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PREFACE 

The choice of this subject was influenced by an interest 
in the poli tical upset caused by the .,e·lection of 1932 and the 

'factors which brought it about. Having listened to the proceed­
ings of the two Conventions over the radio, living amidst the 
excitement attendant upon them, and witnessing the triumph of 
the Democratic candidate in Chicago and his effect upon the 
throngs who greeted him, I was interested in learning more about 
the forces and events that influenced tee electorate so that they 
went so decidedly in one direction in November. 

Much has been written about the Hoover Administration and 
about the Democratic Congress. There is a ,wealth of material 
written by political observers who had not intelligently followed 
the general trend of the voters throughout the country, as well 
as by t hose who seem to have had clairvoyant powers, so well did 
they prohesy the outcome of the 1932 election. 

Not wishing to invade the ffeld of biography, I have for 
the most part quoted political observer's views of the men who 
~ere imposing figures on the political horizon, all of whom 
could be' said to be ready to accept the "call to servi ce" if 
nomination for the Presidency was forthcoming. 

To Dr. Paul Kiniery of Loyola University I am deeply ~ 
grateful. He has given me helpful advice in writing my thesis 
and much enjoyment in the study of history. 

phicago, Illinois, 
November, 1937. 

iii 

LORETTO C. MERSH. 
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CHAPTER I 

HOOVER AND THE 72nd CONGRESS 

Herbert Hoover had been widely publicized for years as a 

great administrator and economist. His party proclaimed him to 

be a virtual superman. He was swept into office an a wave of 

enthusiasm after the Republioan Part,'~ad promised the American 

people through him as spokesman, a lasting prosperity. His 

party olaimed full oredit for the boom days and the general .. 
feeling of optimism throughout the country. Mr. Hoover's vote, 

the greatest majority ever reoeived by a candidate for the 

presidency, showed the trust the electorate put in him and in 

his party. Great things were expeoted of the new president 

who "had oome to the White House by a route of distinguished 
1 

service, not by the ordinary way of politics." A San Franoisco 

newspaper said, "We foresee under his guidance a oonstructive 

period likely to eclipse anything of its kind that has gone 
2 

before. " 

Yet less than two years later the American people register­

ed their dieapproval of Mr. Hoover's polioies and upset the 

Republican control of Congress, giving seats to 218 Democrats 

214 Republioans and 1 Farm-Laborite in the House. The member­

ship of the Senate numbered 48 Republicans, 47 Demoorats a~d 
3 

1 Farm-Laborite. Never before was party oontrol in both Houses 

1. Charles A. Beard, "Presidential AppOintments," 
The Nation, (July 22, 1932). 

2. John Pell, "Mr. Hoover's Hair Shirt," North American Review, 
wuly, 1930), (insert from San Franoisco newspaper). 

3. E. Pendleton Herring, "First Session of the 72nd Congress," 
The Amerioan Politioal Soience Review, (Ootober, 1932) 

1 



2 
of Congress held by such a narrow margin simultaneously • . ' 
insurgent members in the Republican party made known their 

4 
presence and were often the severest critics of the President. 

Many reasons are given for the American change of heart. 

No responsible person held Mr. Hoover ,to blame tor the depress-

ion which began in the Fall of 1929 and steadily grew in pro­

portions until economic conditions were far worse in 1930 then 

in the previo •• year. Unemployment inc-.eased, bank failures 

became numerous, dividends were passed, factories were shut 

down, mortgages were foreclosed, prices of all commodities 

dropped, and foreign trade fell off sharply. However, Mr. 

Hoover was blamed because he took no effective steps to combat 

the depression and at first seemed to regard it as an isolated 

phenomenon, an opinion which was shared by the big business 
5 

leaders of the time. 

The tailure of the Federal Farm Board created in June, 

1929 was another cauae for complaint. The Agricultural Market­

ing Act was enacted to stabilize prices and provided a revolv­

ing fund ot $500,000,000 from which loans at not over tour per 

cent could be made to a co-operative association of tarmers, 

to enable them to market to better advantage'~ tlteir products. 

4. Ibid. 
5. Ch;;les Merz, "Hoover's Three Years As President: The Record 

to Date," The!!! ~ Times, (February 28, 1931). 



The farmer was not really helped, borrowing added to his prob-
6 .' 

3 

1ems and prices fell eventually to a forty year low. "Agricul-

ture is at last on a level with industry, now that both of them 
7 

are flat on their backs." The plight of the farmer resulted 
8 

in the withdrawal of Progressive sUP~Qrt 'for the Administration. 

The passage of the Hawley-Smoot Tariff Act was another 

piece of legislation which proved unpopular and was classed as 

a mistake on the part of the Hoover Ad&inistration. our own 

economists declared it to be a blunder and foreign nations 
9 

regarded it as a barrier and a challenge. It was passed over 

a formal protest made by 1028 members of the American Economic 
10 

Association. 

The widespread agitation against the eighteenth amendment 

was ignored by the Republicans. Everywhere sentiment agains t 

it was recorded but this warning went unheeded by the majority 
11 

party leaders. The Wickersham Committee, appointed by the ~ 

PreSident, made its report which was unfavorable in tre main, 

to the Prohibition Amendment. The findings of this commission 

called forth no action but did make an impression on the 

6. Henry R. Mussey, "The Presidentts Economics," 
The Nation, (July 8, 1931). 

7. Jay Franklin, "God Help the Farm Board," (Forum, (February 
1932) • 

8. Mussey, The Nation 
9. fu ~ York Times, November 5, 1931, (editorial). 

10. Mussey, The Nation 
11. The New YOrk Times, November 5, 1931, (editorial). ___ ..;;;....0."";"';'-
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12 
electorate in general. 

4c' 

Another cause for the defeat suffered by the Republican 

party in 1930 was the campaign waged by the Democratic National 

committee. Frank R. Kent said in September, 1930, "If President 

Hoover loses his national popularity,. '.the blame may not 

necessarily be his own. It could conceivably come from the 

efforts of Mr. Michelson, Democratic Publicity director, who i8 
,.. 

carrying out a campaign of intelligent opposition which will 

undoubtedly have an effect on the Congressional elections this 

Fall and has already altered the course of the Hoover 
13 

Administration." 

After each presidential campaign, the Democratic National 

Committee practically disbanded to be called into being again 

a few months before the next major convention of the party. 

After the 1928 campaign, Mr. Raskob and Mr. Shouse made 

arrangements to keep a publicity bureau in Washington. The 

Republicans had kept a fairly well equipped one from 1920 to 

1929 but after the 1928 election it practically ceased func­

tioning. Mr. Michelson was employed by Mr. Raskob at a yearly 

salary of $25,000. His job was to put Mr. Hoover "in bad" with 

the American people. 

12. 

13. 

Peter H. Odegard, "Mr. Hoover's Noble Experiment," 
The Nation, (July 29, 1931). 
i;;nk R. Kent, "Charley Michelson," Scribner's MagaZine, 
~eptember, 1930). 



~----------------------~--------~ 
,e 5 

Mr. Michelson, an alert, clever, ~irst-olass newsp~per-

was a Smith-Democrat, and a decided Anti-Hoover Democratio. man, 

Be had a wide acquaintanoe among newspapermen and Congressmen, 

enjoyed their confidence and respect, knew politics ~rom all 

angles and enthusiastically took up .1,'8 work o~ "smearing" 

the Hoover Administration. The Democratic National Committee 

maintained spacious offices and t rans~ormed their pub1i ci ty .. 
department into an "e~fective propaganda machine" with Mr. 

Michelson as the guiding light. He magnified every mistake 

of Mr. Hoover's, got his material in newspapers, "planted" 

interviews with prominent Democratic and Progressive Congress­

men who were glad to use his ideas and words instead o~ their 

own less e~fectiv. ones. Mr. Michelson made the most o~ his 

opportunities, found it easy to attacB, and saw early results 
14 

of his skill. 

Economic conditions aided the Democrats and kept the 

maj~rity party on the defensive. The Democrats attacked the ta 

iff and made the mos t of the change in sentiment towards the 

Eighteenth Amendment, and after the Democratic victory in 1930 

the publicity department kept up its work and developed an ef-
15 

fective party organization. 

