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. CHAPTER I
BACKGROUND

. The'Democfatic.party iost control of the presidency

in 1920, -In that campaign Franklin Delano Rodsevelt SQion.

";of an old Knickerbocker familyp entered. upon the soene of a

~.nationa1 el@ctiono He was the candldate for the vice-
presidency on the Demoeratic tieket headed by James M. Cox
of tho.,1 The~e1ection proved\to be “ngtka landslide)'but
. én éarthquake;*:in thé words of Joseph Tumuitys‘sécreta?y
téiPreSident Wilson,?2 Senator Wéfreﬁ GQ:Harding»of Ohio,
with Govérnor Calvin Coolidgehof Massachusetts as a runﬁing‘
maté9 won the‘eleqtionQB' | - - |
 William Allen White, editor of the‘EQpéri&'Gazettegv
and sel?astyled “progregsive"'Republiean» feported on‘this
‘campaigno He ca]led it a contest between the Eemocratic

party9 liberal but iﬂeffective and the Republioaws con=< 

1New York T‘imess July 7 19209 p. 1.

e ' ZDonald'Day (ed,), Franklin D. Boosevelt's Own Story .
(Bostons Little, Brown and Company, 1951), p. 66, Hereafter
. cited: Day, Franklln Do Boosevelt*s Own Storvo o

: ’ 3U. S. Bureau of the Censusﬁ Stabistical Abstract of
the United States: 1949 (Washington, D. C.; Government -
Printing Office, 19179)9 pp. 317, 319 -Hereafter citeds
Statistieal Abstract of the U, S. P




:servative but highly efficient b

The elections of 1918 which placed both House and
Senatevunder Republlcan controls ‘had adumbrated the re-
pﬁdiation of Democratic‘leader3h1p05 Because of his un-
”-yielding étand on the Léague of Natioms, PreéidentkWilson.
Abecame a center of cpitiéism; rAntiww113¢nism dominated
the Republican convehtiém'whiéh met in Chicago im 1920.6
A'similér spirif oéuséﬁ'rifts amongvthe Democréts at San
Franciseo 7 ‘; o | |

Will Hays, ohairman of the Republlcan National
Committee, brought to Chicago~a group united in the con-
' fidence of =z Democratic reversal in November.S Expectancy
of the Republican apgeession to the presidenoy’may have
increased the gfeedrqf_COmpéting economic groups pfesento
Nicholas Murray éutler;“president of Columbia:Unive$sity'

and disﬁinguished.pafty,member, has been éredited:with

- Mri1lsam Allen White9 "a Progressive Bepublicar
at San Franciscoy" Bev1ew of Reviews, August 19209 pPp.1987,

SSamuel Eliot Mopison and Henry Steele Commager,
The Growth of the Americsnm Bepublic, 1865-1950 (New York:
Oxford University Press, 1953) Statistical Tables, IT,
. 907, Hereafter cited: Morison and Commager The Growth
'of the American Bepublica

6Naw York Tlmess June 9, 1920a P. 1.
7Ibid” July 2, 19205, pq,lo | -
SRaymond Moley, 27 Masbers of Politics (New York:

' Wunk and Wagnalls Company, c. 1949), pp. 98f ‘Hereafter
__;cited Moley, _Z_Masters of Politlcso : .



the statement that it was a "mad scramble to buy the pfe51=
dency of. the United States.®9 Will%am Allen whites to whom
Republieanism was ‘a rel*gion, wrote in rebrospect of this
iéénvention° “I»have never seen a conventionmwand I have
seen most of them since McKinley s flrst nomination==so
comple%ely dominated by sinister predatory ecanomic forces'
© as was this. w10 | |

Seﬂator Henry Cabot Lodgs, political foe of the
presxdent gave the keynote speech ‘which was a diatribe
Vagainst the Wilson admimistrationw' Americanism and nation=‘
alism ‘enunciated here as a fundamental philosophyﬁ weve
jdes*ined to unﬁerline Republican polisies for tThe mext
Atwenty yearsoll

This convention had under consideration severa1 ' '
-pﬁomihent‘@andida%esolz The selection of Harding, & man

of unimportant.accomplishmentss,thereforeylaTOQSed'éonm '

. 9Karl Schriftgiesser, This Was‘Normalcy'(Boston:
- Little, Brown and Company, 1948), p. 3. Hereafter cited:
Schrift tgiesser, This Was Normalcve‘ ‘ -

10yilliem Allen White, Autobiography (New Yorks
- The Macmillan Company, 1946), ». 58% Hereafter cited:
White, Autobiegrabhva ‘ S L .

1lyew York Times, Jvme'99 19209 P b,

12Mawk Quliivan Qur Times: The United States 1920~
1925 The Twenties, Vol., VI (New York: Charles Scribner's ‘
Sons‘ 1935), 41 f£f, Hereafter cited: Sullivan, Qur Times,
VI'n ’ ) . : . . ’




siderable'COmment The New York Times Judged the choice

sufficiently suwprising to give it edltO”l@l attentlon an'”
thevfront;pagee It denounce@,the nomlnation as the‘“per=
fect flower of cowardice'énd 1mbecilityg“13 ”

Bumor has associated this,nomination with political
manipulation of & rather sordid natufeoy The ides that
v"fifteen men in a smokeafilled room" hed decided upon
.;Harding gained oredence from a pre«convention.nronhecy
associatedfwith Harry ‘Daugherty, Harding 8 promotoml4
The night‘ﬁefore the ﬂomination§.5enétors Charies Curtis
;of Kansas9 Frank Brandegee of Counnecticut, and Henry Cabot,
Lodge of Wassachusetts met with George Harveys an antlc
Wilsonitey in the Blackstone Hotel Lack of positive evi=
dence on the discusslions at this meeting nourished the
rumor that the senators w1shed to have é pliable member
of their graup in the. White Housge. . Thus they h0ped;to
" dominste the exeout1ve branch°15 William.Allen White,

yea?s laterg reealled his part in this convention with

13New York Times, June 13 ,1920, p. 1.

1’Uhite» Autobiography, p. 584, Frederic Paxson,
_Postwar Years Normalcy 1918-1923 (Berkeley endiLos Angéles:
University of California, 1948), pp. 156 f. Hereafter
cited: Paxson, Pogtwar Years Normalcy° ~Sullivan,; Qur
Times, VI. 37 .

- S1pia., pp. 61°rE,



5

éhamee Hls "heart bowed down with. a weight of woe,® he had
fgome along with the others in the Harding paradeo;é
Attempts have been made to justlfy 1ogieellg the
séiebtiom of Harding, His lack of precise qualificatlons
might have appealed to leaders seeking to avoid controversyol7
- A few weeks before~the'nomination Hard;ng had enunoiated his
‘péfsonalfplatform: "America's greatest need is not heroics
bqt healing;‘not'noétfums but normalcy;°°07”18_ Iﬁ,thiS'time‘
of national teﬁsion,folloWing the Waf such sentiments were
”comf‘ortlﬁg9 and proviaed some Justifloation for naming
Hardingol9
In sharp contrast to the nomination of Hardlng was
that of COOIidge for the vicecpresidencyo The conventlon§
in a burst of spontaneous enthusiasms_rallied to him, and
: nominafed him on the first ballot;zo.-This may havé'beén an
act of defiance againét the'Small coterie who had decided

upon another senator, Irvine Lenroot of Wisconsin- for the

15Whiﬁeg7Autobiography» pp;‘586‘foA‘

f17Paxson5 Pbstwar Years Nor’malcvﬂ D. 152,

18ﬁxcerpt from Hardirg s speeoh quoted in Walter
Johnson» William Allen White's America (Nem York: Henry
‘Helt amd_,(’)c;rnlc)ar_ly9 1947), p. 329, Hereafter cited: Johnson,
‘William Allen White”s_ﬁmerica@ : :

L9New Republic July 14, 1920, PP 187 f,

ZONew York ’f‘imes,7 June 13, 1920, p; 1.



: p1556521'n ‘
Democvats found reasohé forfoptimiém'in»the ChoioeA
of Harding by their opponentso22 By openlng day at San

. Franciscog however, anti Wilson sentﬁment found expr8531on

in a coalition of candidates to stop'the nomination of the

,president“s’sonwin=1aw9 William G. McAdbog23' When the New

York délegationvréfused to join'thé Wilson demonsératioﬁg

Franklin Roosevelt ‘seized the standard of the State and

':sarried it in the parade 24

Dissident groups in the convention were slow to

.unite on a candidate, I1l1l though he was, Wilson fervently

espduSed the cause:Of.the League, but refused to eﬁdofse

any candidate.25 As a result of this neutrallby, the vote

,ing-waép@dlongea.untilg én.fhe h@th ballot, James:Mo'Cox

Was‘nomimatedozé.VThié oandidate‘pieased_the city bosses

‘because he was somewhat of a "wet" and he had not been -

213ullivan, Qur Timess VI, 78-83, Paxsoﬁ;>Postwar
Years Normalcy9 P 156 : ‘ . :

",ZzNew York Times9 June 199 1920g pe 1o

231b1609 June 29, 19209 pe 1o
N ZL%Ibid.c 9 pe ) 1 )
'251b1d»9 July 4, 1920, p. 1. Frenk Kent, The

Democratic Party (New York The Century Company, 1928),
PP. 444 . Hereafter cited: Kent, The Eamocvatic Partvc-

26New York Times, July. 6, 1920s p. 1.




elosely aSSOGiated'wiﬁh the president .27

The nOmihation of Roosévelt as'viceaprésidéﬁt ﬁas-ll
:doubtless a concession- to Wilson, because Roosevelt had _
served in the administretion as ASSLStant Secretary of" the‘
»Navy°387 To one,political analyst he seemed to be the" V
highly available candidate who could "balance” the'tioket,r
since he was acceptable to éll faotionsoz9 Cox favoré@

nim because he met the geographic requirement, and be-

cause of hi$ well-known na@eo30 The New York Times felt
that he added streﬁgth~%o'the tickét beéaﬁSevhe found
favor with western Demo@ratso To these his chief assets
- were his aﬁtractive,peésonalitjs his relationship to

Theodore, and his progressi?ism931-

27Ibm.b,, Ju;.ly 1, 19209 p. 1. James M. Cox, Jourae,ﬁ
through My Years (New York Simon and Schuster, 1946},
Pp. 225=31. Hereafter cited: Cox . Journey’ through ﬂl Years.

, : - 283ames N, Rosenau, (ed.), The. Roosevelthreasury
(New York Doubleday and Company, Inc., 1951), pp. 51-5.
,_Hereafter cited: Rosenau, IThe Roosevelt Treasurva

29Harold Gosnell Champion Campaigner Frauklin Do
Roogevelt (New York The MaomilTan Company, 1952), p. 630
Hereafter cited: Gosnell, Champion Campalgner.

3OCox37 Joufhey throﬁgh My Years, pp-. 232 £,

JlNew York Timeso July 7n 1920 P 20 While the
vice-presidential office has.seemed unimportant to some -
politicians,; this was not the case with Roosevelt. Day,
Franﬁlin De Roosevelt“s Own. Storvg p 54 ‘




“Boosevelt‘may'heVe been instfumental inAmakingnthe'
League thebtransoendentiissue of the campaign, as tnene is
Peeeon'tO'believe,Cox was indifferent with respeotnﬁo'this
‘issue, 32 On his return from the conventlon Roosevelt |
stopped off in Ohlo to v181t Cox, for the ourpose of making'
campalgn plans. It was at this time that the latter request—-
ed that Wilson grent the candidates an interview, 33_7The
alling pres1dent 1n,the conference at the White House on
-oJuly 18th made a profound impression on the candldatesc'b
:The campaign.beoane irrevocebly tled to the League 34

ofkThough~Rooseve1t oampaigned with enthusiasm,;astute
political observers considered his couse lost.35 According
to one biographer a1+houvh the oampalgn was hopeless, it

was an "exhllarating rather than a depre831ng experienoe"

. 327Thomas Bailey, Woodrow Wilson and the Great .
Betrayal (New York: The Macmillan Company, 1945), pp. 319,
- 321 f. Hereafter cited: Bailey, The Greut Betrayal Kent

‘The Democratic Party, p. 454,

© 33new York Times, July 1, 1920, p. 1,

. 3400x9 Journey through _X‘Years, PP 241 4, Elliott
Boosevelt (ed.), F.D.R. Hig Personasl Letters 1905-1928
(New ‘York: Duel] Sloan and Pearce, 1948), p. 495. Here-.
after cited: Personel Letters. Rooeevelt's letter to his
wife mentions this "very wonderful experience." Years
later he remarked: "It -was one of the mos?t impress1ve"
soenes I have ever witnessed...." .Ibid.,.pp. 496 f.

35Ibido, po 492, quoted from Poughkeepsie ﬁagle
Lo dJuly 21 :1920. Iouisw Wehle, Hidden Threads of History
2 New” York The Macmillan Company, 1953), pp. 81 f. Here= "~
‘after cited: Wehle, Hidden Threads of History, Henry
Pringle, Alfred E, Smith (New York: Macy-Masius, Publish-
ers, 1927), p. 297.  Hereafter cited: Pringle, Alfred Es
Smith.,: New York Tlmes, July 6, 1920, p,.zo ~ ,




for Roosevelt. ‘He‘had aiéhéﬁCe to establishla natidnal
vfeputation}” Thé oaﬁpaign wa.s not so much a "lost qrﬁm
'sadé“”for the ﬁéague\as it was a "dress Pehearsal“ for
the futurectriumphs of’Eobseve1t036

| The Demécratic campalgn, overshadowéd as“ifrwas by
the influence of the‘preéidentg had iiﬁtie chan@e of vic=
tory.37 The Bépublicaﬁ "front poreh campalgn pﬁoved
effective;f'Harding satisfieduthebdemooratic'paSsion‘for 
equallty by remlndlng people that he was "iust folks "38
An eminent Democrat commenting on the electlony said°
'“The American born did not like Wilson because he was not
frank was too selfish and oplnionated The foreign born
did’nqt llke his foreign-settlements° ,So they voted “no;'
confidencé“%iﬁ his ?arty;539 -

President Harding had a brief administration ter=

36Frank Freidel, Frenklin D, Roosevelt ‘The Ordeal
(Bosten“ Little, Brown and CompanyD 00‘1954) p. 70. Herea
after cited Freidel The Ordeal - ’ .

: 37 pnm W, Lane and Louise H, Wall° (eds ), The Iettersf
- of Franklin K. Lane  (Boston: Houghton Mifflin Compapy, 19227,
oD, 345, 356. Hereafter cited: Lane and Wall, The Letters

of Franklin K. Lane. .

38Anonymous, (Clinton Gilbert), Mirrors of Washlngm 
ton (New York: G. P, Putnam's Soms, 1921),. pp. 6 f. Here-
after cited: Gllbert Mirrors of Wash1ngton= ]

. 39Lane and. Wall The Letters of Franklim Ko Lanes
Pe 372.. _ :



| | . .
minated”by'sudden death in 1923g Later, unsavéry facts |
were disclosed which have caused his administration to bé
;j rememberea in a disoreditable 1ivhtoqo The fears of many
| political prophets were fulfilled., Of his qualifications
- Hazrold Ickes, Republican, had said: I regard Senator
'Harding_as a2 complaeent inétrument ready for manipulation
by the big special intérestso"ui Franklin Lane; Dembcrat;
‘had said*of him: "The éoﬁntry will be generousbfor a time
! to. HardingoooeBut'it will turn against him with aﬁger un-
bounded if he turns the country over to the men who want
office ané the men who want prlvileae and favoro The
politicians and the profiteers may be his undoing°”42
Harding“s death may have been a boon to the Re-
publican party543 Newspapermen; generally friendly to
‘him believed that he was not personally guilty of the -

corrupt practiées attributed to his administration, and

, QOThomas Miller, head of the Alien Property Cus-

todian's Office, was accused of stealing large sums.

The office of Harry Daugherty, the Attorney General, was .

gsaid to be a center for the illegal sale of liguor permits

and pardons. The Teapot Dome 01l scandal involved Secre-

- btary of the Interlior Albert Fall with Bdward Doheny and
Harry Sinclair, oil magnates.

hlJohnson, William Allen White's America, o 330

. QzLane and Wall, The Letters of Franklin K. ﬁane,
430, - : , - a ; .
po LI

43Schriftgiesser9 This Was Normalcy, p. 7,



| | - TR
tempered théir judgments in his favor°@4 In justifyiﬂg o
Harding s motlves im making appointmentsD one: Washington‘
correspondent said° "He believed in government by poli=
'ticisnsooooIt Was instinctlve with him to reward his

‘friends end the friends of his friends. L5
whem Coolidge took the oath of office at 2: 30 AM,,

“Aunustrj 1923, the guidance of the Pepublioan party pass-
o@d into prudent handso His polioy of s1lence on admini- -
,stration scendals sustainea the dignlty of the party. k6
“His 1mp1acab1e honesty restored popular confzdencea |

' During this time of Bepublioan predonlnancefAthe

. gareer of.Boosevelt was temporarlly-eclipsed for other
”fhan political reasons. An attack of polioovelitis %n
;August 1921, threatened him with politioal extinctieno
Louis McHenry Howe ~his former secretary and adviser,

took up residence_in the,Boosevelt householdp-dedicating'

: himselfrto>the reconstruction of Roosevelt's political

! bhsames E. Pollard, .The Presidents and the Press
{New York: The Macmillan Company, 1947), p. 712. Here=
after cited: Po]lard The Presidents and the Press.

