast the selection of Hunt.
The other strong Democratic candidates were Judge Alfred Franklin of
Maricopa County, Hulford Winsor of Yuma, and Morris Goldwater of
Yavapai. 88

Mr. Franklin was the choice of the conservative Democrats,

Mr. Winsor was the leader of the so-called radical Democrats, while
Mr. Hunt seemed to be the most acceptable to all factions. 89

Mr.

Goldwater appears to have been a compromise candidate who had little
support outside his own county.

At a Democratic caucus held the day

the convention began, Hunt was chosen on the fourth ballot over Judge
Franklin by a vote of 23 to 18.90

Later in the day. Hunt was chosen

8?Hunt Scrapbooks, vol. 1, The Daily Globe. September 22, 1910.
88J. R. Murdock, Constitutional Development of Arizona (Phoenix:
1930), p. 19 • Morris Goldwater was the uncle of the present Junior
Senator from Arizona, Barry Goldwater.
89Arizona Republican. October 10, 1910.

90fiunt Scrapbooks, vol. 1, Arizona Gazette. October 10, 1910.
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president of the convention.
expected.

The result was what everyone in the chamber

Hunt received forty-one Democratic votes and Judge Veils the

eleven of the Republicans.

Hunt and Wells exchanged votes.

After Hunt

was escorted to the desk of the presiding officer, he stated:
I sincerely return to you my thanks for your selection
of myself as the presiding officer of this convention. What
we do must be done for the good of the people of Arizona,
and it must be done wisely . . . By the authority in me vested
as the presiding officer the permanent organization is now
perfected hereby for the framing of a constitution and a
form of government for Arizona under the Act of Congress.91
The next step was the naming of the permanent committees by
Hunt, twenty-four in all. 92

The Arizona Republican remarked that the

liberal Democrats were in full control of the convention, and that
"the chairmanships are so distributed that President Hunt and those
who supported him in the contest can retain undisputed control of the
machine."93

Winsor, a supporter of Hunt, was given two chairmanships,

while such men as Franklin and Baker of Maricopa County, and Ellinwood
of Cochise were not appointed to chairmanships.
charge was simple.

Hunt's answer to this

A. A. Cohen,9^ private secretary to the president,

in a statement to a Globe newspaper, declared that "such men as Baker
and Franklin are 'soreheads' because Hunt felt the convention would
accomplish more without having them as the heads of committees. "95

Of

93-lbid.. Arizona Democrat. October 10, 1910.
92For committees and members see Arizona Republican. October 14.

1910.
93Arizona Republican. October 14, 1910.
9^A. A. Cohen was the editor who had suggested that Hunt intro
duce the bill for a statehood league in the Twenty-fifth Legislature.
95sunt Scrapbooks, vol. 1, The Daily Globe. October 18, 1910.
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the five men on the committee on labor, four were members of labor unions.
However, perhaps reflecting his business background and the fact that he
was not as radical as many charged, Hunt made appointments to the com
mittee on private corporations and banks that did not reflect the general
composition of the convention.

Of the nine men of this committee, Mr.

Wlnsor was the only one not interested, directly or indirectly, in some
bank.97
On October 14, 1910, during one of the sessions, Mr. Hunt made
a totally unexpected announcement:
Gentlemen of the convention, while supported by years of
precedent and usage . . . speaking in behalf of the Democratic
delegates, whose desire I am sure it is, that this body shall
get as close to the people as possible, in drafting a peoples*
constitution, I request that I be permitted to withdraw from
the committee on Riles in order that the formation of rules
may be as free from official influence and as close to the
people as possible.98
In all probability, Hunt initiated this move because of his ambition
to be governor of the new state.
vention had already been adopted.

The rules of procedure for the con
However, by this maneuver. Hunt

could remain clear of at least a certain amount of partisan and bi
partisan squabbling in the convention.

He may have felt also that this

move would establish a precedent which the state legislature might
follow with respect to the presiding officers.

With the avoidance of

“Cannonism” in Arizona's legislature, a future governor might have an

^Arizona Republican. October 14, 1910.
97ibld.

98yerbatim Report Arizona C(institutional Convention, vol. 1,
October 14, 1910.
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easier time.99
Organized labor again showed that it proposed to take an
active interest in the making of the constitution.

On October 17

President Hunt read a letter to the delegates from the Mine Unions of
Globe, which reported measures approved unanimously by the members:
First - The Initiative and Referendum and Recall, as
embodied in the Constitution of Oregon. Second - The right
of the state to engage in industrial pursuits, subject to
approval by vote of the people; provided however, that there
shall be no competitive convict labor. Third - The election
of the U. S. Senators by direct vote of the people. Fourth That provision be made for amendment of the Constitution by
majority vote of the people .-1
-00
On the basis of the evidence at the disposal of research
workers, it is impossible to chart the maneuvers of Hunt during the
convention or to get a clear picture of the influence which he probably
exerted in behalf of specific provisions.

The minutes of the conven

tion are confined to the bare bones of motions, amendments, and votes.
It seems logical to assume, however, that Hunt was active in behalf
of provisions which he favored. ‘It has been generally assumed that
Hunt favored labor.

The minutes of the convention indicate that Hunt

appointed labor men to important committees and read letters from orga
nized labor to the convention.

One researcher states that "Hunt recog

nized labor men in preference to others, ruled in favor of labor and

anted for Joseph G. Cannon, Speaker of the House of Repre
sentatives 1903-1910. "Cannonisa" symbolized the dictatorial power of
the speaker in controlling the fate of measures through his chairman
ship on the rules committee and the selection of standing committees.
F. A. Ogg and P. 0. Ray, Introduction to American Government. (10th ed.;
New York: Appleton-Century Crofts, Inc., 195l), p. 2§3.
• ^ Verbatim Report Arizona Constitutional Convention, vol.
October 17, 1910.

1,

32
that it was his policy to delay the announcement of a vote for a few
moments to see if anyone would change his vote to the side of labor. "101
Hunt declared in a personal interview with Tru McGinnis that "(A. F.)
Parsons was always given the floor when he arose for he was a forceful
speaker and usually spoke for labor. *102

The assumption that Hunt

favored labor in the convention, therefore, can be partially validated.
As an occupational breakdown of the convention delegates indicates,
organized labor itself had few men in the convention.

Therefore, it

would seem logical to assume that Hunt, as a progressive, 103 within the
framework of the goals that he and other delegates had pledged to support,
directed the convention in a manner acceptable to the majority, which
probably had some pro-labor bias.

It would be reasonable to assume that

Hunt did little of the substantive work on the proposed measure.

Hunt

did, however, vote with the majority in the convention on the progressive
measures that were incorporated.
In assessing the strength of organized labor at the time of the
constitutional convention, two ingredients must be known - the numerical

lOlMcGinnis, o&. cit., pp. 4^-45.
l°*
2Ibid.. p. 44
103Hunt will be defined as a progressive with the following defi
nition of the objectives of progressives: (l) They were determined to
restore control of the government to the rank and file of the people,
(2) They were determined to correct the abuses and the injustices that
had crept into everyday life with the development of industrialism and
growth of urban centers, (3) They were determined to restore greater
equality of opportunity in economic affairs by drawing up new rules of
conduct for business. Lewis P. Todd and Merle Curti, Rise of the
American Nation. (New York: Hare ourt. Brace and World, 19617, p. 543•
More specifically, along with many other so-called progressives, Hunt
supported the initiative, the referendum, the recall, direct election
of U. S. Senators, an employers* liability act, and an income tax.
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strength and the political strength.

Analyzing the numerical strength

of labor is difficult because of the lack of available statistics on
union membership.

The only gauge available to determine membership is

the estimates of earlier researchers based upon interviews with persons
active at the time of the convention and upon newspaper reports during
this same period.

V. D. Brannon declared that "although by 1910 there

were certain groups of laborers in the Territory of Arizona which were
organized, the great mass of workingmen were entirely without organiza
tion . . .

only the railroad workers had unions that covered the entire

territory and were very influencial. "lOh
only strong organization of miners.103

The union at Globe was the

The Western Federation of

Miners, with branches at Bisbee, Globe and Douglas, was discredited in
most parts of the territory.
could bargain individually only.

Most of the other classes of laborers
Thus, in all probability, organized

labor in terms of numbers was not a significant force in Arizona in

1910.
Measuring the political strength of organized labor in 1910
is important because of the success that labor had in incorporating its
goals into the Constitution of Arizona.

Since numerically labor was

apparently not too strong, the ability of labor leaders to accomplish
their goals through the Democratic majority in the convention must be
viewed as a paramount political triumph.

^ B r a n n o n , op. cit., p.

Hunt must take a great deal of

7.

lO^Hunt, interview with Brannon, November
Brannon, p. ?•

6, 1931* quoted in

-^ A r i z o n a Daily Star. April 2, 1909, quoted in Brannon, p. ?.

34
credit for labor's success*

Organized labor was probably able to exert

a great deal of political weight during the convention because of (l)
the agreement between the Labor party and the Democratic party prior
to the convention, (2) the pro-labor sympathies of Hunt and a majority of
the convention delegates, most of whom did not belong to the ranks of
labor, and (3) the progressive ideas that were influential in the
United States at that time.
Hunt, always in touch with public opinion, stated near the
halfway point of the sixty day convention:
I want to call your attention to the fact that we have
been in session twenty-eight days, and some of the most
important committees have not yet made a report. Among
these are the Committees on State and School Lands, Mines
and Mining, Railroad, Irrigation and Water Rights, and Cor
porations and Banking. It is necessary, gentlemen that
these committees get down to work or make their reports without
delay. You will observe that we have only eleven days left,
and if we don't get reports from these committees at once,
we will be in an awful fix. ^ 7
Newspapers had for several days been criticizing the slow work of the
convention.

This announcement by Hunt had wide coverage and approval

in the press.
After the constitution had been drafted, it was somewhat un
certain who would sign the completed constitution.

It was decided that

any signature would indicate absolute approval.^-®®

Of the forty-one

Democrats in the convention, all but one signed the document, and of
the eleven Republicans, all but one refused to sign.^ 9

The following

10?Hunt Scrapbooks, vol. 1, Los Angeles Times. November 19, 1910
108Arizona Daily Star. December 11, 1910.
lO^Murdock,

0£. cit., p. 42.
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day, the "Arizona Statehood League" was formed at the capitol by a
number of the convention delegates who were still in the city.

The

organization had as its objective a favorable popular vote on the
constitution.-^0
in the territory*

The League consisted of a delegate from each county
As was expected, Q. W. P. Hunt was named president.

Even before the convention had been adjourned, two campaigns
were on in the territory:
one for its adoption.
two factions.

one for the defeat of the constitution and

The newspapers of the day were mouthpieces of the

The strongest argument used by the forces against the

constitution was "Statehood First."

They claimed that the proposed

constitution would defer statehood for it would not find favor with
Congress or President T a f t . m

Labor and other groups said that if the

President disapproved of the constitution merely because it contained
the initiative, referendum and recall, he would alienate from his
affection every labor leader and every insurgent Republican from Maine
to

California.H 2

Hunt, as president of the Arizona Statehood League,

stumped the territory for the new constitution.

In the middle of

February, Hunt left Arizona for Washington and New York.

He intended

to arrive in Washington simultaneously with the statehood boosters from
Phoenix, spend a few days in the Capital interviewing prominent states
men, and then go to New York to do the summer buying for the Old
Dominion Commercial Company.

H % u n t Scrapbooks, vol. 1, Arizona Democrat. December 10, 1910.
U

1lbid.

•^ A r i z o n a Daily Star. February
H % u n t Scrapbooks, vol.

8, 1911.

1 , The Daily Globe. February 15* 1 9 U *

36
The people of Arizona, on February 27, 1 9 H » accepted the
Constitution by the large majority of 12,18? to 3,302.H4
then shifted to Congress.

The battle

Eventually a resolution was approved by

President Taft on August 21, 1911, upon the condition that the electors
of Arizona exempt judges from the recall at the general fall election
in Arizona.
One interesting sidelight of the battle over the constitution
centered around Hunt and an opposition newspaper in Globe.

The Daily

Globe favored the constitution but opposed Hunt and the people who
would not back down on the matter of recall of judges.

Hunt notified

the management of The Daily Globe that because of their attitude on
the question of statehood, he was withdrawing the advertising of the
Old Dominion Commercial Company.H5
Hunt’s action

One Globe newspaper attacked

by declaring:

G.
Washington pea Hunt, "merchant prince" of Gila, presi
dent of the late Constitutional Convention, ambitious to be
the first governor of the State of Arizona, strenuous advo
cate, by heck It of the recall of the judiciary, even though
its retention in the Constitution defeats statehood and
paralyzes all industrial development, spokesman for the
Western Federation of Miners, with which organization he has
cast his political destinies, is now posing before the people
of Globe in a new role, that of censor of the public press.
A. T. Hammons, the treasurer of the Old Dominion Bank contacted B. J.
Barron, the owner of The Daily Globe, aid made a formal demand for the
payment of the entire balance of Barron’s lease.^-7

Barron, the deposed

^ A r i z o n a Daily Star. February 28, 1911.
H ^ H u n t Scrapbooks, vol. 2, The Daily Globe. July 28, 1911.
• ^ Ibid.. Arizona Democrat. July

31, 1911.

H 7 ibid., The Daily Globe. August 15, 1 9 U .
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owner, entered into an agreement with the publishers of the Daily
Silver Belt whereby a new newspaper (Globe Democrat) could be issued
from that plant.

This controversy with the newspaper illustrates the

power and influence that Hunt possessed in Glebe.

In fact. Hunt was

reportedly one of the richest men in Arizona at this time.
During this period it was very important for politicians and
organizations to be considered pro-union.
The Daily Globe illustrates this point:

The following editorial in
"Someone has been maliciously

circulating the report that The Daily Globe was being issued without
a Union label.

This report is a falsehood in every sense of the word,

and a glance at the top of this column will readily convince the reader
that tiie paper bears the label of the International Typographical
U n i o n . I n

fact. Hunt was rarely to issue any political handbill or

pamphlet during his long career as governor that did not have a union
label on it.
On September 21, 1911, Hunt announced to no one's surprise his
plans to run for governor.^-9

in the primary campaign. Hunt campaigned

on a slogan of "people's rule and progressivism." ^ O

Qne phoenix news

paper, the Arizona Gazette, called the basic issue of the campaign "the
people vs. The Interests; whether or not the principles of popular govern
ment, as promulgated at the constitutional convention shall be carried

H Slbid.. August 16, 1911.
H 9 c o p y of announcement, (Hunt Personal Papers, Department of
Library and Archives, State Capitol, Phoenix, Arizona).

120Hunt Scrapbooks, vol. 2, Arizona Gazette. October 4, 1911.

'
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into e f f e c t . Hunt won the primary and the general elect!on. 1-22
In reviewing this chapter, the following conclusions can be
drawn from the facts.

Hunt’s attitude toward workers and unions could

very well have been related to his own hardships, although the evidence
is not conclusive.

The impoverished economic condition of his family

in Missouri may have colored his later attitudes toward the lower income
groups and their efforts to improve their status.

Hunt’s early adven

tures may have affected his later resourcefulness as a politician and
businessman.

Hunt’s activity in the territorial legislatures was quite

moderate and unimpressive.

Hunt’s early political activities and

experiences probably were beneficial in preparing him for the office
of governor.
in the middle.

Hunt reacted to mine strikes as a businessman caught
Two examples are the role he played in the 1901 Globe

strike and his correspondence with A. T. Hammons over the 1903 Globe
strike.

For several years Hunt apparently had been preparing to win

the office of governor after Arizona was admitted to statehood.
On the basis of materials available, the indications are that
Hunt and a majority of the delegates did support the measures that
labor favored.

Another factor that should not be overlooked was the

particular time that the convention was held.

In 1910, there was a great

deal of interest in progressive measures in the United States and many
of these ideas were incorporated into the Constitution of Arizona.

IZLlbid.
122see Appendix, primary and general election returns.

Labor, though not significant in terms of numbers, was able
to exert a strong political voice in the convention through Hunt and
a majority of the conventional delegates.

CHAPTER 2

G. W. P. HUNT AND PRISC21 LABOR

For the greater part of his political career, G. W. P. Hunt
was active in the field of prison reform and prisoner rehabilitation.
He was concerned with (1) basic reforms at the state prison, (2) capi
tal punishment, and (3) the use of prison labor on public works projects.
He became known both in Arizona and the nation as a prison reformer,
and this reputation may have been of value in furthering his political
career.

His employment of prison labor on bridges and highways,

however, touched upon his relationships with organized labor, one of the
principal components of the various coalitions which supported Hunt
for the governorship.

This chapter will be limited to an analysis of

the use of prison labor during Hunt's administrations and his relation
ships with organized labor concerning this matter.
Before a study of Governor Hunt and prison labor can be made,
a review of prison labor in Arizona prior to statehood is pertinent.
It may indicate various proposals or measures in the territorial legis
lature which possibly influenced Hunt's policies on prison labor and
the attitude of organized labor toward the use of prison labor outside
the prison during territorial days.
Hunt's first experience as a legislator was in the Seventeenth
Territorial Legislature, which met in regular session in 1894.

This

legislature heard Governor N. 0. Murphy, in his biennial message, suggest
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the possibility of greater utilization of prison labor as one of the
reasons for the proposed removal of the state prison from Yuma.
The Territorial Prison in Yuma is a very expensive insti
tution, and vexatious to manage successfully and economi
cally under existing law. Some means should be devised whereby
convist labor can be utilized in contributing to the economy
of the prison, and if a different locality satisfactory to
the people, more centrally located in the Territory, presenting
greater advantages for utilizing prison labor without directly
competing with industrious free citizens, and where home
products and merchandise can economically receive the pre
ference in supplying and maintaining the institution can be
found, the prison should be moved .1
This was the first time that an Arizona governor had made this type of
request.

But in spite of this, nothing was done in the legislature.
Hunt also served in the Eighteenth Legislature, to which

Governor L. G. Hughes recommended the enactment of a law authorizing
the leasing of prison labor to those who might desire to employ it
both inside and outside of the territorial prison, predicting that
the prison could be made self-sustaining, or nearly so, under such a
law.%

The law was not enacted.

During the Hughes administration an

attempt was made to work prisoners outside the prison walls under con
tract, but there was such a protest from the general public that the
system was soon abandoned.3

From that attempt till just before state

hood, prison labor was not used except in construction of the new
state prison at Florence.

Penitentiary removal was determined by the

^Arizona Journals of the 17th Legislative Assembly, op. cit.,
pp. 24-25.
^Arizona Journals of the 18th Legislative Assembly, op. cit..

pp. i6_i7:
^Kelly, op. cit.. p.

----------"
170.