14. Ibid. -15. Thomas S. Barclay, "The Bureau of Publicity of the Democ-
ratic National Committee," The American Political Science 
Review, (February, 1933). 



~----------------------------~s 

The Republicans gathered together the remnants of ~ir 

onoe effioien t organization and proceeded to function under the 

direction of James L. West. His was a hard job and he did well, 

bUt his efforts were no match for IIr. Miohelson's, and his 

opportunities were less evident. Hi! 'Bureau could not counter­

act the efficient Democratic publicity bureau that bad seized 
16 

every chance and attacked the Administration on every count • .. 
The Democrats went into the "off year" election campaign 

in a fighting and a hopeful mood. The resul t was the Mr. 

Hoover found himself, his party, and his policies repudiated 

and he taced a cAtioal test wi th a none too fri~ndly Congress. 

The tirst session of the 72nd Congress convened on 

December 7, 1931 and adjourned on July 16, 1932. By a small 

majority, John Nance Garner of Texas was elected Speaker of the 

House and George H. Moses kept his office in tm new Senate as 

President-pro-tempore. Joseph T. Robinson of Arkansas, the 

minority leader in the Senate, gave promise of being the real 

spokesman of that body. The leadership ot both Houses was not 
17 

clearly defined and was often ineffective. 

In his message to Congress on December 8, President Hoover 

made many recommendations, almos t all of Which were given. 

16. Frank R. Kent, Soribner's Magazine. 
17. E. Pendleton Herring, The American Political Science Review. 
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consideration by Congress. When he attempted to go b"~,I¥i 

sending messages or the signing of vetoes he met with opposition 

If he remained in the background, he was accused of lacking the 

leadership necessary in critical times, and if hEi did assume 

leadership, he was accused of c1othi~~himse1f with dictatorial 

powers. He was criticized when he did not offer his help when 

it was thought to be needed, yet he o~ten stepped in and told 

Congress just,what he wanted. • Frequently he called upon 

Congressmen of both parties to meet with him and his Adm1nis­

trative officials. Often his plans were de~eated by the 

Republican insurgents 1n Congress and when Congress was 

criticized for its action or lack o~ achievement, it was pointed 

out that the Administration was trying to put Congress in an 
18 

unfavorable light be~ore the country. It was also said that 

the Republicans were glad of a minority in Congress because the 
, .... 

blame for lack of proper legislation could be shifted on to the 

shoulders of the Democrats. Both factions of Congress and the 

President were said to have their eyes focused on the 1932 
19 

election. "Difficulties came in this Congress, not so much 
20 

for want of leadership as from lack of followers." 

Albert Shaw put the blame for lack of cooperation up~n 

18. Ibid. 
19. ~New York Times, July 17, 1932. (news item) --20. Ibid. 



~----------------~----------~8 

congresS, saying that ~the worst fault of the present Copgress 

hal been that weak, wilful, and morally inferior members have 
21 

mutinied against experienced leadership in their own party." 

However, it has been pointed out that the President called 

.any non-partisan conferences and wa~~ven advice and support 

by these groups and therefore he had the benefit of their know­

ledge and experience Which should have given him a complete 

• mastery of the facts from all angles. 

After conferences with men of both parties, the President 

sent a special message to Congress on January 4, in which he 

recommended: (1) the strengthening of the Federal land bank 

Iystem; (2) the creation of the Reconstruction Finance Cor­

poration; (3) the establishment of a system of home loa~ dis­

count banks; (4) the enlarging of the discount facilities of the 

Federal reserve banks to take care of emergenCies and the deve1-
~ 

opment of a plan to relieve the distress of small depOSitors in 

closed banks; (5) the revision of the banking laws better to 

safeguard depositors; (6) the revision of laws relating to 

transportation as suggested by the Interstate Commerce 

Commission; (7) the restoration of public confidence through 
22 

measures to balance the budget. 

21. Review ~ Review, (editorial). 
22. COngressional Record, V 75 Part 2, 

First SeSSion, 72nd Congress, 1157, 1158 



Congress set to work on these measures but did not.~ispose 

of the recommendations until it adjourned on July 16. 

The first of these recommendations to be disposed of was 

the bill creating the Reconstruction Finance Corporation, with 

9 

a capitalization of $2,000,000,000 •• 1&e President signed the 

bill on January 22. It extended credit to agriculture, industry, 

banks, railroad, insurance companies, and other institutions in 

• need of financial aid in an effort to restore the nation's 

bUsiness "giving credit to concerns which were charged with some 
23 

public function." The Reconstruction Finance Corporation, 

the R.F.C., was controlled by a Board of Directors whose 

members were the secretary of the Treasury, the Governor of the 

Pedera1 Reserve Bank, the Farm Loan Commissioner and four others 

to be appointed by the President with the advice and consent of 
24 

the Senate. 

The recommendation asking that Congress strengthen the 

Federal land bank system was also acted upon promptly by 

Congress. $125,000,000 new capital was provided for the Fed­

eral land banks, $25,000,000 of which was specified for extend-
25 

ing credit to loans based on mortgages from these land banks. 

23. 

24. 
e. 

Calvin Coolidge, "The Republican Case," ~ Saturday 
Evening ~, (September 10, 1932). 
~ Congressional Record, V ?S, Part 3. 2527 
L. J. Dickinson, "New Help For the Farmer," 
Review ~ Reviews, (October, 1932). 
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The bill providing for the system of horne loan ban~,s was 

passed by Congress after considerable deliberation. These banks 

were capable of furnishing upward of $500,000,000 to small home 

owners and builders giving them help similar to that given to 

oommercial interprises by the Federa~~eserve banks. This 
26 

oapital was to be subscribed by the R.F.C. 

The Glass-steagall bill was passed permitting the Federal .. 
reserve banks to use direct obligations of the United States 

government as collateral for Federal reserve notes thus 

releasing gold for other purposes. Thusabout $8,000,000 in 

sold was released. The bill really amended the Federal Reserve 

laws so as to provi4e for an expansion of credit facilities. 

The passage of this bill brought forth praise from the President 

who called it a "national defense measure" and praised Congress 
27 

for the "fine spirit of patriotism and non-partisanship shown."" 

The laws in regard to transportation were not revised. 

The proposals were taken up in committee but never reached a 

vote in Congress. It was said that "in meeting emergency demands 

Congress had to forego permanent legislation on railroads, 

public utilities, anti-trust laws, bankruptcy refor.s" and 
28 

other measures of a less demanding nature. 

26. 
27. 
28. 

~ !!.! ~ .... T_i...;me.;...s_, July 17, 1932, 
E. Pendleton Herring, The American -The New york Times, July 17, 1932, ------

(news item). 
Polittcal Science Review. 
(news 1 tem) • 
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None of the banking measures enacted or considered •. by 

Congress brought about the deliberation or political upheaval 

brought about by the problem of balancing the budget. In his 

message to Congress on December 8, the President called 

attention to the Federal deficit of I~l, the estimated deficit 
29 

of 1932, and the probable deficit of 1933. 

The task before the legislators then was to provide for .. 
more revenue, to effect economies, and also to provide huge 

sums to relieve the nation's distress. All this was finally 

brought about by the enactment of budget-balancing tax bill, an 

Economy Act and a Relief bill. 

The tax bill to relieve distress and stimula~e employment 

held bhe attention of Congress longer than any other single 

measure. The Ways and Means Committee began work on the problem 

after having received recommendations from the Treasury Depart-
,.... 

ment, but after considering these for three weeks came out with 
30 

an entirely new plan, a general manufacturerts sales tax. 

Lobbies representing many differenb interests that did not 

want to be taxed tried to have their influence felt. Party 

discipline and party affiliation were gone. Mr. Snell, minority 

leader of the House, after a conference with the President. said 

that the Democrats would have to find a solution for the problem 

29. E. Pendleton Herring, The American Political Science Review. - . 
30. Ibid. -
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ue added, "They (the Democrats) have been criticizing t~~ way we 

have run tte House for the past dozen years. Now this is their 

baby- I'm in favor of sitting back 'and waiting for their next 
31 

" move • 

It was known that Speaker Garne~ 'approved the general 

manufacturer's sales tax as a means of raising the needed 

$1,000,000,000, but a coalition of rebellious Democrats and 

Republicans, "allied progressives," und~r the leadership of 

La Guardia of New York and Doughton of North Carolina defeated 
32 

the plan. 