45 Tnomas Stokes, Chip Off My Shoulder (Princeton:
‘Princeton University Press; 1940)5 ‘pp. 86 f.. Hereafter
cited:; Stokes, Chip Off ﬂl Shoulder. R _

néWilliam ‘Allen White, Masks in a Pageant (New -
. York:. The Macmillan Company, 1928) ppp Lug f Hereafter
. '01ted White,. Masks in a Pageant ‘



_ 12
mlﬁfeOQ? Eleanor EOOSGV91t felt that Howe's return waS’
most important 1n*the revival of her husband's political
-_ambitionso To aid Howe, she became active in the work
- of the Democratic State Committeeoqs

Boosevelt“s illness was to séme extent an advan-. .
tage‘to hiS'@aPeero He gained strength of character from
the lessons of ”infinite patience and never=end1nv perc
sistence“ requireﬁ by 1t 49 His disability forced hlm to
'31t and listen to peOple who previously would not have
held his 1nteresto Thus he became acquainted with common
Deonles handieapped as they too were, but by poverty and
ignoranceoso Samuel Rosenmang his intimate friend wrote
that Roosevelt“s paralysis had “inten81fied his under-
standing of the probiems of those suffering from the pain |
of hunger and destit&tion "51 In the years between 1921 and

1924 Roosevelt worked_persistently for the restoration of

- ”7ﬁleanor Roosevelt Thls Is My Story {(New York:
Harper and Brothers» 1937), p. 333 Hereafter cited: -
Eleanor Roosevelt, This is Ml.storvo Personal Letfer39

11905-1928, p. 5330n

) 48g1eanor Booseve]t This I Bemember (New York:
" Harper and Brothers, 1949), pp. 29 f “Hereafter cited:
Eleanor Hoosevelt Thls I Remember° S ' L

H91mia., p. 25,

50Ffances Perkins, The Boosevelt I Knew (New York:
The Viking Press, 1946)9 pp. &4 f. hereaiter cited
: vakﬁnsﬁ Th@ Haospve1t I Knew, = v

' s qamvel Rosenman, Workinz with Roosevelt (New
Vonit Harper and Brothers, 1952) rp. 14 f. Hereafter
elted: Boqenmgn Working with Ran eyelt. - ‘ o




13."'
hishmuséuléf strength, yet he retained an sctive interest
in the political situationosz. | o

Wlthin ten mcnths after inheriting the pP881d8nCJ o
Coolidge had taken the control of the party frcm.the nata |
Aional committeeo The Republican Nat1ona1 Conventlon, which
‘m@ﬁ in Clevelan@ on June 10, 1924 was a Coolidge conven-
tione53 The presideﬁt?s popularity with the pecple bf»the '
ccuntry increased hié statgfe inqthg:partyo 'Becaﬁse_hé
wasg é régular party'man helwon‘for himéelf thé supporf ‘
and grdtitude of the martyQSQ |

Lodge, who had been prominent in previous éonvéﬁm
tionss did not plav a 1arge role in that of 1924, 55 The
.semior senator from Massaehusetts and senate magorlty
1eader9 being-deeply,orthodpx in his party a;filiation9

accepted his exciuéion from party councils with no public

o pﬂotestoqé That he had been edged out of his oommandlng

position at tbis 1mp@rtant gatherlng by Coolidge who wasr

hisvantithesis in breeding and position? plaoed him in a

52Gosnell9 Champlon Campaigner, pp- 72'ff°

53williem Allen White, A Puritan in Bebylon (New
York: The Macmillan Company, 1938) p. 296, Hereafter
“cited: White, A Puritan,ig Babylono o

54

Ibido, p. 283.

: 55New York Times, June 10, 192& v. 1. Charles
Miehelson, The Ghost Talks (New York: G. P. Putnam's Sons,
194k), p. 234, Hereafter cited: Michelson, The Ghost Talks. -

56White, A Puritan ;@_Babyldﬁ9 pp. 297 £
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SpmeWBét péthetic iight 57 7

The drafting committee prep@red a platform which
submepged the conuroversial issue of an anti@Klan plank
under a reaffirmation ofvconstitutional 1ibertiesq In the
"pledge for honesty'in gowernment, the party‘acknowledged
"ﬁhe necéssity‘of prosecﬁting"officiéié dereliét'ih their
' éuty withano digression frdm stricti.hon=partisan>lawe
eﬁforcemeﬁt@581 This plank suggested the view that oorrup=
:< tion wa.s “the regrettable risk of. all political administraw
tionso _ | »
o ngbblidgé]WéS n§minated9 and; after Lowden andeérah
refused séoond pléée on the ticket, Charleé G. Dawes’éf
Tllinois received that honoro59 Charles Mlchelson9 news-
napevman covering the meeting9 reported listleSSﬂess
Aamong the-.delegatesa Returning to~N@w York with a ey
 108§“ of them” he said that they appeared to be extr@melv
kpessimistic about - the coming eleotionaéo '

The gloom pervading Bepublican ranks'doubtlessu

570swald CGarrison. Villard Prophets True and False S
(New York: Alfred A, Knopf, 1928), vp. 265 f. Her@ofter
.clited: Villard Prophets True and False. S

58New York Timesﬁ June 12, 19249 Po M,

591bia., June 13, 19249 p. 1.

a 60Michelson¢ The Ghost Talksg Do 234
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© was élleviatéd ﬁy the’disseﬁsions among DemdérétS»at-Madi=i
'Sén_SqﬁaréiGardeng  Thquuafre1 overfaﬁ'antiéﬁlanjplank
caused é'major sohism in the Democratic con?eﬁtion; Parti-
.sans of Alfred E. Smith, e Roman Catholic anﬁ~Wiliiaﬁ:Go“
chAdoo a Protestant the leading cand dates determimed -
| to bring the issue tQ a testoél- The prominenee given to
the quarrel in the pre convention period made it 1mpossible;
“1ater to ignore 1t ' The convention Opened in a spirit of
,Pellgious bigotryaéz After bitter strlfev the committee_
on resolutions offered the~anti«K1an proposa1~to the con-

1vention for a de0131on°~ By a narrow margin the ccﬁventiom

-,j‘decided that a plank not speciflcally naming the Klan be

'accepted°63 | '

Meanwhiley Roosevelta who had made a formal reentrv
into politics as floqr manager of the Smith forces, placed
Smith's name before the‘convention in a.speech which’be=
came famous foy the phrase "happy warriora"éux The contest
in the balloting was mainly between Smlth and McAdoo with

Hboth camps fieroely hostileo Arthur Mull&nyxliberal Kansas

61New*York’Times9 June 209419249‘p¢ 1.0
62;Q;g°;vjune;2ﬁ9 1924, p. 1. .’ :
63_1_@,1_1;5 June 29, 1924, p. 41 °‘

641pid., June 27, 1924, p. b.
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Democrat and a Catholic, blamed both leaders for failure
to comperiseb65f Ed Flyﬁn»'New,Yo?k pqlitieiah Telt mueh:l;.;‘e

" the samegéé Days before a nomination was made; the New

"bYork Times:indicated that Demeéfats ﬁa& turned'an almost.
'eewtain victory to almosf certain defeat by their quarrele
V:ing°67 Not until the 103rd bellot was a. compromise reached
‘when John We Davis,-a West_Virginia_lawyera received the
A hominatidn; Chafies éryanp brothefuof.William Jengings'vv

Bryan, became'thevcheice for vice- DreSident 68 mnthusiesm

died in the,cohventienO;One observer femarked later that.

he eould not recall an§one who. felt that Davis had a ehancév'

: to win in Novemberaé9 | | | | |

4» Coolidge s pcpularity increased as busimess eondlw

‘ tions’improve&f He reflected the prevailing feeling of

the times, which was 81mp1y to leave everything aloneo

The public paid scant beed to Democratic s%tempts to» _

65Arthur Mu]]en Western Democrst (New York: Wilm
. fred Funk ‘Inc., 19k0), pe 243 Hereafter cited: Mullen»
N Western Demoeret _ , ‘

66Edward Jo Flynn9 You're the Boss (New York: The‘
Viking Press, 1947), pp. 44 £, Hereafte? cited: Flynn, -
-You re the Boss.. B ‘ : o

567New York Times, July 2 1924, p. 18

681bi&°» July 10, 1924, po~1

69Miohelson9 The Ghost Talks9 Do 2Q5a_
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":eapiﬁalizé on the Harding maladmimistretion;70* Apperenta,w

".lyg to fifteen mi]]ion voters, the Coolidge respectabllityv

’seemed adequate guarantee against SLmiIEP evilso?i The
,eera of Coolidge prosperity had beguno72 Of the president

| William Allen White wrote° “Calvin Coolidgeooowill be re=
7-_membered ae the high priest of- prosperity and the prOphet .
w73

of economy.

Nineteen months be;ore the expiration of his ‘term9 .

Cooliage astounded even his close friends by a brief an-

-u,nouneement whieh brovoked widespread comment "T.do no%

choose to run for President in 1928 = Attemptsfto 1nter=
{,pret the messege for hiddem meening received no: enoourage==
':bment from the president 75 A Wall Stweet periodloel |
>commented°‘ »
Qnoohowever much or little Mro Coelid?e individually
may have had to-do with the prosperity of the past

- four years he is credited with having been ‘the back- .
’ _bone of that prosperity. The present bull market

: 7Oarthur Tourtellot, An Anatomy of Americsm Poli-
tics (Indianep0113° The BobbSQMerfill Companyﬂ Inc.,;s
c. 1950), p. 284. Hereafter cited: Tourtellot, An Anatomy -
of American Politics; Democratic Campaign Book, To2L (Demo=
cratic National Committee, 1924), pp. 110 T, 151 =7+ Here- -
‘after cited: Demoeratlc Campaign Book, 1924. : '

, 718tatisticel Abstract of the United Statesy 1949,
’ po ’3175 . . o

7229&Q09 ppo,327 f.

"Jynite, A Puritan in’Babvlong . 325,

-74Vew York Times9 August 3 19279 pa-lo‘a

75Wh1te A Puritan in Babylona p° 360
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is going down 1nto hlstory not only as one of record ‘
proportions, but as one labeled with the name of
Coolidge. His announcement thereforeg came as a

- genuine shock and, undoubted1y3 at first was con-
‘sidered as the rimging of the bell.announc&x%%ghe
closing of an epoch in stock market history.

rThe,president“s decision tQ»remain;outlof"the 1928f

' race was a signal for other candidates to get their .cam-

" paigns ihrmotioﬁ; _Herbert Hoover had been a presidential

"possibility in 192@ when William Allem White had worked
ﬁfor ‘his nominationo77 In 192? before the nresiéential 4

announcemenﬁ Whlte had started a campaign for Hoover
among Kansas Republioans 78 Hoover ‘had characterlstiQS“

" that appealed to grass roots traditﬁons, He had come

from a small town 1n.Iowa aﬂd had. Peaehed a pinnacle Of'

" worldly successo79

If Hoover, as a_cabinetﬂmembef’seeking higher
office, hobed for presidential sanetion, he was disaﬁa

' pdinteas~ His repeated attempts to secure olarification

on the pwesident°s personal ambitions in the campalvn

’ 7600mmercia1 and Flnanoial Chronicle AugUst‘é,
1927, p. 687. ' : S :

77Wh1te Autobiographvg PP 586 8,

_ 78wglter Johmson (ed.), Selected Letters of
Uiiliam Allen White {(New York: Henry Holt and Comnanv
1947}, pp. 274 £. Hereafter cited: Johnson, Selected
Letters of Will%am AlTem White. o

79Boy Vo Peel and. Thomas C Donnelly, The 2
Compaign: An Analysis (New York: Richard R, Smith, Inc.,
1931), p. 101. Hereafter cited: Peel and Donnelly9 The
1928 Campaigge ' YU o B : B




19

- met with laconic rebuffs. Apparently, Coolidge's peréisﬁé B
ent feticéncefwaried HébVero803:Preéumptive evideﬁée is
available that Coolidge disliked his Secretary of Ccmmer08081 
Republican professional politicians were incWined :
to-bé‘unenthus%astio about Hoover as a candidate., Some |

viewed his assomiatlon with the Wil on administratlon as

Ca qtigma upon h%a BepmblioanistBZ- Before “the convantion

opened a coalitlon movemeﬁt was startea to oppose his'
om%nationOSB To advance thig plang some polﬁtical friends
of the president hoped that he would consent to a “draft“'~
butvthey became disheartened by his obdurate silence_on
’fhe"subject;8§  Finaﬁciéllgroups also interested in’
"blocki ng“ Hoover, hoped to sponsor a counterecambaign

85

for Charles Evans Hugnesg but were. rebuffed by Hughesg

, 80Herbert Hoovery The Memoirs of Herbert Hoover°
©1920-1933, The Cabinet and the Presidenov (New York: The
Macmillan Co*lpany9 1952) P 190é3 Hereafter oited°

. Hoover, Memoirs: 1920~ 19339

: 81Schr1ftgiesser  Thig Was Nor'nalcv9 no 248,
‘ Wh1t89 A Puritan in Babylon, p. LOO Stokes, Chip Off
My Shoulder, p. 138, , ’ - T

| , 821bid09 9 139 rr. iNew;York Times, June 8;
‘1928 p. .2 - |

83Ib1d09'p; 1,
SQWhiteg Purltan in Babvlen PP, 400 7o

: 85Mer10 J. Pusey9 Charles Evans Hughes (New York° :
The Macmillan Company, 1951), II, 628 fo Hereafter clted:

- Puseyﬁ Charles Evans Hughes.



By the time the oonventlon opened on June thh the-sf'

‘THoover forces were in control, Hoover was nominated on theb
 ff1rSt ballot seoufing 837 out of the total 1089 votes°86
;Senator Chafles Curtis of Kansas, despite his vehement
fopp081tion to Hoover 8 nominat10n9 became the choioe for
 second placeafoe made a contribution to the ticket bem/
Q,fcauseg as an offset to Hoover 8 dlsputed Republicanismy
i,-his party regularity was eXLreme°87‘ | A
The Democrats shortly held their convention in
HOusfono AlfredlEo Smith,‘the Governqr of New Yorks was
. thé méstipromineﬁt candidate. His pfoépeqts had iﬁprovedAﬂfzi
 oohsiderab1y by the'withdrawal of McAdoo from £he race in

1927,%8

Albert G, Ritchi@ of ﬂaryland provided further
impetus for the Smith candidacy when he signified hls

 withdrawal in Smith's favor.89 The leading candidate®s

86New York Tim639 June 15, 1928y Po Lo

: 87Peel and Donnelly, The 1928 Campalgn, P. 29

' Hoover mentions in his Memoirs that Curtis had boasted Lo
him of presidential approval of the vice-presidential
;‘choice, With restrained irony, Hoover commenteda BRI
true, it was a2 natural selection for Mr, Coolidge's type
of mind.* Hoover, Memoirs, 1920-1933, p. 194.. Even if
Coolidge approved of Curtis in 1928 there is evidence :

that he had opposed him for the same office in 1924, >Jhite,'“"

A Puritan in Babylonm, pp. 301 .f. Nicholas Murray. Butler,
Across the Busy Years (New York: Charles Scribmer's Sons,

1939), I, 280 ff. Hereafter clted: Butler, Across the
Basv Yearso o ‘ ‘ :

.88

Peel and Donnelly ,The 1928 Campa;gns Po 100

9New York Timess June 19, 19289 P 1o
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organizatibn was-détérmined to aﬁOid the 1lls of 1924 by
”oareful a§oidance_of,contrdversial matterso9O 

The digcuSéibns énuihe @latfofm; howé%er, revealed
elements of divisiomn. Since Smith“é views on "liquor® weére
welléknoWﬁg it appeared ihdbngrﬁous to his management fhat
‘a "wet" candidate Should"sténﬁ.on é "Ary" platformg91
Sénétbr'Jémes Reed of Missouri,.hdweﬁer, in épite of Smith‘s
Stréngth in ﬁhe convention; attempted to align the “drys"
in a coaltion against hlmegz A compromise on the platform,
| pledged the party to 1aw enforoement on the Fighteenth
Amendment , 93

The Smith ﬁanagemeﬁt'wished in this.convention to
‘avoid the‘assignmeﬁt of Catholics to important and con- |
spicuous posts. As a result of this strategy, the nonor
éf_making»the ndminatihg,address was given to Rooseveit9
& Protestant, Who~hadbperfdrmed the same servicé preve

iously.?% This speéch made s favorable impression, both

901b1d°s"35ue 23, 1928, p.. 1,
911bid., June 25p 1928, P 10
921bid°9 p. 1, | L
931bid., June 29, 1928, p. 5.
]’QQ;QAQAQIApril 309‘19289 Po 6,
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ih the-cohvention and ﬁhroughout the'cbuntry 95 Smithrin _
New York heard it and was moved 96 Rcosevelt himself Was

.pleased at its reception.and wrote of it to his mother,97

The . Pemocrauic New York Times indlcated editorially its,.~'
approval | | | ’

It was the address of a falr mimded and culti- -

- vated man,...discussing in an intelligent way the
,vqualifications which should be sought for in theé
President of the United States and the ability of
CAlfred Smith to meet every fair test of oapacity 98

SOMB analysts have sald tnat this speeoh had poll—
tloal values for the oratoro One made the fo1JOW1ng
3analy818° |

While the speech’ contalneq 67 references to
Governor Smith that paid genuine tribute to him,
it also contained 26" flrst—pefson pronouns and
- twenty-three (8ic) editorial We's. FDR appeared to
‘possess some of the qualities which he aseribed to
Smith. The nominator as well as the nominee, was.
articulate, virile, vibrant, many-sided, sympathetic,
and understanding. The" speech indicated that FDR
 had great personal appeal and would be a fine
:’oandldaLe himself in the not too dlstant future

‘.0000 /
- Another ‘writer bélie?éd'that 300sevé1trby_this>Speegh'pre-

pared for "future triumphs Qf h1s oWn»while he had to some

95Franklin Roosevelt, The Happy Warrior (New York:
Houghton Mifflin Company, 1998)» pp. 25-40, Hereafter
cited° Roosevelt The Happy Warrior. . :