—
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legislature of 1907, without material opposition from Yuma.^

The new

penitentiary was erected almost wholly by the labor of convicts, di
rected by Superintendent T. H. Bynnings, himself a practical builder.**
Hunt was also serving in the Twenty-fifth Legislature, when
Governor J. H. Kibbey reported that the Board of Control was making
good progress in the construction of the new territorial prison at
Florence.

On the subject of prison labor, the governor declared:

To stimulate the efficiency of the convict labor, as well
as to render it more contented and therefore more easily
subject to discipline, and as an inducement to good conduct,
the Board provided that for every day of efficient work per
formed by the convict in and about this construction, and in
addition to the statutory good time allowed for good behavior,
he should have a further two days deducted from his term of
imprisonment.®
It appears that in territorial Arizona, the primary group
opposed to convict labor was organized labor.^

The aims sought by

organized labor during the constitutional convention reflected this
opposition.

On October 17, 1910, President Hunt read a letter from the

mine unions of Globe to the delegates of the convention.

One of the

measures that was approved unanimously by the members of the Globe
unions supported "The right of the state to engage in industrial
pursuits, subject to approval by vote of the people; provided however,
that there shall be no competitive convict labor."®

^McClintock,

In the constitutional

0£. cit., p. 491.

%bid.
®Arizona Journals of the 25th Legislative Assembly, op. cit.,
p. 17.
^Delbridge,

0£. cit.. p. 23.

^Verbatim Report Arizona Constitutlonal Convention, vol. 1,
October 17, 1910.
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convention, the matter of convict labor came up in the labor committee.
The committee reported against the employment of convict labor on
public roads and bridges.9
dissented.

it was understood that only one member

Nevertheless, nothing was done, and there was no provision

either for or against convict labor in the Arizona Constitution.
Hunt was inaugurated as the first governor of the State of
Arizona on February 14, 1912.

He created a mild furor just after he

had taken the oath of office by refusing to occupy a reviewing stand
built by non-union labor. 10

The governor and his party retired to the

capital to look at the parade while another stand was being erected by
union men.
Immediately after his inauguration. Hunt moved to effectuate
his prison reforms.

As early as the preceding December he had written

to his soon-to-be-appointed state prison warden promising that:
The prison at Florence is going to receive my earnest
consideration . . . For the time being the inmates of the
Florence prison are the charges of the State . . . The in
fluences for good are many and diverse, and I feel that all
the inmates should first be employed, that their hands should
be kept busy as well as their minds.H
On February 22, Hunt announced that a more humane system would
be inaugurated at the state prison.^

This new system provided for the

elimination of the striped uniforms, the abolition of a n

forms of

degrading punishment, and the establishment of an honor system.

^Hunt Scrapbooks, vol. 1, Santa Fe New Mexican, October 14, 1912.
10Ibid., vol. 4, Arizona Democrat. February 14, 1912.
llLetter from Hunt to R. B. Sims, December 28, 1911.
l^Hunt Scrapbooks, vol. 4, Arizona Gazette. February 22, 1912.
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The use of prison labor in Arizona was closely tied to the deve
lopment and growth of a highway system.

When Hunt assumed office, he

indicated that one of the most important problems confronting his
administration was the building of good roads to connect the widely
separated mining districts with the business centers and the farming
communities.^3

Hunt had pledged his word during the campaign and in

his message to the legislature that he would do his best to start a
creditable system of state highways to connect the various towns of the
state.
Hunt employed a number of tactics to gain popular support for
his prison policies.

He received national press coverage after spending

a night in a cell at the state prison with the "boys.”

On another

occasion, he was host to nine convict laborers employed on the Tempe
Bridge, started during the last territorial administration, at a
restaurant after a Sunday baseball game which he promoted.

The Women’s

Christian Temperance Union of Maricopa County was one of the groups
which approved this action, as indicated by the following resolution:
M ...

We heartily approve the efforts of the Governor to reform, and

with the exception of Sunday baseball, we believe the endeavors of the
Governor to be in harmony with the best Christian thought and practice.
At least one of the newspapers of the state took a negative view of the
reasons for Hunt’s tactics in support of his prison policies.
He has never been known yet to sidestep anything that
gave him a chance to get his name in the newspapers. In

•^Delbridge, op. cit.
l^Hunt Scrapbooks, vol. 4, Arizona Gazette. March 25, 1912.
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fact the Republican has an awful suspicion that it is
largely for the purpose of getting personal advertising that
Governor Hunt is indulging in a good many vaudeville per
formances, whose net effect so far has been to get himself
and the state ridiculed by outside newspapers.3-5
In his first message to the new state legislature. Hunt included
in the program which he outlined the employment of convict labor upon
the public roads of the s t a t e . i t was reported that Hunt consulted
organized labor on the question whether there would be opposition by
the laboring men of the state.3-7

Through lack of evidence, organized

labor*s exact reaction on this occasion cannot be determined.

However,

subsequent evidence in this chapter indicates that organized labor
compromised its policy of opposing prison labor and that it went along
with Hunt on this matter.
In July Hunt met with the board of supervisors of Gila County
in Globe for the purpose of taking up the matter of convict labor.
Hunt said, in part, MI feel that the work of the honor convicts is a
success.

The administration policy to build up good roads with convicts

will be carried on no matter what criticism is offered by a few.H^®
The initial project was a road over the mountain range between
the mining camps of Globe and Ray.

Without a single guard, twenty-five

picked convicts were put on the road.19

No one in authority was with

l^Ibid.. vol. 20, Arizona Republican. March 26, 1912.
•^Messages of Governors Geo. W. P, Hunt and T. E. Campbell. 191223, prepared by H. S. KcCluskey, pp. 27-28.
17])eibridge,

0£. cit.

l8Hunt Scrapbooks, vol. 4, Daily Globe. July 15, 1912.
19ibid., Arizona Gazette, no date.

them except W. E. Marvin of the state engineering department.
to the Arizona Gazette:
prison reform system.

According

"This is a further trial of Governor Hunt’s

He has formulated an extensive plan to work

about half of the 400 convicts in the penitentiary on the state high
ways, but all of them except this first party of twenty-five, will be
under guard. ”^0

a

prison camp was established a few miles from where the

Globe-Ray road was built.
The newspapers of the state that had opposed Hunt during the
previous election also opposed his prison labor policy.
that was carried in two newspapers asserted:

One article

"It now turns out that the

work done by the state prisoners in Gila County resulted in heavy loss to
that county.

An expenditure of $8,000 resulted in the building of one

mile of new road and the repair of three miles of old road."^

Hunt’s

reaction to the allegation was to charge that "these clippings are from
two Reactionary Democratic newspapers in Cochise County who do not want
to see prison labor for fear that it will be a s u c c e s s I n

his earlier

administrations, Hunt usually answered criticisms of his prison labor
policies by claiming that attacks were directed by "The Interests."

As

one writer affirmed, "Undoubtedly this concerted and long continued news
paper attack upon Hunt’s prison policies is clever strategy . . • it would
not be good politics for a corporation press to attack a governor because
he had raised their tax assessment."23

20Ibid.. vol. 5» Arizona Gazette, no date.
21Hunt Scrapbooks, vol. 8, Bisbee Review. July 8, 1913 and
Douglas International. July 8, I9I3.
oo
Hunt Scrapbooks, vol. 8, personal comment written on a page by Hunt
^MacFarlane,

0£. cit.. pp. 26-27.
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Hunt attempted to arouse popular sentiment later in the month by
accompanying an additional group of thirty convicts to the Ray camp.

He

stated in a telegram to the editor of the Daily silver Belt, apparently
for publicity purposes:

MSupt. Sims and I leave Florence this morning

with select corps of thirty men for camp, marching overland from Ray,

{stcf

Superintendent and I will arrive Globe Tuesday n i g h t . T h e

Daily Silver Belt, which opposed Hunt's honor system, was probably
more realistic than other critics of the governor's prison labor poli
cies, when it commented:
The Daily Silver Belt is in favor of the principle of
putting the convicts to work on the roads of the new state.
The Daily Silver Belt regrets that Governor Hunt has in
sisted upon making his own will the law of the community
to such an extent that he is going ahead with his experi
ments in this connection in opposition to the wishes of
many of the people in this part of the state . . . IT IS
NOT POSSIBLE TO QUARTER LARGE CAMPS OF UNGUARDED CONVICTS
IN CLOSE PROXIMITY TO TOWNSPEOPLE. 5
Hunt backed down on the matter of honor prisoners, and afterwards most
of the convict labor was guarded.
Hunt received national recognition for his reform policies. One
national magazine, for example, asked Hunt to express his views on prison
reform.

In his article. Hunt said in part:

In Arizona we have reached the point where we are devel
oping a new conscience in our treatment of the criminal.
Already in turn for services to the state we credit men with
.two days' time for each day of work. In addition, I believe
they should receive some small wage, so that they can leave
the prison with enough money for a fresh start . . . work on
prison farms, building bridges and highways, the learning
of trades, even the regular system of education can all be

2*tPaiIy Silver Belt. July 29, 1913.
25lbid.
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made to take the place of the pestilential immorality common
to all prisons of the old type.2°
In the fall of 1912, there was talk of recall action against
Hunt because of dissatisfaction with the prison reform policies, the
“honor system," and the liberal use of the executive parole.2?

One news

paper, generally not too friendly to Hunt, replied:
• . . We believe that by some of his prison reform stunts,
such as sleeping in a cell with a convict and inviting them
as his guests at dinner after a ball game he brought ridicule
to the cause of prison reform which we know is one of his
most sincere and cherished reforms. . . . A recall petition
should not be countenanced unless the charges of corruption
or flagrant neglect of duly be proven beyond doubt and no
one has suspicioned anything of the kind in connection with
Arizona* s first Governor.2°
The recall petition was circulated in western Gila County by a former
guard at the Florence penitentiary.
movement died within a week.

More talk than action, the recall

The newspapers, however, used it as an

excuse for criticizing or praising Hunt.
The work at Ray was eventually completed.

The next project was

the highway from Florence to Chandler, named the Hunt Highway.29
was completed within a year.

This

The old government wagon road from

Florence to Tucson was then rebuilt, widened and improved, and made a
standard highway by prison labor.

Included in the highway system were

three main bridges built by prison labor.

They were the Tempe Bridge,

^ G . W. P. Hunt, “The New Criminology," Hearst*s Magazine.
October, 1912.
2?Hunt Scrapbooks, vol.

8, Douglas International. October 3» 1912.

2®Ibid., Bisbee Review. October 3» 1912.
29celbridge,

0£. cit.. p. 26

finished during Hunt’s first term, the Fairbanks Bridge in Cochise
County over the San Pedro River, and the bridge over the Gila River
at Wellton in Yuma County. 30

There were also many smaller bridges

built.
Various community groups desiring local road work took their
requests to the governor.

One committee from Bisbee, for example,

visited Governor Hunt at the capitol and called his attention to the
fact that a district which had such a large population and paid a
major portion of taxes was entitled to a good road, and preferably a
transcontinental highway. 31

Hunt informed the committee that if or

ganized labor would not object he would authorize establishment of a
prison camp in the mountains, under guard, to grade a highway over
the "divide."32

Organized labor reportedly approved the proposition.33

In 1914, with the advent of World War I, unemployment became a
serious matter as a result of a drop in the price of copper and a
consequent general reduction of work forces and wages in the mines.
Governor Hunt was petitioned by labor groups to promote employment.
According to the Arizona Labor Journal. "Hunt has taken steps to remove
the convicts from the construction and repair work on the highways and
permit their places to be filled by men who have been rendered jobless
by the recent orders. "34

Hunt’s intention was first made public when

3°Ibid.
3lLetter from J. Bowen and J. Jenderson to Hunt, no date.
32Delbridge, op. cit.
33ibid.

% i u n t Scrapbooks, vol.

13, Arizona Labor Journal, August 17, 1914.
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the governor addressed a letter to the board of supervisors of Cochise
County:
In view of the serious situation created by the curtaiLment of operations in the different mines of this state, and
particularly of Cochise County, on account of the effect of
the European wars upon the copper market . . . While no
considerable number of men are being employed on this project
(Bisbee) the fact remains • . « some seventy or eighty
workingmen . . . could be afforded a means of livelihood
during the present stringency.35
Steps were immediately taken by the Cochise County officials to carry
out the suggestion of the governor, and about

100 jobless men were

given employment.
All new highway construction was discontinued during World War
I,

Immediately after the signing of the Armistice, Governor Hunt wired

to Washington, D. C., and arranged for resumption of new road construc

tion,36

He also returned to the subject of prison labor by stating that

prisoners would probably be used in the construction of additional roads.
Governor Bint made this announcement to a score of state businessmen who
met with him to discuss highway construction and improvement plans. 37
The use of prison labor on highway construction continued through the

1920's.
Hunt provoked a number of labor complaints in 1928 by his
approval of the use of prison labor in the building of a school to be
erected in Pinal County for girl delinquents.

A resolution was passed

35ibld.
36Delbridge, oj). cit.. p. 2?.
3?Hunt Scrapbook, vol. 34, Arizona Record. November 10, 1923
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by the Tucson Central Trades Council and sent to the governor earnestlyprotesting the use of prison labor in the construction of the building.38
According to the Arizona Labor Journal, “there is very little possibility
that the Governor will allow this building to be put up by prison labor
. . . when one considers that the press of the state which is opposed to
Governor Hunt can use this matter to their advantage.“39

However, Hunt’s

reply was not what might be expected in view of his earlier cordial
relationship with organized labor.

His reply also refers to a “deal"

or understanding that had existed between him and organized labor in the
past.
I was greatly surprised at this action of the Tucson
Central Trades Council in view of past understandings which
I have had with the leaders of the labor unions of Arizona,
with respect to the policies to be followed in the employ
ment of prison labor. I think you will agree that it is in
human not to provide useful!employment for the prisoners.
It would also be unfair to the taxpayers of the state to
keep them in idleness • • . there has been a general under
standing that orgainzed labor would much prefer that prisoners
in this state be employed at road building or other public
work than to have them occupied in manufacturing various
articles for the market which would come into direct compe
tition with the product of free labor. In the case of the
Girls* Industrial building in Randolph, the appropriation
for the construction of the building was entirely insuffi
cient to provide for a satisfactory and adequate construction
without using prison labor.^
Thus, despite the complaints of the Tucson labor groups and a protest
from the Arizona State Federation of Labor, Hunt went ahead with the plan.
Governor Hunt’s prison labor policy appears to have had gen
eral acceptance in a state which was in dire need of good roads but

3% b i d .. vol. 60, Arizona Labor Journal. August 16, 1928.
39lbid.
^ I b l d .. Labor Record. August 26, 1928.
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short of funds.

After the completion of the Tempe Bridge, for example,

a good report was made by the state engineer*s office indicating the
savings possible with convict l abo r . ^
At least one group was opposed to certain uses of convict labor
in Arizona.

A bill was passed by the first state legislature, "which

permitted the use of convict labor upon a private irrigation corpora*,
tion enterprise under the weak pretext of securing a "state farm.*"42
The Socialist Bulletin pointed out that the state legislature "have /sic/
succeeded in getting through a rank piece of legislation which was
given a unanimous vote and then left quietely alone until it was too
late to use the referendum . . .

the men for whose profit this measure

was framed will have the uninterrupted use of convict labor for over a
year."43
After the start of World War I and the strikes in the copper
mines. Hunt's prison labor policies ceased to be an issue.

Organized

4^Arizona Republican. March 20, 1914. Engineer J. C. Ryan,
who was in charge of the bridge construction . . . his figures show a
working force of forty-eight men, a gross cost per man per day in a
month of twenty-six working days to the month of $1.16 and less the
state refund of 39*9 cents. The gross cost per day for the entire
force of forty-eight was $55*68 and the net cost, again considering
the state refund was $19.15* In contrast to these figures he shows
what paid men would have been required to have done the same amount
under force account: 1 blacksmith $4100; 4 derrick engineers at $3*50i
$14.00; 14 white laborers on foundation work at $2.50 per day, $35?
6 laborers on rock crusher at $2, $12.00; 8 laborers at $2 on concrete
work, $16.00; 4 white teamsters at $2.50 each, $10. This gives a total
of $90 per day against a net cost of $19*50 and a margin in favor of
the methods employed of $70.85 each day.
42Hunt Scrapbooks, vol. 10, Socialist Bulletin, no date
43ibid.
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labor criticized the Girls' Industrial School in 1928, but for other
reasons.
It became increasingly evident in the late 1920's that the group
particularly in favor of prison labor consisted of the merchants of the
various communities of the state.

Hunt received in his office many

resolutions praising prison labor.

One newspaper noted that:

The Chamber of Commerce of Coolidge, Arizona, has gone on
record as being in favor of the present system of using state
prisoners in construction of roads, in a resolution adopted
by that body last Friday. The Chamber of Commerce stated in
a letter to Governor Hunt that they are very grateful for the
viots, and the conduct of

By 1930 Hunt's stand on prison labor had changed and in the
gubernatorial campaign of 1930, Hunt flayed Governor Phillips for using
prison labor in constructing a national guard camp in Flagstaff on the
grounds that it kept unemployed men from getting jobs.46
In reviewing the use of prison labor by G. W. P. Hunt, the fol
lowing conclusions can be drawn from the facts.
the idea of prison labor in Arizona.

Hunt did not initiate

Three territorial governors had

mentioned it and the last territorial governor had initiated the use of
prison labor on the Tempo Bridge.

Hunt did experiment with the "honor

system" for convict laborers but because of protests used it sparingly.

^ I n the late 1920's, Hunt and organized labor were in con
flict over Hunt's position on the Workmen's Compensation Act of 1925.
Organized labor had decreased in power since the constitutional con
vention of 1912, and in the late 1920*s Hunt was appealing more to
the middle class of Arizona than to the labor vote. This will be
elaborated upon in a subsequent chapter.
4 % u n t Scrapbooks, vol.

58, Arizona Gazette. May 30, 1928.

^Copper Era. October 25, 1920.
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Organized labor and Hunt had an understanding regarding the
use of convict labor.

When labor was in distress because of unem

ployment, Hunt removed prison labor from the public works till the
employment situation had improved.

Organized labor may not have been

overly enthusiastic about prison labor, but was not, except during
unemployment stress, in opposition to Hunt's policy.

It probably

felt that for Hunt's support on other measures, the compromise was
worthwhile.
The use of prison labor by Hunt was probably an asset to his
political career.

The towns and communities of Arizona's counties

that received the benefits of improved roads were increasingly in favor
of the use of prison labor.

The primary reasons for this attitude

were that local city and county road costs were held down and improved
roads were good for business.

The approval by the merchants and middle

class of these towns and communities of Hunt's policy at the very
least did not hurt Hunt politically and probably was a positive
political asset.

Because of the need for highways in Arizona and the

lack of financial resources, prison labor greatly augmented the build
ing of roads and other public works.