Later in a plea from the floor, Speaker Garner urged the 

passage of some tax measure that would be an effective means of 

balancing the budget. It was then that the House went promptly 

to work and passed a bill, although unpopular, by a vote of 

327 to 64. The difficulties the bill met with in the House were 

as nothing compared to the troubles it encountered in the Senaite 

Then began "a series of switchings and swappings, advances and 

retreats, inclusion of tariffs, and exclusion of tariffs that 

came to such an impasse that the Secretary of the mreasury was 
33 

called upon for a new program." 

On May 16, Secretary Mills appeared before the Senate 

31. Ibid. 
32. Ibid. 
33. The New York Times, July 17, 1932, (news item) 

---~....-.-
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committee and two nours later the Committee was ready t~ submi~ 

a compromise program. The tariff problem arose again and tariff 
34 

"log-rolling" on oil, lumber, coal, and copper, delayed action. 

On May 31,. the President appeared before the Senate in a 

surprise visit and demanded immediat. '''ction ani asked for the 
35 

completion of a speedy program. His visit was criticized by 

members of Congress because he had Qonferred with Democratic .. 
leaders the night before and gave no hint of his plans for the 

following day. Representative Byrnes censured the President 

for not earlier giving Congress the benefit of advice he so 

easily could have obtained from all departments and bureaus of 
36 

the goyernment. 

The House and the Senate passed the tax bill, al though 

the President's manufacturers sales tax plan was rejected, and 

in its final form signed by the President on June 6, thus ending 
3'7 

two months of confusion. 
,.. 

A one cent levy was laid on gasoline 

and a three per cent tax on the gross receipts of power 
38 

companies. 

Commenting on the speedy passage of the tax bill after the 

President's visit to congress, Senator Harrison said, "There 

was not a single vote influenced by the President's coming,here 

34. Ibid. 
35. 
36. 
3'7. 
38. 

Con~essiona1 Record, V '75 Part 10, 11596. 
The New York Times, July 17, 1932, (news item). ---Ibid. 
~ancls Brown, "Congress Plays Its Part," 
Current History, (July, 1932). 



yesterday. The bill would have been passed last night if he .' 
had not oome beoause we wanted to preserve the oredi t of the 

39 
government." 

14 

Bitter words passed between President Hoover and members 

of the House Committee over the passW of the Economy Act. 

Chairman Byrnes saw in the President's attitude an attempt "to 

assume credit in advanoe for any economies that the oommittee 

may bring about as a result of the invistigation it is now 
40 

making." 

In a public statement made on March 8, Mr. Hoover said 

that the "whole of the Administration officials are co-operating 

wi th the special economy committee appointed by the House of 

Representatives," and that "there is very little room lett for 

further reduction by Administrative action. FUrther economies 
41 

must be brought about by authorization of Congress." 

The Press took the attitude that the President in calling'" 

the attention of the oountry to Congressional delay, Congress 

would be compelled by pressure of public opinion to abandon 
4:2 

partisan conSideration and enact necessary legislation. 

Congressional deliberation was delaying action and so the 

President took means to whip Congress into aotion. He inv~ted 

39. Consressional Record, V 75 Part 11, 11734 
40. ~!!! York Times, March 9, 1932, (news item). 
41. Ibid. 
42. Ibid. 
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the Eoonomy Committee to meet at the White House to prepare a 

program. Attending the oonferenoe was the President, the mem­

bers of the House Eoonomy Committee, the Seoretary of the 

Treasury, the Postmaster General, the Seoretary of the Interior, 

and the Direotor of the Budget. The.r-oommendations of this 

oonferenoe were over-ridden but a sub-oommittee of three 

Republicans and three Democrats drew ap a bill and after debate 

• and change, it was passed on June 8, and signed by the President 

on June 30. In t he course of passage the bill was revised four 

times, rewritten on the floor of the House, altered in the 

senate Committee, changed in the Senate and further revised in 

conference. It provided for a saving of from $150,000,000 to 

$180,000,000. The important savings were in the reduction of 

the government payroll and in "the retrenchment to be effected 

through co-ordination, consolidation, or regrouping of the 
43 ,... 

Administrative agenoies of the government." It provided for 

a thirty day furlough with 1088 of pay for Federal employees 

and stated what when the President made an exeoutive order under 

provision of this Act, "such order shall not become effective 

until after the expiration of Sixty calendar days unless 
44 

Congress approves it in the interim." 

43. ~. July 1, 1932, (news item). 
44. E. Pendleton Herring, The Amerioan Political Soience Review. 
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The Wagner Relief bill resulted from a relief prog~~m beguh 

early in May. On May 12, a bill was first proposed by Senator 

copeland but it was voted down as was a second proposal by 

senators La Folette and Costigan. A third bill, introduced by 

Representative Alman of Alabama met ~e same fate as the 
45 

previous two. 

On May 12, the President conferred with Administration .. 
officials and majority and minority leaders of the Senate and 

attempted to expedite relief legislation. The Democratic caucus 

meeting however approved on May 26, the Garner relief plan. 

Mr. Garner's program called for the authorization of $100,000, 

to be used by t~ President in relieving distress, $l,OClC\ooo,OOO 

to be added to the capital of the R.F.C., for making loans to 

stimulate employment and $1,000,000,000 to be raised by bond 

issue for the construction of public buildings, harbor improve-

ments, etc. This proposal was formally introduced by the 

majority party floor leader, Mr. Rainey. It aroused the strong 

denunciation of the President who said, "This is no unemploy­

ment relief. It is an unexampled raid on the public treasury 
46 

designed to win votes back home." 

45. The New York Times, July 17, 1932, (news item). ------46. E. Pendleton Herring, The American Political Science Review. 



A White House conference was again called on July 6 • . ' 
speaker Garner criticized "interference" by the President but 

accepted the invitation to attend but again no agreement was 

reached. Minority leader Snell said that the issue was one 

between the President and the Speake~~nd not between the 
47 

president and Congress. 

The final relief bill, the work of Senators Wagner, 

Robinson, Pittman, Bulkley, and Walsh tf Massachusetts under­

went a presidential veto but emerged with some changes and as 

the Wagner Relief bill was passed by Congress and signed by 
48 

the President. 

The main features of the bill were summarized by the 

President as follows: (1) provision of $300,000,000 for tem-

porary loans by the R.F.C., in states unable to finance their 

own relief programs; (2) provision of $1,500,000,000 for loans 

by the R.F. C., for reproductive construction work of public 

character to relieve employment, said loans to be repaid, and 

(3) a broadening of tbe powers of the R.F.C., permitting it to 

make loans to assist agriculture and thereby help the farmer. 

"The obnoxious feature wh1ch had been 1njected into the leg1s­

lation from time to time by members of the House of Represen-. 
47. Ibid. -48. The New york Times, July 17, 1932, (news item). ---

17 
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tatives and had so long delayed action have been elimin!ted and 

also the sum of .1,300,000,000 non-productive public works 

ultimately payable by the tax-payer, has been reduced to 

$322,000,000 of which about $120,000,000 are advances to states 

for highways and most of the balance.ra not to be expended if 
49 

the necessities of the Federal treasury prevent it. 

When Congress adjourned on July 16, there was much to be .. 
said against that body for its delay in passing needed legiS-

lation to help defeat the depression and again words were said 

in praise of Congress because of its efforts to ef.fect an 

economic recovery. "Congress could have passed the necessary 

legislation in two weeks if it wanted to," was one writer's 
50 

comment but Henry I. Harriman, president of the Chamber of 

Commerce of the United States, praised the work of Congress 

especially in its devotion to legislation aimed to preserve 
51 

financial stability and to encourage economic recovery. 

Upholding the work of the so-called Democratic Congress, 

Representative Rainey said, "We had only a meager majority of 

six in the House of Representatives and no majority at all in 

the Senate and we had a Republican President Whose leadership 

had failed. Under these unfavorable conditions the Democratic . 
49. !. Pendleton Herring, The American Political Science Review. 
50. Fabian Franklin, "The Impotence of Congress," 

Forum, V 88, (September, 1932). 
51. The New York Times, July 17, 1932, (news item). ---- -
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House has accomplished res.1ts and we have made a record, upon 

.hlch we enter with confidence in t he campaign which is opening 
52 

" nOW. 