»O6New Vork Tlmes, June 28, 928- Do 15'

'97Persona1 Letters 1905 1028 De 640,

"98New York Times, June 28 1928 Do ol

:99Goqne11 Champion Cambaigner Do 83




extent helped to bring Smith's nomination about . #100
Roosevelt's reference to thevgoveﬁﬁorship of New

York as a preparatioﬁ for the presidency mightfbe inter=
 jprétéd as a personalfpléaol,There is évidence thég nis

- own: plens for the pfesidency'inolﬁded,suchran éppreﬁéice%
shipalol The orator'réminde@ his audience Qf'his own:
dual experience in;gévernmentg 1egislative, andladmiﬁi;
strativem ‘He>§ouéhed'that problems iﬁ the natioéal and
. state areas differed’only'in_@geogﬁaphic exteﬁt and hot,
in ﬁolitical pfincﬁple “102 , He direetéd the'speech Lo~

ward the radio audﬁenceg hoping to reach out toward the

"republieans and independents throughout the country ”103

Howe had ensured the utmost publicity by send;ng advance
00pies to editora throughouﬁ the. counury0104

The nomination of Smith occurred on the first
ballot as many had anticipatedolo5 His choice for uhe

,v1ce«presidencyp Senator Joseph T Robinson, was ancept='

.100Ffeide19‘whefordeais p. 2bh,

1Oj-Ibid s Do 250 Warren Moscowy Politics in the

Empire State. (New York: Alfred A. Knopf, 1948), p. 15,
Hereafter cited Moscowg_Politics 1n the Empire Stateo-

o 102300seve1t The Happy Warrior, ppo 31 fa_

103Freidel The Owdeal P 2&3
B Ko 12

Ibidos P 242

,105New York T‘imes9 June 29, 19289 po 1,

23



)
ed by the convention. Slnce heiwas a Southerners a Prooé
 §e$tént9,and a‘"dry“' he- Drovided a balance for the tiﬂket

. -Smith's tglegram of”aceeptance afforded4an unwelcome sur-
_prise for many delégate$a It stated, in effect, that he
would work for a Qhange‘in thelprohibition law., ‘A hasty
adjournmént~of the GOﬁweht;om forestalled protests from
f‘those delegétes devoted tq_the Eighteenﬁh.éméndmentoloé -
| then the oonventidnsAwefe;ovér;‘ﬂcover and Smith‘”’
| establishéd their campaign ofganizatiqnso Hoover named .
Dr, Hubert quk of Colorado as ths'Bepuﬁiican ﬁationaly
chairmanoép7'vsmith named JohﬁvJ@-Baskob;_a millionaire
in&ustriélistglas fﬁe Democratic ﬁatioﬁal_éhairman; 7,-
‘,'Smith encountered.d@poéition1in his selectionlpf
Réékoﬁ who9 1ike Smith himself was & Caﬁholic andua  A
;~“wet°“ Polltical expediency would have - been better served9
;p0551b1y$ by a choice Whlch would appease gome different
group@ Roosevelt protested that this appointment Would '
decrease Smlth"s availability in the South and Westcr |
the candidate however, the ‘campaign hinged upon suceess'

.in the industrial nast 108 The appointment was v;ewed -

: 106peel and Donnelly9 The 1928 Csmnaign, 22 jb f
 Stosz» Chip Off My Shoulder, pp. 233 T,

107New York Times, Jume 22, 1928, p. 1.

108Day9 Franklin De Roosevelt“s Qun Storvs pp° 103 f.
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- as an indieation of. Smith“s affiliatlon Wlth busimess 1nter= o

lestsolog 'Raskob“s positiom as a director of the Assoclationf  |

" Against the Prohibition Amendment foroed_the assumption that _
the prohibition issue'Would beéome paﬁa@dunt in thé‘eam« _
paignoliof | o | | |
‘Smith“s essential'conServatism became more apparent
 at this tlme of close association with Baskob an6 he had
;1ess appeal for progressive80111 Wa]ter Lippmaﬂn referred
} to him as the “most powerful nonservatlve in urban Amer=
 103 w112
In the campaign9 Hoover made only seven major
-AaddfeSseso Perhaps this was 6ue in some measure to his'
refusalitO»employ-a ghost WritePOIIB His relief work in
"AEufope aftér’thé~Wofld Warg'hOWeverg had gained fof'him
.an impreSsive reputatioﬁe Smlth on the other hand, had .

a eomparatively limited . sphefa of influeneeo His

109New York Time89 July 12 19289 Po 22,

L 110Fletcher Dobynsg The Amazing Story of Eepeal
{Chicago: Willett, Clark and Company, 1940) pp. 8=12,
:Hereafter cited: Dobynsg The Amazigg Stcrv of Bepeal.

11130y V. Peel and Thomas C Donnellys The 1932
Campaign: An Analysis (New York: Farrar and Blneharty C.
1935), P« 27 Hereafter cited Peel and Donnellyf The
-1932 Camnaizno : : :

- 112W81ter Lippmann Men of Destiny (New’ Xorkv
The Macmillan Company, 1927)3 p. 6. Hereafter cited:
Lippmann, Men of Destiny. - -

113Hoover Memoir8° 1920 1933y ppo 198 fs‘ 
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" popularity was generally considered to be in the urban e
‘Fast Of his twenty one prlneipal campaign a&dresses as
he listed them howeverg only two of them were in the Rocky
.MOUﬂtaim West and none were in the far West., 314
| William Allen White felt that the West and Smith
rwere out of sympathya‘ He had attempted to bring Smith to
Kanses for & mutual appraisal but had been unsuecessfulc;IB
'He'felt that Smith lacked the’statﬁrevof a :in,at:icme,lAS‘i:a‘t‘:es'«=
man ‘tn that he was unfamiliarrwith'the problems of vast '
seetibnsref'the ceun§§y° Alﬁheugh’White'did not subéeribe
te the ehargeseof religious bigotry employed‘egeinStVSmith
‘he spoke agalnst him for his - “wetness" and . for his afflllo
-ation with Tammany Hell 116 _ | ’
When Smith went on his westewn tour,’ crowds of ‘the.

eurious oame,out tqveheer himo  A reporter sympathetic to

the'eandidate correctly appréised these ovations. When

T eskedeby-hisvpaper for a prognosis on Smith’s'vote.in the

 West, he pre&ictedﬂthat Smith would not receive the West-

ern vote0117

11@Governow Alfred E. Smlth Campaign Addresses
(Waghington D, C.: Democratic National Committee, 1929)
Hereafter cited° Smlth Campaign Addressesa

115Johnsons Selected Letters of William Allen Whiteg'
PP 282eJo ' , :

lléJohnson William Allen Whlte s Americaﬁ pg_boéo

117Stoke39 Chlg 0ff My Shoulders Pp. 238~ 40



Hoovef, inept thdugh hé'Was ih his.political rble;
made extensive use. of the’ 1ncontestable fact of the gen=
‘,eral prosperity of the country as the ba31s for h%s
 QampaignQ He judged that contentec‘i9 prosperous workers
had no désire for a.changecn Democratic arguments to ‘the
eontrary were unconvincimgella |
o | Beligious prejudice has often been asseolated
i»with this eampaignellg Possibly Smlth himself was largew'

Cly responsible for the intensity of the anti Catbolic an
V-feelinﬁ expwessed at this tlmeo. It had - remalned at the
i.,"Whispering" stage until he ohallenged it in a fortha,
iright address at Oklahoma Citvelzo Hoover later expressed
'regret about the religious prejudlce of the campaign5 but
| felt that;Smith had erredrin strategy~1n thus making,it~
~ an open issue. He furthermore disél@imed thét.his peﬁe
sonal’ success had been affected by . the anti Cathollc
‘campaiﬁnOIZI |
‘ On'thggliéucr_QQestion'the-fwo candidates were

strictly'oppOSedg,:This“wés the first-electi?n'in~whiehj

118400ver, Memoirs: 1920-1933, p. 198.

119Louis Beang How to Predict Eleotions (New York::
Alfred A. Knopf, 1948), PP 99 103 Hereafter cited: Bean,
How to Predict Electiomso ’ : S ' ' ' ‘ '

lzosmith Campaign Addresses9 PP, 5l 8

121Hoover9 Mem01r8° 1920~ 1933, Dy 200 £o
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prohibition was a mdjor issueo Hoover eempe eﬁeaiflatly
for full enfowcement of the prohibition.Wawo 'The'phrase;
‘“noble experiment“ origlneted at this ‘time as the result
of a- misquotation from a speeeh given by Hoover°r“0ur
eountry‘has deliberatelyAundertaken a great social and
‘economic ei@erimentg nobie in motive and_farsreeching in
purpose. 'It mms+~be worked out'construetively wl22 |
Smlth eame out unequlvooably for modifleatzom of the a
prohlbltion 1aws°723_ He. believed that many ills cf so=r
-eiety hinged ‘upon v1olat§ons of the Eighteenth Amend— .
ment ., 12% |

, in‘qrdeﬁeto_pfevide additioﬁal support fbr{Sﬁith
:imathe naéienal_eleetionf Demecfa@ic ieeders Of;Nevaofk‘
had urged Roesevelt,tetrﬁn fOPngvernorg;and thue give
‘,edaitionel asSuraneevof the foftj fiveAeleethal-vetes'
‘Of the State for SmithQ1?5> BOih Howe aﬁd‘ﬁqoseeeit9>
howeverr beiieved-thaﬁbl928 was not a'Democretie year., E
'As Sm%th“s situation,appeared more preeeriou59 Howe felt e
that Booseve7t -might: experience a serious setbaek by a

pollticel defeet during that year of Republican supremecjal 26

Ibidag ppe,zoo 2

: 123Smith Campaipn Addresses9 PP, 148 50

"1241b1d09 Do 13

125

New York Timess June 18 1928,:pej1a -
1 126F?eidel The Ordeal P 250
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' In spite of prearranged agreements with waé'ané
' Mrso'Roosevelt When the beleaguered'staté comveﬂticn |
group at Bochester exerted pressures, Roosevelt agreed to
run if nomlnated°127 Party 1ead@rs felt that Roosevelt's
| aoceptance had improved the outTOOE of the Demoorats9 not"
~only in the state, but in the nation. 128
| The'reversal of his con51dered judgment to remsin
out’of“pOIiﬁice at thié time held gvave’risks both for
'Boosevelt“s health and his political future°129 His |
A'telegram to Smith at Bochester ‘had stressed the 1mport=
4:ance of-his.treatments»at Warm Springsg_Georgiael3Q The
“health factor gave the anti=Smith'press an opportunity to
éaﬁitaliye'on EooSevelt“s cendidecy as an “unfaﬁ%'saéria
~f"%oe "131 The stir caused in the adverse press drew a
statement from the gub@rnatoriai candédate°
I was not dragooned into running by Lhe Governor

casoel WS drafted because all of the party leaders,
when they assembled, insisted that my often-ex-

127New York Timesg October 12, 1928, p. 12. That
his impetuous decision worked %o his advantage was 1ike1y
. due to the stock market crash of 1929 and the resultant
depression,; which damaged Republican prestiveo Moscow,
- Politics in the Empire Statep pp. 15 ¢ L

128New York Times, October 3, 1928, p. 1.

129Edwin C. Hill, The Ameriean Soene (New York:
Witmark Educational Publﬂcations) 21, Hereafter
01ted Hill The AmeWican Sceneo ’ R

130New York Times Ontober 2, 19285 po 1. -
| 1311bid39 October 3, 1928, p. 13. |



pressed belief in the policies of Governor Smith
made my nomination the bhest assurance to the. ,
voters that these polioies wauld be continued 132 ‘
In his acee@tanoe spee@h Roosevelt declared himw
. self a ”d&sciple in g great ceuses"breazfirming his
devonio& to the governmental polmcies of his esteemed
predecessor6' His 1ntraastate tour was a QUlXOth apneal‘
'fof the election of Smithc',He &evoteq arpart of most of
his speeéhes td this endal33 ‘
'rIn'behalf'Gf Smith, he repéaﬁe&ly aséaiied the_

bigotry  in the Republican national campaign,ll¥ While

30

" he acknpwledgéd the disclaimers of responsibility of the

~ Bepublican candidates, he said:

‘Pirst, somebody is paying out hundreds of
thousands of dollars for the printing and dis-
tribution of this literature, and, secondly,
we cannot escape the fact the Republican
candidates stand to benefit to some extent
by this ignorant, bigoted vote, "

‘His repeated attaoxs drew the fire of William Bandolph

- Hearst, who accused hlm of augmentlng religious 1ntolere~

132Ibid09 October 5971928 p. 1.

| 333Franklin D Roosevelt Public Papers and Add-
regses of Franklin D, Roosevelt, comp., Samuel Rosenman

(New York: Random House, 1938), I, 13-6., Hereafter cited: -

Public Papers and Addresses.

1341pia,, 20 £; 30-8.

- 135yew York Times, October 5, 1928, p. 2.



.‘ance by his. frequent attacks on i 136-.Thefe7ie;vhoWe§er'e
:adequate indicatien that Roosevelt himself was unconcerned
1w1th dlstlnctions of religlous feithsa- An'igtimate‘friené
-‘and-close associete stated that he was "a;bgﬁe who eid noﬁ '
,VSeé@ to%care-—of even knoweewhetée#»you Wereia Cathoiic55”
Protestant or- Jewo"137 | , N G 7 |
| _ Boosevelt had planned to center his cempaign drive
upstateo Democratic leaders felt generally that he mightf
”poll a 1arger vote than Smith im the stateo’ This wes due'
to a tendency of many city Democrats to vote Republican |
on the‘national levelou38 Boosevelt“s plan proved fruit-
ful, ‘The'fura1~cOunties which had considered themselves
| ignored by the Smith administrations9 reSponded to. the :
overtures of the new cendidate fer the governorship9139
'Dedicated to a eontinuation.of-the llbepal governﬂent
which Smith had established in New Yorkg Boosevelt by

a slim plurality3 won, while the ereator of tha% program N

1361p3d., October 12, 1928 p. 18; October 18,
'10289 P. 3; October 21, 19?8, P. 3; October 29, 1928,
P. X2, A similar accusation.had been made: previously
by a neighbor in’ Dutohess County. Donald Scott Car-
michael, (ed.), F. D. B. Columnist (Chicago: Pellegrini
and Cuday, 1947), pp. 104 £ 8L4=93, Herealfter cited:
Carmichael, F. D. R, Columnistov o

137Bosenman9 Working with Roosevelt, . 24,

138New York Times, October L 1928 Do 1,

139F1ynn,,You re the Boss9 Po 806



1ost in the same areaal%qr v

7 The religious issue may have had some part in
Roosevelt's viotoryOV He may have had advantave from the
fact that his opponent?;glbert Ottinger2 was a Jew, '
»Rooseve1§ had acceptéd Herbert iehmaﬁﬁpwaﬂprominent ieadﬁ
er Qf New York Jewry, aé lieutenantegovefnorlonﬂthe o
Demoéréfié ticket. Thuég'he beca@e;the7reeipienﬁ df"
Jewish'févor in the eleétiono He had~pérticipated -

aotively’in Smﬁth’ campaignSQ, Thus he received voteS‘

’, from many Catholics deveted to Smith Anti Catholic '

,'and antlaJewish voters also might be exnected to vote, f
for him.,  As a Protes*ant of prominence " he also was
apnroved by his coreliglonistsa It is safe to assume.

’ that he Was the beneficiary of many sp}it tickets, both
from - ‘wpstate Republicans and fram city Democratselul
Hoover won the Pre31dency by large plurali?ygluz

Though the religious 1ssue has been clted frequently as

the prime cause for Smith“s defeatg evidence appears:

lﬂﬁwOrld Almepac snd Book of Facts (World Pub-
lishlng Company , 1930)9,pp 892 fv“ Hereafter cited:
World Almsnac. :

141Gosnell Champiom Campaigner‘appb 89'f :

o v 3425tat1sticel Abstract of the Unibed States:
- 1949, ppo 317, 319.
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inconclusive.i¥3 Hag Smith'béen fruly-con?inced thét such
was ths_case;;he wguid scaroely have éonten&ed égain in |
.’thé election of iéjé g It has been sugﬁested that Smith
fiwould not have been able £0. upset the Eepublican reaimé
Cin 1928, whatever hiS‘policies and'beliefs°144 5The :
llﬁepublicans were SO closely identified with national
 prosper1ty that their ‘control of the government would

hardly be successfully»ehallenged 50 long as prosperity

1.*contihued

The Bepublican era was.inaugurated in 1920 ‘a8 a
-protest agalnst the 1nt°rnationallsm and high idealism -
| of the W1150ﬂ administratlono A policy of Americanism
wasisignified in the "return to norma1cy” prqpﬁséd,by
 fHarding: The fact that thé Demoératic ééndidaté$ Cox,
1o$t to;a man generaiiy conceded to ﬁé’less:ablég made

- the Demoéfatio defeat'Seem mofe CPushiﬁgo' Scéndals in
the Bepublican reglme offered likely opportunity for the? 
. party s reversal at the polls in 1924 - The president's
'.death in 19239 howevers had seemed to prQVide adequate
~expiation for théAadministrative cfimeso‘ Coolidge's

honestyg cbupled with public'prosperity; préduced

’ 1n38ésng’Héw to Predict Elections, pp°’78»83”

i 144Fostep R, Dulles, 20th’ Century America, (Boston:
Houghton Mifflin Compeny, 1945), b, 3037 Hereafter cited:
-Dulles, 20%th Centurv America. IR -




_’suffiéient pdlitical inertia to retaimjthe~36publican,y.

| '1éad@rsh1?o

| The conservative program which haé-maintained
this high level of prosperity received unequxvocal en=
'dorsement in the election;of 19280 Hoover, the third
and last presiﬁent in this postawar Bepublican eray en-

tered hils office under roseate circumstancess He

,enunciated the dgctrine of economic individualism with -

no domination of‘eﬂterpriséfby any groupg.ﬁﬁsineﬁs or

: pclitical°1@5 The’aountry;confidently'expected of him

- the perpetuatioﬁ_of Coolidge Prosperity.