However, the vast majority of

Arizona's highways were built by the highway department through force
accounts and contract labor, not by prison labor.
The corporations and "interests" were not opposed to the build
ing of roads by prison labor.

Perhaps the charge was true that the

corporations attacked Hunt indirectly through his prison reforms.

If

this charge was true, the press attacked Hunt only during his first
administration.

The evidence indicates that the mining areas had
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everything to gain from improved roads through prison labor - better
transportation, easier access and a larger supply of local labor for
mine work.

CHAPTER 3

G. W. P. HUNT AND THE MINE STRIKES OF 1915-16

Governor Hunt took an active role in the serious mine strikes
of 1915-16 by trying to prevent violence and to effect a settlement.
Hunt’s activities during these labor-management troubles led to
attempts to recall him and undoubtedly affected the outcome of the

1916 primary and general election campaigns.
The outbreak of World War I at first caused an atmosphere of
uncertainty in the copper industry which tended to depress prices and
production schedules and cause lay-offs.

With the continuation of the

European War, however, and the preparedness program of the United
States, copper production and profits increased.

In the face of the

rising cost of living, without an attendant increase in wages, labor
became increasingly restless.

The year 1915 was marked by a great

deal of dissension between labor and management in Arizona.
In October, 1915* a strike which became increasingly serious
was called in the Clifton mining d i s t r i c t . T h e mine managers refused
to confer with the committees appointed by the strikers on the ground
or possible pretext that the committees were dominated by the Western
Federation of Miners.^

They declined to accept the promise of the

*Hunt Scrapbooks, vol. 17, Arizona Labor Journal. September 29,
1915* This strike included the mining camps of Metcalf and Morenci and
will be referred to as the Clifton-Morenci-Metcalf strike.
2Arizona Daily Star. September 2?,
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1915.
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miners that they would not demand recognition of the union and declared
that tiie mine would remain closed until the company was satisfied that
general employee sentiment favored resumption of work on the basis of
wages and conditions previously obtained.

Management, in replying

to the employees* demands, made the following statement:
Our former employes have been persuaded by agitators
of the Western Federation of Miners coming from outside
this district . . . Our attitude in this matter is based
solely on the dominant influence of the Western Federation
of Miners . . . and when this influence is dissipated, we
may take a different view of the situation. 3
Governor Hunt, his secretary Leroy S. Ladd, and Adjutant
General Harris went to the district and immediately went into confer
ence with both the strikers and the mine managers.

Governor Hunt

declared "that he intended to stay there until the strike is settled,
no matter how long it t a k e s . H u n t and his party attempted to serve
as conciliators but were unsuccessful.

Shortly before his return to

Phoenix, the governor addressed a mass meeting at Clifton, in which
he said in part:
I came here at the request of the sheriff of this county
to see if I could not bring my influence to solve the dif
ficulty that has been before you for the past two weeks. I
have been in constant communication with the sheriff of the
county and so far he has maintained control . . . I hope
all of you realize I am going to have order if I have to
call on every troop we have in the state of Arizona . . .
I do not want to come to this district except to bear the
olive branch of peace, but if war comes, you will have to

%bid.
^Hunt Scrapbooks, vol. 17, Arizona Labor Journal. September 29,
1915* This statement must be regarded as a political hyperbole, since
Hunt returned to Phoenix several days later. The dispute was still
unsettled.
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abide by war . . . All of you may be put in the bull pen
and then you can talk it over. 5
Upon returning to Phoenix, Hunt ordered thirty-two members of
the state militia to the strike zone.^

Before the militia arrived,

however, the mine managers boarded a light train and "escaped" from
Arizona to New Mexico.7

Sheriff Cash pursued them in an automobile

to Lordsburg, where he arrested and then released them through lack
of jurisdiction.

He wired the governor that the situation was out of

hand in Clifton and asked Hunt to take charge.

According to one pro

mine newspaper editor, "A state of anarchy exists in this camp, and
while so far the torch and the bomb has /sicj been withheld, the
thousands of striking miners under the inflammatory leadership of
Moyer and his henchmen are ready for anything."®

Hunt received a

communication from the managers, in El Paso, which accused him of
inflammatory utterances and of open identification with the leaders of
the Western Federation of Miners and charged that, largely on this
account, the managers were compelled to leave the district.? The mana
gers reiterated that they would not operate their properties under the
auspices of the Western Federation of Miners, and would not return
«

until the governor assured them that law-abiding citizens would be safe.

% b i d . , no title or date on newspaper clipping.
^Arizona Republican. October 3» 1915•
7Hunt Scrapbooks, vol. 17, Arizona Gazette. October 3, 1915•
®Ibid. The editor was incorrect in his assertions regarding
C. E. Moyer. Moyer was the president of the International Union of
Mine, Mill and Smelter Workers, not the Western Federation of Miners.
?Ibid., October 9* 1915•
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Hunt denied the charges and added that their absence worsened the
situation.
I cannot admit that your alleged apprehension for your
personal safety had any actual foundation other than in your
own state of mind . . . It appears that your course of
action in absenting yourself from the scene of present.in
dustrial agreement, far from removing a cause of disturbance,
had, quite logically, the effect of rendering the possi
bility of arbitration even more remote than it was thereto
fore.10*
2
1
Hunt arranged for the strikers and managers to meet in EL Paso
to discuss a compromise.

A group of labor representatives went to El

Paso accompanied by Sheriff Cash and Adjutant General Harris.

The

managers of the Clifton copper mines refused to meet the committee of
seven representatives, alleging that two were officials of the Western
Federation and one a discharged employee.H

Later, an attorney for

the Phelps-Dodge interests and spokesman for the managers, E. E.
EUimrood, issued the following statement:

"Under a previous statement

the mine managers find themselves unable to meet the committee . . .
all of whom are active leaders of the organization, one each being
president of the Clifton and Morenci locals.
On the same day, Joseph 5. layers, appointed by United States
Secretary of Labor Wilson as a commissioner of conciliation for the
Arizona district during the strike, arrived in Phoenix and reported
directly to Governor Hunt.^3

10Letter from Hunt to N. Carhmichael, M. H. McLean and J. W.
Bennie, October 5, 1915.
^ Arizona Republican. November 12, 1915.
12Ibid.
l^Ibid.. December 13, 1915-

60
After the failure of the labor-management meeting in EL Paso,
the managers proposed a new meeting.

Fifteen names would be submitted

for ratification at mass meetings in the strike zone and from those
fifteen the managers were to select five with whom they would be willing
to meet.

Hunt sent a telegram to the miners urging them to agree to

the proposal.

The following day, in accordance with the proposition of

the managers and the advice of Sheriff Cash and Governor Hunt, the
executive committee of the strikers unanimously decided to comply with
the new proposal of the mine managers.^

(hie anti-Hunt newspaper, the

Arizona Gazette, commenting on the wire that Hunt had sent to the
miners regarding a new committee, declared that "Hunt was playing the
worst kind of politics.because he knew well that not more than one
out of the twenty-five Mexican mine workers is or can be a voter.
The newspaper apparently assumed that a majority of the strikers were
of Mexican origin.
It should be pointed out that the Clifton strike was the third
called by the Western Federation of Miners during the year.. The first
was at Miami in February.
district.

In July, a strike was started in the Ray

The Clifton-Morenci-Metcalf strike was the most serious

from the standpoint of numbers of men out and production lost.l^

The

Arizona Republican summed up the position of the Western Federation of
Miners by stating:

l^Hunt Scrapbooks, vol.

17, Arizona Gazette. October 14, 1915.

15lbid.
^Arizona Republican. October 16, 1915.
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The Western Federation leaders had meetings of employes
for the election of committee men to confer with the managers
at which "hand picked" delegates were chosen each and all of
whom were Western Federation leaders. Not until President
Charles F. Moyer arrived on Thursday was any move made to
repudiate the Western Federation. On Friday, Moyer made
speeches throughout the district advising the men to waive
recognition of the Western Federation of Miners and immedi
ately, separate meetings were called by the employes of the
various companies and identical resolutions passed stating
it was not their intention to demand recognition . . . The
situation has all the appearance of a fight to the finish
between the mining companies of Arizona and the Western
Federation of Miners.!'
Petitions for a federal investigation into strike conditions
in the Clifton-Morenci-Metcalf district were signed in the three copper
camps on October

16. They were instituted by the strike executive

committee, which decided that an investigation on the ground by Joseph
H. Myers, representing the United States Department of Labor, who was
then in Phoenix, would be desirable, no matter what the result of the
committee negotiations in El Paso.!®

A similar petition signed by

some of the businessmen of the district contained the following state
ment:

"We believe the men who work for the mining companies in this

district are underpaid and that they are used in such a manner as to
warrant a federal investigation."!9
Ernest Douglas, a correspondent for the Arizona Republican.
summed up the result of three weeks at the scene:

"• • • The companies

own and operate the stores, and the prices charged at those stores are
outrageous.

There are independent stores, it is true, but the independent

!7lbid.
! % u n t Scrapbooks, vol. 17, EL Paso Herald. October 26, 1915*
!9lbid.
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merchants say that if they sold under the companies they would be
put out of business with little ceremony. "20
Members of the Coanercial Club of Mesa, on October 26, passed
a resolution requesting all commercial bodies and citizens of Arizona
to join with them in an immediate recall of Governor Hunt for the
following reasons:
That the said George W. P. Hunt has deliberately attempted
to foment and encourage class hatreds and divisions. That
he has been partisan and prejudiced in his dealings with the
most vital interests of the state and that, by a program of
unconcealed and deliberate catering to the most radical
elements, he has created a condition approaching anarchy in
certain sections of the state.21
In reply. Governor Hunt declared that "the big interests were behind
the recall movement because his actions did not suit them."2%

The

following day, the Mesa Commercial Club rescinded its resolution.
On October 26, William B. Wilson of the United States Depart
ment of Labor announced in a telegram to Hunt that "I am glad to autho
rize Mr. Myers to make a thorough examination of the conditions existing
in the mining industry of Arizona along the lines suggested in your
letter, and will assign him such additional help as may be necessary."23
The day after the federal investigation was announced by Secre
tary Wilson, Governor Hunt issued a proclamation calling for financial
assistance and donations of clothing and food for the Clifton-Morenci

20Arizona Republican. November 1, 1915*
21lbid.. October 26, 1915*
22Hunt Scrapbooks, vol. 17, El Paso Herald. October 26, 1915*
23Telegram from William B. Wilson to Hunt, October 26, 1915*
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s t r i k e r s . T h e strike continued during November and December.

Myers

continued his investigation for the Department of Labor.
As talk of the possible recall.of the governor had not died
down completely, Hunt issued a pamphlet to answer the charges of
several hostile newspapers which were demanding his removal.

In the

pamphlet he closed by stating:
For the ultimate result of the formidable conspiracy
herein described, I have no fear nor apprehension. "Truth
crushed to earth
rise again" despite the scoundrelly
connivance of "foreign capitalists" or the lecherous lying of
their prostitute press . . . The majority will penetrate
with unerring vision into those recesses behind the scenes
of this insidious political stratagem where the Carhaichaels
and the Ellinwoods sit in smug security and pull the strings. 25
During this period, Hunt was to receive equivocal support from
one extremely radical labor newspaper.

The World, consenting on Hunt

and the strike avowed:
It is not often that The World takes space to defend a
capitalist governor nor do we endorse Governor Hunt of Ari
zona, but we do want to offer our protest against the das
tardly scheme of the mine owners of Arizona . . . Reform
won’t do. Revolution is the only answer that can settle.the
problem - Governor Hunt . . . Join the Socialist Party .26
During the strike. Hunt corresponded regularly with Secretary
Wilson.

Wilson turned down Hunt’s suggestion that the secretary of

labor make a personal investigation of the strike.
Since the receipt of your second communication, I have
had a mind to make a thorough investigation of the labor
conditions in and around the mines of Arizona . . . My

2 % u n t Scrapbooks, vol. 17, Bisbee Review. October 27, 1915*

December

25George W. P. Hunt, So the People May Brow (Phoenix, Arizona:
16, 1915)*
2% u n t Scrapbooks, vol. 18, The World. November, 1915*

experience, however, has demonstrated that investigations for
purposes of publicity and negotiations for adjustment of
labor disputes do not go very well hand in hand.27
In January of 1916, the Clifton mining community had been on
strike for nearly four months.

The New Republic in its analysis of

the situation, stated:
. . . Five thousand copper miners, their wives and children
are enduring deprivation and hunger . . . Not a single arrest
has been made for violence . . . The maintenance of law and
order, the absence of all those perversions or failures of
government which accompanied the recent conflict in Colorado
may be attributed to the statesmanship of Governor G. W. P.
Hunt . . . By keeping out professional strike breakers and
armed guards the Governor adopted the only policy that can
prevent serious internal disorder in this country. Not
only organized labor, but every thoughtful citizen must de
sire to see his course crowned with the success which alone
will render it attractive as a precedent for other executives
in city and government.28
In late January the Arizona Republican commented that:
Owing to the fact that all financial support has here
tofore been tendered the striking miners in the Clifton
district has apparently been withdrawn, and that funds
available at the present time are only sufficient to last
until tomorrow night, the collapse of the long-drawn-out
strike In this district seems imminent. 29
At a large labor meeting in Clifton a resolution was offered calling
on the men to return to work on the terms of the companies' offer and
agree to submit all grievances to arbitration within the next thirty
days. 30

The resolution was voted down by a small margin because the

miners wanted to withhold action till the men at Morenci and Metcalf
had a chance to pass on the question.

27Letter from William B. Wilson to Hunt, December 29, 1915*

28New Republic. January 22, 1916.
^Arizona Republican. January 24, 1916.

30lbid
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On January

26, the five thousand miners of the Clifton-Morenci-

Metcalf district resumed work.31

The Arizona Labor Journal declared:

. . . After a five months* shutdown of their property,
after becoming thoroughly convinced that neither Sheriff
Cash of Greenlee County nor the Governor would permit then
to import thugs and murderers, and after an approximate
cost and loss to their property of $15*000 per day . . .
the arrogance of the petty would-be satraps had some what /sicj
cooled and they have now most willingly agreed that all the
difficulties over which the strike occurred should be adjudi
cated by arbitration, as well as agreeing to a raise in wages
of from 20 to 70 per cent.32
The news of the end of the strike was carried nationwide.

One

newspaper declared, "The victory marks a triumph for labor of the great
est importance, demonstrating as it does that labor can win its battles
for industrial democracy when the government does its duty and protects
the

workers."33

The New Republic asserted:

"This situation illustrates

the dependence of labor bn enlightened public opinion . . .

the re

sources of the miners cannot compete with the resources of the owners,
so long as the owners are able to keep above or beyond community
criticism."3^
In conclusion, it would appear that the settlement reached was
a mixed victory.

The Western Federation of Miners definitely lost,

since the agreement contained no provision for its recognition.

On

33-Hunt Scrapbooks, vol. 18. Arizona Labor Journal. February 3.
1916.

32Ibid.
33nunt Scrapbooks, vol. 19, Kansas City Post. February
34»»should the State Intervene i n .Industrial Struggles?"
Republic. January 22, 1916.

8, 1916.
New
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the other hand, local labor iron higher wages and greater opportunities
for arbitratlon.35
The Arizona Federation of Labor in March, 1916, passed a
resolution in recognition of the role played in the Clifton-Morenci-*
0
8
6
5
4
2
1

35Letter from Joseph S. Myers and Hyvel Davies, Federal Commis
sioners of Conciliation to Hunt, February 10, 1916. The settlement
reached was as follows:
1. A minimum wage will be fixed on the highest basis of any mining
camps in the State, regardless of race.
2. A general advance of not less than twenty per cent to Mexicans and
Spaniards.
3« The wages of skilled workmen will compare more favorably with the
best in the State than ever before.
4. Re-employment of the old employees without discrimination, excepting
ten men, guilty of criminal acts, and even this number may be reduced.
5. Duncan camp refugees returned without friction, and to receive no
favors more than that rendered to resident strikers.
6. Guarantees that foremen guilty of exploitation of their working
forces to their individual profit, or permitting it to be done for the
benefit of anyone will be promptly discharged.
7* The job to fix the wage, regardless of race.
8. Committees representing employees recognized. The Managers will
hold monthly conferences with their respective committees, to insure
that personal touch which will enable them to know the nature and
causes of every complaint.
In other words, the latch string is now on the outside of the
Manager’s office door, instead of the inside, as claimed was the case
in the past.
9» While the Western Federation of Miners has been eliminated, no
objection is made to a local organisation among the men. The results
indicate that about ninety per cent of the employees are members of
this local organization, which is represented by a committee of five
from each of the three companies. This committee acts individually
on home affairs and collectively on matters affecting the whole
Clifton-Morenci-Metcalf districts.
10. The psychological effects of the strike are shown in the elimination
of race prejudices, and the development of the solidarity of brotherhood
among the workmen, which bears fruit in unity of purpose and willing
ness to suffer and sacrifice for their common good.
This brief outline indicates an evolutionary condition that should,
under sane leadership on both sides, bring about an era of good will
that means peace and prosperity to the State at large.
Respectfully submitted,
Hyvel Davies
Joseph.S. Myers
Federal Commissioners of Conciliation

6?
Metcalf strike by Governor Hunt and Sheriff Cash.
part was as follows;

The resolution in

"We, the members of the executive board . . .

are unanimously of the opinion that the organization which we serve
should extend fitting recognition to every public official who . . .
has the wisdom and courage . . .

to obtain justice for all classes of

citizens, whether rich or poor. "36

in response to the resolution, the

Miami Free Press noted that "this was a typical example of American
trade union politics - since it was Sam Gomper's old subservient doc
trine of 'reward your friends, and punish your enemies? all over again."37
On March 5, about thirty men, well-known in labor circles, met
at the Globe Miners' Union Hall in Globe and formed the Workingmen's
Political Club, with the avowed purpose of re-electing Governor Hunt.3^
Later in the month. Hunt announced his intention for running again for
the office;
I hardly need disavow any merely personal desire to be
retained in public office . . . I conceive the coming election
. . . to be issues rather than personages . . . the real pre
dominant issue consists of human rights, disposition to pro
gress, and majority rule on the one side, and reactionary!sm,
predatory purpose and minority rule upon the other.39
In April, the Arizona State Federation of Labor called for a
mass meeting for the purpose of creating an organization of wage earners
to further the campaign of Governor Hunt.*#

For a long time it had*
3

3 % u n t Scrapbooks, vol. 19. Arizona Labor Journal. March 15.

1916.

"
37ibld.. Miami Free Press. March 17, 1916.
38Daily Silver Belt. March 5, 1916.

39gunt Scrapbooks, vol. 19, Arizona Gazette. March 30, 1916.
Arizona Republican. April 9, 1916
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been understood that union workers in general supported Hunt, but
labor leaders declared that throughout the campaign they would make a
special, organized effort in support of the governor*s re-election.