52. gongressiona1 Record, V 75, Part~., 15711. 
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CHAPTER II 

PRESIDENTIAL POSSIBILITIES .' 
The Republicans had no choice in the selection of a can­

didate for the presidency. Herbert Hoover traditionally was 

entitled to the nomination a second time if he wanted it; . 
because he did l he had no opposi tion: .., A president seeking re-

election has the advantage over anyone who might oppose him. 

He is the nominal head of his party and controls the patronage 
4-

wi thout which an opponent cannot win. There was a movement to 

draft Calvin Coolidge but that was short lived and so President 

Hoover was alone in the field. However his position did not 
1 

secure for him party loyalty. Washington was cruel to him and 

even at Christmas time he was not the object of the kindly 
2 

spirit that generally prevails at that time. 

The Press was on the whole antagonistic to him, although 

in his earlier public iife a friendly relation had existed 

between him and the newspaper men who had given him so much 

favorable publicity before he entered the White House. He was 

a legend before he was elected to the presidency - "ninety seven 
3 

per cent publicity." 

One of the best of Washington's news correspondents said 

of President Hoover; "The relations of Herbert Hoover with. the 

newspaper men whose work brings them in immediate contact with 

1. Time, V 19, (January 25, 1932), (editorial). 
2. The New York Times, January 3, 1932, (editorial). 
3. Clinton W. Gilbert, "John Nance Garner, Presidential 

Possibilities IX," Forum V 87, (May, 1932), 312-317 

20 
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Herbert Hoover was born in west Branch, Iowa on August 4, .' 
1814. He was trained as an engineer at Leland Stanford Univer­

sity and then set out on a career as mining engineer. His 

engineering projects took him to d1 stant parts of the globe. 

He acquired a fortune in his work, t1;le...,bulk of it coming from 

his connection with the Burma Mines Ltd., owner of ancient 

Chinese silver mines in Burma. These mines had been abandoned, 

were discovered by IIr. Hoover who corrlctly analyzed their 

possibilities, and they returned to him handsome profits. Since 

he retired from business his fortune dwindled tram nearly 
7 

$4,000,000 to about $700,000. 

President Hoover's policies of government had been 

criticized, and his ability as a leader derided, yet there were 

many who felt that he was the victim of circumstance. "No 

President ever more scrupulously obeyed the spirit as well as 

the letter of t be Consti tution. ••• He has endeavored to work" 
8 

with Congress regardless of party for the country's welfare." 

He was given credit for some skill by Allan Nevins, who said of 

him, "He is an admirable administrator but a very poor polioy 
9 

maker and leader." William Hard summed up his qualities giving 

the following evaluation of him as history's verdict, "It will 

7. Fortune, "The President's Fortune," (August, 1932). 
8. Albert Shaw, "Mr. Hoover as PreSident," 

Review ~ Reviews, V 86, July, 1932. 26. 
9. Allan Nevins, "President Hoover's Revord," 

Current History, (July, 1932). 



be said of Herbert Hoover when he is gone 'He was an Am~rican. 

He was a Seeker of Consent. He was an Organizer ot 
10 

opportuni ty .' It 

23 

The Democrats had practically no limits in their search tor 

a candidate. Their list of Presiden~~l possibilities was a 

formidable one numbering a tormer Presidential caDildate, 

Alfred E. Smith; a tormer Vice Presidential candidate, Franklin 

D. Roosevelt; a tormer Cabinet member, "ewton D. Baker; a 

Speaker ot tm House, John N. Garner; six Governors or Ex­

Governors, Albert C. Ritchie; Harry F. Byrd; George White; 

William H. Murray; Alfred E. Smith; Franklin D. Roosevelt; two 

prominent business men, OWen D. Young, and Melvin Traylor. 

From this opposing a rray three reached an important pos i tion 

in the Convention; Governor Roosevelt, Ex-Governcr Smith, and 

Speaker Garner; Mr. Baker was considered the "Dark Har se. It 

Governor Roosevelt, a cousin ot the ]a te President 

Theodore Roosevelt, was brought up in an atmosphere ot wealth. 

A graduate ot Harvard University and Columbia Law School, he 

began his public career betore he was thirty years old. He 

was elected to the New York legislature trom a Republican dis­

trict and wbile serving his second term was appointed Assistant 

10. William Hard, W~ Hoover, Dodd Mead & Co., 
New York, 1928, 274. 
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name; his aristocratic background; the leadership he ex~~bited 

as Democratic Governor with a Republican Legisla ture; his early 

battles with Tammany; a pleasing and winning personality and a 

perfect radio voice. "He is interested in individuals as human 
15 

beings, not as members of political p.~ties." 

"Governor Roosevelt belongs to a type found more frequently 

in England than in the United States, the patrician, scholar­

gentleman in politics. Until 1928 he h~d very few enemies either 

personal or political •••• 
16 

people of all classes." 

He has a gift for getting along with 

One "carries away two impressions, 
17 

his friendliness and complete self-confidence." Public life 

does not seem to exhaust his vi tal current. Apparently it 
18 

exhilarates him, rt are s aile of the opinions written of him. 

»emocratic State leaders were annoyed by Governor 

Roosevelt's candidacy. It had nothing to do with him per­

sonally but t hey were annoyed because he had beco'!1e so strong ,... 

politically, before t~ Convention and that meant that his 
19 

managers would not have to bargain with them for their support. 

Governor Roosevelt was not worried ~ver any plans or plots 

that might include him. "He enjoys the strategems and surprises 

15. s. J. Woolf, "As His Closest Friend Sees R0888velt," The 
!!! !2!! Times Magazine, (November 27, 1932). ---

16. Claude M. Fuess, "Roosevelt: The Democratic Hope" Current 
His tory, V ;56, (August, 1932), 513. 

17. Jonathan MitChell, "Presidential Possibilities, OWen D. 
Young," Forum V 87, (January, 1932), 8. 

18. Review ~ Reviews, V 86, (November, 1932), (editorial). 
19. Ibid. 
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f the e1eotion right. Above all he loves the orowding oontaots .' ith all sorts of people. His first interest he says is in the 
20' 

theory and praotioe of gove~nment; his seoond, is in people." 

Ex-Governor Alfred E. Smith, a product of New York's East 

side, rose to national prominence in.pplitics from obscure . .., 
local political beginnings. He was elected Governor of New York 

four times, each time carrying the State by a bigger majorit.y. 

Winning electi ons had become a m bi t wfth him and he became the 

idol of his c <nsti tuents. "He holds the crowds as no man can 

hold them ••• he has become the incarnation of their hope and 
21 

pride. " 

Alfred E. Smith was proud of his record as Governor - a 

record that gave him national prominence. A Republican Legis­

lature could be depended upon to rol1aw his leadership. He made 

"his Republican opponents at Albany Park look silly, not because 

he was so progressive and they so reactionary rut because he ,... 

knew what he was doing and they did not. He is a glutton f cr 
22 

details and a master of it." 

In 1924, Governor Smith was a Democratic Presidential 

possibility. It was Franklin Roosevelt who nominated him for 

President in 1924, and again in 1928 making the "finest 

20. Claude M. Fness, Current HistoEZ. 
21. Walter Lippman, ~ ~ Destiny, 

Macmillan Company, New York, 1927, 7. 
22. Ibid. 4. 
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political speech of our times." 

Al Smith fought a losing battle f or t~' Presidency but 

27 

demonstrated his popularity with the urban crowds and his 

ability as a campaigner_ He was considered a Liberal and a 

progressive but it was said of him in. 'J.925 that he was "the mCB t 
24 

powerful conservative in urban America." 

It was Mr. Smith who urged his friend Franklin Roosevelt 

• to run f or governor of New York in 1928. Roosevelt carried his 

State but Smith lost it. It was said that Mr. Smith resented 

Roosevelt's success where he had failed, and then began a cool­

ness that resulted in the breakup of the friendship between 
25 

"Al and Frank." 