;7145300Very Memoirs: 1920-1933, p. 204.
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' CHAPTER II
| BEVIVAL OF THE DEMOCRATIC PARTY

v_.The electibn of 1928 was a‘DemooraticAéebaclé&
_‘Beversals had been ﬁationawide;_ The "solid South" had
‘been brokeno} States traditionally Demoor&tic sinoe
']880, as Virginia ‘Florida, North Carolina. and Texass
had voted Bepublicano2 The drafting of Roosevelt in the
b New Xork gubernatorial race,'hadibrought him victorya
but_had failed to bring the state's forty-five electoral
#otés into the.Smiih column, Hodver won the state by a
plurality Qf 103 L81 votes. 3 The dearth of Democratic
Vicforieq across the nation hsd the effect of empha312a
ing BooseveTt”s achievemento |

Th@ results of Lhe pr831dentlal eleotlon were
aévaStatlng~to Smith? the "wet,” eastern candidate iﬁ‘

that he carried only eight statés, OF ‘these, six were

1Edgar hugene Robinson The Presidentiel Vote°-
1896~-1932 Stanford Unilversity, Callfornia: (Stanford - -
University Press, 1947), Tables 6, 7, pp. 66-8 Hereaffer
clted Bobimsenp The PreS1dential Vote°

21p1a., Table 8, pp. 69-127. See also: World
‘,AWmanac and Encyclopedia: 1920, pne 779=-80; WOwld Alm
manac: 1930, ppo 915 7o

3Eobinson The Presiaential Vote Table II,pw Lg,
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_southerh and_“dry“—eArkansas9 Louisiana, MiSSiésippig .
~Alzbama, Georgia'and South Carolina;  Of the northern
states he won only two, both of them in New mnglandaa.
Massachusetﬁs and - Rhode Island. 4 Both houses of congress
were under Republican controlea The Republicaﬁ party, as
it Stmft?d its third conseoutive admimistration seemed
-flrmlJ entrenched ‘_ | | |
.Disparity-appearedvin thé Qpinions ofrpqlitical
7ana1ysts.wh¢ studied the election results. Some belleved
" that the Démocratic‘part§ was brokeﬁ‘in‘spirit; A de=
featist attitude toward the future which prevailed in the
g party ranks; gave rise?to the idea.that the formation of
’fa new party might be necessary if the Republioans were
 _to be effecfively cha]]enged 6 _ |
| One analyst cla%med that the issues between
Eepublicans*and Democrats were reasonably sharppl He

. described it»as‘“ﬁepubiioan against Democrat, Protestant

2 L!’Ibidn, Table TT, pp. 47-53. New York Times, Novem-
_ber 8 1928 28, o

: 55U, S, Bureau of the Census, Historilal Statistics .
of the United States: 1789-1945, Supplement to the Statis- -
tical Abstract of the United States (Washington D. C.: =
vGovernment Printing Office, 1949), p 293. Hereafter

01ted Historical Stetistics cf the Ue So AU

6Peel and Donnelly, The 1932 Campalgn, po Ll



‘égaiﬁsﬁ Cetholic,'prcperty ageineﬁ hﬁmanbrighte,:prohibimwi,
tionist agalnst antl—prohlbitionlst, and. ruralism against
Vurbanismo“7 The contrast between the cendldates-—qoover3'

_ the- country s nighly publlcized humanitarlan, and omlth,,ic
vthe politlclan Who had launched his career on the ﬁsidee

»iwalks of New York“—-offered a welladeflned ch01ce;for

voters, qince‘the South'dié’not'foster minor parties; the

o antl Smith elector had either to vote for Hoover or refra1n_;.~

ffrom voting.  Hence, many southerners broke with thelr
tradition. and voted Reeubllcan,_ Che upsw1ng.ofvthe
rsouthern VOte to the Eepublicane hes been called the
""roughest treatment thab the Democrats had received 1n
the South since 1872,.88

Though—anti»CathoTic prejudice characterized
,‘thls campaign, Smith’s defeat has been pOSSlle more
accurateIJ aLtrlbuted to the prohibltlon sentiment
7Studies made by able scholars have proved the potency of
this factoro Professor Irvino Flsher of Yale Univer-

srtyD concluded thatsrwhile the causes of Hoover's

, 7Cortez A, M, Ewinc Presidential Wlections From
Abraham Lincoln to Franklin D. Roosevelt (Norman:
University of Oklahoma Press, 1940), p. 38. - Hereafter
.. cited: Ewing, Presidential Electionso -

8Ibid., pp. 70 .



viotorylwere multiplsg prohibition and3prosperity'w§ré
the most'powe'rfulm He belie#ed'that‘ﬁobvef,may have been .
the beneficiary of the,increased,registrétion_due‘tb the
women's vote, which may'have’beeh"influenced By:religious co
bias and prohibition séntimeﬁt 9 '
Two shcolarsg Professor-William Ogburn -of Chioago
University and Nell" Snow Talbot made a scientific anal- .
':ysis Qf the'Smiﬁh vote to determine(the»proportionate ‘ |
J inf1uéncetof several,faé§§f8'upgn the vote, This study
Pevealed that liduor ﬁas three_timeg,mqre_potent,than |
féligién in Smith“s deféato_ In thé'réndbm selégtibnfof
counties for this surveyg none wePe in. the South By a
statistical method the varlous determinents which‘,-
influeneed the voter were 1§01ated~=whether he was -
f'o.’r*ei_g:rru}.:)or’n,J urbén,'Democragic, Catholic;_or "wet. "
The study févealed “wetaess" aé thé‘most dominant‘influmr, 
xence While religion5 which was but onemthird as. potent
was second in importance° 10

The argument against the predominance of Peligw

ion:as the determining factor in- Smith“s defeat in the

INew York Times, November 259‘1928 sec. I-Ip p. 1.

, 104411 30m 7. ogburn and Nell Snow Tslbot, "A

" Measurement of the Factors in the Presidential. Electlon

“of 1928," Social Forces, VIII, (December, 1928), 175-83.

The commission for this study was appointea by Presidert
.Hoovero New York Tlmes January 19, 1930, pc 22 :
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South reqeived.correbofation-from another able scholar in
politics. The fact that Smith lost in ths "least evan-
»gelical" areas of the South seemed to preclude the"
"weneralizatian that tbe vote was a bigoted oneo;1

| Other able analys ?s subscribed to the gbeory that
‘Smithrs def@at wWas not as cafaelysmic as the electomg?
,vote Lndioatea 12 One @xpwessed the view ‘that the Dopu»'
1ar vote indicated that “despite the association of
;Republicanism and prosperity as synonymoms terms,in the
umindS'of maﬁy péobleé Smith &ould,hévé come close to
'wﬁnning had he not been a Cath071c and Tammanyite “13
Anpther, Judging Smith a stromgew candldate than either
',Cox~in-1920 or Davis,in 192& concluded that the Demo=
cratic party, as evidenced by Smith?s popular vote was'

8lready in the. ascendancy014 Roosevelt apparently subw

Vscrlbedrto this Opinion°15’

: llDenls W, Brogan Government of the PeopWe:'@f
Study in the American Political System, (new ed.) (New
York: Harper and Brothers, c. 1943), p. 68, Hereafter
cited Brovan chewament of the People, -

17Hlstorica1 Statistics of the U. so, 19499 pp 288 £,

13Dwight Lowell Dumond Americe: in Qur-Time: : 1896=w'

1646 (Henry Holt and Company, 19&7), PD. 430 . Hereafter
cited Dumond; America in Our Timee : .

: :wGosnellB Champion Camnaianer p° 91. Cox, 1920
- had received 36.1% of the two=party vcte, Davis, 1924,
34,.8%; Smith, 1928 b1.2%. See: Bean, How to Predict '
: Elections,\Chart 'pa 65 » _ '

* 5New York Times, November 25, 1928, p. 18;QT”"“

&
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The claim of Republicans, howeverg that prospority
”was depeﬁdent upon thelr 1eadersh1p, became a prominent
issue in the campaign . Hoover wrote in ‘his Memoirso »
"”eneral Prosperity had been a2 great ally in my election ’
in 1928 “16 In thelr preparat%on of a platform the
.Republiean 1eaders had signlxied their belief in the :
_ﬂimnortance of prosnerity as .an issue 1n these words.;
| By unwavering 9dherence to sound principles

" through the wisdom of Republican policies and .

. the capacity of Republican administrations, the
foundations have been laid and.the greatness and
prosperity of the country firmly established. ...

No better guarantee of prosperity and con=
tentment among all our people at home, no more
reliable warranty of protection and promotion
of American interests abroad can be given than
the pledge to maintain and continue the Coolldge;
policies,1? . o

The'candidate‘Was appareﬁtly imbued with thé'idea‘

thét'prbspérity was a concomitant of Republicaun leader-

’ ship, In his acceptance speech he seemed to give the

' assurance that prosperity was a permanent condition:

We in Americar today are nearer to the: final
triumph over ‘poverty than ever before in the
history of any land., The poorhouse is vanish-
ing from among us. We have not yet reached the

~goal, but, given & chance to go forward with the -
" policies of the last eight years, end we shall
soon, with the help of God be in sight of the

16Perbert -Hoover, The Memoirs of Herbert Hoover°
1929 1941 | The Great Depression (New York The Macmillan
. Company , 1952)9 Intro.,vi, Hereafter cited Hoover9 R
Memoirs. 1929 19&1 ' "

17New York Timeug June‘15;"i928;fpo 8.




day when poverty will be banished from this na= - h
'tionoooeﬁt one time we demanded foOr our workers
a "full dinner pail.® We have now gone far be-
yond that conception.  Today we demand larger

comforts and greater Dartﬂcﬂpation in life and
leisure :

Hoover receﬁved support from southern Demoorats N
who revolted accordlng to one: Dolitlcel scientist against

the Demoeratie oandldate rather than the partyo, Addresse

- ing the Southeesterr Politlcal Science Conference Pro=“

fessov Boberb Rankin said°

‘ The most effective instrument for harmony will
. be an aggressive leader, acceptable to all the
. geographical divisions of the party--the wet and
- predominantly Catholic East, the dry and pre=-
dominantly Protestant South, and the liberal West.
~»In spite of predictions from high sources,_the
Democratic party. is still in the saddle in the
Southland. If Smith runs in 1932, the solid
South would again be demollished. On the other
‘hand, if a candidate is nominated in 1932 who
understaﬁds the South...the south would agaln go
solidly Democraticol9 , _

B Govermor=eleot Roosevelt and his politieel guide
Howeg’realized the 1mportance of»the New York victory in
 the light of exten51ve party reversals, and made plans
to capitali7e on 1%.20 . They' senﬁ a carefully worded

vlette?»to_the thousands of Demooratic 1eaders who had

181pid. , August .12, 1928, pe 2, .
_19Ibid,,9 February 12, 1928 Do 20,

. 20134, Deeember 6, 1928, p., 13.



| sent congrétulatidns to Robsevelt, The letters exchangéd
betweentﬂéwe inlNéw Ygrk and Roosevelt in Warm Springs to
formuiaﬁe this replyisuggest its importance to their.
"prOgram;? Expfegsing‘regfet‘o§ef Smithfs defeét9 RoQée=
zvelt,éffirmed the vitélity‘éf'the.pafty as evidenced bjx
the heavy popular vote for Smith. He-suggested'fhe
benéfits'that wOuldvaccrue from a perﬁanent national
‘party-organizationa He invited a further exehangé of 
views 21 | | | _ | A |
' Through the correspondenoe which develope& thou=
'sands.of Democrats became participant8=with Boosevelt in
a pién to strengthen ﬁhe national pértyazz. The résults
éf thé'survey thus effected were sfudiéd to plan for &
’publicity campaign With a view to v1ctory in 1930 and
1932 23
| If this were a usurpation of the national leadw
ership»by Booseveltp.the 51tuation was soon bobbe‘clari» 
- fied., John Baskob@réhé;rmén of the'Democratic‘Natioﬁél

. Committee, and backer'of Smith and.Sponsor ofvPEpgaigjf

2lpersonal Letbters: 1928-1945, I, 6-8.

 224ew York Times, December 10, 1928, po 7, In
explaining this oorrespondence, Boosevelt denied that it
~ had any bearing on any election. The précedent for such
a survey had been set when he had made a canvass for the
‘benefit of the party after the. election of 19?4 - New. York
'rTimes November 12, 1928, P 25, v S

 }23Ibid°9~January’149 1929, p. 1.



thsugh dismayed by the election results9 decided to finlsh
out his four year term as chairmanQ?@ He conferred with
Roosevelt on plans for party revivalo In these talksé . 
Smith was the acknowledged 1eader of the na%ional party025
Bwskob eneountered at this time w1despread antagmA
onlsm from professional politicians Wwithin the party.
Demccratq in "dry“ qtates rebelled against the 1nf1u¢nce>rr
of an a?dent "wet" in party counc115926 They feared he o
might use the party prestige to further the movement-for'
'repea1927 Reseniment rankled among someileaders ffqm tﬁe
v‘S§ﬁth and Wést7whovhad:been,fdrCea to accept the milliénc
»ai?e{chairman ai,great risk’tévﬁheir ?ersdnél careersozs_
Furthermore, mémberéhip in thé ﬁa£iona1 comﬁitﬁee‘w&s an{
" honor jealouély‘guarded;; Staiwart party'mémbers mighﬁ
Vbe'expected torrésent the app@iﬁtmeht of an zmateur in

' poiiﬁics such as Raskob to a position s0 highly es- o

?AzéiggngQVember 8, 1928, p. 2,
gﬁlgggag Jéﬁu&ry 16§'19295 p°,3; _
261114, , November 11, 1928, sec. IIT, p. k4.
27151&;; D 20'* |
’ 28yalter Lipnmann Interpretations: 1931 1932
Allan Nevins (ed.) (New . York: ‘The Macmillan Company,

1932), p. 307, - Hereafter cited: Lippmann, Interprets-
tiOﬂS° 1931~1932 _ .




| b
: teemed.?9 ‘ !
In Deeember of 1928 Baskob iﬂ his official capa%
:'city9 announeed Ulens fOP conferences on Darty rehabilia
tation and the reduc*iom,of the one and one-half million
dollar gebt,30 While the defeat‘at ‘the polls ‘had been
;'extensive9 other evidence indicated that the party might
be revived Shortly after the electionp eontrlbutions
»bemounting to &hos OOO ‘were sent to Democvatic Headquarters
‘by 32,000 Democrats to help liouidate the party debte
Thls evidence of party loyalty and aetlve interm
 eet‘was,a cheerful portent for futupe ‘plans.3i Possibly e“”'
Raskob balsnced this indication of cohesion againet'the |
opposition of 1eaders from the South and West who con-
sidered a permanent organization incongruous in the 1ight

of party financesm32

29Mulleng Western Democrat, p. 269, Raskob's
Democratic persuasion wag of recent origin. He was a
newcomer to politics whose party affiliation, if any,
was said to have been Republican.  Brogan, Government.
of the People, p. 3&& Dobyns, The Amagzing Story of

"Eﬁgge; P. 15, _
30yew York Times; December 5, 1928, p. 1.

31Ibid;; Deeember 6, 1928;-'";)° 30,

321pid., December 12, 19282 p. 10; December 13,
1928, P 28 . '



.u5
“An assocliate interpreted Raskob's déterminatioﬁ
'to‘rébuiid tﬁéxbémoéraﬁicrﬁérty as aﬁ attemptAto’erédia
;cate the onus of his reoent political failureg whloh was
thought to be 1ntoWerable to a man so accustomed to busi-
n@ss suoc&ss 33 From a praetical standpoint Democratié
: demoralizatlon.resulting from the loss of munioipalg
" state and'natidﬁal Jobs would disappear if a;natiomal‘
election could_be'won934 The election which had re-
buffed Smith had éiSo defeated repeal, to whiéh;Raskdb,
_ Ey his membership . in“the"Association Againsfvthe Pro%‘
nibibition Amendment, was dedilcated. 35 with Smith in
control of the ceﬁbwal maohinery of the partys Raskob
'possessed 2 colleague of fovmidable nolitﬁcal strength
;'whoﬁ 1ik° himself, Wa.s devoted to repeal, 36
In early,Magsythe pevmanent organization of the
Democratic hational opmmittee establ;shedvyeareround

headquarters in WaShinthno Jowett Shbuse; a,Kansas

33Michelson9 The Ghost Talksv D. 134

341bid., P 59»‘

35Dobynsg,The Amazing'Storv of'Repeali 607390

36penis wo.Brogany The Era of Franklin B.