The

union men also said that they wished it understood that membership in
these clubs, to be organized in every county, was not limited to
union members a l one.^

Wage earners in general were to be invited,

regardless of their attitudes toward unions.
During the month of Hay, "Mother Jones* a well-known labor
agitator, visited Arizona.

According to the Arizona Gazette, "during

her brief visit in Phoenix, as a reward for declaring Governor Hunt
to be the greatest governor that the country has ever produced, the
latter sent her a handsome bouquet to her hotel.
In the primary campaign of 1916, Thomas E. Campbell was un
opposed for the Republican gubernatorial nomination.
by G. A. Olney for the Democratic nomination.

Hunt was challenged

Hunt was considered to

be a champion of labor and labor unions and thus a representative of
the more "radical wing" of the Democratic party.

On the other hand,

Olney was looked upon as a conservative and supposedly had the backing
of business interests, especially copper mine owners.^3

The day before

the primary election, a front page editorial in the Arizona Gazette
enumerated several reasons Hunt should not be renominated.

The edi

torial claimed that Hunt was undemocratic in seeking a third term and

W-Ibid.
^ H u n t Scrapbooks, vol. 18, Arizona Gazette. March 30, 1916.
^3will H. Robinson, The Story of Arizona. (Phoenix;
Hill Company, 1919). P» 360.
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hit-

that his administration was wasteful and extravagant.

Hunt won the

nomination of the Democratic party easily over Olne y . ^

One

of the most bitter controversies in the general election

of. 1916 revolved around Hunt’s actions in the Clifton-Morenci-Metcalf
district strikes.

In answer to a prediction that "the election of

Hunt means two more years of strike, anarchy, riot, and business dis
order, n the editors of a Phoenix newspaper, Dunbar’s Weekly, asked its
readers to find any traces of anarchy, riot, and business disorder.^
Dunbar’s Weekly claimed that the Bisbee Daily Review, which had made
the prediction, was owned by copper interests and that Hunt’s opponents
hn

used slander in seeking his defeat.

One opposition newspaper reported

that Hunt confessed to personal friends that this was the hardest election
since he had set up his "dynasty.
The election of November 7, 1916, was exceptional in that it
led to each major contestant serving for a time in the governor’s chair.
According to the official tally of votes, Thomas E. Campbell received
thirty votes more than Hunt - 27,976 to 27,946.^9
outcome of the election,

Hunt contested the

(hi January 1, 1917, the Supreme Court of Ari

zona ruled that until the issue was settled, Campbell would serve as
44

Hunt Scrapbooks, vol. 20, Arizona Gazette. September 11,

1916.
See Appendix.
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de facto governor - without pay. 50

The inspection of ballots was finally

completed on May 21, 1917; the trial court ruled Campbell had won the
election.51

Hunt appealed to the Supreme Court, and on December 22,

1917 1 the Supreme Court reversed the decision of the trial court, giving
Hunt a majority of thirty votes. ^

Hunt thereupon took over the duties

of governor and Campbell was deposed.
In analyzing the reasons for the assumed defeat of Hunt in the
1916 general election, the Arizona Dai Tv Star53 concluded:
The basic issue in the election was the people as a whole
versus union labor and its selfish programs • • • Hunt was
openly endorsed by the state convention of labor and it ad
vertised him as its candidate . . . It was the implication
of Hunt’s stand that there could be no amicable relations
.between employer and employe and that the employe must take
what he wanted by force • • • Mother Jones, the notorious
firebrand, was also a factor • • • for she insulted every
decent element in the State by her foul expressions.5^
In reviewing the actions taken by Hunt during the strikes of

1915 and the reactions of the strike on the gubernatorial election of
1916, the following conclusions can be drawn from the facts.

^Campbell v. Hunt, 18 Arizona

^5

Hunt took

(1917).

51 Arizona Republican. May 21, 1917.
5%Hunt v. Campbell, 19 Arizona 304 (1917)•

33rhe editorial page of the Arizona Daily Star was probably in
fluenced to some extent at this time by its ownership. In the April 1,
1916 edition of the Arizona Daily Star, the following statement appeared:
Statement of the Ownership, Management, Circulation, etc. required by
the Act of Congress of August 12, 1912. That the owners are: (Give names
and addresses of individual owners or, if a corporation give its name
and the names and addresses of stockholders owning or holding 1 per
cent or more of the total stock). James Douglas, 99 John Street, New
York City, N. Y . ; Walter Douglas, Bisbee, Arizona; S. W. French, Douglas,
Arizona; S. W. French, trustee, Douglas, Arizona.

^Arizona Daily Star. November 15, 1916.
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a positive stand during the strike and his actions probably helped to
avert bloodshed and violence.

The managers won a slight victory in the

agreement since the Western Federation of Miners was not recognized.
Hunt's stand on labor did not have strong state-wide support as indi
cated in the 1916 general election results.

An examination of the gen

eral election returns indicates that the majority of the Democratic
ticket at the state level ran considerably stronger than Hunt against
the opposition.

The effect of the Clifton-Morenci-Metcalf strike cer

tainly was a factor in the closeness of the gubernatorial election
results.

CHAPTER 4
G. W. P. HUNT AND THE MINE STRIKES OF 1917-18

George W. P. Hunt, who was out of office at the time, took an
active interest in the labor-management disturbances in the copper in
dustry in

1917-18, and for a time served as a conciliator for the

United States Department of Labor,

The evidence indicates that man

agement in the copper camps tended to take an intransigent attitude
toward labor demands, and that the growing influence of the Interna
tional Workers of the World among copper miners made this attitude even
more unyielding.

Many Arizonans, possibly a majority, tended to regard

the strikes as an unpatriotic interference with the production of
copper vitally needed for the war effort, rather than as an attempt by
the workers to obtain better working conditions and higher wages to
offset the rising cost of living.

The efforts of the I, W.-W», even

though not directly connected with a n

the strikes, apparently had an

adverse effect upon public opinion regarding the strikes.

Hunt's at

tempts to assist the strikers and his efforts as a conciliator undoubtedly
were hampered by the general state of public attitudes.

Persons and

groups who opposed Hunt's efforts in behalf of organized labor later
tried to block his proposed appointments as governor of Puerto Rico and
minister to Siam.
The relationship of the I. W. W, to the labor-management dis
turbances of

1917-18 and the reaction of management and the public to
72
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I* ¥• W. activities unquestionably interfered with the efforts of Hunt
and others to effect a settlement.

The Industrial Workers of the World,

now commonly known as the I. W. W . , was organized at an "Industrial
Union Congress" held in Chicago in June, 1905*^

Numerically, the

Western Federation of Miners held the balance of power at that meeting. 2
One of the leaders in this organization was William (Big Bill) Haywood,
with many years* experience with the Western Federation of Miners in
Colorado.

He was an experienced organizer and apparently in full har

mony with the militant spirit of the Western Federation of Miners.3
The I. W. W. directed its appeal to the unskilled worker.

Since

the ultimate aim of this labor movement was the destruction of capital
ism, the I. W. W. rejected the trade agreement or union contract that
made a general strike impossible and recognized that "the bosses" had
some rights.^

The organization also discarded the American Federation

of Labor theory of the "identity of interests" of labor and capital on
the grounds that it was absurd and practically suicidal.5
should make agreements to cooperate with the

enemy.

No union

In practice, for

malized agreements were made by the I. W. W. with capital.

However,

these agreements were considered by the I. W. W. to be a temporary

^•Paul F. Brissendon, "The Launching of the Industrial Workers of
the World," University of California Publications in Economics. IV no. 1
(November 25, 1913), P« 3*

2Ibid.. p. 15.
3lbld.. p.

20.

^William Preston, Jr., Aliens and Dissenters. (Cambridge:
Harvard University Press, 1963), p. 4o.
^William D. Haywood, Bill Haywood*s Book. (New York:
tional Publishers, 1929), p. 231.
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expedient only or a means to an end.

In the class struggle, constant

revolutionary agitation, including strikes, was to prepare the way for
the final downfall:of capitalism.

In the achievement of the day-to-day

crippling of capitalism, the I. W. W. approved of any militant "direct
action" it had the power to enforce.*

"Direct action* in its broad

meaning included any acts of the working class at the site of employ
ment calculated to force concessions from the boss.^
It seems reasonable to assume, especially because of the role of
the Western Federation of Miners in the birth of the I. W. W . , that
many persons in Arizona were acquainted with the latter organization
and its programs, and that of this number many probably distrusted the
I. W. W. for its militancy and objectives.

This distrust may well have

been aggravated by the trial in Boise, Idaho, in May, 190?, of three
I. W. W. leaders, Pettibone, Moyer and Haywood, on a charge of killing
an ex-governor of Idaho after labor-management disturbances in that
state.
The trial was an important factor in the later development of
the I. W. W. and the W. F. M.

Paul F. Brissenden outlines the reasons for

the slow growth of the I. W. W. at this time, and for the withdrawal of
the W. F. M. from the I. W. W.
Although the Moyer-Haywood trial and the final acquital
of the accused men made the I. W. W. somewhat more commonly
known and understood among the working class . . . it was
nothing less than a calamity for that organization. The
Moyer-Haywood-Pettibone deportation was unquestionably one
of the causes operating to split off the Western Federation

*Preston, og. cit.
^Haywood, og. cit.. pp. 207-22.
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of Miners. The imprisonment of Haywood certainly weakened
that element in the Western Federation which backed the
I. W. W. The result was the formal withdrawal of the mining
department and the re-establishment of an independent
Western Federation of Miners in the summer of 1907.®
Big Bill Haywood declared that "there were bad feelings between Moyer
and myself, and for nearly a year we were not on speaking terms. 9

This

break was to cause a rivalry which detrimentally affected the power of
unions after the mine strikes in Arizona.

Haywood gloomily commented on

what had taken place in the Western Federation of Miners through the
leadership of Moyer:
By this time (1913) the Western Federation of Miners had
died with the blade of conservatism plunged into its heart.
The name of the organization had changed, and it was called
the International Union of Mine, Mill and Smelter Workers.
They had become affiliated with the American Federation of
Labor. The prestige of the W. F. M. was a thing of the past .*
10
The start of the World War in Europe was to have a profound
impact on the development of the I. W. W.

"In this mad chaos of blood

shed and slaughter that has engulfed the world," the general executive
board of the I. W. W. said in 1916, "we reaffirm with unfaltering de
termination the unalterable opposition of the Industrial Workers of the
World and its membership to all wars, and the participation therein of
the membership."11

The I. W. W. spearheaded a determined effort against

®Paul F. Brissenden, The I. W» W . ; A Study of American Syndica
lism (2nd ed.; New York: Columbia University Press, 1920), p. 175*
Moyer-Haywood-Pettibone deportation refers to the fact that these three
men were arrested without warrant in Colorado and returned to Idaho with
out formal rendition proceedings by federal authorities to await trial.
^Haywood, oj). olt.. p. 204.

10Ibid.. p. 277.
11John S. Gambs, The Decline of the I. W. W. (New York:
University Press, 1932), p. 41.
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the various Industries#

Beginning in the fall of 1916, the I. W. W.

initiated a vigorous campaign to organise Arizona* s four metal-producing
districts, which supplied 28 per cent of the nation *s copper.^2
On June 26, 1917# a, strike was called by the I. W. W. in Bisbee,
to become effective the following day.^-3 The strikers were composed of
the International Union of Mine, Mill and Smelter Workers, several other
A# F. of L. unions and the small I. W. W. force.

They were protesting

in common the refusal of the copper companies to adjust or arbitrate
grievances, the failure of wages to keep pace with the wartime price
rise in copper, and the industry’s discrimination against union activity
and union employees.-^

On June 27, about

2,000 of the 4,500 employees

of the Phelps Dodge Corporation, Copper Queen Branch, the Calumet and
Arizona Mining Coup any, and the Shattuck Arizona Mining Company went
out on strike.
While undoubtedly the men sincerely felt that their several
grievances called for rectification by the companies, the President’s
Mediation Commission appointed by President Wilson reported that they

12preston,

0£. cit.. p. 93.

^ R e p o r t of the Bisbee Deportation Made by the President* s Media
tion Commission to the President of the United States. November 6, 1917,
p. 3* (Hereafter cited as Report of the President’s Mediation Commission).
l^Meyer H. Fishbein, "The President* s Mediation Commission and
the Arizona Copper Strike, 1917," Southwestern Social Science Quarterly.
XXX (December, 1949), 176-77. For further details of the demands of
the strikers see: "The Arizona Strike," Outlook. July 25, 1917# P» 466*
Richard E. Sloan and Ward R. Adams, Hlstoiy"of Arizona (Phoenix, Arizona:
Record Publishing Co., 1930), p. 300.
15"The President’s Commission in Bisbee," New Republic. December
.

8, 1917, p. 140.
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were not of such a nature as to justify a strike.1^

it also stated that

many of those who went out did not, in fact, believe in the justice of
the strike, but supported it because of their general loyalty to the
cause represented by the strikers and their dislike of being regarded
as scabs.17
Charles E. Moyer, president of the International Union of Mine,
Mill and Smelter Workers, declined any responsibility for the strike.
He charged that the trouble was due to the activity of the Industrial
Workers of the World, the most violent agitators of which were Austrians.
Moyer declared that the I. W. W. were endeavoring to discredit the Inter
national Union of Mine, Mill and Smelter Workers by calling out their
followers on strike in camps where the latter had organised the workers
and that their sabotage and other forms of direct action and their
false statements and poisonous work had created so much dissension
among members of many of their local I. U. M. M. S. W. organizations as
to entirely destroy them.

If Moyer were correct, the strike was not

only a management-labor conflict but also a conflict between two rival
labor organizations
President Wilson on July 2, 1917, asked Hunt to serve as a
mediator and conciliator.

His telegram to Hunt read:

I have been much concerned to hear of the possible serious
misunderstanding between the miners and the operators in the

^ “^Report of the President's Mediation Commission, op. cit.,

17lbid.

ISnThe Arizona Copper Strike,” Outlook. July 18, 1917.
19ibid.
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copper sines and I would deem it a very great public ser
vice on your part if you would be generous enough to act
as mediator and conciliator, I know how confidently I can
appeal to your public spirit.20
President Wilson also appointed Judge John McBride, former president
of the American Federation of Labor, as a mediator in the Arizona strike
zones.

Hunt's statement to the press after accepting the President*s

invitation indicated that he was going to urge a truce until the war
was over.
As conciliator in this trouble, I shall endeavor to get
the representatives of the miners and operators together and
then appeal to both sides to bring an immediate end to this
agitation. We should all be patriotic and put aside all
personal wishes until a time when the nation is at-peace. I
would have a truce declared until the war is o v e r . ^
Newspaper reaction to the appointment of Hunt as federal media
tor and conciliator in the strike zones was mixed.
The Messenger stated:

A Phoenix newspaper.

"Realizing the gravity of the situation because

of strikes throughout the copper producing region of the West . . .

the

President appealed to the one man who had the full confidence of labor
and who in all his public career, has not been unfair to capital. "22
The Globe Record, on the other hand, noted:
That the appointment of Hunt will prove demoralizing and
will be accepted by the strikers as a license to go as far
as they like, is shown by the fact that when the news that
he had been appointed reached Bisbee, the Union and the I. W. W.
joined in a demand on the men yet at work, to leave their
stations, under penalty of being nominated scabs.23

20Telegram from President Woodrow Wilson to Hunt, July 2, 1917•
23-Hunt Scrapbooks, vol. 22, The Messenger. July 7, 1917•

22Ibid.,
23lbld.. Globe Record. July

11, 1917.
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Besides newspaper opposition to Hunt's appointment as mediator, the
Douglas Chamber of Commerce and the "Citizen's Protective League" of
Douglas dispatched a resolution deprecating the appointment of Hunt to
Senator Marcus A. Smith at Washington.

Senator Smith's reply stated that

"no good could result at the present by withdrawing the appointment."#*
The United States Department of Labor sent Hunt and McBride to
Globe, Arizona, where one of the strikes was taking place.

The fact that

Hunt was assigned to the Globe-Miasd. area, when his jurisdiction in
cluded all of Arizona, probably indicates that the Department of Labor
felt that Hunt would be more effective in an area where he had many old
ties.

Troops were sent to Globe the night before Hunt arrived.

They

came on orders from Governor Campbell, who had been unable to make any
headway in settling the strike.25
troops.

The mine owners had requested the

This symbolizes the uncompromising position that the owners

took toward any settlement.
Discussions in the Globe-Kiacd. area were not getting any place.
Hunt and McBride proposed a settlement that would have allowed the miners
a grievance committee.2&
never in dispute.

The pay scale in the Globe-Miami area was

The mine managers demonstrated their uncompromising

attitude by declining to discuss the proposed settlement in the presence
of Hunt, claiming that he was in favor of radical labor.

Judge McBride

^Telegram from Senator Marcus A. Smith to Citizen's Protective
League, July 17, 1917.
2% u n t Scrapbooks, vol. 22, Associated Press Clipping, July 7,
1917

2^Ibid.. The Messenger. October 27, 1917.
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had to confer alone with the managers of the three principal mines.27
Management may not have wanted Hunt involved in the settlement because
of his sympathetic stands with labor in the past.

However, in all

probability, the opposition of the managers to Hunt was simply an ex
cuse because they did not want any type of settlement that would in
clude concessions to the strikers.

McBride declared that he had con

ferred with the strike committees of the several unions and that there
were ample grounds for some of their demands. 28
After interviewing the I. W. W. leaders, McBride added that he
considered their cause as no longer meriting consideration.

When asked

if the I. W. W. would agree to a settlement satisfactory to the United
Mine, Mill and Smelter Workers, he said the I. W. W. leaders told him
they could not accept any kind of agreement for "one week, one day, one
hour or one minute," because they wanted their strike to be a national
movement, and not solely a local strike.29
The efforts of Hunt and McBride to mediate the strike in GlobeMiami failed.

The

Paso Herald stated that "prospects for successful

mediation in the Globe-Miami district vanished last week when the members
of the Western Federation of Miners voted to continue the strike."3®
While Hunt was endeavoring to settle the issues dividing manage
ment and labor at Globe, the Bisbee deportation occurred.
27Arizona Republican. August

There seems

3, 1917.