Many reasons and instances are given for the coolness 

between these two men tm t eventually led to the defini te 

breakup of their friendship. The major reason developed at the 

time Governor Roosevelt entered upon his gubernato~1al duties tn 

Albany. 

Franklin Roosevelt was a victim of infantile paralysis in 

1921 and through sheer courage, fought his way back to health. 

He spent his winters in Warm Springs, Georgia Where he was 

immeasurably aided 1n regaining physical vigor. Because there 

23. J. T. Hockett, "Franklin D. Roosevelt: Presidential 
Possibilities VIII)," Forum, V 87, (March, 1932). 

24. Lippman, ~ ~ Destlnl- 36. 
25. Hockett, Forum (March, 1932). 

, 
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would be partial state of absentee-landlordship existing in .' 
Albany, Governor Smith is said to have felt that he could retain 

some of his Erstwhile powers. He took a long lease on a suite 

of rooms in Albany and seemingly settled himself to take up his 

position as chief adviser and consu1~~t. His confidential 

adviser, Mrs. Henry MoskOWitz, gave out the names of the men 

Governor Roosevelt would select for his "Cabinet." Mr • 

• Roosevelt made no public comment but dia show outward signs of 

battle. When he did make known his appointments they were not 

as Mrs. Moskowitz bad said. It was clear then that Mr. Smith 

had not been consulted. In fact he never was, while Roosevelt 

was Governor and this annoyed him not a little. He was used 

to power, used to being consulted and he found it hard to 
26 

relinquish his power, and he did not want to be ignored. 

Speaker John Nance Garner, veteran Texas statesman was 

born in Red River County, Texas. His early education was scanEj 

but in 1890 he was admitted to the bar. He ran for Congress in 

1902 after having served far two terms in the State Legislature. 

He was elected continuously for thirty years and in 1931 was 

made Speaker of tm House of Representatives. On New Year's Day 

in 1932, in a radio broadcast, William Randolph Hearst presented 

26. Earle Looker, !!!! American Way, (Franklin £. Roosevelt 
~ Acti~n), The John Day Co., N. Y., c. 1933, 159. 

. 
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him to the nation as its "one great hope." Mr. Hearst wanted .' 
the prestige of naming the next Democratic nominee and hi s 

choice was the master politician, th e man wh 0 was indiffEr ent to 

publicity, ani tlB man in Congress who could influence legis­

lation designed to give Mr. Hearst and'.his class, relief from 
27 • .., 

heavy taxation. 

California was pledged to the Garner candidacy and together 

wi th the votes of the Texas delegat ion,·Mr. Garner entered the 

race as a man of importance. 

It was Mr. Hearst's fear of the former Secretary of War, 

Mr. Baker, that prompted him to support Mr. Roosevelt when 

balloting seemed to have reached a deadlock. Newton D. Bsker 

was an internationalist and displeasing to Mr. Hearst. 

Mr. Baker had no delegates pledged to him but if the 

Convention had reached a deadlock he was the one who cruld most 

easily have been nominated. "The strength of Baker derives fr~ 

an almes t universal confidence in his ability and in his 
28 

character. He is profoundly trusted." 

Newton D. Baker, one of the country's greatest corporation 

lawyers, was elected mayor of Cleveland b.1 the largest majority 

ever received for that office. He refused to resign to accept 

27. Paul Y. Anderson, "Presidential Possibilities 
VIII, Texas John Garner," The Nation, V 134, 
(April 20, 1932), 465-467.---

28. Lippman, Interpretations 1931-1932, 304. 
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given him by the Democrats in enacting non-partisan legis-
6 .' 

lati on. 

A wave of protest went ou t the next day over Sena tor 

Dickinson's keynote address. Republican Senators Johnson and 

Norbeck voiced their disappointment av~ the keynoter's efforts 

and e specially his omission of t lB Prohibition question, "the 

paramount issue of the day." Democratic leaders took exception 

to his distorting of facts and claimed iha t hi s speech was a 

"challenge to make Mr. Hoover the issue in the election in 
7 

November. Newspapers too called a ttention to the temporary 

chairman's failure to mentiQn the Prohibition Amendment "the 
8 

livliest subject in a lifeless convention." In commenting on 

the speech as a .nole, one said, "The question is raised, What 

is a keynote speech? Is it a wreath of eloquence surrounding 

a great silence? Is its object to pique rather than to sat­

isfy the national curiosity? In which case where is the key 
9 

and what i8 the note?" Walter Lippmann, one time admirer of 

President Hoover, objected to the Senator from Iowats unpatri­

otic speech in praise of Mr. Hoover. "The historians admit that 

even Abraham Lincoln made a few mistakes but if t he Senator's 

story is to be believed Herbert Hoover has been invinciblY,right 

6. Time, V 19, (June 20, 1932), 
7. ~New York Times, June 15, ---8. The Nation, V 134, June 29, 
9. The New York Times, June 15, --------
~ Herald). 

(edi torial), 10. 
(news item). 
(edi torial). 

1932, (Reprint from Tm New --
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from start to finish. Such infallability previously has not .' 
een known on earth, and When Mr. Hoover has this speech called 

to his attention by one of his secretaries, he will feel either 

that the speech is nonsense or that the office of the Presiden t 

of the United States is a pal try thini ',tor one who has such 

cosmic genius •••• The Keynote address is a reversion to the 

crudest kind of partisanship and a deliberate reckless abandon-

ent of any pretense that the Adminis tr~ion desires na tional 

coopera tion in dealing with the crisis. • •• The address from 

start to finish is based on the assumption that the Democrats 

contributed a lmost not hing to the relief program and t ha t no 
10 

urther assistance from them is needed or desired." 

Representative Snell of New York, minority leader in the 

ouse, was Ch08 en as pe rmanent chairman and addressed the Con­

ention in a mann3r patterned after Mr. Dickinson~.s. He eulogimd 

r. Hoover and t~ Republicans in general, giving as the slogan"" 

or tl'l3 coming campaign, "the American battle cry, Forward to 
11 

ictor,.. " 

The resolutions committee, numbering seventeen, with James 

• Garfield as chairman, dominated by Secretary Mills of the 

reasury, assisted Qy Secretary Hyde of Agriculture, argued,for 

o. Lippmann, 292, 293. 
1. The New York Times, June 16, 1932, (news item). ---
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twenty five hours over the framing of the party platform. The .' 
debate cen tered on t m most important feature, the Prohibition 

plank. The platform of nearly 9,000 words consisting of thirty 

seven planks was acceptable to President Hoover who was kept 
12 

informed by telephone of every step t..,.1f,en by the committee. 

A private wire from a room in t m party headquarters in the 
13 

congress Hotel to the White House had been set up. 

The platform made recommendations tor unemployment relief, 

placing the responsibility for the solution of the problem on 

state and local agencies, opposing the entrance of the Federal 

government into the field of private charity. The farm plank 

upheld the record of the Fam Board and agreed to accept any 

plan that would further aid t~ farmer, admitting that prices 

were low but taking consolation because farm prices were lower 

in foreign countries. The platform recommended further ex-

tension of the principle of t arift protection to include 

prodUcts ot all extracti ve industries. It advocated high wages, 

a shorter working day, and approved of collective bargaining. 

The platform favored America's entrance into the World Court, 

advocated peace with all nations and went on record as dis­

approving reduction or national defenses below that of any ,other 

12. The New York Times, June 16, 1932, (news item). ---13. Catledge, Current Historz-
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nation. The veterans were promised an elimination of inJustices 
• 

and inequali1:iies. The banking plank proposed to establish 

greater security tbr American depositors and promised a stable 

dollar. A national banking conference was recommended t'o 

consider matters relating to monetary.~estions. Constructive 

regulation of all types of transportation was advocated and the 

hope expressed that tte St. Lawrence Waterway treaty would soon 

• be negotiated. Rigid enforcement of laws to stamp out crime of 

all types was urged. Reorganization of g overnmen t business and 

their increased efficiency was proposed. Attention was called 

to the interest shown in the welfare of children by the 

President. The Democrats were censured for their failures, lack 

of leadership in Congress, their proposed "pork barrel" legis­

lation, and their general inability in government affairs. 

Republican insurgents were reprimanded because they were dom-

inated by prejudice rather than reason and for their lack of 
14 

cooperation. 