. Boosevelt A Chronicle of the New Deal and the Global
War, Chronicle of America Series, L1L, Allan Nevins,
(ed.) (New Haven: Yale University'Press, 1950), p. 25.:
- Hereafter cited: Brogan, Era of Franklin D. Roosevelt.
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lawyer who later-became‘presidemt of thé Associatién Agaiﬁsgx :
the‘P?thbition Aﬁéﬁdﬁéﬂh, became the ohéirman'of the ex- =
ecutivé cbhmittéee3?;_The appointment of Shousa Was viéwe&i
as a flattering butra’difficﬁlt‘a3signment due to the |
lelSiOﬁS among the Democratic lenders 38 |

Meanwhile Boosevelt prceeeded to meﬁd Democratic
oraanization5~w5€h1n his stateg He felt that the improve=
ment of . party prestlge upstate ﬁas as desirable as 1t was'
~necessary 39 In hlS sp@ech of a@ceptanee he‘had suggested
(‘the economic inequality of the" rural with the urbam areas
of the Commonwealth 4o Ui . '

Although Rooseve]t had pledged to carry out Smltb’
péligies,valdlvergenge became dlscernible evgn before hg_-'
took office. As a-ﬁeéident of’Duféﬁésé Count&, he wes'

, eccepted by the upstate people as one conversant w1th

f,rural problemsoul He was saild to be sympathetlo to thev

»,upstate“Democrats whg4qlaimed,dlsorim;nathnvby_the.Smith__

37DobynsD The Amazing Story of Repeal, povlzho
New York '_l?ime.s,J May 1, 1929, p. 1. '

381p1d., May 2, 1929, p. 26.
‘39Ibide,“Januafy"21' 1929, p. 1.

uoPublic Pabers and Ad_dresses9 I 15 fo

' alThat hls rural tles and sympathies were real was
conceded by a most antipathetic:observer. Ray Thomas :
Tucker, (anonymoug), The Mirrors of 1932 (New York: Brewer,
Warren and . Putnam, 1932) pg 08, Hereafter cited: Tucker, .
The M;rr@rs of gg SR . : -




lr v47
administrations in the dlspensing of patronageouz He
planned a straight Demooratic administration which would
develop party 1oya1ty through recovnltlom of the claims

of’ deservimg upstate 1eaders to patronage posts°43 Qﬁ

the other hand where work was of a non=politica1 natures

he did not make partisan appointment When he chose:

' politieians, 1t seemed to be because they were the ablest
men for the gobs ”4 ‘

The election which had elevated Roosevelt to &
new political prominenoe had served to aid in the polit=.
: ioal eollpse,of Smith, anq_the separation of their paths
became more apparent045 The new governor was not 1ong“'
in office before he flatly declared his predecessor in -
error in his plan for county oonsolidationa He said°
"Of course, he came from New York Cityﬁfand I am from
upsStateo" Thus he ipdicated that his svmpathies were

A‘dﬁfferent than Szn.’;.tlh‘ss‘!*’6 While he was extending his

42New York Timesg_Decemb@r 1, 1928 Po 30

"ABMH December 8, 1928, p. 1.
;i44;blgp, January 1, 19299'00.28°
ﬂ'b_5£m°3 November 13 19289 po 300
;hélﬁigoijebruary 2, 19299 p. L.



| 7 L8
sphere of influence into the upstate aress, he felt he . must-
vproceed warily because this was a deviation from Smith“
Waysoe He discovered that any departufe from.them brought
resentment’ from the close advisers ‘of the former gov- -
ernor, 47 |

Roosevelt ateempted to extend his influence beyond

his eﬁn state. Perhaps this efféft was stimulaﬁed by a
,\desire for natlonal promlnenee with implications of presi=;‘

“dentisl ambltionsg. To those who had been candidates in.

the election of 1928 he asserted his bellef tbat the party . .

wasg in no danger of extinctiOnoga The plans for his ineuﬁm‘
ural Were made SO - that a huge ‘crowd from all sections of
the country could be ecoommodeted Mdny invitations were: |
sent to southern 1eadersg49 The westerners were also |
urged to attend, 50 . Evidence seemed therefore to

indleate that Roosevelt was busy with much more thah the

business of his stateo He wae preparing the way for his f‘

; 47Persona1.Letters;—1928;1245, I, 33.
481pid., .15 £, ‘
':49New Xork Timeam November 23 1938, no 703

50Arthur Mullen, Nebraska Democrat belleved chet
party- revival must come from the West. He based his con-
clusion on the lack of success in 1024 and 1928, when the
.South in the first instance, and the North in the second; ..
had a2ttempted to elect a candidete and failed. Although -
Mullen could not attend the inaugural, he was 1mpressed
‘by what he had observed of Roosevelt's techniques. -He.
‘felt that the party might unite under such a 1eader°
Mullen, Western' Democratg pp- 253 £,




49
: high degree of 8vailabillty as a candidate for the presi= :
odemoy in 1932
Tn the meantim89 the publioity campaign of the

naﬁionalooommlttee prooeededyto get under way with Rakob
.“aSsoming‘ﬁhe finanoiai sponsorship.5l He agreéd to
underwrlte the expenses of the venture through to the
B convention of 1932 52_ Notw1thstanding his generosity

- to the partyg-disgruntled Demoorats waged a-bitter cam=-
‘paign againét'him; A tribute/paid to him in'reoognitioh
of his efforts as a party builder recelved scant approval
~ by some of the southern Democratsc53

_ In Virglnia Bishop James Cannon of the Metbodist
Church Waged open war on "Easkoblsm " q:nd stirred up
‘religious. bigotry against Smith 5k .Democrats alleged
’that Fepublioan 1eadersh1p encouraged this campalﬁn'whioh»
caused a rift in the Demooratio ranks, partlcularly in

the Southov

 Slyew York Times, June 11, 1929, p. 1.

'f.52M1chelson3 The Ghost Talks, p. 16.

}'53New York Times , June 6, 19299 p. 1o

5MTpid., June 3,.1929, p. 22; June 18, 192/? p. 12:
- June 199 1929, p. 8; Augvst 5, 1929, p.- 1; May 13, 1930,

p. 1. Iater, the Nye Committee traced a %5000 check given
-to ‘Bishop Cannon by Claudius Huston, who was at the time
the chalrman of the Republican National Committee. This
“was used to discredit the Bepublican party. Ibid., Aug- -
ust 29, 1931, p. 1; September 4, 1931, p. 2. .



The key figufe in the publicity organization es-

'tabllshed by Shouse ‘to unlte all factions within the
party was Charles Michelsons a newsnaperman with a
,reputation for poliulcal acumen ana;a~facility with

 words.55 , This veteran df'ﬁhe_press was hired to make

-the nStion "Democratic conscious."- He used‘meWspaper

tactlcs to assail Republican prestlge which was at a peak

50

in 1928 He oonceived the - idea of assoclatlna a prominnnt

Demoorat W1th politically successful events 56

Acoordlng to one polltioal erter Michelson was

instructeduto ?getuHoqveré§57 This iaea was sO publi-

cized that Michelson's work has been,called a Usmear
Hoover" campaigna' Michelson himself denied any such
éonspiracy,’holding-that nis real Objective was the

rehabilitation o? the uemocratic party into a strond ‘

1nstitution before the 1932 electione' He believed that

there were “headlines in crltlclsm n and that denun01=

55M10helson, The Ghost Talks, p. 16, Mlche]son,
was the brother of the distinguished scientists Albert

Michelson. He had been on the Washington bureau of .
the  New York Evenlng World. L

5Owayne Parrlsh ‘MThe Noo-l Democratlc ’Ba11y~‘
hoo! Man," Literary Dlgest CXVTIT, (May 26 1034)”

|  57Norman Beasley, Politics has No Morals (New
York: Charles Scribner's Sons, 1949), p, 23, Heree
. after cited: Beasley, Politics has}ﬁg Morsls.




V"Democrabs and only the worse nart abouL Republlcanse

| 51
ation had more reading appea1 than sulogy. 58 His task was
t0 make the DemOAratio policies palatable to the countr:y9
4f,butvhe h&d no part in maklng-the policiesg59 Adept at
ridiculerand irony, he publicized whaﬁever foibles*héréduld
diéeover 1n:§romineﬁt Bépublicanso Qné critic ca11ed his'
4output’"tremendbus:aﬁd.medioéresﬁ ahd;pointed;out ﬁhat
vﬁichelson‘told oniy thé better pavt of the truth about
60
Thﬁough tbe bublicity oraanlzation,'the Democratic
_party-had an effective and’ falrly contlnuous opportunity "
to oapitallze on such ineptitudes and mlsfortunes as
oocuwred in the admlnistrationoél Though the aim of the
propagandlst venture was the re=educatlon of the Amerl—
can voters to a Democrstic philosophy, Raskob had no in-

tention of advancing Roosevelt's career,0?

Neverthelesss .
| the $30 000 a month publicity organlzation became an -
‘effective instrumenf in aehieving Lhe long sefies of

Democratic victories that started in.1930063_ Roosevelt

58Miohelson9 The.GhbSthalksﬂ‘ppmAlﬁ:fo

A59Ibido; 1ntroo %vi.

60Moley» 22 Masters of Politlcsp pp. lM3 8

‘ 61Peel and Donnelly9 The 1932 Campaign9 D. 112

62M1chelsonp The Ghost Talks, o, 35

631p1d., p. 141. Peel and Dommelly, The 1932
Cam algn, ppo.léo To - : : -



-52
3wa85 therefore9 one of the benefioiarles of Raskcb”s effort
and 1nvestmemt 6l | |

~pn -

While Democrats benefited from the mropaganda pan

gram, the reverse was true of Pr981dent Hoovero The

»”7tariff revision attempted by the adminlstration gave

. opportunity for a severe thrust by his opponentso Demés
>cratic members of‘thekSénate COmmittee on Finanee‘accused
their Bepubliean asSociates_df:juggling thé tariff raﬁes‘
to deceive the uninitiatedﬁ"Theée protests SQPplied Shouse
and Michelson with materisl foiwarn thevélectorate that
‘the édminist?ation Was‘attempting to aSsuage'the demands
Abf the big manufacturing‘interests°65” The péféiétence-'

of Democratic reTeases on this program ‘drew a scathlng

editorlal from the pro Democratlc New York Timeso66

The»“DemocPatic barkersb“ howevev received
support from the opposition ranks as well. Senatof"
. william E. Borah, liberal Bepublican of Tdaho who had
| supported Hoovef in the election9 abetted tbe Democretlc
propaganda program by a protest on the senate floore A

Emoloying Borah”s frank the Demoeratﬁc National

64Hoover, Memoirs: 1929-1941, p. 232.

65New YorkéTiméSQvAuguSt 19, .1929, p. 1. |
661p1a., August 21, 1921, p. 26. |
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committee sent copie° of this speech to a million farm
homesc67 Republicans beoame dlvided over the quarrel
amd;the,presidentﬁs leadership was threavened068 Dig-
 affection améng the party leaders was attributed to delay

on the tar1ff b111 as well as to other economie oauseseé9
In an attempt to secure a Df@Sldential veto of :
the Smeot«Hawley‘billy 1028 economists—aprofessors and
- busiﬁessmem—;présénted their vieWs-to"Hoover@-'Many
eminent'men were in this group. They expressed dis=
vapproval of the proposged schedule in a statement: ‘
| We are comvwmned that 1ncreased restrlctive
duties would be a mistake. They would operate,
Ain geneval to increase the priees which do-- -
mesticconsumers would have $0 pPay....A higher
level of duties such as the Smoot-Hawley blll

would therefore raise the cost of living & 8
injure the great magority of our citizens.

67Tbid , s September 1, 1929, po:12°

68zbﬁd°; October 3, 1929, p. 1; p. 23 _November 11,
1929, §Q,1 November 24, 1929, seoo 111, P LE, :

691p14., Februsry 19, 19303 p. 1: Apr1l 7 1930

b, 3 vey T4, 11930, p. 6.

) 7OIbidM M%y 59 1930, o 19 Hoover aek@owleéged
this opposition in his Memoirs in & paragraph which
~ lists Albert Wiggin, Charies Sgblny Charles Mitchell,.
Thomas Lemont, Oswald Garrison Villard, Henry: Morventhau
Sr., Ray Howard9 John Rasgkob, Jowett Shouses “and a. whole
group of college brofesqorso" Possibly greater clarifi-
cation would have been achieved had he listed some of the
college professors, notably Irving Fisher of Yale, Frank
Tausslg of Haryaerd, Frank Fetter. of. Princeton, Wesley
-Mitchell of Columbia, J. Lawrence Laughlin of Chicago,
and Willford. King. .of New York. Universityo, The protest
group represented 179 colleges in 46 statesa_ Hoover,.
Memoirs: - 1920 19339 p° 296 ,
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The dlsturbing dlscussions had been extremely prolonged
- and had evidently produoed cleavaﬁes between progressive
‘~and conservative groups within the party 71
Henry Ford felt confident that Hoover would veto
the bill. He qald
I do not see how the President could do other~
wise than veto the tariff bill., He knows who the
‘small bunch of men are who want it, and he knows
it to be economically unsound and harmful to the
best Interests of the nation. By vetoing it he
'Wlll give proof of hlS soundness - and couragee
, Apparently Hoover ?elt unoertaln and 1ndecisive,

even és he agpeed to 81gn the blll While he felt-tbat

the "flexible olause" would permit a correction of f@ulty

o rates by a Barlff commission9 he dia not praise or con=-

demri the bill. He said: "...No tarifﬁ bill has ever been
enacted or ever will be enaéted under the breSent;system
that will be perfect "73 ‘The presidemt“s lack of enthusie'vA

ssm: evoked w1despread comment 74

: ,:-738tokes9 Chip Off My Shoulders . 266D- Hcover,
Memoirs: 1920=~ 1933 pp. 291-6. ; ‘

72New York Times, May 22, 1930*;}9o 26

. 73State Paners, I, 314 cited in: Ray Iyman Wilbur
and Arthur Mastick Hyde, The Hoover Policieg (New York:
Charles Scribner's Sons, 1937), p. 186, Hereafter cited:

A Wilbur and Hyde., The Hoover POllGleSQ Ne& York Tlmes,

June 16, p. 1.

74Drew Pearson and Roger Sharcn Allen (aﬁonymous),
Washington Merry-Go-Round (New York: Horace Liveright, Inc.,

1931), .pp. 76 T. Hererafter cited: Pearson and A11en$ Wash= _

1ngton Merry-Go-RBound. Stokes, Chip Off My Shoulder, R
pp. 266 f. Michelson, The Ghost 'T‘alkss pn 23 f New York o
Tlmes3 June 6 1930g Po 20, ,
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The Demooratio propagdnda maohine found opportunity
for its purposes 1n this oontroversial problemei One
Democrat per31sted in naming the bill the "Grundy Terriff. “?5
‘Hoover s irritation over this point was p03e1b1y~equalled
by the. animus he felt toward Senator Joseph Grundy of Penno
‘sylvaniag whom he characterized as a "symbol of reaotion n76
Grundy - opposed Hoovew on the “flexible clause“ whioh the |
ﬁore51dent oonsidered a modifylng feature of the bill, 77
ﬂ»ihe advent of the depression9 followinﬂ the stock
market;oollapse in October, made further-sweeping con=
tributions to the'fund of materialrfof»the Démdofatio pfo§;
agandists 78 In the’ campaign of 1928 the Bepublioans had .
convinced the eleotorate that their party ha& the sole
:ontion on prosperity The eoonomicvreoession which followeé |

the ”crash“ produoed unfavorable;popular reaotibn ageinstl

the Bepublican party179 - The observation was. made that.aftef ,,,.3;

q1929,,ﬁo stock depfeoiatedfin,valuefmore than_tbet of the

"~ 75public Papers and Addresses, I, 6§8a‘724, 802,
83k IR S ;.
B 76Hoover Memoirs: 1929-1941, pp. 287 f. Grundy -
had pubTicly protested Hoover's p01itical inexperience

garly in the Administration, New York Times, February 1
1930, P 1. ’

77Hoover Memoirs: 19205193?v PP, 295 f

) 78Miohelson The Ghost Talkss pp. 25 f.

79Brogan The Government of - the Pe0p1e p 3?00
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,GOO Ps As it went down; that of the Democrats began to
'rise OO?respondentlyoao |

POSSlbly the president‘s deprecation of the serious=

ness of the dep?ession WaS based upon his conviction of thei .

‘essential soundness of the ernomic.struutureb81: His opti-
mistic releéses9 however, -becsme‘sﬁbjéct to scornful pub-
~1iéity582 One salvation for his popuiarity would have beea:‘V
’ the Fulfillmem* of @ome Qf his proph901es of recovery.83

He felt, szelyg an obllgatiOn to sastaim the mgrale of =
the peOpWéA' When he contended ﬁm:l?}O'thatfthe:wovét off‘
‘f}the dep?ession was over "he felt that the economlc 1ndeﬂes
’warranted such.a statemento - He denged hav;ng ever uttered
the phrése wﬁich haé often been.atf?ibuted to himr *Pros-
perity is Just around the corner°“84 Convinced that
”economic recovery was at hand his statement wasa ¥*There
V_;sAone cerbainty in the future of a psople of the resoufw
deép'inteiligehce and ehéfaoter.éfvthe peoplé'éf the United

fStateSmathat;is_prosperitye“85 A passage in hié”laﬁer_

‘ 80peel and Donne?ly, The 1932 Campaign, p. 45,
Brogan, Era of Roosevelt, p. 25 ,

81M0rison and Ccmmager The Growth of the American
'Begublio II L

82Michelson9 Tbe Ghost Talk39 P. 25,

83Peel end Donnelly, The 1932 Campalgn' pp. 56 £,

84Hoover, Memoirs: 1929-1941, pp. 57 £, Wilbur
'and Hyde, The Hoover: Policies, P 364°_u : .

85New York Timesg May 2, 1030 p. 1.
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- writings is revealing:
. - I may reiterate that i1t is not given even to
Presidents to see the future. Economic storms do
- not develop all at once, and they change without
notice., - In my. three years of the slump and. de-
pression they changed repeatedly for the worse--
and with the speed of 11ghtn1ngo We could have
done betterwwln ‘retrospect,
The important role played by the publielty organa
‘ ization of the Democrats in;Hoover s unpopularity has bean'
‘7 generally eonoeded 87 As Republican.prestige decreased
Democratig hopes for congressionalxvictories in’1930
began to rise,88 Publicity given to-the inquiry into
the activities of élaﬁdiﬁs Hustonbichairmaﬁ of the Repub-

lican National Commiﬁtées served to pdt the adﬁinistra=

- tion in‘an unfavorable light, 89 >ShouSe used the phfase.