28Ibid.
29Ibid.
3°Hunt Scrapbooks, vol. 22, EL Paso Herald. August 21, 1917.
The vote stood 821 to 231 for continuing the strike; no man a member of
the I. W. W. was permitted to vote.
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little doubt that the deportation at Bisbee was planned by the mining
companiese

Two days before the Bisbee deportation, Walter 5, Douglas,

president of Phelps Dodge, declared at Globe:
There will be no compromise, because you cannot compro
mise with a rattlesnake • . . That goes for both the Inter
national Union and the I. W. W. . . . I believe the govern
ment will be able to show that there is German influence
behind this movement . . . It is ttp to the individual com
munities to drive these agitators out as has been done in
other communities in the past.31
Early in the morning of July 12, 1917. Sheriff Harry C. Wheeler and a
large armed force of about

2,000 deputized citizens composed largely

of employees of the copper mining companies and including sane of the
local managers, acting under the sheriff’s authority, overwhelmed

1,186

strikers and their alleged sympathizers and deported them to the State
of New Mexico.32

At Hermanns, New Mexico, the deported men were re

leased from the boxcars they had been transported in and were threatened
with death or great bodily harm should they ever return to Arizona. 33
The men were without adequate food, water or shelter for three days.
The situation was brought to the attention of the War Department, and
on July 14, United States troops escorted the deportees to Columbus,
N e w Mexico, and lodged than in stockades built for Mexican refugees
during the border raids.3&

31-Hunt Scrapbooks, vol. 22, Globe Record. July 11, 1917.
The President’s Commission at Bisbee,* New Republic. December

8, 1917, p. 140.
33pnited States v. Wheeler.

65 U. S. 254-256.

3^Report of the President’s Mediation Commission, op. cit.,

pp. 4-5.
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On November

6, the President’s Commission in its report shifted

the burden of responsibility for acts of violence which attended the
strike in Bisbee to the managers of the mining companies themselves, and
declared that the deportations "were wholly illegal and without authority
of law, either state or federal."35

The Commission held that the action

constituted an interference with the selective draft law, interstate
commerce, and the laws of Arizona, and urged President Wilson to recom
mend to Congress that such deportations in so far as they were not a
federal offense, be made criminal under the federal law.3^
Hunt was deeply concerned about the deportations at Bisbee, al
though he was not an active participant.

He received the following

letter from a man who had witnessed the deportation;
The move was not made against the I. W. W.’s alone, but
against every man who has ever been known to give voice to
his opinions openly. Men who did not belong to any organi
zation were deported as well as members of the A. F. of L.
. . . The companies have put into effect a passport system
between Bisbee and neighboring towns, which is about as
useless as it is expensive. They hold "court" in the Copper
Queen Dispensary where men are examined as to their right
to stay in town, and all the crossroads are lined with
"Cossacks" who examine everyone going or coming from town.37
Hunt wrote a letter to a d o s e friend during this period dealing
with the conditions in Globe-Mi ami.
The situation here has been most difficult to handle and
while we have been here over two weeks it is just as certain
as when I came over. The I. W. W. in which you hear so much
about is only a blind. Of course their fsLoj are Woblies /sic/

^% b i d .. p.

5.

#Ibid.. p.

6.

^Letter from J. F. McDonald, U. S. Marshall, to Hunt, July 24,
1917.

here but not so many as you /sic/ led to believe by the kept
press. Some things that are going on seems /sic7 to me that
it is a great effort by the Copper Barrens/ s ic/to get rid of
all organized labor . . . There are many things that I would
like to talk to you about, but after the Bisbee outrage words
fail me . . • The same thing was on the boards to be done
here as in Bisbee and it did some work to stop it. I feel
ashamed of Arizona • • • The fight is on and Progressive
ideas and ideals that we fought for so hard, are we to go
back to barbarism./alcp 8
There is no doubt that the deportations at Bisbee made Hunt’s
efforts to mediate the Globe-Miami strike more difficult.

The depor

tations had caused a widening of the split between management and
labor.

After the failure to mediate the conflict at Globe, Hunt wrote

the following letter to one of the leaders of the Democratic party in
Arizona:
The Copper Interests are paramount here, and • • • this
same sinister influence own the press, most of the courts,
and the present Governor. The Defacto (Campbell) had the
great opportunity to act and to act right, but such a
miserable failure. While I have not the time to go into
the details I will simply state that from what can be
learned the BIG INTEREST in Arizona encouraged the I. W. W.
to come in so that they could, through these men, destroy
organized labor, and then the movement got away from them.39
Hunt was obviously very upset about the Bisbee affair.

He wrote a

letter to a member of the I. W. W. in Columbus, New Mexico, in which
he stated:
I realize the hard fight that is going before you and
I appreciate the justice of the situation that confronts
you. A ruthless Vested Interest under the guise of partriotism /sic/ is going to crush all organised labor. The
I. W. W.’s are the means to that end, and while I do not
belong to the so-called I. W. V., I do not feel that at the

38Letter from Hunt to Mulford Winsor, July 24, 1917.
^Letter from Hunt to Fred T. Colter, August 10, 1917.

84
present their propaganda is timely, still I believe in HUMAN
RIGHTS and many of them especially I admire and like as a
friend, who I believe would not hurt a single living creature
much less a human being.™
After finishing his business in Globe and making a report to
the President, Hunt, in August, was ordered by the President to Colum
bus to make an investigation of the camp of the "Wobblies" at that
place.

41

Hunt visited the refugee camp for five days and upon re

turning to Phoenix made a report to Secretary of Labor Wilson.

Part

of the report was as follows:
The situation to them (deportees) seems very simple and
practical, and they are wholly unable to comprehend why
their strike should be associated with the war, or held by
anyone to be an act of unfaithfulness to the government in
its emergency. The fact that the war is the direct cause
of the enormous profits being realized by copper producers
they understand, but the point they hold to is that these
tremendous additional profits are being realized, and that
they are entitled to a share . . . Whether or not there are
individuals among them who are undeserving; whether or not
there are some without whom any community were better off,
collectively they have suffered a great wrong . . . the
most sacred principles of human liberty upon which our
^
government is founded . . . have been shockingly violated.^
In August, President Wilson appointed a special commission,
headed by Secretary of Labor Wilson, to make an inquiry into labor
conditions in the west.

The President’s Mediation Comission hoped

to bring to light the causes of strikes, the activities of the
Industrial Workers of the World and other industrial troubles hampering

^Letter from Hunt to Jade Norman, August

30, 1917.

^ H u n t Scrapbooks, vol. 22, El Paso Herald. August 21, 1917.
42

Report from Hunt to William B. Wilson, September 1, 1917.
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the country* s war program. ^3
After spending two weeks in Globe and Miami, the federal com
mission effected an agreement between labor and management, and both
parties promised not to interfere with the war effort in the future by
interrupting copper production.

President Moyer of the Federation of

Labor threatened to cancel charters of the unions if the men did not
accept the agreement^ The commission apparently was able to accomplish
what Hunt had been unable to do.

The agreement, to last for the dura

tion of the war, contained the following important features:

(1) appoint

ment of a grievance committee made up of workers selected from the men
actually employed; (2) an investigation of hospital affairs and a report on the same; (3) when agreement cannot be reached between miners
and operators, final decisions by an arbiter; (4) application of strikers
for reemployment within five days; (5) preference for married men in

)

hiring and (6) no jobs for I. W. W. members or for other persons who
had been guilty of disloyal utterances against the United States. ^5
Secretary Wilson and members of his commission reached Bisbee

i

and began a survey of the Warren district.

On November

6 , 1917. a

^Arizona Republican. August 21, 1917. Besides W. B. Wilson,
members of the commission were: Veroer Z. Reed of Colorado, a lead
and zinc operator and ranch owner; Col. J. L. Slangier of Pennsylvania,
a retired coal operator; John H. Walker, president of the Illinois
Federation of Labor; and E. P. Marsh, president of the Washington State
Federation of Labor. Felix Frankfurter, the commission's secretary,
was special assistant to Secretary Baker for labor questions arising
out of war production and until recently had been a Professor of Law
at Harvard.
^ S u n t Scrapbooks, vol. 23, The Messenger. October 27, 1917•
^5copy of agreement, (Hunt Personal Papers, Department of
Library and Archives, State Capitol, Phoenix, Arizona).
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similar agreement was reached in that district.^

On account of the

pressing need for the presence of the commission on the Pacific coast.
Judge Ernest W. Lewis, of Phoenix, was appointed as mediator to go to
Jerome and put into effect an agreement similar to that entered into
^

in the Warren district, the Globe-Miami district and the CliftonMorenci-Metcalf district.^
On December 22, 1917, Hunt was re-seated as governor of Ari
zona.

In the remaining months of his administration, he was to witness

(1) further labor-management strife because of alleged abuses of the
strike agreement by management, (2) an unsuccessful national campaign
to promote his appointment as governor of Puerto Rico and (3) a slander
campaign against his appointment as minister to Siam.

Public reaction

to his proposed appointment as governor and later on as minister was
colored by Hunt's activities in the labor disturbances,
r

Despite the agreement between labor and management, conditions
were still unsatisfactory in some of the copper camps of Arizona.

In

February of 1918, for example, the following letter was sent to Governor

1

1

1

Hunt from the Globe Miners' Union No. 60:
Among the matters desired to bring chiefly to your atten
tion, are included, (1) the continued pernicious • • • acti
vity of the "Loyalty League" of Globe, Arizona, acting as a
black-listing bureau for the mines. (2) The continued importation by the Inspiration Consolidated Copper Co. of hundreds
of miners secured by false and fraudulent representatives into
the district, already overflowing with idle men. (3) Humilia
ting pass system practiced by the Inspiration and other copper

^ H u n t Scrapbooks, vol. 23, The Messenger. October 26, 1917•
^ A r i z o n a Republican. November

6, 1917.
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wining companies, (4) Many individual cases of black-listing
practiced by the same mining companies in the District.
Two other matters of concern to labor in Globe were (1) the presence of
Federal troops, which had arrived in the mining camp the previous simmer,
and (2) the "Home Guard," organized by the "Loyalty League" under
permission from Thomas E. Campbell, while acting governor.

The

"Loyalty League" had been initiated by the copper companies ostensibly
to combat the alleged disloyal and pro-German elements in the I. W. W.
Hunt reacted in a positive manner as he had during the 1915 Clifton
strike.

He sent a letter to Secretary of Labor Wilson requesting the

disbanding of the Home Guard and the Loyalty League. ^9

Hunt made a

public pronouncement urging the removal of Federal troops from the
mine camps.^
Shortly after Hunt's announcement, a rumor spread of a possible
strike in the big Arizona mining camps.

Hunt's reaction to this rumor

was as follows:
There will be no strike, if those behind the mining com
panies, who are itching for a strike, will be on the level
and play the game squarely . . . I do not think there will
be a strike, but if there is and the situation becomes criti
cal, I will not hesitate to recommend to the President that
he take over the mines, declare marshall law and send in the
troops . . . I suppose that my request to the President that
the troops be withdrawn from the Globe-Mi and. district had
something to do with these rumors of strikes to be inaugurated
• • • I can go before the world and show that the copper
miners here are patriotic and loyal to the government. If the

^^Letter from P. H. Bronilette to Hunt, February 9*

1918.

^^Letter from Hunt to W. B. Wilson, February 20, 1918.
5°Hunt Scrapbooks, vol. 23, The Messenger. February 25» 1918.
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Bine owners themselves were even half as loyal as the men,
there would be no rumors of strikes. 51
In April of 1918, the Home Guard at Globe was disbanded under
orders of the War Department at Washington.5&

The Federal troops,

however, were not removed from the copper camps till 1920.53
In September of 1918, Dunbar's Weekly declared that "thousands
of Puerto Ricans all over the island are holding meetings and signing
petitions requesting President Wilson to select the governor of Ari
zona, George W. P. Hunt, as governor of Puerto Rico. "5^

One labor

journal declared that "labor conditions in Puerto Rico have reached a
point where they are unbearable, and that the citizens want relief and
the appointment of the Hon. G. W. P. Hunt. "55

Nevertheless, nothing was

to come of this movement, as President Wilson filled the position with
another man.
One significant aftermath of the 1917-18 management-labor
disturbances was the decline in the strength of organized labor.

An

indication that all was not well in the internal life of organized la
bor in Arizona was illustrated in a resolution adopted at the Arizona
State Federation of Labor convention held in Miami, Arizona, in Septem
ber of 1918.

Part of the resolution was as follows:

5^lbid. . vol. 24, newspaper clipping, no title or date.
52lbid. , Arizona Labor Journal. April 5, 1918.
53preston, og. cit., p. 108.

1918.

^ H u n t Scrapbooks, vol. 23. Dunbar's Weekly. September 3.

"

55xbjd., vol. 25, Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen and Engineaen's Magazine. September 1 , 1918.
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Whereas, The present weakened condition of some of the
unions in the mining district is a cause for concern and re
gret on the part of all the elements of our population.
Whereas, The internal troubles within some_of the organiza
tions and some of the friction between certain crafts, aggra
vated by the machinations of the I. W. W. and other disruptive
elements, threatens the continued weakness of several of the
locals that were formerly the backbone of the labor movements
in those localities and throughout the state. Whereas, The
continuation of such friction will eventually lead to a
condition that would mean chaos and would delay the develop
ment of the Arizona labor movement for several years. There
fore, Be it resolved. That this annual convention . . . call
upon the workers in the mining industry to drop their present
differences, lay aside all internal squabbles, and enter
upon a program of organization. 56
This resolution had been introduced by P. H. Brenillete, secretary of
the Globe Miners" Union, which was affiliated with the International
Union of Mine, Mill and Smelter Workers.

The decline of organized

labor will be discussed in greater detail in a subsequent chapter.
In February of 1920, George Hunt was nominated by President
Wilson to be minister to Siam. 5?
announcement.

There were mixed reactions to this

In the aftermath of the ELsbee deportations. Hunt had

been called a sympathizer of the "Wobblies" and the Tucson Citizen,
for example, had nicknamed him, "George Wobbly P. Hunt."58

These

opposition newspapers called the nomination a disgrace to Arizona.

As

the Arizona Labor Journal declared, "With a blare of trumphets, certain
ill-advised Republican politicians announced in all the papers of the
country that charges were to be brought against ex-Governor G. W. P.

56lbid., Arizona Labor Journal. September 13, 1918.
57Arlzona Republican. February 27, 1920.

^ Tucson,Citizen. September 3, 1918.
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Hunt as the U. S. Minister to

Siam.M59

The U. S. Senate initiated an

investigation of the allegations against Hunt.
Hunt in this controversy.

Labor unions supported

The Douglas Central Labor Union, for example,

instructed its secretary to write letters to Senators Smith and Ashurst
and Chairman Lodge of the Foreign Relations Committee, protesting
against the proposal made in Arizona to prevent the confirmation of
Hunt.^O

On the other hand, one national magazine insisted that "Hunt

was to be appointed so that he would not run for the Senate against
Marcus A. Smith, one of President Wilson* s essential senators on the
Committee on Mexican Affairs•w^

After a brief investigation. Hunt

was confirmed by the Senate Foreign Relations Committee by a vote of

11 to 4.62
After reviewing the mine strikes of 1917-18 and the role played
by G. W. P. Hunt, the following conclusions seem warranted.

The appoint

ment of Hunt as a federal mediator was a result of the initiative
demonstrated by Hunt during the strikes of 1915-16.

One "reason that

Hunt was not a success as a federal mediator was because neither the
mines nor the I. W. W. influenced miners wanted to compromise.

In addi

tion, the mine owners may have been suspicious of Hunt's actions because
he had previously proved himself a friend of organized labor.

Two

examples of Hunt's friendship for organized labor were his actions in

59Hunt Scrapbooks, vol. 26. Arizona Labor Journal. March 20.

1920.

:
60lbid. . April 2, 1920.

6l«An I. W. W. Ambassador," Harvey's Weekly. April 10, 1920.
^ H u n t Scrapbooks, vol. 26, Arizona Gazette. May 13, 1920.
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the constitutional convention and his role in the 1915-16 mine strikes.
These two incidents probably were indicative of a close and mutually
advantageous relationship between Hunt and organized labor.

Labor had

a public official who was sympathetic with its problems and Hunt re
ceived political support.
Hunt was definitely moved by the hardships and injustices suf
fered by the I. W. W. members who had been deported from Bisbee, and
he was convinced that the "I. W. W. menaceM was camouflage by the mine
owners for the destruction of all organized labor in Arizona.

Hunt may

have believed, according to some evidence, that the corporations had
brought the I. W. W. into Arizona for the above purpose.

It appears

from the evidence submitted in this chapter, however, that the corpora
tions did not cause the influx of the I. W. W.’s into Arizona, but did
take advantage of their presence to the detriment of organized labor
as a whole.

The corporations used the I. W. W. as a pretext to weaken

the power of the mine unions.

The Bisbee deportees, for example, were

in general not members of the I. W. W. but members of other union
organizations.

In addition, the corporations employed black-listing

after the 1917 mine agreement with the excuse that they were trying to
keep out disloyal or pro-German workers.
After his return to the office of governor. Hunt took some posi
tive actions to aid the cause of labor.

The campaign of organized labor

to have Hunt selected as governor of Puerto Rico was probably a reaction
to his role during the 1915-16 strikes.and to a lesser extent, the 191718 strikes.

Hunt received a great deal of national recognition in the

news media for his position on the 1915-16 strikes.

The controversy
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over the United States Senate's investigation of the charges that Hunt
was an I. W. W. sympathizer and a disloyal citizen, after his nomination
as minister to Siam, was in all probability a result of partisan poli
tical maneuvers by Senator Lodge and other opponents of the foreign
policies of the national administration.
The I. W. W. caused a serious split in the ranks of Arizona's
organized labor.

There is no evidence to indicate that Hunt might

have re-evaluated the worth of organized labor as a political ally
at this time because of the apparent split in its ranks.

However,

evidence submitted in a subsequent chapter indicates that Hunt did re
evaluate organized labor in his successful return to Arizona politics
in 1921.

CHAPTER 5

G. W. P. HUNT AND ALIEN LABOR

Throughout his career in the territorial legislatures and as
governor of Arizona, Hunt supported the stand of organized labor on
the issue of alien labor.

The evidence indicates that organized labor

tended to take an unyielding attitude toward alien labor in Arizona
and after failing to achieve its goals through management turned to
the politicians for aid.

Many Arizonans, possibly a majority, tended

to support political measures which opposed alien labor.

There appears

to have been a direct relationship between the economic conditions in
Arizona and the intensity of the opposition.
advantage of the issue for political gain.

Hunt was able to take
Governor Hunt’s position

on this issue will be analyzed with respect to (1) the constitutional
convention, (2) the 1913 alien land law, (3) the

80 per cent law, (4) the

wartime influx of aliens, (5) the 1926 Puerto Rican controversy, (6) the
use of aliens on highways and (7) early measures designed to combat the
Great Depression.
Arizona’s social and economic progress was attended by a number
of problems, as might have been expected, both during territorial days
and later during statehood.

On the eve of the twentieth century, a

collision occurred between the mounting tide of alien laborers from
Mexico and the union movement then spreading southward from the Rocky
93
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Mountain zone into the mining districts of Arizona.!