The platform with the aboTe recommendations was accepted 

by the Committee. The Prohi bi tion plank over whi ch almost all 

of tm discussion centered and which was really dictated by the 

President, was something of a surprise. Before the Conven~ion 

14. The New York Times, June 16, 1932, (news item). ---
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president Hoover took no position on the liquor question. It .' 
seems thos e in favor of repeal were loud in their demands and if 

left to themselves would take a radical position on the 'fUestion, 

and to forestall such action .. Mr. Hoover set out to dictate 

through secret channels .. what action~b.ould be taken by the 
15 

Convention. He . was fi rm in opposing a ny plank that suggested 
16 

repeal. 

Three of the s "venteen members of the Resolutions Committee 

would not approve of the Prohib i tion plan dictated by the Whi te 

House. They were Senator Bingham of Connecticut who prepared 

the minority report, former Ambassador Edge of New Jersey and 
17 

Mr. Wearts of Vermont. 

The Prohibition plank which as proposed "would hold the 

Republioan party together" stated that Congress should promptly 

submit to the State Conventions called for the purpose, a new 

amendment on liquor traffic which would permit each State to 

decide whether it would be "wet" or "dry." Federal safeguards, 

incorporated in the Constitution would be given states wishing 

to remain "dry." If three-fourths of the States rejeoted the 
18 

proposal, the Eighteenth Amendment would remain in farce. 

15. Lippmann, 
16. The New York -...-.... --.-. 
17. The New York ---18. Ibid. -

294. 
Times, 
Times, 

June 14, 1932, 
June 16, 1932, 

(news item). 
(news item). 
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Chairman Garfield read the Prohibition plank of ov~~ five 

hundred words. Ninety five per cent of the galleries md a 

strong minority of the Convention loudly voiced their disap­

proval of the repcrt. Berore tiE demonstration ended, John 

McNab, a delegate from California wh~~minated Mr. Hoover in 

Kansas in 1928 made a plea, in the President's name, to the 

38 

convention to approve the Majority report and thus stand by the 

• President. This plea was taken as a further proof that the 
19 

President was directing the Convention. However, a President 

seeking the nomination a second time does control his party but 

Mr. McNab's plea gave public admis sion tot re fact. 

When Senator Hiram Bingham presented the Minority report 

he was wildly cheered. A debate limited to two hours, followed 

this report, secretary Mills and Dr. Nicholas Murray Butler 

leading the opposing forces. Dr. Butler received an enthusias-
,... 

tic response from the galleries whose sentiments were shown on 

the previous night when they loudly cheered Alfred E. Smith's 

campaign song, "East-side West-Side, It and failed to cheer 

"California Here I Come" when the band played it in honor of 
20 

the President's home State. 

19. The New york Times, June 16, 1932, (news item). ---20. Ibid. 
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After the debate, the vote was taken. It was evident that .' 
the Administration steam-roller had crushed opposition. Repeal 

was rejected and the report of the Minority committee was voted 
21 

down 681 to 472. 

The Prohibition plank was said t,,'..-,be a definite departure 

from tm attitude of the Republican party four years before when 

it stood firmly on a law enforcement plank. At this Convention 

it had really offered to substi tute state prohibition for 
22 

national prohibition if the country so wished. 

The Prohibition plank pleased neither the Wets or tm Drys; 

the former feeling that nothing short of a flat proposal for 

repeal would suffice, and the latter who bi tterly opposed any 

concession and wanted the Republican party to stand firmly for 

the enforcement of the Eighteenth Amendment. 

An interesting s ide light on t be popular feeling on the 

liquor question was brought to the attention of the public. 

During the Conven tion pert od a mass meeting of Drys and of Wets 

was held in Chicago. Fifteen thousand attended the "Wet" mass 

meeting in the Coliseum and on17 187 attended the allied Dry 
23 

meeting held in one of Chicago's churches. 

In a radio address on June 16, while;the Convention was 

21. Ibid. 
22. ~New York Times, June 16, 1932, (news item). 
23. Time:--v 19, (June 20, 1932), 7 
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bY those dissatisfied with Mr. Hoover, met with no success • . ' 
Mr. Coolidge, it was pointed out, was a pe.rty man and in no way 

would he interfere wi th the wishes of t hos e in control, and 

further more he had no desire to attempt to salvage a wrecked 

cause. Bringing up the question of his. possible card.dacy harmed .. .., 
Mr. Hoover and only served to show that he had lost prestige and 

hiS party had lost faith in him. 

Elihu Root, famous New York Republtcan and Statesman, in a 

talk with Dr. Butler before the Convention opened, bemoaned the 

absence of Presidential lIB teria1 Wi thin his party. He said, 

,hat has become of our party? Twenty five years ago we had all 
27 

the talent. NOW the Democrats have it." 

Dr. J. I. Prance, Senat or from Maryland wacs the only one to 

openly oppose Mr. Hoover and to set himself up as a candidate. 

Be was nominated by a delegate from oregon, Whereupon Senator 

France rose to address the Convention. It was well known that ~ 

Dr. France's plan was to get the "floor" and to then nominate 

Calvin Coolidge. In order to prevent the mention of that magic 

name, France was refused the "floor" and ejected from the hall. 

The reason given for his removal was that he Was not a delegate 

and had no right to address the Convention. Senator France 

27. ~., June 19, 1932, (news item). 
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controlled only four delegates. .' Mr. Hoover was nominated on the first ballot receiving 

29 

42 

1,1261 votes. The delegates tell into line and voted for the 

president without voicing any opposition. Most of the delegates 

were office holder s and did a s the ir .SQ.ons or expe cted tMm to do. 

"The Republican Chief Executive heads a huge and highly cen­

tralized corporation which d 1rectly employed four hundred of the 

delegates and was of vital concern to at many more. The Rep-
30 

ublicans were a delegation, mostly background and stage scenery. 

President Hoover's nomination was regarded as a sure defeat 

for the Republicans and again as a real challenge to the 

Democrats by the Press. Expressing the former opinion, an 

editorial in ~ Nation had this comment to make: "Mr. Hoover 

was renominated at Chicago but not by his party. Those that 

selected him to lead the Republican campaign again were 

Cowardice, Hypocrisy, Sham, Deceit, and Falsehood. Others wer .. 

there, these triumphed. Some of th e very men who sang Mr. 

Hoover's praises are among those that dislike him most. They 

knew that never has there been a Republican President so 
31 

unpopular and so distrusted." The New York Times in an ---
editorial, took a different view saying that Mr. Hoover's 

28. Ibid., June 17, 1932, (news item). -29. Ibid. -30. Anne O'Hare McCormick, "The Democratic and the Republican 
Conventions Contrasted," The New York Times Magazine, 
(July 3, 1932). --- --- ----

31. The Nation, V 134 (June 29), (editorial). -----
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nomination was a challenge to the Democrat •• "It is fol~y that 

any Democrat can beat him (Mr. Hoover). He is unpopular, but he 

h9.s withstood trial for t bree years. The Republican Convent ion 

It is for t m played a high trump in nominating Mr. Hoover. 
32 

Democrats to play a higher one if the,. ',a ve got it." 

General Charles G. Dawes, Coolidgets Vice President, was 

sought to run 111. th Mr. Hoover. He empha tically declined the 

• nomination but s till there was a large f1 eld from which to choo 

Earlier in tm year Secretary of War Hurley was thought to have 

been groomed for t he office but he was not put forth as a 

Vice Presidential candidate during the Convention. Republican 

support for the office was divided because there were twelve men 

to choose from, six of whom were nomina ted. The formidable 

candidates were, besides the Vice President hImself, Chairman 
33 

Snell, Col. MacNider, Maj. Gen. Harbord, and General Martin • 

No good reason could be gi van for dropping Mr. Cur tis who 

had tm endorsement of the White BoUB e. No one candidate was 

strong enough to defeat him and General Dawets withdrawal from 

the field broke tm backbone of the opposition. 

.... 