""Hoover panic" to identify the slump in busﬂnessp amd

while he did not attribute the conditions solely to the

85Hoover9 Memoir3° 1929~ 1941 B. 29,

o 87Dnvid Hlnqhaw Herbert Hoover‘ American Quaker
{New York: Farrar, Strauss and Company, 1950), p. 22,

Hereafter cited: Himshaw Herbert Hoover. Frederick Ls
Allen, pince Yesterday: The NineteensThirties in America
(New York Harper and. Brothers, c. 1940), 40, Here-

. after cited: Allen, Since Yesterdav°3 Peel and Donnellys
The 1932 Campalgng P. 5k, :

: o 88New York Times9 January 18 1930g P - 4 Feb=
“ruary 13, 1930, p. 3. .

| 891pia., March 24, 1930, p. 1; March 31, 1930,
P. 1; April 29, 1930, p 3 April 30 1930 p. -1;.July 8,
| 19302,pa 13 July 25, 1930 P 1. B
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»pwesident he 1mplied Republican respon51bilitj for 1t 90, '
| Proof of the success of the Democratic publlcity

' campaign was provideé by the elections of 1930 in which

. Democrats. won comtrol of the House of Representatives,

and increased their membership in the Senateo9l In New
‘,York a reccrd plurality returned Boosevelt to Albany 92
fAdhering to his policy of silence of 1932 pOSSlbilitleS,
Roosevelt declared his intention to devote himself ex=
olusively %o the affairs of the state.93 James A; Farley9
'his oampalgn manager9 expressed the belief that this great
- success would have the effect of focusing national party
attention upon Booseve1t¢94 At this time the groundwork

was laid for his presidential campaign.95

90Ibid°9 August 19, 1930, p. 12.

91Historica1 Statistics of the Us Se: 1949, p. 293
: ‘ Bepubllcans " Democrats Indepﬁndents
House of Bepresentatlves, 214 - : 220 S
. Senate _ . : 48 SRR {7/ : 1

'92New York Times, November 5, 1930, p. 1.,

- 93Ibid., November 6, 1930, ps 1, -

’941bid°,'November 7,'1930” p. 1. | .

95James A. Farley, Behind the Ballots: The Personal
Historg of a Politician (New York: Harcourt, Brace and

Company, ¢. 1938), p. 62. Hereafter cited: Farleyg Behingd -
" the Ballots. Flymn You re the- Bossg p. 82, -
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CoineidentaT to the elevation of Roosevelt over -

‘éil Democratic oontenders for the presidency, came a
‘wideSpread conviotlon that Bapublioan loss of prestige
indicated a Democratig;victory in 1932096 One scholar‘
stated that>the ﬁemocrétic @arty9 ﬁith majority control
of the Hqué of‘Eepreééﬁﬁéﬁiﬁésv‘might reliably expect
to win the 1932 electiono 'Sihce this precedent had not
»'been bvoken in half a ceﬂtury9 it might be heid as a
presumable portent of v1ctory The 1bss in Repubiican
membershlp in the House of R epresentatives» from 267
in the 71qt Congress to 214 in the 72nd, was an 1ndi=
cation of extensive 1oss of confidence,97

Further pwoof of the effeotiveness of the Demo=
cratic publiclty organizatioa Was attested by the '
| establishment of a similar orﬂenization by the Repub=
‘110anso?8 James Wegtﬁ,the nead ofuthevBepublican;"

@ublicity'bﬁreau-had thé ﬁélp of Theodoré'Joslin,_oné

'961bid09 p. 87. Cox, Journey through My Years,
p:. 340, Gosnell, Champion Camnaigner p. 107. Hoover,
Mem01rsc 1929a19#1 pov218 : S

. 97Cortez A, M. Ewing, Congressional Elections:

1944 : The Sectional Basis of Political Democracy
1n the House of Representatives ~(Norman: University of
Oklahome Pressn 1947}, pp. 23=9:; See graph 1, p. 27.
Hereafter cited Ew1ng9 Conpressional Electionso

98New York Times“ November 18, 1930, Do 1.
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of the" president“s secretaries, formerly a newspapermano,
-They embarked upon a campaign which almed to cast the
pre51dent 1n a warm, frlendly ltht -The oampeign oame
to the attention of the pressmen'who lebeled it “human=
izing Hoover,“ and therefore 1t lost its effectiveness 99
Shouse counteracteq the efforts of West to portrqy
' Hoover as a "martyr“ by hls,dlanlfled-explenation of the
V~Democratic attltude toward the preeldento

_ If by laylng down hisg-1life he(Hoover) oould
- effect the substantial betterment of the American
~people there is no question that he would do it
without hesitancy....That does not mean that as
the head of our government he has not been pathet-
“ically inept. That does not mean that the cause
of much of the unutterable,QOnfusion which exists
at Washington and throughout the country ...may
not definitely ‘be ettrlbuued to him end to hlS
adminlstratlon 100
The deterioretion of Hoover's relations WlEh the ..
press worked to the  advantage of uhe Democratic propaganda
‘machine. As news releases from the reauler dhite House
| "channels ‘became sparse correspondents_were Willlnﬂ to use

the proliflo releases eupplwed by the Eemooratic ]?LJD«==

kliolty Department? ‘By provia;ng;newsbitems through the

‘ 99T1me» pril 27, 19319 po 13 Peel and Domnnelly,
'The 1932 Cam’paign9 Pp. 51=3 , - R

100New York Times, May 22 1931¢ pP. 5. o
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-gulse of speeches by Demoerats in eongreesgiwichelson-.e'
»eeoefeq the>insertion'of desired items in thefCongées;;
' sidnalEecordb Tﬁus the news was made-aveilable to all
:newspapersg regardless of thelr Dolitlcal persuasiono"
Bepublican, as we 11 as Bemocratic paper39 usually printw “
ed the item39 lest they’be‘aceueed of suppressimg nemsolcl

| AtﬂtheAtime,Cf‘his nbmination, Hoover had‘enjoyed

the deod—wili of the‘Washingtoﬁ correspondents9 Who an-

ticipated a cOntinuanoe of thelr frlendly and eandid

. reTetionship Aecordlng to one studyv

°oaHooveP the Fresident turned out ‘to be’ quite
different from the Hoover they had known in the’
cabinet. He became aloof, he held the press at ;
arm's length, he developed 5 marked sensitiveness
-to criticism and to what he regerded as invasions
of his . privacy. Even the specter of White House
censorship raised its ugly head. 102

Some correspondents were under ‘the 1mpre881on
,that Hoover, during the 1928 campaigng had eveded and
‘ possibly.resented questions‘from‘the-press°103 One

-cbrrespondenty'friendly'to the Republican'cendi&ate9

_ 101W111 Irwin, Propepanda ‘and the Press, or what
Makes You Think So% (New York: Whittlesey House, McGraw=
Hi1l Book Company, Inc., 1936), p. 293. Hereafter cited:
Irwin, Propagends and the Press. : :

102po11ara, ThéfPresidenté and the Press, p. 737.

103Pearson and Alleny Washlmgton Merrv=Go~Bound
pnu 329 f@ o . _



‘ attempted an explénaticn of his remoteness in an article.
'in whiech he wrdﬁe“

He has deliberately avoided the spotlighto...

. The lack of human interest stories about his per-

'-sondlityg the scarcity of revelatory bicaraphies
'is significant....All the wiles of. correspondeénts.
‘could not pepsuade Herbert Hoover to pose fér
plctures such as are commonly taken of campaign-
ers....All through the campaign he has been the
most elusive figure veteran 8£ess ‘men and photo-
graphers have -ever pursued

‘The title to this article, %*Is Hobver7Human?“vimplie& a
' negative answer to one prominent Demoecrat, who: based a

- campaign address upon the negation0105

62

, Newspapermen were further alarmed by the censore,'

iship 1mposea ubon the news durlng the pre inauguration :
’;goodcwill tour of Latin America. Reporters who-accom= |
panled the preszdentne’ect were Pequwred to submit their
‘releases to Ceorae Barr Baker who served as press llalai
son offlcer with Hoovero106 Two correspondentsﬂ Who9
apparently did not edmlre Hoover)J chagrlned over an
'e;editorial denial of this charﬂe of- censor'shipy Dubli=,

Qcized this memorandumrissued’to all‘reporters who were‘:

, 10433y Tucker "Ie Hoover Humsn?", North American
Reviewp November9 1928 Pp. 513-9, - e -

105pup110 Pqpers‘and Addressess I, 67- 720

| 106p511ard, The Presidents and -the Press, p. 739,
Stokes, Chip Off MV Shoulder, P 249 ' _
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onﬂthg"trip:

20 December, 1928..
Memorandum for all. Press Correspondents
Effective Immediately
1. Four typewritten, double- spaced copies of:
each dispatch will be reguired,
2. The 0,.K. system will continue as hereto=
‘fore, .
3. One copy will be returned to its author
when the message ha8 been dispatched.
Receipt of this copy, marked with the
“time of receipt in radio room and time
actually sent, will comnstitute the
correspondent's check .on his dispatch.
‘George Barr Baker°107

"Miégivings went-into abeyance~ however, when, at
- the president“s first press conferencey he sa1d°

?OOOI ‘am anxious to clear up the twilight zone
‘ag far as we can between authoritative and quot-
able material on one hand, and such material as
I am able to give from time to time for purely -
baekvround purposes. on the other. I wish to be
of such service as I c¢an in these conferences,
and beyond this in matters of special character

' that are not of general interest I would be glad
to see any of you from time to time. I want you
to feel free to make such suggestious as. will
'help me out in that direetion¢108 D

The initial system set up ty the president at this time
'provided for three categories of release3° direct quotesn

kattributable 1nformation, and non—at rlbutable informac

S 1Q7Pearson\and Allen5;NashingtonjMefgyéggaRouﬁd;
P 323, R e o

: 108@u0ted in: Pollard, The Presidents snd the

, Press» p. 741. From: State Papers of Herbert Hoover-

(William Starr Myers, ed.., Doubleday and Company, 1934),

po 13° . . : :
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"tlono;09 This indioation of liberalized presg oonferences
‘:pleased the newsmen. Paul Andersong veteran Washlngton
‘representative of the St Louis Post-Dispatoh9 wrote at
this tlme°- ' |
The faot is that he (Hoover) has drastioally
liberglized and broadened theé relatlonshio be=-
" tween therPresident -and press.s..from every -
standpoint of frankness, honesty, and practi-
cality the new system: 18 a yasgt: improvement -
over:the one it supplanted
Tnis'promising plan was soon to &eaenerates' Under‘
rules set up by the White House9 correspondents were rem

qulred to submit questlons in writing twenty»*our hours

‘,ln advance of the oonferenoe° Some reporbers complained

_ that the questions submitted were evaded by Hoovef 111

' At 2 oonferenoe on the press held at Prinoeton Univer31tj '

"1n 1931 two newsmen expressed the opinion that the‘\
_White House press. conference ‘had deterlorated beyond ;;i

j fthe point of usefulnessollz

( 109Peérson and.Allen;:Washington ﬁerfymggeﬂoundge”
: 110Pau1 Anderson9 "The President Goes 1nto Ac=
vtion " The Natiom, CXXVIII (April Bg 1929) 5.

- 111Peerson and Allen9 Washington %erryeqo Round
epo 330 £ :

112Sohool of Publio and Internatlonal Affairsﬂ_
Conference on the Press, Held at Princéton University,
April 23-25, 1931 (Washington; D. C.: Prlntlng Corpora=
“tion of Americaﬂ c. 1931) pp. 66- 860,
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~Some oorrespondents appeered to connect the presi= .
_dent“s ineptitude w1th the pres with his OWn personality@
One remarked° “He (Hoover) found it diffzcult and vexing
to treat with‘equels‘ov_even tO;recanlze any. Syoophants
and subordinates‘fiattered him.. ﬁé wouid yield to ﬁo-
opiﬁion;3113 Another WhoAhadebeenlimpreseed with the
Hoover‘"iegend“ in 1928 excoriated the president in 1931_ _
| as e vain individualist who believed himself always .
? rlght 11&_ Others stated that the president”s supersensi=
tiveness to criticism made hin uneble to perry personal
”attacksail5 | o
- Hoovef 's favoritism to certain members of the

press c‘:or*ps)7 notably Mark Suilivan of the New York Hereld

TribunegiﬁichardrOulahan,of the New York,Times,and hil}iam":
Hard, biogfepheerf Hoovergzaroused entagoniSmAamong leesé
favored corre3pondents° The groWiﬁglundefcurrenﬁ of ﬁeé
Hsentment only increased as the president“s attitude -

| permeeted the entire Exeoutive Department - News releases

'were said to be curtailed and peffunctory0116 One study

: 113H111 The American Soeneg p. 15.

114Tucker» errors of 193?9 ppo L~ 9°>

P | 115Pearsen and Allens Jashington Merrv=Go=Round
p. 61, : .

Frederick A, Stokes Cempany9 1941)9 ppo.68 73. Hereafter
ﬂ»citedﬁ Clark Washington Datelineo R _




which aimed to interpret Washiﬁgtoh‘cdrrespondents"re=‘.
vealed that they held Hoover acoountable for the meager
Aand misleading "handouts" given them by cabinet offloers
and department heads, 117
Hoover's refusal to oooperate with the press on
human interest stories seemed unwarranted to the. eorres=
pondents, More seriou39 howevers was. the “censorship“
which evoked editorial warning that "publie business of
the.national government must be openly‘conducted;?i18
“Even W1111am Allen White9 Sfauneh friend of the
president early in 1931 expressed concern over Hoover S
temperament°
I am not saylng this in public because I know
'Hoo¥er:is Hoover, but névertheless I don't think
his friends should fan him and ging to him on a
Fflowery bed of ease made by his temperament....The
" bed should be made just as thorny and the recket
- .Just.as unbearable as possible to get the most

'possible leadership out- of him in. this or161sclj9

A few. months later White wrote that "the ma jor blunder of

his (Hoover_s) admlnistration,has been,his incapaeity to

forget. the mean things the pgégreggives*said abouﬁfhim'

66

, “117160 ¢ Rosten, The Washington Corre(gondents
{New York) Harcourt, Brace and Company, 1937), D. 45,
Hereafter cited: Besten The Washington Correspondentso_.

1181b1d0 9 Dpo L!’l"'

| A197ohnson, Selected Letter:s of William- &llen
‘White, p. 311, . T
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‘:iﬁ‘”284and:méot thaa’on ffiénaly terﬁa;;°;"120

Members of theApPess were baffled by a fancied
change in Hoover s attitude toward them after hlS elec=
-'tlon° One conclusion was - that his earlier affabillty

haa been promoted by 'a desire for favor.121 Another

B analyst found the metamorphosis beyond explalning, but

believed that it "magnified and hastened his ultimate
und01ng ©122 ; |
Hoover's unpopularity had presumably 001no1ded

: with Demooratic propaganda obJectives until aftev the

'eleotion of 1930 Then, in 8 surprise move, seven hlghly'/“

'placed Democrats in ah open 1etter to the presidenti-
pledged that Democrats in congress Would sup?ort him in
measures hithefto conteétedp This_ietters signed by -
Baskob Shoaseg Smith'~Davisﬂ ﬁobinson and John N, Garner
of " Texass the speaker of the House, éignified practi-
cally a nullification of the pre= electlon publicity
oampalgn°123 While the administration acoepted the
"handsome offer® with apparent relief many Eemooratsg

in congress and outs resanted this hlgh=handed "pre-

' ‘120ibid° George wafNorfis supported'Smith in
19280 - c. : . . .

12 lClark Washington Datelineg PP 66f

'122Pollard Presidents and the-Press Do 769

\ 123New York Times; November 8, 1930, p° 1.
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'sumption “124 Roosevelt reaoted‘with suspicion end hos-
frtllity to this gesture of oonoiliation with conservatism,
'As a 1ibera1 he felt that the committee of seven had
acted in a manner_prejuoioial toward his future’aspirae
/tioﬁs;125 . | _ : | ‘ ‘ |

By-this essumption of the responsibility~for
Democratic polioyguthe Smitheﬁaskob grou§ had oleimed
" dominance in ﬁhe:partyvinfthekfeoe of the=Rooseve1t;bOOmo
Though Smith had not openly avowed his candidacy there
was evidence of his willingnesefto submit to a "draféﬁ
'by the partyg braced as 1t was for viotory0126 In a
nolitlcal contest Smith felt he had the advantage over
.:Boosevelt,» His confidence in the abilitles’of‘ehouse,
'ﬁie poiiﬁisalvambaseador' mayTha§e~oeused him’to.ﬁhdere_
‘estlmate Farley, who was the- prees agent~for Roose~
velt 127 _ .