The first Arizona

local of the Western Federation of Miners, for example, was formed in
Globe in I 896, following a demonstration against a wage cut and the
employment of Mexicans in the Old Dominion Mine.
Two enactments of the territorial legislature indicated the
growing influence of the union movement in Arizona politics, particu
larly in regard to the question of hiring alien Mexican laborers - the
eight-hour wage law and the literacy law of

1909.

When the Twenty-second Legislature met, its numbers passed an
act “directed against the companies employing Mexican and contract la
bor . . .

prohibiting more than eight hours of labor on underground

work in the

mines.“2

While the eight-hour law constituted a major

victory for union men in their efforts toward better working conditions,
their principal satisfaction came in seeing an effective blow delivered
against mine operators who sought to employ alien Mexicans wherever
possible because they would submit to working ten to twelve hours a day
at a wage that undercut the union scale by almost

50 per

cent. 3

Hunt

was not a member of the Twenty-second Legislature.
During these years, the W. F. M. began to search for an effec
tive means of deterring the employment of alien labor.

Strike action

had proved generally impotent in areas where aliens were employed in
large numbers because of the reluctance of non-alien employees to risk

!Joseph F. Park, “The History of Mexican Labor During the Terri
torial Period" (unpublished M. A. thesis, University of Arizona, 19 6l),
p. 244.

2McClintock, 0£. cit., p. 352.
^Arizona Daily Star. January 9, 1909.
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a walkout against employers who not only had demonstrated that strikes
would be met with armed troops and the threat of imprisonment, but had
also shorn a readiness to replace them with Mexican nationals.

Conse

quently, union leaders turned increasing attention to the election of
candidates for public office who would promote legislation against the
hiring of labor detrimental to working conditions in Arizona.

In view

of evidence submitted below in this chapter, it appears that Hunt was
one of the candidates for public office who received political support
from organized labor for his stand on the alien labor issue.

The union

leaders began directing their attention to the Anglo-American workers,
appealing to their desire to safeguard working conditions and living
standards.

They also appealed to the workers as voters who knew the

potential danger of the Mexican vote.

Statehood was not far away and

there was a chance that an ambitious Mexican minority might exert a
strong influence on the framing of the Arizona Constitution.

These were

strong arguments which, true or otherwise, appealed to both the AngloAmerican worker and to those seeking his support in winning a seat in
the legislature.
Many union members did not want the Mexican as a co-worker or
as a political faction within the State.

They did not want the Mexican

as a co-worker because they had a racial prejudice against him and be
cause he did not readily join labor unions, had a lower standard of
living, and allegedly voted the Republican ticket.^

As he ordinarily did

not join the unions he underbid the union men, thereby threatening the

^McGinnis, oj>. cit., p.

17.
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union wage.

He was often used, moreover, as a strike breaker. 5

In regard to those politicians already in office, there were
other more rational approaches to the Mexican alien issue.

In formula

ting a body of oriental exclusion laws, the Federal government had al
ready established a precedent by expressing itself against alien labor
and the degradation of working conditions.
Where direct action against management had failed, political
pressure began to show favorable results.

However, it was necessary to

concede that politicians would approach the issue from a political view
point first.

The passage of the literacy law of 1909 was welcomed by

union officials as a turn in the right direction.^

On January 18 of that

year, the Twenty-fifth Legislature passed an act over the veto of
Governor Kibby providing that no person could register as a voter who
was unable to read any section of the Constitution of the United States
or write his own name.7
voted for it.

Hunt advocated the passage of this measure and

The literacy law proved a powerful weapon for the union

movement, for it touched directly upon the matter of mono-lingualism
among the alien Mexican miners, which Anglo-Americans regarded as a
hazard in the mines.

The literacy law also calmed the fears among or

ganized labor that the Mexican vote would be an important factor in the
selection of delegates for the constitutional convention.
Though it cannot be said that the Arizona constitutional conven
tion was attended only by representatives of management and labor, a

5lbid.
^Arizona. Daily Star. January 19. 1909.
7park,

0£. cit., p. 265. This requirement is state law today.
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pro-Anglo-American unionist faction took the initiative, thrusting the
alien labor issue forward with a vigor that may have been one factor
responsible for the splitting of the assembly into two camps.®
convention opened at Phoenix on October 10, 1910.
the

Between the

The

19th and

25th, the labor group presented three anti-alien propositions aimed

at (l) prohibiting the importation of contract labor, (2) excluding
aliens from employment in public works, and (3) prohibiting the employ
ment of non-English speaking persons in hazardous work.9
.

However, by

the end of the convention, labor had succeeded only in excluding aliens
from public works.I®

Hunt supported this measure and voted for it.

However, there is no evidence that he supported or opposed the other
;

two measures.
Organized labor was not the only pressure group in favor of the
passage of measures against aliens.

The alien land law appears to have

had a broad base of support among Arizona’s middle class and other pro'

perty owners.

In 1913, H. B.

3k was

introduced into the House.

This

bill was known as the anti-alien land law because it prohibited aliens
ineligible for citizenship from owning land.

1

In commenting upon the bill,

one newspaper stated:
It appears to us as though according to the words of the
sentences therein used, that the law applies to all foreigners;
but in its spirit is it not aimed at the Japanese alone? Be
cause the immigrants other than the Mongolians, have a privi
lege of becoming naturalized and by means of this privilege

8Ibid.
,

^For an analysis of the fight for these three measures in the
constitutional convention see Park, 0£. cit., pp. 269- 78.
^Arizona, Constitution. Art. 18, sec.

2.

they enjoy the perfect right of citizens and own real pro
perty, while Chinese and other Mongolian people are expressly
denied.H
Japanese residents of Arizona, to no one’s surprise, opposed the
bill.

The Japanese Society of Phoenix presented an address to Governor

Hunt setting forth the aims and objects of the Japanese who had made
their homes in Arizona and the reasons that they had applied to the
governor for relief.

Governor Hunt expressed his regrets at not being

able to accede to their wishes, and wound up by giving the Japanese some
advice as to how they might retain their land that they owned:
He stated that while he might veto the section of the law
in question there was a sufficient majority in the legisla
ture to pass the law over his veto. He advised them to try
and get a verdict from the Supreme Court of the United States
in favor of their admittance to citizenship, or else try and
invoke the aid of the referendum to get the result

desired.12

It is inconceivable that an estimated 1,400 Japanese living in Arizona
would have been able to win through the use of the referendum.
In May Governor Hunt signed Arizona’s new alien land bill.

It

prohibited any alien, whether of Caucasion or Mongolian descent, from
owning land in Arizona, if he had not declared his intention of becoming
a citizen.13

It would seem logical to assume that besides barring Asia

tics, the law also excluded many Mexicans who lived on the American side
of the border, but who had neglected to apply for U. S. citizenship.
The law exempted only mining claims held by aliens and real property
necessary to the proper working of mines.

^ •Arizona Republican. May 19,

This provision was necessary

1913.

12Ibid., May 1?, 1913.
^ % u n t Scrapbook, vol. 10, Pittsburg Gazette Times. May 17, 1913•
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to win the support of the pro-mine legislators, since some of the mine
owners and managers were citizens of Great Britain.
The law received a great deal of national attention.

According

to the St, Paul Dispatch, "the bill was more drastic than the one passed
in C a l i f o r n i a . T h e Pittsburg Gazette Times explained that "Governor
Hunt declined to veto the bill on the grounds that the law was necessary
in the interests of the white race and that the law was made to apply
to all aliens in compliance with the wishes of the national administra
tion, as expressed to the California legislature."^
In the constitutional convention, a provision that at least

80

per cent of persons employed in hazardous occupations shall speak and
understand the English language had been d e f e a t e d . I n 1914, labor
revived this measure through the initiative, indicating that its opposi
tion to the importation of alien Mexicans had not subsided.

The measure,

in brief, meant that any employer who was employing over five men or
women at any one time in the state, must employ a work force of which at
least 80 per cent were United States citizens, either naturalized or
native bom.-*-?

The bill had the endorsement of the Arizona State

l 2*Ibid.,

SU

Paul Dispatch. May

8, 1913.

-L^Ibid., Pittsburg Gazette Times. May 17, 1913.
^ Verbatim Report Arizona Constitutional Convention, vol. 1,
November 7, 1910.
-*"?Hunt Scrapbooks, vol. 13, Arizona Labor Journal. July 3»
1914. The proposed law was as follows:
Section 1. Any company, corporation, partnership, association or indivi
dual who is, or may hereafter become an employer of more than five (5)
workers at any one time, in the State of Arizona, regardless of kind or
class of work, or sex of workers, shall employ not less than eighty (80)
per cent qualified electors or native b o m citizens of the United States
or some sub-division thereof.

100
Federation of Labor, which initiated it, and also of the Socialist Party
of

Arizona.18

The Arizona Labor Journal maintained that:

In one mining camp in this state employing about 800 men,
we are reliably informed, they have three American citizens
employed
. . Another reason is that we already have an un
employed army ranging into the thousands . . . Believing there
fore in democratic institutions and that we cannot assimilate
untold hordes of aliens, we ask that you support us in limit
ing our quota to 20 per cent and give us an opportunity to
educate them to an American standard of living and a love of
American institutions.19
The Tucson Citizen declared that "the proposed eighty per cent law is
dangerous and paralyzing to industry and also discriminatory. ”20

The

Copper Era pointed out that "every young man and woman, under the age
of twenty-one years would be thrown out of work; every man and woman
who has not resided in Arizona for a year would be thrown out of employ
ment; and the eighty per cent law would create an army of unemployed
dependent

paupers."21

it is obvious that the primary opposition to the

proposed law came from the mining corporations because of their employ
ment of a great number of aliens in the mines.

Governor Hunt remained

Section 2. Any company, corporation, partnership, association or indivi
dual, their agent or agents, found guilty of violating any of the provi
sions of the Act shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction
thereof shall be subject to a fine of not less than one hundred (100.00)
dollars, and imprisoned for not less than thirty (30) days.
Section 3. Any employe who shall misrepresent, or make false statement,
as to his or her nativity or citizenship, shall, upon conviction thereof,
be subject to a fine of not less than one hundred (100.00) dollars, and
imprisoned for not less than thirty (30) days.
l%bid.
•^ i b i d .. editorial by H. S. KcCluskey.
20Tucson Citizen. July 18, 1914.
2 % u n t Scrapbooks, vol. 13, Copper Era. July 25, 1914.
Era was a pro-mine newspaper at that time.

The Copper
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fairly neutral on this issue before its passage and appears to have
’’played it safe," as evidenced in his failure to endorse or oppose the
bill and an almost total lack of newspaper coverage regarding the gover
nor’s position.

Hunt’s stand may best be illustrated in his response

to a group of 500 Mexicans who marched to the Capitol because of their
fear of being put out of employment with the passage of the bill.

After

hearing their grievances, Hunt stated:
I appreciate your position and you have my deepest sym
pathy and I will do all I can for you, consistent with the
enforcement of the law . . . As far as the eighty per cent
bill is concerned, you must understand that it is not a' law
yet, and will not be until after it has been voted upon by
the people at the general election, and not then unless a
majority favor it .22
Despite the opposition from the mines and many newspapers, the public
passed the

80 per cent law by a majority of 10,694- votes at the general

election on November 3»

1914.23

An immediate reaction to the passage of the law spread across
the nation.

A survey of the major newspapers of the larger cities of

the United States indicates that few newspapers failed to carry the
Associated Press dispatch in large headlines.

In addition, the British

government protested to William J. Bryan, Secretary of State, that the
law was a violation of the Fourteenth Amendment of the Constitution of
the United States.

In reply to a wire from Secretary Bryan stating that

the Italian and British ambassadors had protested the law, Governor Hunt
declared that he was adverse to delaying the proclamation of the law but

^Arizona Republican. August 17, 1914.
23m The Arizona Alien Labor Law,"
pp.

109-10.

The Outlook. January 20, 1915.
•
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would do so, pending further advice from Washington#

Notwithstanding

Bryan’s suggestion. Hunt soon proclaimed the law.
The opponents of the
ating a test case.

80 per cent law wasted no time in initi

In a suit filed in Phoenix, Hike Riach, an Austrian

cook sued to enjoin William Truax, proprietor of the restaurant where
Riach worked, from discharging him because of the new law.

25

According

to the Globe Record, "it has been generally alleged that the mining
companies were back of this litigation but such has been denied from a
pZ
source of authority.M
A special federal tribunal sitting in San
Francisco tried the case and found the law to be unconstitutional.

27

The law then went to the (Mited States Supreme Court, where Chief Justice
Hughes declared it to be in conflict with the Fourteenth Amendment.

28

Governor Hunt’s reaction to the declaration of the courts was
evidenced in his message to the Second Arizona Legislature.

Hunt sug

gested some substitutes for the anti-alien labor law, declaring "the
practice of sane employers who import fifty or sixty per cent of foreign
labor, is an unjust burden on the people of the state.

^Arizona Daily Star. December 6, 1914.
2% u n t Scapbooks, vol. 14, Globe Record. December 18, 1914.

26Ibld.
^Arizona Daily Star. December 24, 1914.
28Raich v. Traux. 239 U. S. 33, 42 (1915).
29Journals of the Second Legislature of the State of Arizona.
Regular Session, p. 15.
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In response to Hunt's suggestion, the
was introduced in the Second Legislature.

ClaypooL-Kinney^O bill

Representative Christy of

Greenlee declared that "the measure bears too close a resemblance to
the eighty per cent amendment which was knocked into a cocked hat by
the federal c o u r t . T h e bill was never passed, however, as the
Senate indefinitely postponed the measure.

After the failure of the

Claypool-Kinney bill, the idea of an 80 per cent law died, largely
because of the fear that any similar measure would be successfully
challenged In the courts.
During the latter part of the First World War there was an
increased demand for labor by industry and agriculture.

Organized

labor feared that the demands of industry and agriculture would mean
the influx of alien labor into the United States.

According to the

Arizona Labor Journal:
A well organized effort to throw the immigration bars
and induce an influx of cheap and undesirable labor to
flood this country is underway. Cheap, foreign, ignorant
labor has heretofore been the foil which greedy capitalists
have used to offset the efforts of high-class organized labor
to adhere to a high standard of living conditions for the
men who do the work of the nation.3%
An example of Hunt's position on this issue is seen in his response to
a letter from a leader of organized farmers in Texas, who desired sus
pension of United States immigration laws during the war period because

3®It should be noted that Kinney had been an intimate friend of
Hunt in Gila County for years and was a strong supporter of the admini
stration.
3 % u n t Scrapbooks, vol. 15, Arizona Gazette. February 9, 1915*
3^lbid.. vol. 25, Arizona Labor Journal. August 9, 1918.
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of agricultural and industrial requirements.

Hunt’s reply, in part, was

as follows:
. . . If your farmers’ organization will recognize the
principle of a limited hour day and a minimum wage and re
quest the importation of labor with such restrictions as
will absolutely guarantee the return of such labor to their
own countries after the war, then I might be willing to make
such recommendations as you urge on Congress. In other
words, the form your petition now stands, I regard it as
vicious, un-Democratio and opposed to the fundamental
American institutions.33
During the late 1920’s, organized labor in Arizona continued to
support the policy of restricting the immigration of aliens.

In 1926,

the target of this policy was to shift from Mexican nationals to Puerto
Ricans, even though the latter had been citizens since 1917.

In a

resolution endorsing Hunt as a candidate for re-election in 1926, the
Phoenix Central Labor Council noted that immigration was controlled by
the federal government and not by the state of A r i z o n a . T h i s cleansed
Hunt of any blame for failure to check the continued immigration of
aliens into Arizona.

Within a month of this endorsement, Hunt would

repay organized labor for its support when a controversy arose over the
question of Puerto Rican laborers.
In the summer of 1926, it was announced that 1,500 Puerto Ricans
were to be brought into the Salt River Valley to pick cotton.

The cotton

growers declared that the laborers were absolutely necessary if the crops
were to be harvested.

Governor Hunt addressed a letter to the Phoenix

Central Labor Council stating that he would do all in his power to

3^Letter from Hunt to H. N. Pope of Fort Worth, Texas.
^ H u n t Scrapbooks, vol. 46. Arizona Labor Journal. July 31.

1926.
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prevent importation of Puerto Rican labor, and his campaign manager
was credited with a letter, written in Spanish, for circulation among
the Mexican voters, declaring that the Puerto Ricans would cause the
cutting of wages and a lowering of conditions of

employment.35

The first trainload of Puerto Rican workmen, with wives and
children, imported by the Arizona Pima Cotton Growers* Association to
relieve the shortage of unskilled labor in the Salt River Valley, arrived
in the Phoenix area on September 18,

1926.36 An account of what then

transpired, according to the cotton growers, was as follows:
Early last week, after the appearance of certain "mysteri
ous strangers" in the ranches where the labor has been employed,
the newcomers became dissatisfied with their jobs . . • and
started hiking for Phoenix, with the plan of appealing to
Governor Hunt for relief from their imaginary wrongs. Later
in the day a fleet of State Highway department trucks visited
Chandler and other sections of the valley, gathered up the
dissatisfied strangers and took them to the Labor Temple in
Phoenix where they were housed and fed . . . On Friday, a
delegation composed of Farm Bureau and Cotton Growers*
Association members visited the governor and asked for an
explanation • • • of the State Highway trucks having been
placed at the disposal of labor union officials • • • The
Governor, naturally enough, denied all responsibility for any
knowledge of the action.37
The Phoenix Central Labor Council sent a telegram to William
Green, president of the American Federation of Labor and to U. S. Secre
tary of Labor Davis protesting against any further immigration of Puerto
Ricans into Arizona and asking that someone be sent at once to investi
gate the present dispute between the Cotton Growers* Association and

33%bid., Los

Angeles Times, September

8, 1926.

36Arizona Republican. September 17* 1926.
3?Hunt Scrapbooks, vol. 48, Cattlemen and Farmer. October 5.

1926.
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the Puerto Ricans.3®

The Phoenix labor group also denied that their

organization was active in keeping the Puerto Ricans off the
Both sides blamed the other for the controversy.

farms.39

The Arizona

Republican noted that "on September 14, 1926, the Arizona Federation of
Labor at their convention at Miami had passed a resolution condemning as
un-American those who would import Puerto R i c a n s . S i n c e this reso
lution was passed before the arrival of the Puerto Ricans, the implica
tion was that organized labor was therefore responsible for the resulting
controversy.

Governor Hunt interjected himself into the controversy,

at least publicly, by a statement to the press, denouncing certain
citizens who had charged that state employees under his jurisdiction
had taken an active part in the labor controversy and branding their
accusations as partisan politics.^
As a result of this labor trouble, the cotton growers asked for
farm relief and called for a mass meeting of farmers to demand protection
in face of the loss of their cotton crops.