Mr. Curtis was nominated by Charles F. Scott of lola, Kansas 

and it was seconded by Mrs. Wilma Hoyal of Arizona, a chIlc;hood 

32. The New York Times, June 17, 1932, (editorIal). 
33. catledge -;-Current Bist Ory. 
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friend of the Vice President's. On the first ballot Mr • . ' 

44 

Curtis was 19i votes short of tm nomination. General Martin of 

pennsylvania then gave up Pennsylvania's seventy-five votes and 
35 

Mr. R. B. Creger of Texas moved tha t t he nomina tion be unanimous. 

It was the first time in tl'S history oPf., the Republican ptrty 
36 

that its ticket was repeated. 

Mr. Will Hays, former Chairman of t be Republican Nati onal 

Committee did what Mr. McNab had done earlier in tile Convention. 

He showed the cut and dried nature of the meeting when re DIlde a 

motion that Mr. Hoover and Mr. Curtis be notified of their 

selection before the tally clerk had f 1nished his t ask and 
37 

announced the result of the vote for Charles Curtis. 

~To manage his campaign, President Hoover picked large, 

chunky, slow-minded, Everett 8.anders, one time Coolidge 

secretary whom the National Convention obediently elected as its 
38 

chairman." Post-Master Brown was considered for the job but ,.. 
39 

was thought to be ~too wet for the party chairmanship. ~ 

The Convention adjourned after a three day meeting and 

hastily left Chicago. Dissatisfaction was expressed by the 

Chicago merchants who found the Republican delegates not a spend 

ing crowd, am complained of their frugal habits. 'Chicago had . 
34. The New York Times, June 17, 1932, (news item). ---35. Ibid. -36. Ibid. 
37. ibid. 
38. Time, V 19, (June 27, 1932), (news item). -39. !!!!.2.., June 13, 1932, (news item). 
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paid 1150,000 to get the Convention and was led to believe that 
• 

the delegates would spend $1,000,000 but Chicago merchants found 
40 

themselves to be in the "red. 1t 

The Republican Convention bored Chicago. "The drea~ dull­

ness of the Republican gathering unmat~ed in the memory of men 

who had been going to national conventions for forty yea~s, was 

no mOl'e than might have been expected of a colle ction of 

• meohanical robots operated by remote control from the Wh1 te 
41 

House" summed up wha tone wri tel' thought of the Convention in 

general. A similar view expressed in much the same way appeared 

in The New York Times: "A stranger might have supposed that the ---
Republioans were the minority party, they made so li tt1e stir 

and noise. The sessions opened on time, proceeded aCCOrding to 

plan, were so well managed and non-oontroversial that they had 

difficul ty in keeping going for three days. No party conclave 

in recent history was so completely controlled by one man as the 

Chicago Convention. It was a White House Convention, re~arkable 

in its docility ••• rendered conspicuous by absence of Congress-
42 

men and the presence of members of the Cabinet." 

40. The Hew York Times, June 1'7, 1932, (news item). 
41. E1me;-r)a';i;-"The Collapse of Politics," 

Harper's Magazine, V 165, . (September, 1932), 385-395. 

42. MoCormick, ~ !!! ~ Times Magazine. 



And so the 1932 Conven,tion of the Republicans passed into .' 
hi story. As Chicago bade farewell to t he de legates of the 

Grand Old Party she turned to welcome the Democrats who had 

46 

begun to arrive to prepare the stage for another great political 

!8thering, one that would hold the at\Ef.»tion of the political 

world for five days, one that would be as picturesque as the 

past one had been dull. 
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CHAPTER IV 

THE DEMOCRATIC NATIONAL CONVENTION .' 
The Democratic National Convention began long before its 

opening sessions in Chicago. Many minor conclaves were held 

during the pre-convention peried and stfategic moves were 

planned so that when the Convention w.t~called to order there 

was a feeling of suspense and a promise of interesting times 

ahead. 

The Convention was opened by John ,. Raskob on June 27, in 

the Chicago Stadium. In his opening speech Mr. Raskob urged 

repeal, praised Mr. Jouette Shouse who got "not one cent for his 

services" and commended Charlie Michelson for the effective work 

he had done. Evangeline Booth opened the Convention with 
1 

prayer. 

Chicagp paid $200,000 to get the Democratic Convention as 

against $150,000 offered by Kansas City. It was Mr. Edward N. 

Hurley who was chiefly responsible for bringing the Demooratic ~ 

and the Republican Conventions to Chicagp, an accomplishment 

that reflected great credit upon him. 

Senator Alben W. Barkley of Kentucky, the temporary chair­

man, co-author of the Eighteenth Amendment, made the keynote 

speech. Senator Barkley made many recommendations all favorably 
, 

1. ~!!! ~ Times, June 28, 1932, (news item). 
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receIved and applauded, but when he recommended the repe:l of 

the ProhibItion Amendment am Its submission to t he people of t 

states through conventions called for that purpose, he was 

enthusiastIcally cheered. He proposed that the farmer be helped 

as generously as Industry and financ~·.e£hat every useless office 

and bureau in Washington be abolished, that the stock nsrket 

operations be restricted, that banking and speculation be .. 
divorced, that t he tariff rates be reduced and that efforts be 

made to "start the wheels of industry and afford an outlet for 

the energies and a mbi tions of industrious men and women." 

senator Barkley stopped to praise Congress, especially the 

Democratic members of that body, who were responsible for con-
2 

structive legislation. 

In spite of the fact that his tmme could be said to be 

tha t Presiden t Hoover mismanaged the government and proved 

himself unworthy to hold his high office, Mr. Barkley in an 

effort to be mare temperate than the Republican keynoter, 

Senator Dickinson, did soften his criticism of Mr. Hoover when 

he said that no worthy Democrat has reflected on his personal 

character, and that he could not be held responsible for all our 

evils. He criticized the Presiden t for hi s a ttempt to de~ive 

2. The New York Times, June 28, 1932, (news item). 
-----~-
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the Democratic Congress of due credit for their achievement. in 
3 ~ 

helping to combat the depression. He criticized too, the 

Republioan liquor plank saying, "Dr. Butler oondemns it because 

it is dry; Senator Borah because it is wet; the American people 
4 

condemn it because it is nei ther. It . . . ...... 
Sena tor Barkley's speech was flowery; he worked hims elf up 

to a high pitch often and conveyed the impression that the 
.. 5 

Republican party had no redeeming virtues. 

The Press received Senator Barkley's speech in a more 

favorable manner than they accepted the Republican keynoter's 

address. Senator Barkley was given credit for at least two 

honest, outright, statements telling where his party stood on 
6 

the important questi ons of the tariff and of Prohibition. His 

audience was attentive and enthusiastic in direct contrast to 

that of the Republican keynoter's. His admirers felt that the 

Vice Presidential nomination should be his and began to "talk ~ 

up his candidacy." 

Jouette Shouse had been a hard-working, result-getting 

chairman of the Democratic National Committee and was thought to 

be the logical man to a ct as presiding officer of the Convention 

He had been considered as the one to be relied upon to make an 

3. Time , V 20., (July 4, 1932) • 
4. The New York Times, June 28, 1932, (news item). ---
5. Lippman, Interpretations ~, 1932, 301. 

6. Ibid. -
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William G. McAdoo, Frank Hague, James M. Cox, James A. R:id, and 

John W. Davis, all gave their support to Mr. Shouse's cause but 

1n spite of it, senator Walsh won the chairmanship by a vote of 
9 

626 to 528. This was a significant victory far the Roosevelt 

forces, who now 1'e1 t tha t they could ",'gf,lnt on more th an a 

majority of delegates of the Convention. The chairmanship 

vIctory oan be said to be due to the efforts of Huey P. Long, 

the fiery Senator from Louisiana. • 
A sub-committee appointed by Mr. Raskob had undertaken the 

task of settling the dispute over the seating of delegates from 

Louisiana, Minnesota, and Puerta Rica. The Roosevelt forces 

entered into the controversy and when senator Long declared tta t 

1 t was a move on the part of the Anti-Roosevelt men to unseat 

three groups of delegates pledged to Roosevelt, his candor 

startled those in power. Long was upheld by the Convention 
1.Q 

itself, and the Roosevelt forces came out of the fray as victors. 