The Beskob group9 set en Aits resolve to dominate

babtyjpolloiesy deoided,to.haye.a,declaratlon on the

, l?glbid;é.ﬁovember 9, 1930, p;oib

125personal Letters: 1928-1945, I, 154 £,

‘_125Miohelsoh9 The Ghoét Telks, p. 134,

> 127Ibid09 pp. 135 f. Farley, Behind the Ballots,
0730 ' ’ B v .
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question of repeal before the meeting of the national
conventionck The nationel chairman summoned the Nation=
\_al Committee to meet in Washlngton on March 5, 1031 for
this purpose 128 Controversy stAindioated by ‘the asser-
tions of some party leaders that the. chairmen was exceed-
'ing his eapaeity in attempting to set party polieleeolz9 =
A »* Roosevelt was perturbed by the plan to ingect the =
1iquor question 1nto the proceedings of this meeting The -
faotional div1sions caused by prohibltlon in 1928 made it
seem unw1se to bring the issue this early into- the open°130
A few days before the meeting he wrote Smith and-Shouse
'to protest agalnst any resolution on prohibition by ‘the
ndtional committee as an undue extension of its author—
ity°131: | | |

anableeto cope with the siﬁuation openly, he

, 128New York Times, February 11, 1931, p. 4.
Aoeordlmg ‘to a study which was years in the making,
Baskob was a large contributor to the Association Against -
the Prohibition Amendment.. As.a.member of the staff of
this-bDuPont-controlled group9 ‘he had available large
sums of money to fight prohibition. Dobyns, ggg Amaz- -
ing Story of Repeel9 pp°~12 15 335, _

129%ew York Times, February 17» 1931, P, 1;
February 18, 1931, pa 1 : T

130Parley9 Behind the Ballots, po 7,

131Persona1 Letters: 1928 19&53,1 1790
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':seoureé the helpfof:various Democrats'who ﬁere opposed:”;
Vto Raskob on this issue°132 Although Baskob'had power—
ful colleegueS'oﬁ his Side~=men such as Sm%th Cox, |
~Ritchie and Davis--he Was opposeq by prominent "drys“
as Cordell Hull of Tennessee and Joseph T, Robinson of’
Arkansasol33 Boosevelt threw his influence with the |
opposition group°134 : B

Just previous to the meeting, the New York StatefA‘
' Comﬁittee had - passed a- resolution opposing any stand fore
repeel by the national oommittee 135 Boosevelt sent
Farley, with the proxy of Elizabeth Marbury9 national
oommitteewoman of New York, to attend the meeting in
| Washington to flght the Smitanaskob group on this ‘
proposal 136 Apparently Raskob was Warned by the array
of'opposition9 agd he did not put the proposal;to a
vote.137 Hull,in his Memojrs”desofioed-theffight in

1321p314., ppo_1772”186‘

133Bobyns The Amazing Story of Repeal D 1hg,
New York Timesg February 25, 79319 p. 20,

- 134Far1ey Rehind the Ba‘llots,J PP. 74 f

- 135New York Times, March 3, 1931, p. 1.
'136ib1d°9‘March 4, 1@31» pe- 16, |
137Tbid. , March 6, 1931, p. 1: March 7, 1931, p. 1:

Farleyy Behind the Bal]ots9 PPp- 75 fs Dobyns, The Amaz-
,ing Storv of Bepeal p°-150 L o
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this meeting as "ome- of theysternesf";of his career.
Having strﬁggléd since 1928 to wrest control of the 
party from the Smith-Raskob faétionsgﬁe was glad to‘
ha#e the suppoﬁ% of the'Boosevélf.group at ﬁhis'@eetﬁ
 .ing°' Since a press challenge had been 1ésﬁed on thev
right of'thé committeevtobproclaim platform principles
the Raskob group had lost prestige in the struggle. A
- ﬁoOseve1tfé_§tathdnifhe matter éignified ﬁis publib» j
withdrawal-from Smith's organization and ﬁis asséftioﬁ

6f‘politicel iﬁdependenceo bThus he became avraljyiﬁg‘

. poinﬁ for those who wished to trdnsfer the control of

E the party from Smith and Raskob, 138

" That Raskob had provided a point of: acute diviel
sion within the ranks, yet haa failed to win his cause
was viewed as proof of his ineptitude Ain politlcs° More -
rthan one pro=umith writer felt That. Raskob was a’ liab13=   
‘ ity to Smith 139 One predioted that Smith*s associatiOﬂ a

'with.the“milllonaire chairman Wguld_hurt him, Thé

e 138C0rdell Hull, The Memoirs of Cordell Hull (New
- Yark: The. Macmillan(}ompany9 1948), 1, 1B0-5. Hereafter
cited: Hull, Wemoirso,'Ngw York Timesg ﬂareh 7 1931ﬁ ’
53, LERRAL R ._ e ; :

139 rank Kent, "The. Roosevelt-Smith Affair,"’
Seribner's Magazine, March 1932, pp. 129aQ2 Lippmannﬂ,,u
;Interpretation8° 1931~ 19329 ppo 257 £, _ '
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_automobile magnate s smug‘attitude towardrpolitics and o
government seemd to spring from a philosophy at varlanoe
with that which had earlier inspired Snlth to his 1iberal
| governmental reforms 140 . ' | '
Because inf1932 g rdre opportunity was presented
to the Democrats to win the pre81dentia1 vietory9 attemots
were made to offset the rancor caused . by the quarrels :
_over prohlbitiono Harmony meetings were arrangea between )
| rivel leaders who presented an outward appearance of amity
and aocord 741 The pronounoed Democratio trend stirred the :
ambitions of several pre81dentia1 aspirantso of theseﬁ‘
F'Smith had the advantage of a large personal followlngolaz_
_ Evidemoe seems to 1ndioate however, thet ‘before 1931
Smith had intended to remaln out of the pre51dential race
of 1932 143 | o

' q1nce the Maroh 5th meeting had. emphdswzed the

il@OTuoker Wirfors of 1932, p. 49.

141New York Times, May 7, 1931, po,zg Peel and
Donnelly, The 1932 Campai@n, p. 62, -

, 1421bid0, P 2? Professor William Starr Wyere
stated that though Smith was virtually a "cult" in New.

' York, he possessed some handicaps as a pre<1dentiel can-

diddte that might prove insuperable. New York Times,
Auvgust 11, 192 s P. 17, L v

143W1ynn You're the Boss, Po 86, Farley, Behind
the Ballots, o) 78 - Mullen, Western Democrat, pp. 260 f,
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increasing-availability of Roosevelt; it may be‘ﬁreéumed'
that Smith};s.posj.tign in the party was challenged«»l%' N
‘political dbéerférszieﬁdly td him.pointed out thatVSmith _
' held resentment toﬁard_Roosevelt'becauSe the latterrhéd |
i“neglected" to consult with him on state matters. _ﬁs‘
nationdl leader he felt that he had a right to have a
- volce both on the;capdidate and the platform of the
pérty;145 - | |
| Smith's policy of parryinglthe‘Quéstion of. his

i'oaﬁdid8Cy prbvided én effective fbii for that of Boosé=
*ﬂ‘velt 146 He resisted pleas to support Roosevelt’
f‘icandldaoyy Which by many was considered the hope of the

’partyhlu/ He may have erred when he attenoed 8 Tammany

144Even before Roosevelt“s electoral success of
1930 Smith had asserted his leadership of the national
party. Possibly such an agsertion implied a need for .
S it, and therefore might warrant an. interpretation that
Smith felt at this time politlcally insecureo New YorkA
,Timesg July 30, 19309 p°,1o , :

145L1ppmann, Interpretations 1931-1932, pp. 274 f.

: 146yew York Times, March 4, 1931, p. 1; March 5,
1931 " p. 1; September 11, 1931, p. 20 December 28 1931,
- p. 1; Jenuary 11, 1932, p. 1. '

1”7Personal Letters: 1928- 1945» I, 229-32,
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Acelebrationg where ‘he Was hailed as the "next President w148
7 While tensions increased in the SmithmRooseveit
- sohism Baskob continued to pour money into the. party treas=.
ury@‘ In spite of the Eepublican attempt £0 - stigmatize thef
Démdératic party with the incubus of its "Baskob mprtgage,“
thevhope‘of victory'inspired Basgkob to continue his contri-
: butionsolu9 The renorts of Roosevelt‘s popularity, howcr
.everg produced no enthusiasm in Baskob 150
-Shouse made a western trek that may have been in=
.spired by the reports from the West of Boosevelt“s popuev
“larity in that section0151 Pavorable results had been |
'Hsecured for Boosevelt by the good=will tour of Farley
who had gone as hlS press agent, 152 Shouse nimself was ,
a capable ambassador politica]]y wisegkdnd it was no".

secret by this time th%t he was opposed.tOvRoosevelt“

148NeW'York Times, October 15, 1931 p. 1. - The
Nation viewed this as a major error on Smith“s part be-
cause Tammany support held unfortunate connotations for
" many voters. The Nation, October 28, 1931 p. 446,

: 149New York Timésg, June 6 1931, p. .; June 7,
1931 ‘P. 203 October 16, 1931, p°\17, November 17 1,31
Do 2o Mu]len9 Western Democrat Do 256

150New York Times, April 25, 1931, p. 2.

. 1511p14,, April 14, 1931, p. b4; April 26, 1931
sec. III, p. GE; ‘Tay 17, 1931 sec. III8 Po 5E May 31
1931 seco III, po»éE — P

1521bid°9 July 19, 1931» P 5e
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candidacy°153 As an apostle of repeal he went into the
‘ prohibition country in the role of a publie servant One.
close associetep knowing well that Shouse intended if -
possibleg to kill of I’ the Roosevelt cancidacyg declared
- however that in the speeches of Shouse there was not a
word of derogation of Roosevelt 154

Interest in Boosevelt"s candidacy was possibly

_incfeesed«durlng 1931 by several polls»which placed him.f
in the 1ead of the. Democratic contendersol55 Surveys ,
"also showed a rising trend for Boosevelt in states Which -
. had been carried by_Hoover¢156 Two enalysts, impressed .
with ihe‘potency of theee polls in advancing Roosevelt's
'candidacyg declared that they furthermore ‘had a deleuev’
terious effect upon other contenderso The indication of
j.pvblic preference for Roosevelt discouraged other candim:
dates who'became dieheartened with their»own chaﬁceso_;'

The strategy of the pelislwas descfibed_as the most

153Mu11enﬂ Westerm Democrat D 258

154Michelson, The Ghost Talks2 Po 136

- 155New York Times, March 31 1931, p. 16; April 18
11931, Do_15, November 16, 1931, Po 140

‘1561b1g., October 2, 1931; p. 3,
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eueeessful“and‘uniqﬁe'maﬁeuvef‘of the Roosevelt campaign°157~

| The success of these poWls in.forwarding the cause
of Boosevelt may have 1nspired Raskob to conduct one in
the oauseLOf repeal; VHe had previously canvassed the mem-
- bers of:the Democratic National Committee for-their views
'on the policles to be, 1ncorporated into the 1932 plat=‘
form, 158 Southern protests had come as a reaotiona Hull
;had insisted that sconomic issues must take precedence’
over prohibitlon in the pletform°159 This Baskob poll-
reached - the 90,000 contributors to the 1928 Smith camw
paidnoiéo Such a selected groups approacned on the 1iquor
question,:could only be in favor of an extreme "wet“
;plank;161. Therefore, frlendsvof Eoosevelt viewed the'
'bellies.disoriminatioh egainst nis candidacy, which was
opposed to an extreme "wet! piagk5162_ benying’dieeriéﬁﬁ
‘Aminatien against,ﬁoesevelt, Reskob.declaredithe'pol%

:deSigﬁQd to’aid the hational'eommittee.invits work°;§3

l57Pee1 and Donnelly, The 1932 Campa;gns ppo 60 f.

158New York Time39 April 6, 19319 p. 1.

v_1591b1d°3 April 75 ‘1931, p. 20.
'16°Ib1a°$ November 23, 1931, Do

1
‘1611p34., November 24, 1931, p. 1.
162151d' November 2k, 19319 pO_i

2

]_163Ibid°9 November 25, 1931



- 1931, p k.

The fact that the result of the poll was a fore-

gone conolusionfand was repreSentative of only a select

77

group df'voters'drew'press comment on Raskob's political  '

naivete.,  One wrote: .

Only a man without political instinct would have
lent himself to an enterprise based on the premise
. that the campaign contributors are a species of
preferred stockholders. Only a man without politi-
cal imagination, without the necessary tact and
“sensibility for political 1life, would have done
- this when he himself is by all odds the largest
~of the contributors, 164

Raskob“s sinoere conv1ction of the evils ef prohibitioa,'
: howevers can hardly be gainsaid in the liﬁht of his per-
szstence in the cause of repeal

Smith's QrganizationAapparently dévéfediitself to

the attempt to "stop Boosevelto“ The strategy of encour%>;'

aging "favorite son" candidates was presumably aimed at
dvrtailing the ﬁumber of'instructed delegatioﬁs for
Boosevelt who was the leading contenderol65 Roosevelt<
'protested against sueh suggestions as a violation of
'ethics on the part of- Baskoo and Shogse» as dlrecting‘:'

officers of the Democratic National Committee.l66 He

- 16411pbmann, Interpretation3° 1931=1932 PP 257 T,

165New York Tlmes,, June 8, 1931, p. 3; November 6,

"-156Per30na1 Lettersz'1928-19a5, I, 240 £,




apparently felt that external evidence of oerty harmony
was a safeguard to prestloe and he w1sheq, therefore»

to avcid party quarrelsolé7

78

Party lines were threatened by the determinetion .

of conservative elements- to’ hold control of the govern=
mento Smith“s appeal for conservatives was indicated by
| the formetion of Smith—or-Hoover clubs as a protest.

' against the candldacy of. Boosevelt who was identified c

With liberalsolé8

The determination of “wets" in the party to forea.

stall the nomination of Boosevelt and secure some sort

of e "wet" declaration foroea a suspicion among support= :

ers of Roosevelt that "Eastern bosses“ might prefer a

Bepublican candidate who was a conservative than a Demo;u

crat who was a liberal, and as such, would not submit to.

their control Sehator Burton“Wheelervoleontana warned'f

Democrats» that should the "wet block" cause the defeat

of Roosevelt at the convention the "thlrd party“ threat '

1oomed as a threat to Democratic success in the eleca i

ﬁion°169 The Roosevelt strategists hOped to avold

- 1671pid., 208.

’168NeW'York_Times, May 22, 1932, sec. II,;poilN?.

1691bid., November 11, 1931, p. 6. -



ruptures in the solid South on the 110uor 1ssue°170 “ny“ '
and ”wet“ factions had indicated uncombromising attitudes
whﬁch mlﬂht well leSQen the chances for a Demooratlc v1cm
tory917l | L |
The ﬁemocrabic party9 by 1932, - was ready to cnaTm\

1enge'the ‘entrenched Republican paruyq vBev1va1 hgd.not
 been*the result of anyréingle facto:ob Raskobis expen=
sive'prbpaganda maghihe_had,eXerted;a ﬁrofoundiinfiueﬁééi
';upon,pgbli¢”opinion‘and'had bolStered :Ezemo,_cra'tic'101"%é-s"rg:»1g:e_0
The unique quality of'Michelson‘Slwdrk;és pﬁblicitY-dia P
" rector, however, lay in the fact thét hé secured the. |
aSsistanqe of even hoSﬁile newépapers a8 party‘tq his,'
enterprise. This represented a subtle variation from
the usual “opposition propqganda" methods° Commént Ohl
Mlcnelson s techniques have mlngled Qondemnation'éf hiév
ruthléséﬁess with adhirafion for his brilliance of attack.

- The hostilitj of the pressmen méy*have beén’asf
1nstrumenta1 in Hoover g loss of popularlty as the “
, efforts of Mlchelson° The president's summary camoella«=

tion Qf'soheduled press conferences did nothing tQ;f’

1701bid. , October 11, 1931, po 5e

, 17lIbidoD August 3, 1931, p. 33 December 1b
1931, po 1; January 6 1932 pe Lo ,



' felieve:tensions.airesdy'stssiseavbyuhigﬁehanded e%tempgs
at secrecyg curtailment and censorshlp cf news items. As'
o a candidate to succeed himself Hoover had lost the press
support he had enjdyed in 1028 |
. Hoover had entered. office on-the high tide of
l.prosperity whichrhad been_claimed as a monopoly of theb
, Bebublican leadershipo' Political'ineptitude may have

superseded economic disasters in conuributing to the de~

.?~oline in the president“s popularityo- His repeated

reassurances of a business upturn which failed to mater}='
slize minimized confidenoe in his 1eadex~shipo

The bitter disillusionment of the electorate
accounted for the drastic reduction of Republicans in the
1eais1ature in 1930 With no amelioration in business
cond;tionsg the‘Republican prospects were anything but
bright in 1932, The fall of Republican credit produced
an optimistic setting for~the Demccrats shose preSident=
12l "hopefuls" multiplied-as.victorysappeared’mcre (

certain.



CHAPTER III
THE‘PROGRESSIVE'GOVEBNOBSHIP

Reosevelt won his first gubernatorial election in
1928 during the nadir of Democratlc prestigeo "His suc-
7eessg considered remarkable in the’ light of W1despfead
bDemocfetic reversals, served’te’elevate‘his positiontinr
tﬁe party. . On the othef'hand Smith, by losing the_

fpresidential election, ‘even in his own state9 faced

Npossible political obliviono_ Presumably nelther of these‘

men was prepared for 8 Roosevelt victory*in the event of

a Smith defeat. The former entered upon an exciting and

’challengiﬁg situationg'whlle‘the latter was in political’

eclipseol

Viewed in the 1iaht of . the progre581ve governor='

:ship Which.ensued two factors appear to have been
B important in charting Roosevelt"s course durlng this
four year period First his dissociatlon Wlth Smith"
owganization became imperative to the establishment of
his independent political reputationo Second., Roose-

‘velt‘s,collective‘approach.to pol;tlcaliproblems

- lPerkins, The Roosevelt I Kmew, pp. 47-9.
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offered change to @eopie'overwhelmed by the'eoOnomic'and
social evils attendant upon the crash of 1929, The ede
herence of the incumbent regime in. Washlngton to ind1vid=
- uelism,as;a philosoPhy of government proved-effective in
~;highlighting the progressive leglslation proposed . by |
Roosevelt to the New York Iegislature°

- Smith apparently inferred that hls eucoessorl,
“would sccept the opportunity to become an "absentee gov;=
jernor" in onder to pursue his health treatments at Warnm
Springso2 So optimistlc were Boosevelt s .chances of
recovery at this time tnat one of his secretaries was
seid to have expressed thefwish-for his'defeat in the .
welection'inoréento‘insure his'neturn'to Warm Springs 3
Furthermcre, his heavy financiel commitments to the es-
tablishment of the Warn Springs Foundation were edequate
reason for cloee personal supervision of.the ventureou"
. 44 In the event that the new governor should wish

-to ‘be away from his post in Albany9 evidence seemed to

2New York Timeey October 2, 1928, p. 1.