The only result of this re

quest, however, was a proclamation by Governor Hunt, who designated
November 1 as "Sign-up Day" and at the same time appointed a committee
to co-operate with the cotton growers of Arizona for the purpose of
securing signatures pledging cotton acreage reduction.^

38Dailv Silver Belt. October 5. 1926.
39Arizona Republican. October 7» 1926.
^Ibid.. October 15, 1926.

GLlbid.
^ % u n t Scrapbooks, vol. 48, Arizona Gazette. October 23, 1926.
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Another aspect of opposition to alien labor was brought forth
in 1927, when the Daily Silver Belt, in an editorial entitled MWhite
Men Not Wanted,M declared that a contractor building a U. S. forest
highway had turned down white men and hired 40 Mexicans.^3

Governor Hunt

reacted by recommending to the county attorney that he begin an investi
gation of this allegation.

Charged with violating the state statutes

by employing aliens on public works, a contracting firm was fined
by Superior Judge D. W. Ling at Clifton.^

$200

The Arizona Republican, an

anti-Hunt newspaper at this time, pointed out what they thought was
behind this alien labor case by asserting, "All this furor has been
raised for the purpose of discrediting the contract system in highway
work, in favor of the old force system under which two years ago the
highways of the state ware clogged with workers who could vote and who
could be counted upon to vote r i g h t . T h i s charge may have had
validity since Hunt, during his last administration, urged the return
to the old force account system of federal aid work to relieve unemploy
ment during the Depression.^
Opposition to alien labor became even more restrictive in 1931.
To meet the unemployment problems of the Depression, Hunt requested the
creation of a new position of special checker in the highway department

^ D a i l y Silver Belt. August 11, 1927.
^ H u n t Scrapbooks, vol. 54-, Arizona Gazette. March 1, 1928.
^Arizona Republican. February 23,

1928.

^ I b l d .. February 4, 1931. The force account system of highway
work was the method by which the state controlled the construction. The
state hired and directed the personnel used and handled all other aspects
of the road building.
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to scan the payrolls of all contractors engaged In state highway construc
tion to see that the order to employ only residents of Arizona was being
adhered to.^7

in March of 1931, Hunt signed a bill making it necessary

for persons employed on public works, whether constructed by contract
or day labor to have been citizens of the state for at least one y e a r . ^
In concluding the issue of alien labor in Arizona, the following
statements seem fairly evident.

Organized labor's opposition to alien

labor continued from territorial Arizona throughout the seven terms of
Governor Hunt.

Hunt supported organized labor on this issue throughout

his career in the territorial legislature and as governor.

Organized

labor was not the only pressure group favoring restrictions upon aliens,
as was indicated in the passage of the alien land bill.

There was a

direct relationship between the economic conditions in Arizona and the
intensity of opposition to alien labor.

Hunt's stand on alien labor

was used for his political gain and probably was one element in his ap
peal to the voting population of Arizona.

The fact that the opposition

did not make an issue of alien labor during any of Hunt's gubernatorial
campaigns indicates that this was a popular stand with most Arizonans.
Hunt's political ability was demonstrated when he remained cooperatively
neutral on the 80 per cent law prior to its passage.

He may have feared

cooplete opposition from the mines and many newspapers if he had taken
a strong stand during his gubernatorial campaign.

The position of Hunt,

organized labor and the majority of Arizonans on the question of alien

4?Hunt Scrapbooks, vol.
^ I b i d ., vol.

65, Arizona Gazette. February 4, 1931.

66, Arizona Labor Journal. March 7, 1931.

labor may best be summed up in a quotation from the Journal Miner:
Arizona is a state of divided interests* Cotton growers
and some mining enterprises want Mexican labor, one for sea
sonal and other for all year around. Yet Arizona is a state
that would like to build up its own culture and its own
institutions strictly on the American basis, which is a
foundation readily undermined by the ideas of foreign
peoples . • . It is in this realm that the problem of immi
gration is most important, 9*

**9lbid,, vol.

6l, Journal Miner. September 1, 1928

CHAPTER 6

G. W. F. HUNT AND ORGANIZED LABOR IN THE 1920*S

In his campaigns and in his conduct of the office of governor
in the 1920's, Hunt shifted his emphasis from organized labor to the
so-called taxpayers and to the corporate interests which he once had
criticized.

This change of direction was paralleled by, and possibly

related to, a decline in the economic and political power of union la
bor.

Hunt's unfriendly attitude toward the Workmen's Compensation Act

of 1925 more than any other one event marked a low point in the for
merly mutually friendly and advantageous relations between the gover
nor and organized labor.

Certain sectors of labor continued to support

Hunt, but the old harmony was broken.
This chapter will deal specifically with (1) possible reasons
for the decline in the membership and political power of organized labor
in the 1920's; (2) the relationship of Hunt with organized labor during
this period, including the impact of his attitude toward the Workmen's
Compensation Act of 1925 upon this relationship; and (3) Hunt's increas
ingly friendly association with corporate interests.
Hunt's career as a politician and governor may conveniently be
divided into two parts; the first ending with his appointment as United
States Minister to Siam in 1918, and the second beginning with his suc
cessful return to politics in 1922.

During the first part. Hunt generally

was on cordial terms with organized labor and sought to promote its
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interests, which is illustrated by his actions during the constitutional
convention and later during the labor-management disputes of World War
I.

During the second period. Hunt's relationship with organized labor

became increasingly cool and unfriendly.
Organized labor achieved its greatest political triumph during
the constitutional convention of
was not large.
go to Hunt.

1910, although its numerical strength

A large measure of the credit for this attainment must

As president of the convention he scrupulously observed the

agreement which he had negotiated with the Labor party providing for its
dissolution and the support of its former members for Democratic candi
dates for delegates in return for Democratic parly backing for the con
stitutional objectives of labor.

Hunt's attitude toward labor at this

time apparently was not merely the product of the agreement with the
Labor parly but was also colored by personal conviction.
Labor made some gains during World War I but during the depres
sion which followed, when copper prices softened and the demand for
workers decreased, suffered a decline in membership and influence.
This decline probably was related in some small measure to the fact that
the unions in Arizona during this period were generally considered to be
white men's organizations.

In present-day terminology, they were segre

gated unions, and Mexicans, Chinese, Indians, and members of other ethnic
minorities were not welcome.

The rationalization of this stand, which

had some basis in fact, was that workers of these groups interfered
with the efforts of Anglo-American labor to gain its objectives of
higher pay, improved working conditions, union recognition and collective
bargaining.

Not only was this position difficult to defend
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philosophically; it greatly aggravated the situation it was protesting.
As long as two competing groups of workers existed, management could
and did play one off against the other.

This basic flaw in the thinking

of the unions may have delayed effective labor organization in Arizona
by a matter of decades and contributed to the deterioration of organ
ized labor in the mines in the

1920*s.

The I. W. W. may have added materially to the reduction in num
bers of union men in the mines.

In order to arouse the interest and co

operation of even the very poorest workers, the Industrial Workers had
fixed the initiation fees and dues at a low figure and gave a large
measure of autonomy to the local unit.^

This feature did not favor the

development of a strong centralized union.

It should be recalled, also,

that American mining unions in 1905 were dominated by the Industrial
Workers of the World.

"Big Bill" Haywood and Charles H. Moyer were the

recognized leaders of the I. W. W. unionization drive in the mining
camps.

Moyer broke with the I. W. W. and took the Western Federation

of Miners into the American Federation of Labor.

This produced a

lasting enmity between the two men, a factor commonly neglected in some
historical appraisals of subsequent events in Arizona.

The conflict

between labor and management was sorely aggravated by a bitter conflict
between rival labor organizations.
The predominant role of the I. W. W. in the strikes of 191?
apparently weakened organized labor.

Spokesmen for the mine corporations

denounced the strikes as German-inspired, refused to bargain with union

Mary Beard, A Short History of the American Labor Movement.
(New York; George H. Doran Company, 192577 p. 47.

representatives, and used illegal violence against the I. W. W. and
its membership.

The Western Federation of Miners had lost control

of the situation.

The conflict between the leaders of the more con

servative W. F. M., now named the International Union of Mine, Mill and
Smelter Workers, and the I. W. W. for a position of ascendancy in the
labor movement apparently impaired the faith of many miners in labor
unions in general.
mining camps.

The result was virtually open shop conditions in the

As one researcher noted, "the miners who felt that they

had been gulled into the strike boycotted the union and it fell apart.
It was in this atmosphere of labor difficulties that Hunt re
turned to the Arizona political scene from Siam in 1921.

There were

still animosities toward Hunt on the part of some groups because of his
role in the mine strikes and the I. W. W. controversies.

In addition,

economic conditions had changed in Arizona, as one newspaper noted
editorially:
Hunt knows that the coxporations have not had a change of
heart and that their hate has not turned to love. He also
knows that with all of Arizona* s big industries almost en
tirely closed down, the labor vote in Arizona is small, compared
to what it was when he ran for governor. Even with the solid
support of labor a few years ago, he had a hard time getting
elected.3
An indication that Hunt was changing his appeal for votes may
be seen in a letter printed in the Daily Silver Belt, a newspaper that
supported him.strongly during the 1920*s.

There had been charges made

that Hunt was still an I. W. W. sympathizer, and Hunt refuted that

^Letter from Mrs. Clara T. Woody of Globe, Arizona, January 4,
1964.
% u n t Scrapbooks, vol. 27, Nogales Herald, February 21, 1922.

claim In the following statement:
I started my life in Arizona working for wages and up to
the time of my election as Governor of Arizona, I had engaged
in the commercial and banking business . .
It, to me, ap
pears bordering on the ridiculous for anyone to seriously
consider that I, a former banker, a man with investments in
property in many counties of the State of Arizona, would con
sider or sympathize with any group or organization of men
whose philosophy of life would lead to the destruction of
property values . . . You will recall that during my admini
stration such properties as the Inspiration, the Magma, the
United Verde Extension, the Ray Hercules, the New Cornelia
and the United Eastern were developed on a producing basis,
and that our agricultural and livestock industries were
also increased.^
This statement by Hunt indicates, in view of later developments, that
he was seeking support at the polls from a different type of voter than
he had previously courted.
Another indication of Hunt’s change of direction may be found in
the endorsement given him during the

1922 gubernatorial campaign by

James S. Douglas, a prominent mining tycoon.

A widely distributed

pamphlet, which many newspapers reproduced, identified Douglas as the
largest individual taxpayer of the state and quoted his statement that
MI feel sure that Mr. Hunt will be our next governor and will give us a
better and more economic administration of our state affairs. "5

This

type of endorsement was unheard of in Hunt’s earlier campaigns.

4Dailv Silver Belt. March 15, 1922.
% u n t Scrapbooks, vol. 29, Prescott Courier. September 21,
1922. James S. Douglas supported Hunt only in the general election
campaign, not the primary. It may also be pertinent that Douglas
was successfully running as a Democrat for a seat in the House of
Representatives during that campaign and may have felt that if he
did not actively support Hunt, he would not receive any support from
Hunt and the Hunt-controlled Democratic party.
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During the campaign of 1922, an editorial in the Tucson Citizen
stated:

"The Republicans pointed out that Hunt never thought it advis

able or necessary in previous campaigns to appeal to the average tax
payer of the state for support; that his previous appeals had been to
the so-called labor element or the wage-earning e l e m e n t . H u n t won
the election by a wide margin over Governor Campbell.
The issue which alienated Hunt from many union members and groups
and particularly the labor journals of Arizona was the Workmen's Com
pensation Act of 1925.7

Both labor and capital recognized that a change

was needed because of increased industrialization and the inadequacies
of the existing law.

The legislature, therefore, after an agreement

was reached between labor and management, enacted another workmen's
compensation bill into law and adopted a concurrent resolution proposing
an amendment to Art. XVIII, sec. 8 of the Constitution of Arizona.

This

^Tucson Citizen. September 12, 1922.
^The framers of the Arizona Constitution had written into that
document a mandate providing that the legislature should enact a work
men's compensation law (Art. XVIII, sec. 8). The legislature passed a
Workmen's Compensation Law in 1912, which was later opposed by the
employers because of an Arizona Supreme Court decision to the effect
that the constitution permitted a worker injured in course of employ
ment to postpone his choice of remedies until after the injury (Con
solidated Arizona Smelter Co. v. John Ujack. 15 Arizona 382, 139 Fac.
465). Another Workmen's Compensation Law passed in 1921 was declared
to be in conflict with Art. XVHI, sec. 8 of the state constitution and
therefore invalid (industrial Commission of Arizona v. James L. Crisman.
22 Arizona 579# 199 Fac. 390 (I92l). The legislature, therefore, passed
in 1925 a workmen's compensation statute and a proposed constitutional
amendment, the latter to circumvent in part the Arizona Supreme Court
decision regarding the postponement of the choice of remedies by a
worker until after the injury. Brannon, op. cit., pp. 3^-86.
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amendment was carried by a substantial margin in a special election on
September 29, 1925»®
On election day, circulars bearing reprints of the following
telegram were distributed in Phoenix and the Salt River Valley:
Cochise, Aria,, 1:08 P. M.
Sept. 27, 1925

G. M. Willard
Game Warden
Phoenix, Arizona
Eleventh-hour propaganda that administration and myself
are for compensation bill is false. I am not for it. Think
it best to defeat it. Newspapers are refusing me publicity
in this.
(Signed)

George W. P. Hunt*

This was the first definite statement in regards to the matter that
Governor Hunt had made public.
governor's comments.

There was immediate reaction to the

The Verde Copper News stated in an editorial:

The Governor's secretary, H. E. McCluskey, was as every
one knows, one of the strongest advocates of the workmen's
compensation act . . . Naturally the secretary of an official
. . . is suppose to reflect accurately the political views of
the chief . . . The Governor is a shrewd politician, but he
has overreached himself a little on this matter. ®
Hunt answered this charge:
As a citizen of Arizona I had the right to vote against
the Workmen's Compensation Bill and I did . . . I have never
gone on record as being in favor of the amendment. There
were several things about the amendment which I did not like

^Arizona Daily Star. September 30, 1925.
*Hunt Scrapbooks, vol. 41, Verde Copper News. October 3, 1925#
10Ibid.
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and therefore I voted against it.
a citizen Til-

Haven't I that right as

After pointing out that he never had any press coverage to indicate
his views, he nevertheless promised to appoint good men to the new
commission.
Hunt appointed Cleve W. Van Dyke, publisher of the Daily Silver
Belt and a utility owner; R. B. Sims, who had been warden of the state
prison for four years; and Homer R. Wood, a member of the state fair

commission.12

All were "Hunt men" and none was a "worker."

Opposition

to the appointments arose because all were allegedly Democrats in vio
lation of the statutory provision for a bipartisan commission.
replied to this charge by stating:

Hunt

"The law has been lived up to,

and, regardless of what the critics may say, X know Mr. Van Dyke is an
independent and by no means a Democrat.
don't like it.

Let the howlers howl, if they

I have appointed Mr. Van Dyke, he has agreed to serve

and that settles it."13

However, Wood turned down the position and

Hunt named Burt Clingan, a Republican, as the third member of the new
Industrial Commission.
Hunt encountered a great deal of opposition and abuse from
organized labor over these selections.

The following editorial was a

response to the appointment of Van Dyke, Sims and Clingan:
The Arizona State Federation of Labor is not interested
in the political fortunes of Governor Hunt as an individual
• • • We do not know how long the Labor Journal will support
Governor Hunt should he continue to run for office • • •

U -Arizona Daily Star. October 3, 1925.
l^Hunt Scrapbooks, vol. 41, Coconino Sun. October 2, 1925.
13lbld., Prescott Courier. October 2, 1925.
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One thing seems sure at this time, and that is that members
of Organized Labor mill indulge in some hard thinking and care
ful scrutinizing of records before casting their ballots for
office seekers in the election this y e a r . ^
There is no satisfactory answer to Hunt’s opposition to the
Workmen’s Compensation Act of 1925.

Hunt’s message to the legislature

in January of 1925 recommended the enactment of such a l a w . H e
without audible protest the Workmen’s Compensation bill.

signed

The governor

was not required to sign the concurrent resolution passed by the legis
lature calling for a constitutional amendment.
lent on the matter till election day.

He chose to remain si

In an interview with Victor

Brannon in 1932, Hunt declared that "the amendment and the law were
undoubtedly written by the mines.

This objection by Hunt was

probably not valid because both labor and capital combined to secure
the 1925 law.!?

Perhaps he felt that this was one issue that he

neither wanted to actively support or oppose because of political impli
cations.

If Hunt had actively opposed the measure, he may have felt that

he would alienate labor and capital.

On the other hand, if he had ac

tively supported the measure, he may have feared that the taxpayers and
middle class of Arizona would have been alienated.

Therefore, in Hunt’s

search for as wide a base of popular support as possible, he possibly
believed that his best course was to "play it safe."

Another possibility

l^Tbid., vol. 43, Arizona Labor Journal. January 28,

1926.

•IMessages of Geo. W. Py Hunt and T. C. Campbell. 1923-28, vol.
2, prepared by H. S. McCluskey, pp. 6-9.

1^Brannon,
l^Ibid.. p.

00. cit., p.

74.

75.
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is that Hunt may not have been consulted by labor or capital on this
measure, and as a consequence ignored the bill because of personal
pique.
The controversy over Hunt's appointments to the commission
continued through the election of 1926.

At that time Van Dyke resigned

his post and was succeeded by H. S. McCluskey, personal secretary to
Hunt since 1923 and former president of the Arizona State Federation
of Labor.

One labor journal charged that "the Governor overestimated

the strength of what he believed to be his unshakeable hold upon the
labor vote.
him . . .

He believed . . .

he should restore labor's loyalty to

in the appointment of a labor representative.

The appoint

ment of Mr. McCluskey is a crust, and a dry and bitter one, to labor.
In the gubernatorial campaign of 1926 it was evident that Hunt
no longer received the undivided support of organized labor.

In the

primary campaign, Hunt was opposed by E. E. Ell,inwood, his old opponent
of the constitutional convention and mine strikes.

Jacob Provost,

president of the Phoenix Labor Council and J. J. Corrigan, another la
bor leader, endorsed ELlinwood for governor. 19

While Provost and

Corrigan were absent from their organization, however, some of the mem
bers of the Phoenix Council pushed through an endorsement of Hunt.
Provost and Corrigan charged that these men were employees of the high
way department and that their jobs depended on Hunt.

The Arizona State

Federation of Labor censured Provost and Corrigan because of the charges,

l % u n t Scrapbooks, vol. 45, "A Belated Sop is Offered to Labor,"
Southwest Record. June 17, 1926.
19Arizona Republican. July 30, 1926.

120
and it in turn was criticized by several local unions.

Hunt won the

primary election and the endorsement of the Arizona State Federation of
Labor in the general election.

McCluskey was one of the officers who

pushed thorough this endorsement.20

Opponents of Hunt in the general election of 1926 used the
Workmen* s Compensation Act as a campaign issue,

(hie hostile newspaper

charged:
Who can point to a single act of the governor which has
resulted in a benefit to labor? It is true that during the
time he has been governor much-needed legislation has been
enacted. That has been true, though, throughout the whole
country. Arizona has followed a general trend . . . the
record shows that the governor opposed the most progressive
and helpful labor legislation offered, the workmen1s com
pensation act .21
Hunt won the general election of 1926 from E. S. Clark by the close
margin of

39,979 to 39, 580.

In 1928 Hunt ran unsuccessfully for re-election as governor.
In the primary campaign, he made one speech on his relationship with
the mining corporations in which he stated:
Since 1912 the mining companies and the big corporations
have paid more than 50 per cent of the taxes of the State of
Arizona. I recall when I came to America in 1921 that . . .
we were hard pressed for money. The mining corporations at
that time promptly paid their taxes, some of them in advance,
so the state government could run. I appreciated it because
I had been led to believe through certain lines that all
they wanted to do was to get out of Arizona everything they
could . . . I want to let them know and realize that I
appreciate the work they did in aiding Arizona in her hours
of need and distress.22

^ H u n t Scrapbooks, vol. 48, Winslow Mail, September 24, 1926.
^Arizona Republican. October 20, 1926.
^Arizona Daily Star. July 2?, 1929.
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Hunt lost the general election to J. C. Phillips, despite the endorsement
of the Arizona State Federation of Labor.

After his defeat he went on

a world tour but returned in time to prepare for the gubernatorial
campaign of

1930.

By 1930 the leaders of organized labor in Arizona had changed.
New men replaced the labor leaders who had always stood by Hunt.

The

Arizona Labor Journal greeted Hunt*s bid for the Democratic nomination
for governor in critical fashion:
Mr. Hunt's labor record as a public official has been
good in spots - but it has been spotted. His last, two
administrations were marked by open hostility to the aims
and aspirations of organized labor. His whole attitude
toward the Workmen's Compensation Law was unbelievably
reactionary . . . In the present campaign, Mr. Hunt offers
labor nothing. Not once to date, has he so much as m e n 
tioned labor in any of his pronouncements. His appeal
has been made quite frankly to the business interests of
the state. He boasts that he is the businessman's candi
date. 23
The charges of the Arizona Labor Journal can be partially validated by
Hunt's selection of a former superintendent of a copper mine, Charlie
Adams, as his campaign manager.2** Adams generally was considered to
be a conservative.
Hunt won the general election of 1930 despite the opposition
of every labor journal of the state.

Possibly the primary reason for

his victory may have been a general desire among Arizonans, bewildered
and confused by the onset of the Great Depression, to have in the

Z^Hunt Scrapbooks, vol. 64, Arizona Labor Journal, September

6,

1929.
^Campaign literature and correspondence, (Hunt Personal Papers,
Department of Library and Archives, State Capitol, Phoenix, Arizona).
Charlie Adams had been the superintendent of the United Verde Copper
Company which was owned in part by Cleve Van Dyke.
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governor’s office a man whom they knew well.

The following editorial,

run in a campaign edition of one newspaper, may have illustrated the
thinking of many Arizonans at the time.
That the state of Arizona is now slipping into the grip
of financial depression, there is no longer any doubt . . .
In the midst of this depression the citizenry are naturally
turning to the Grand Old Man of Arizona in the coming elec
tion for they realize that his long experience as a statesman
. . . will serve our great state in its period of
^5

depression.

The Arizona Daily Star, which opposed Hunt during most of his
political.career, wrote an editorial after Hunt had won the 1930 general
election in which it stated, in part;
The marvelous thing about it all has been his agility
in winning the support of first one element in one campaign,
and the support of an entirely different element in another
campaign.
No ordinary man could size up political situations
the way he has at the proper moment . . . He has been, and is,
the master politician of Arizona. His victory is a personal

one.2o
This editorial may have illustrated one factor responsible for the
success that Hunt had as a seven-time governor of Arizona.

Hunt was

able to attune and adjust his tactics to meet the issue or occasion.
Hunt had reached bis seventy-fourth year in 1932 but by no means
was ready to retire from public life.

It probably is correct to say

that long before this time politics and public office had become a way
of life with the governor.

No one was surprised, consequently, when

Hunt entered the Democratic primary in 1932 in search of his party’s
nomination for an eighth terra as governor.

Dunbar* s Weekly predicted

2 % u n t Scrapbooks, vol. 64, Prescott Morning Star, October 24,
1930
^Arizona Daily Star. November 10, 1930.
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that he would not stake many speeches in the primary campaign because
"his mentality has played out to the point where he cannot be trusted
to make a speech and in many sections indignation is running so high
against him that his appearance on the platform would be a signal for
a

riot."27

Hunt had suffered a number of illnesses since

1930,

and

these may have led to the journal's charge of mental deterioration.
D. D. Moeur won the Democratic nomination by 5,000 votes.
Discouraged neither by age nor his defeat two years earlier,
Hunt in 1934 again sought the Democratic nomination.

He attempted

to capitalize upon the popularity of the New Deal by the use of a slogan, "Make the New Deal, a Square Deal for

Arizona."28

William Green,

president of the American Federation of Labor, endorsed Hunt's can
didacy in a full-page advertisement in the Arizona Labor Journal and
other newspapers of the

state.29

Hunt, however, was again rejected

by the Democratic voters, and he finished third in the primary election.
He died December 24, 1934, and was buried in Papago Park, near Phoenix.

Conclusions
George W. P. Hunt's political career in Arizona spanned forty
years.

He was active in Arizona politics from the 1890's to the 1930’s.

The important offices that he held during his career can be chrono
logically reviewed as follows:

^Dunbar's Weekly. July 29, 1932. The editor of Dunbar's Weekly
at that time was Sidney P. Osborn, who apparently had political aspira
tions of his own. Osborn was governor of Arizona from 1940-48.
no

Arizona Republican. September 1, 1934.
^ Arizona Labor Journal. September 6, 1934.
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Territorial Legislature - Lower Houses 1892, 1894
Territorial Legislature - Upper House: 1896, 189 8, 1904,
1906, and 1908
President of the Constitutional Convention: 1910
Governor of Arizona: 1911, 1914, 1916, 1922, 1924, 1926,
and 19)0
United States Commissioner of Conciliation: 1917
Envoy Extraordinary and Minister to Siam: 1920-21^°
Hunt was definitely pro-labor during the constitutional con
vention and his early terms as governor.

Whether this bias was because

of conviction or because of political opportunism it is difficult to say
with any certainty.

Hunt’s struggles as a youth to advance economically

may have left him with an abiding sympathy for the worker; there is no
conclusive evidence, however, in support of this supposition.

Yet

Hunt’s activities on several occasions in support of labor objectives
were seemingly out of proportion to political reward, for organized la
bor not only was a small minority at the time of the convention but
also during the remainder of Hunt’s political career.

This would seen

to support the inference that his identification with labor was in good
measure a matter of personal conviction.
All the available evidence points to Hunt as the most influencial leader of the constitutional convention.

He influenced the

writing of the constitution through his appointments to committees,
through his power of recognition and decisions as presiding officer,
and undoubtedly through his personal prestige.

The constitution contains

numerous provisions whose inclusion was sought by labor - the initiative,
the referendum, and the recall; employer*s liability; workmen’s

^ H u n t ’s first term as governor was three years because an
election was not held in 1912. The contested election of 1916 ended
with Hunt and Campbell each serving one year as governor.
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compensation; sections of the "Declaration of Rights" banning private
company police, guaranteeing the right to sue for unlimited amounts
in civil damage cases, and exempting corporation books from the "free
dom from self-incrimination" guarantee; various parts of the article
on taxation; the section establishing the elective office of mine
inspector, and others.
Aside from the appointment of committees and the letter which
Hunt read on October 17 from the mine unions of Globe which listed a
number of objectives in support of specific goals, the records of the
convention are silent on the precise manner in which Hunt used his
influence in support of labor goals.

However, Hunt is credited with

being the author of the agreement between the Democratic and Labor
parties in 1910, by which the Democratic party pledged its support to
labor goals in return for labor support for Democratic candidates for
the convention.

The constitutional objectives of the Labor party were

spelled out in detail in a platform which the party adopted, and quite
a number of these objectives were given constitutional expression.
The evidence indicates that Hunt was definitely pro-labor in
his efforts during the mine strikes of 1915-16 and 1917-18 •
nor during the

As gover

1915-16 strikes, his visits to the strike zone, appeals

to labor and management to meet and compromise, and correspondence with
the United States Secretary of Labor, indicate that he took a positive
stand and used his personal and official prestige as much as possible
to avoid bloodshed and violence in the strike zones.

The appointment of

Hunt as a federal mediator during the 1917-18 strikes was probably a
result of the initiative he demonstrated during the earlier strike.
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Hunt's actions as a federal mediator were hampered by the unyielding
attitudes of the I. W. W. and management and possibly because the mine
owners were suspicious of Hunt because of his previous friendship with
organized labor*
The evidence indicates that Hunt apparently ran some political
risk because of his assistance to union labor during the two strikes.
Hunt's stand with labor in the 1915-16 strike probably did not have
strong statewide support as indicated in the
sults.

1916 general election re

An examination of the general election returns indicates that

the majority of the Democratic ticket at the state level ran consider
ably stronger than Hunt against the opposition.

Hunt finally won the

contested 1916 election but served only half of the two year term.

In

addition, the campaign to impeach Hunt may have had considerable support
as indicated by his decision to issue a pamphlet defending his stand.
Hunt's demand that the "home guard" be disbanded and his request that
federal troops be removed from the strike zones, indicate that he took
positive steps that favored organized labor after he returned to the
governor's office in December of 1917.

Hunt's activities during the

1917-18 strikes provoked the charges that he was an I. W. W. sympathizer
and later, when he was nominated as minister to Siam, that he was a
disloyal citizen.

The fact that Hunt did not run for office in 1918

may indicate, although there is no conclusive evidence, that he felt
his chances would be slim for winning the office of governor.
Hunt and organized labor apparently had an understanding regarding
the use of prison labor.

Since organized labor had opposed prison labor

during territorial days and the constitutional convention, the question
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Is appropriate:

Why was labor willing to accept a position which ran

counter to its principles?

Possibly, labor felt that for the support

of Hunt on other.measures, a compromise on the prison labor issue was
equitable.

Organized labor may not have been overly enthusiastic about

prison labor, but was not, except during unemployment stress, openly
in opposition to Hunt's policy.

The use of prison labor was probably

an asset to the political career of Hunt.

The.approval by the merchants

and other middle class groups of the towns and communities that received
the benefits of improved roads at lower costs at the very least did not
hurt Hunt politically and probably was a positive asset.
On the issue of alien labor. Hunt supported organized labor
throughout his gubernatorial career.

Even after Hunt and organized la

bor became increasingly unfriendly. Hunt continued to oppose alien labor.
This would seem to support the inference that Hunt's position on this
issue was in good measure a matter of personal conviction.

In addition,

Hunt's position apparently had considerable state-wide support as indi
cated in the passage of the alien land bill and the fact that the oppo
sition did not make an issue of alien labor in any gubernatorial campaign.
Possibly many Arizonans approved of Hunt's position because they wanted
to build in Arizona a culture and institutions on an Anglo-American
basis.
Hunt was and probably always will be a controversial character.
Critics of Hunt have either labeled him pro-labor or pro-corporation.
One researcher, for example, notes:
I had a talk with Robert Riell who lives at the Old Dominion
Hotel, Globe. He is not at all complimentary to Governor Hunt.
He said that when Hunt was head of the Old Dominion Commercial
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Co., he paid very low wages and worked his employees 12 hours
and often more than that. But, when he became a public offi
cial he posed as a friend of labor.
On the other hand, one newspaper editor declares:
When it comes to his role with organized labor, I saw
enough of his conduct to know that he, at all times, worked
very closely with the labor leaders. He prided himself on
his skill in seeking mass support, for which he deliberately
catered. I once heard him say, with great pride, as he was
sitting in a chair, and bent over and put one hand down
close to the floor, and then waving it back and forth, "I
get my support from down there.M32
These two letters illustrate the previous view that critics have taken
in evaluating Hunt’s position.

To state that Hunt was pro-labor or

pro-corporation is not warranted.

Hunt is too difficult a man to

analyze within the confines of this thesis to conclude with a statement
completely one way or the other.

Bint was never completely pro-labor.

Obviously an Arizona politician could not long be successful who was
completely identified with labor.

He had to convince other sectors of

the state that he was working in their interest too.

This supposition

is substantiated, in part, by an analysis of Governor Hunt’s biennial
messages to the state legislatures.

Hunt evidently appealed to a broad

cross-section of the voting population.
Obviously there has been a diversity of opinion regarding
Hunt and the mining corporations.

This diversity may be caused in

part by the fact that some persons are describing Hunt of the 1910-1921

^Letter from Mrs. Clara T. Woody, January 4, 1964.
^Letter from William R. Mathews, editor and publisher of the
Arizona Daily Star, September 27, 1963.

129
period and others the Hunt of the latter period.

The evidence indicates

that Hunt's political career may be divided into two parts - 1910-1921
and 1921-1930.

As organised labor diminished in power in the 1920's,

Hunt apparently geared his political actions to encourage political
support from other groups.

Hunt's actions and political pronouncements

indicate that he was not stressing the importance of the labor vote in
the 1920's.

A possible sign of his change in attitude is found in his

messages to the state legislatures regarding labor and capital.

In M s

message to the First State Legislature in 1912, Hunt declared that "I
have no more sympathy with the sentiments of the employer who opposes
Unionism on the ground that he 'does not propose to let anyone run M s
business for him' than I have with the gigantic combination w M c h by
force of unlimited wealth and with the heartlessness for w M c h they are
proverbial . . .

and by criminal might, run the business of the

nation."33

On the other hand, in M s message to the Sixth State Legislature in
1923, Hunt declared, "The Democratic party represents no class.

It

stands squarely for the rights of M g h and low, rich and poor . . .
It is the friend of honest capital - the friend of honest l a b o r . T h e s e
two statements illustrate the change that Hunt made and demonstrate the
necessity to remember that Hunt must be evaluated in terms of two dis
tinct periods.
It would be difficult to refute the evidence that Hunt received
support from corporations and corporation men in the late 1920's.

Hunt

Messages of Governors Geo. W. P. Hunt and T& E& Campbell. 191223. op. cit., p. 22.
Messages of Governors Geo. V. P. Hunt and T. E. Campbell. 1923-

28, 0£. cit., p. 5.
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received the active support of the United Verde Copper Company after his
return from Siam.

Cleve Van Dyke, as part owner in that company and as

publisher of the Daily Silver Balt helped the political aspirations of
Hunt.

In addition, Charlie Adams, former superintendent of the United

Verde, ran Hunt’s campaign in 1930.

James S. Douglas of the Douglas

mining family endorsed Hunt and reportedly contributed funds to Hunt’s
campaign of

1922.

From 1912 to 1934, Hunt was engaged in ten primary and eight
general elections.

A survey of the major newspapers of Arizona during

this period shows, so far as press reports are concerned, that in only
three of those eighteen elections was Hunt opposed by the corporations.
These three exceptions were the primary and general elections of 1916
and the primary of 1926.
of

The corporations opposed Hunt in the elections

1916 probably because they felt he had gone too far in behalf of

labor during the mine strikes.
of

Their opposition to Hunt in the primary

1926 was probably because of their desire to see the victory of a

strong corporation man, E. E. Ellinwood.

On all other occasions Hunt

had their sometimes active and sometimes passive support.

However,

except for the mentioned exceptions, he never had their active opposi
tion.

An example of this hypothesis would be the vote received in

Maricopa

County.35

it is probably true that if any county was free from

corporation domination at that time it was Maricopa County, and yet it
was Maricopa County.that both in 1924 and

1926 gave the largest majority

Bruce B. Mason, "Arizona General Election Results 1911-1960,"
(Tempo: Bureau of Government Research, Arizona State University, 1961),
No. 3, PP* 39-43.
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against Governor Hunt.

Luck was also on the side of Hunt in several

elections, since he had some very close races in both the primary and
general contests.

It might also be important to recall that with the

support of organized labor in 1928 Hunt lost and with the opposition of
organized labor in 1930 Hunt won.

This fact may indicate that organized

labor was not a strong political force in the

1920*s and that its poli

tical endorsements were not as significant as they had been prior to
World War I.
There are several possible explanations of the help which the
evidence indicates the mining corporations gave Hunt after 1921.

The

corporations may have assisted Hunt because the latter’s attitude to
ward organized labor had changed, or because labor, weakened numerically
and politically, was not an important issue in the 1920*8.

Possibly the

corporations were inclined to accept Hunt because they knew what they
had and where they stood.
the

Hunt’s public pronouncements and actions in

1920*s suggest that perhaps he and the corporations had learned to

live with each other.

The large measure of success enjoyed by Hunt

suggests that he probably made adjustments and compromises acceptable
to the corporations on a number of occasions.
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APPENDIX
DEMOCRATIC PRIMARY AND GENERAL ELECTION RESULTS, 19H-1934 1

Year
1911

1914

1916

Democratic
Primary

Vote

Hunt
Veedin
Hughes

5.241
3,532

Hunt
Hughes

18,658

960

9,885

General
Election

Party

Hunt
Wells
Gallentine
Otis

Democratic
Republican
Socialist
Prohibition

11,123

Hunt
Cameron
Barnette
Young

Democratic
Republican
Socialist
Progressive

25,226
17,602

Hunt
Campbell
Dunlap
Robertson

Democratic
Republican
Prohibition
Socialist

28,094
28,051
396
1.975

Vote

9,166
1,247
79

2,973

5,206

Hunt
Olney

18,122

1922

Hunt
Ward

21,243
17,396

Hunt
Campbell

Democratic
Republican

37,310
30,599

1924

Hunt
S. P. Osborn
Samuel

24,113
10,815
7,617

Hunt
Heard

Democratic
Republican

38,372
37,571

1926

Hunt
Cox
Ellinwood

26,155

10,890

Hunt
Clark

Democratic
Republican

39,979
39,580

Hunt
Phillips
O’Brien

Democratic
Republican
Communist

44,553
47,829

Hunt

Democratic
Republican

48,875
46,231

1928

1930

1932

1934

Hunt
Kerby

12,261

16,057

27,876
19,769

Hunt
lyman
Bettny
Colter

27,886
20,085

Hunt
Moeur

24,462

Hunt
Moeur
Stanford
Minotto

27,849
34,792

Phillips

122

6,895

2,760
30,086

29,088
4,448

-‘-Primary election results compiled from newspaper clippings.
General election results compiled from Mason, op. cit., p. 36
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