3Grace Tully, F D R My Boss (New York: Charles
Seribner's Soms, 1949), P 36; - Hereafter cited: Tully,
F DR My Bosso ' . o

QFlynng You're the Boss; D 68 1Freide1;¢The
,rOrdeal ppo 249~ 55o Eleanor Roosevelt, This I Remem-
ber | po‘ bs. , . e . =
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;indioaﬁe %hatrthensﬁate.businees woula‘function'snootnlyf”
?‘w1thout him° Smith was apparently anxious to have a
gulding hend in the new administration 5 This would pro=
vide justification for hlS rental of a suite at the Dewitt .
Cllnton Hotel in Albany where he planned to 11ve for Some"
tlme after January lst. 6 | ‘ | 7
Possibly Smith“s motives were altruistlcp stimu-

”nated by a desire to compensate as far as possible for

‘hls own part in urging Boosevelt to run for governoro It -
. was suggested that Smith may nave felt genuine conpunction

‘ qbout his friend*s health and may. have decided to relleve’
tehim of some of the-responsibllities_of offioeo7i On the

| other hand 'Smith'may'haﬁe viewedvaeﬁivity in Stete fbusix= o
| ness as a means of subllmating hie dlsappointment over -
hj‘the national election. Hls wide experienoe in. the affairS _
,’of the state might make his interest in continuing tO‘ |
-:~take part in them seem. netural enough 8 Quite p0331b1y, -

4iashhas«beenmsuggestedﬂ he intended;po ma1ntain.a_behind='

SNew York Timeé November 9, 19289 pPo 2.

6Ibid°» December 2, 1928 e 29,
‘f7Tu11y, FD R My Boss, poA4b

8Perkins, The Boosevelt I Knew, p. 48,
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theesoenes:oontroi-over'the’a&ﬁihiétratiomg"If'trueg‘he“
Ahad feiled to perceive the firm ‘nature of his suocessorog_

The governor—e]eot was said to view Smlth“s ina‘;
tefes% in the governorship Wlth-alarmo Though he.had
asserted Smith's great ability as a leader, he had no
w1sh_to-be‘viewed as g mere»refleotion of Smiphof He felt B
the need to‘establiéh;his,own'yeﬁutetion'as argovernor.;n".
order to provide the foundation for his highef aiibi-
tions,10 | o - _

© In retrospect HooseveltVWFOte of the problems',;
‘whioh beseﬁ the eerly'days of'hieledmihisffetion becauee
of the tensions in his relatlonship with Smith 11 Though'
willing to consult with his predecessor on state prob=
 1ems9 he apparently wished to reserve for himself the -
oontrol of appointmen‘tso12 Roosevelt considered that
" he ‘held al] the duties and responsibilities of h1s offlce
~ and he would scarcely consider shlfting the purden to
anyone else°13 One assoolate olose to both men stated

that the main cause of the rift Which ocourfed between

9E1eanoy Roosevelt, This I. Bemember, p. 51
Freidel, The Ordeals p° 251°

vloGosne11 Champlon Campaigner, p°,92

130er’sona1 I,et‘ters" 1028 1945 II, 772 £

o 12New York Times, December 1, 1928, po 33 Decem=
ber 13, 1928, p. L. »

*_‘e13E1eanor Roosevelt This I Remember po 51




Roosevelt and 'S:mi‘thujlay‘ in the fact that "Smith didno*c
'reckon Wlth the. 1ndependent and stubborn nsture of tbe
man with whom he was deallnw " Howeverﬂ the new gover=
nor had no Wish to offend his predeoessor even’ though :
‘he resented 1ntrusions inﬁo the governor'is: sphere of

authorltyolg

Attempts made to scotch rumors of a rupture. besl

85

'twééh'the men bothrconf;rmed its existence and inaloatgd ‘

~the pérty“s.concgrn;15. A letter from Roosevelt to Henry
‘Mcrgenthauy’Seﬁiﬁr, who was an officer of the Woodrow
Wilson, Foﬁnéaticn-at this time,'mightrWerrsnt the interé
 pretation that Eoosevelt was not eager to promote Smlth‘
rprestlge¢ He wroteaA ‘ v .
A When T flrst read your 1etter I got a distinct ;
shock. Somehow it seemed a bit incongruous to.
give the Woodrow Wilson Award to the Goveérnor.

. The more I think it over the more I feel that
~ there is at least some point to it, on the broad

basgis that Smith has accomplished more than.anyane‘v

since Wilson to awaken interest in broad govern=
- mental questions during the past few years.
Let me think it over a 1ittle bit more and talk
1t over w1th Henry, Jroooolé

14F1ynn9 Youfre the 50359 D 75

I5New York Times, November 13 19289 p°;24
December 13, 1928, p. &; January 13g 192 9, Po 1o

léPersonathetters::1928f19459 Iy‘llo
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‘But Smith did n@ﬁ réééivé'the é&ééﬁ inv%hat:yééf or in “
o any Qﬁhero‘ | .7 | ’
»Eposeveit“s.ééte£minatioﬁito avoid namingvceftain'Q"
of Smith's loyal friéndsfas cloSe édvisers incfeased ten=
sions between‘the two leaders. Much bf‘the controversy
»”Seemed’to:centér ardUﬁd:pqsitiohsgfér,Robert-ﬁbsés and
‘Belle Noskowitzo Smith~ﬁas repbffedvto Wish;Mésés to
continue as secretary of stateozfﬁfSU.Moskowitzy who had"
served the Smith admlnistratlcnsgﬁrilliantiy9,was re-
’éommendediby Sﬁith as @ special assistant for Bdoseveltgl?:
The newfgovernor»recalled'latef ﬁhét Smith had been |
"furiouéf 2t his refusal to accede to his wishes on these
placemen£§; ‘The retéﬁtiom of sixtéen out of his”eight~
een department heaas had apparently not assuaged Smith's

rancor.over the denial of these two perticular appoint-

’_ments 18

Boosevelt wanted to secure Edward Flynny leader -
of the Brcmx for the post of secretary of sta'i:e9 and 1
pursued him by transatlantic phone and cable° Though

Flynn wished to retire from polltlcs, party 1oyalty

17Tu11y3 F B.B.My Boqsg po.45

18Persona1 Lettersz 1928 1945 II, 771 3,
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:produced his cooperation with the titular head of the :
'party in the state. ﬁHe realized, howeverp_that the ba51o
étreason for his appointment was that "Roosevelt did not V

‘bwant to appoint Moses°?19 Moses himself felt that the

’ governor was within his rights in selecting his own oabiez

net,20 The NeW'York Times viewed the,appointment of
bFlynn as'a‘oheok to Taﬁmany power;-in that the‘governof
had - seoured as oontaot man with the olty 1eaders9 one
 who was not a mere vassal of Tamnany Hall. 21
Further tension occurred when Roosevelt refused

to concur with Smlth on a p031tion for Mrs., Moskow1tz 22
While this woman had_been an invalqable asset to Smith,
RooSevélt hesitatéd to have as hié elose associate one
who Was unswerving1J loyal to onother than himself 23 _
iOne analyst pointed out the obvious benefit this appoint="’
ment would have given Ssmith in any progeoted under=cover
) rolo he may hsve oovetedrfor himself in this administra=.o'

19F1ynn. You're the Bosss ppo 7@ 6 Moley, 27 |
Masters of Politics, Do 199 o :

ZONew York Timesﬁ December 19, 1928, . '290

o ziIbldog December 29, 1928, po 1 Deoember 31,
i9285’p°‘1; Moscow, Polltlcs in the Empire State P. 134

; ZZNGW York Times, December: 29, 1928, pd 22
Eleanor Roosevelt This I Remember, po L8, S

23Perkins9 The_Eoosevelt ;,Knew, p. 53.
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’_ftionorz4 Booseveit may have neld some resentment egainst
Mrs. Moskowitz persona11y025 |
d Smith, on the other hand appeared as the chempa'“
ien;of@this women«who had been designeted_the ®*Colonel
House®" of his administretiono’ He resented the new gOvern;'
or £P refusal to accept her as a cloge advieeroz6 One
_erter friendly to both 1ee.derQ declared that the dlSCOPﬁi
Vcreeted by this" appointment oontroversy was kept alive by '
Mrs. Moskowitz and Louis Howeo The inferenee was made
: that Smith experienced as he was in the governlng of the‘
statep eould hardly help comparlng his own methods w1th
the’ amateurish approeoh of his suooessor to ‘the. politicel
‘Droblems of the admlnlstration°27
Boosevelt further affronted Smith by decllming
fhe preffered‘ServiCes of Hreé'MoskowitZ in‘prepafing

“his first speeches.es governoﬁo Moreovef» he neglected

2L”Gosﬁel-l Champion Campaigner, p. 92.

25Ten yeers later, Roosevelt still remembered
that during the summer of 1928, he had been treated by
Belle Moskowitz .as though he “had to be borne with be-=
cause of a certain political value in non-New York City
areas," Personal Letters: 1928-1945, II, 771=3,

'26Nethbrk Times; December 29, 1928 Po 2,

27Perkins8 The Roosevelt I Knew, op. 52 T, :
Compton Mackenzie, Mro Eoosevelt {New York: E., P, Dutton
and - Company, 1944}, p. 151. " Hereafter cited: Mackenzie,
My, Roosevelto‘*;, B E _ . T
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to comply with Smith“s request for an advance copy of his
, first address to the legiQ1ature628 Aeknowledglng the
'oapablllty of Mrso Moskowitza Eoosevelt rationalized hisr .
appointment of Guernsey Cross to the coveted seeretarial
post £o his need for the phyeleal assistanoe of a strong
- men.29 '
| nThefnew:ge#ernor’in.his iheugurel aédfess; how="
evef;epaid genereﬁs"ﬁribute to the leadership of his
predeceesof who hed’cfeated the structure of state
government whlch placed New- York in prominence as a-
"progre331ve commonwea]th " He outlined three main areas
in whieh,he planned te propose ehanges to the Eepﬁblican'
_legisleﬁure; His poﬁer progrem>ﬁaé‘to be an extension‘,“
of Smith's plan.: Reforms in- the Judiclel system were to
provide cheap justice for the pooro He urved relief of
ragricultural areas in the matter of tax burdens° His

) speech revedled thet well established princmples had

"'elready oast his phllosophy of" government along 11beral

1inesw He deelared his social objeotlves in these words:

°°°To secure more of life S pleasures for the

_ 28Tu11y F.D.R.My Boss, p. 45. Personsl Letters:
1928-1945, 1T, "7z . | T

29Perkins, ”he Boosevelt I Knew, Do 53o
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- farmer; to.guard the toilers in the factories
‘and to insure them a fair wage and protection .
from the dangers of their trades; fTo compen= -
sate them by adequate insurance for injuries

. received while working for us; to open the

-doors of knowledge to their childrewn more . - -
‘widely:; to. aid those who are crippled and 111;

- to pursue with striet’ gusticeﬂ all evil personsg,_
who prey upon their fellow men; and at the ‘same °
time, by intelligent and helpfui sympathy, to
lead wrongdoers into right paths--=-2ll of these.
great aims of life are more fully realized-here
“than in gny other State in the Union. We have

“but started on the road, and we have. far to ,

gOooa 7 |
| Roosevelt"s firsﬁfmeésage tb'the lngislature
gave specific details of progr6381ve reforms needed
xnamely, in agricultureﬂ power9 labor, " health, educa=f
tion9 justice and municipal governmento He pledwed to
“séek no mere personal or partlsan,advantage“ in the
performance of his duti¢§ as governor.Jl Bepubiioans
hai;éd‘these,conciliatoryzwords‘as afhaninger'éf the
QEfé éf Good Feeling" he had suggeéte& in his ;naug=
ural address. 32 | .

| | Oppositiong despite these agreedble expres31on89

'1was to be-expected. One_writer oommented that Booseveltg

BOPublic Papers and Addressess I, 75- 9°v

' 31Ibid°9 80=6,

- 1 7321bid°; 80, New York '.I‘:’Lnies'r3 Januvary 3, 1929,
Po Lo, ' : o
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as had Smith, pééfefred'a 1e§i$1aturé"of the opposition,
because{he was thefeby given oﬁportunity to "hémﬁef“‘at{vL:
its Shoftodﬁihgs'td the detriment of the national opposi-
tion parfy;ﬁ,By the technique of proposing ﬁo;fhellegisn
1atufeg pblioi§s whiéh of themselves had general‘pOPuiér
appeal, (asrtﬁe reiief of the public at government ex-
pense), BoOsévéi% céét‘the opposition in an uﬁfavorable‘
1ight" Thus, he helped the Democratic party nationally.
He would not. have been free to crltlolze a legislature
oontrolled'by'hiS-ownlparty¢33A

|  The 1awmakers'Set'up opposition to Boosevelt'in
the early months of his governorship 34 According to
the budget system establlshed by constitutlonal amend=
ment 1n,192?g phe,f;nancial responsibllity for,estlmates:
was tQ'¢enﬁeP infthe_géVernbr,'admiﬁistrative duties in7
the exééutiﬁé @éparfﬁent9 and appropriations in the
| legiSléﬁﬁfé;'?Afééﬁop-gap" arrangement had been devised
| during‘thé reorganization period by which the governor
vand»twdilegi81éti§e'finange'éhéifmen worked togéthér oﬁ

the expéﬁditure_of appropriationsc35 When Roosevelt

33“\§oscow9 Polltics in the Empire State, p. 169.

BuNeW York Timesg February 1, 1929, p. 1; Feb=
ruary 2 1929, porl February 20, 192/s Po 27, .

35?ublic Papers and Addressesy T, 346



v proposed the flrst constitutiondl Executlve Budget on
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' Jenuary 28, 1929, the 1eOislature attempted to maintain o

its coatrol over disoursement deeisiqnso' He-openly de=
.fied'them to scrap his fiscal program,.36 HoStilityl

prevalled between executive and 1egislat1ve depart»

. ments 37 Virtually all Roosevelt“s bills were killed. 38

In.Aprll he made a oareful resume of the steps

by which the hostile legislature infringed on his execu=

© tive authority in this budget controversv° ,He_summed
their encroachment thuS° »

- The Leglslature deliberately violated the
splrit and letter of the Constitution. They
~cut out whole sections of the Executive Budget
- without indicating by brackets or in any other

- way what hdd been deleted. They then added

"new items here and there'throughout the budget,

- not in a distinct and separate place, and this
was done in such a way that no one who did not
compare hundreds of pages of each bill. could
figure out what had been done. They not only
cuot out and reduced items in this way, but
they then restored the same items with differ-

~ent phraseology and conditions so as to produoe_:gf

in effect a totally different result. 39.

Determined to defend his executive rightsy Roosevelt

" 36New York Times, Eebruary 27, 1929, p. 1,

p o 1 ‘o . .
- 381p1g., March 7, 1929, p. 1,

- 39Public Papers and Addresses, I, 342-3.

37Ibid., February 28, 1929, p. 1; March 3, 1929,
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- asserted nis power ﬁnder‘the.COhstitution,to méke expendi='
tures éf specific'anprébriatioﬁs‘wifhouf supérVision’from'f
'?,the 1eglslat1ve finance chairmeno-r» |
In order to carry the fight to a conclusion9 the} :
governor wentvto eourt-and won the budget v:Lctory° His
‘p031t10n was upheld by the court in a ‘unanimous deci-
siono40 The emphasis he plaoed upon the separation of
'powers Was an appeal to an established prlnciple of the
Amerlcan politloal her1tage°41 His Justiflcatlon in the
| eyes of the people mlght therefore be expected By w1n=»_
:ning this flght9 which. lasted the better part of a year, -
" he served notice upon the 1egislators that he would not
permit the executive power to be lightly challengedo
Burlng the governorship Roosevelt established a
close bond with the cltizens of the state. Because of
his physical ‘handicap,: h@ dld much traveling by auto
<jand canalsboat 42 He went into many small towns which
’gwere said to be unacoustomed to guoernatorial VlSlESo.

'J;People in meny small villages, by,Such attentionsD were

40New York Tlmes2 November 20 1929, ps 1, .

alPubllc Papers and AddresseSQ R 348°

42Eleanor Roosevelt, Thlsrg)Rememberg ppo'55 fo
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madé aware of their governor'®s inﬁérest in them. One
| - Democratic leader deoiared that ﬁﬁ§3e visits ?attracte&v‘;”
'”T péoplevtO‘the‘Demdéraﬁic,partj,m“énd‘ihaf theirural
Aofganizations began toxassume greatef importanceviﬁ thej
politicai pioture:in'ﬁhe state.*3 By conserving his 7
ene§gies_for non—Democfatic areasg.Bééseveit,repeated
’the”fechﬁique of his fifst.politiéal campaigh in 1910,
Of this plan which proved to be«su@_cessfuls Mélay re-
mafked° |

_ " He neglected the 01tles in hlS distrlct

because by tradition they had Democratic ten=

dencies, and saved all his energies for winning

the rural Republican votes., Thus he waglbed no

time on those who needed no conversion.
Bealizing thé value of'spectacley_even as'a_youhg in-
experieﬁcad~poiitician,,Rooseve1t‘had hirédka red‘~
, Maxwellvtduring car to make a peré&nal‘oahvasé of the
- backroéds Of his distriot calling;on farmefé*iﬁ the
fields, at the country stores» or: at crossroads to
exohange political banter°45 ‘

This was the reverse of the strategy used by

Smith who believed that the Republloan strength in the

o 43F1ynn You're the Bossg pe 81, New York,TimeS5;
’August 26, 19299 po 1. o :

gnMoley, 27 Masters of Dolitlcsg P 33.

@5Frank Freidel, Franklin D. Roosevelt The
Apprentlceship (Boston: Little, Brown and Company,
c. 1952}, pp. 91 f. Hereafter cited: Freidel, The
-Apprenticeshipg S R e







































































































































































































































































