Another controversy tha t threatened to split wide open the 

Convention was the fight on the "2/3 rule" which began long 

before the opening session of the Convention. The Roosevelt 

group were sure tha t their candidate could be nomina ted on the 

first ballot if he needed a majority to win instead of two 

9. The New York Times, June 29, 1932, (news item). 
o. cat1edge-;-Current History. 



thirds of the total vote and they wanted the one hundred year .' 
old rule abolished. Before the Convention met, Mr. Smith con-

11 
ceded 570 votes to Roosevelt out of a total of 1,154. A 

message from Mr. Roosevelt to his manager, James A. Farley, 

resulted in calling off their fight a~~nst the "2/3 rule." 

52 

The Roosevelt torees, assured of a majority, had wanted to use 

it quickly, but when they could count on the delegates whose 

credentials had previously been in dOUbt, they felt they could 

abide by the old rule, come out victorious and avoid the stigma 
12 

of a "tainted nomination. tt Senator Carter Glass ot Virginia, 

a supporter of former Governor Byrd of Virginiats candidacy; 

Senator David I. Walsh, a Smith follower, and William G. McAdoo, 
13 

pledged to deliver California's votes to Speaker Garner. 

The Democratic party platform of 1,450 words was read on 

Wednesday night, June 29, by Chairman Gilbert M. Hitchcock. It 

advocated a saving of not less than twenty five per cent in th~ 

cost of the Federal government; an annually balanced budget; a 

system ot taxation based upon ability to pay; a sound currency 

and an international silver conference; a change in tre tariff, 

a tariff for revenue, and the establishment of a fact finding 

commission free from executive 'interference; an extension of 

11. The New York Times, ---12. The New York Times, ---13. The New York Times, ---
June 24, 1932, (news item). 
June 28, 1932, (news item). 
June 25, 1932, (news item). 
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pederal credi t to the State s, and a na ti onal program o~ .' 

necessary use~ul construction; a shorter working week and day 

and, a reducti on o~ t m working hours of Federal employees; an 

adequate national defense; peace with all nations; no foreign 

debt cancellation; the development of.bbe nation's water power; 

protection for the investing public, and the regulation of 

holding companies operating across state lines; the severance of ,. 
investment and commercial departments of banks and relie~ for 

depositors; the fullest measure of justice and generosity to 

veterans; independence ~or the Phillipines and ultimate state­

hood ~or puerta Rica; constitutional measures designed to aid 

the farmer; a better financing of ~arm mortgages, and effective 

control o~ the crop surpluses; the repeal of the Eighteenth 

Amendment. It condemned the improper and excessive use of money 

in political activities; the extravagance or the Farm Board; the 

Hawley-Smoot tariff; actions and utterances of high public 

officials designed to influence stock exchange prices, and in 

its preamble recommended a "drastic change in economic govern-
14 

mental policies." 

This platform was the shortest one ever produced by the 

Democratic party and its reading provoked wild applause; ~e 
15 

crowd roaring its approval ot the wet plank. 

14. "The Democ ratic Pla tform," Campaign ~ of ~ ~emocratic 
Party Candidate ~ Issues 1932, Published by the 
Democratic National Committee, New York, 1932, 97-100. 

15. ~, V 20, (July 11, 1932). 
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senator Hull read the Minority plank and was greete~ with 

jeers and "boos." The report advocated submi tting the liquor 

qnestion to truly representative State conventions. It ad­

vocated, in the event of repeal, that the Federal government 

exercise its power to proteot dry Sta~Se against the impor-
16 

tation of liquor in violation of their laws. 

The Prohibition plank of few words stated briefly and .. 
clearly the Demooratic stand on the repeal of the Eighteenth 

54 

Amendment. "We advocate the repeal of the Eighteenth Amendment. 

To effect suoh repeal we demand that the Congress immediately 

propose a Constitutional Amendment to truly representative 

conventions in the States oalled to act solely on that proposal, 

we urge the enactment of suoh measures by the several States as 

will aotually promote temperanoe, effectively prevent the return 

of the saloon and bring the liquor traffic into the open under 
17 

complete supervision and control by the States." In regard 
,... 

to the Volstead Act the plat.form states "Pending repeal, we 

favor immediately modifioation of the Volstead Act to legalize 

the manufacture and sale of beer and other beverages of suoh al­

coholio oontent as is permissible under the Constitution and to 
18 

provide therefrom a proper and needed revenue." 

16. The New York Times, June 30, 1932, (news item). 
17. campargn Book ~ ~Democratic Party, 99. 
18. Ibid. 100. -
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A four hour debate followed the reading of the Majority and .' 
Minority reports. When Alfred E. Smith, who wrote the 

prohibition plank, appeared on the Convention platform he 

received an ovation lasting ten minutes. ~en he spoke he was 

loudly cheered. He claimed that the time was passed "when you 
• .., 19 

can be a Wet among Wets and a Dry among Drys." The majority 
20 

plank was adopted by one loud "aye," a vote of 1154 to 6. 

On the whole, the Press lauded the·Democratic party plat­

form. Some of tm c'omments were: "The Resolutions Committee 

has done the best job in any national. convention for at least 

twenty years. It ha 8 written a pla tfarm which is because in the 

main it i8 honestly intended that it should be, candid, and 

while it contains some ambiguities and some vote catching 

devices arid some inaccuracies, it is more honest, more clear-

headed and more courageous than the platform of any major party 

since the end of the war. Its authors were really aware of thef 

fact that the country has become very impatient with the 

ordinary buncombe of politics and will respond to plain speech. 

It conforms more closely to the kind of individualism v.hich 

Woodrow Wilson called the "New Freedom" than it does to the kind 

of collectivism which progressives like Senator La Follette 

19. The New york Times, ---20. Ibid., June 30, 1932, 
June 30~ 1932, 

(news item). 
( new s item). 



believe in and in certain of his moods Governor Roosevelt him-
21 ~ 

self." "I like the Democratic platform because it is brief 

and specific. The Republicans required about 8,000 wards to 

explain their position, the Democrats about 1,500. The Rep­

ublicans gave 525 words to the Eighte~h Amendment, the 
22 

Democrats only 146." "Except for Prohibition the Democratic 
23 

platform was more vague than the Republican." 
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• Having expressed itself as satisfied with the platform the 

Convention set about to nominate a candidate for President and 

Vice President. John E. Mck, a tormer Supreme Court Justice of 

New York from Poughkeepsie, nominated Governor Franklin Delano 

Roosevelt of New York for President. He had nominated Mr. Roos 

velt for the first office far which he was candidate. He called 

attention to the tact that during his four years as Governor of 

New York, a Republican legislature never passed a bill over his 
24 

veto. This nomination was seconded by Mrs. Isabella Greenway'" 

of Arizona, a widow of a Teddy Roosevelt Rough Rider, and a 

girlhood friend of Mrs. Franklin Roosevelt who served as brides-
25 

maid at the Roosevelt wedding. 

Alfred E. Smith, former New York Governor, was nominated 

by Governor Joseph B. Ely of Massachusetts who paid a stirr~ng 

21. Lippman, Interpretations, 1931 - 1932, 308. - -22. Forum, V 88, (September 1932), (editorial). 
23. Time, July 11, 1932, (news item). 
24. The New ~ Times, July 1, 1932, (news item). 
25. Ibid. 
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; tribute to the "Happy Warrior," the man who had put Massachuset .' 
and Connectiout in the Demooratio oolumn, and of Whom Elihu Root 

said, "The best informed on the business of the State of New 
26 

york; ft the lIan who had reorganized t he party maohinery after 

defeat. 

Speaker John Nanoe Garner of Texas was nominated by 

Senator Connally of Texas; Former Governor Byrd of Virginia was 

• nominated by senator Carter Glass; Governor George White of Ohio, 

by Atlee Pomerence, Governor William H. Murray of Ohlahoma, by 

Henry S. Johnson; Governor Albert C. Ritchie of Maryland, by 

Senator Millard E. Tydings; James A. Reed of Missouri, by 

Samuel Fordyce, and Melvin A. Traylor of Chicago, by Michael L. 
27 

Igoe. 

Balloting began after an all night session of nominating 

speeohes, interrupted by endless parades and seconding speeohes. 

A request was made for a reoess but the Roosevelt strategists 
,... 

wanted to force the balloting without further delay. Mr. Farley 

was determined to keep the Convention in session until Roose-
28 

velt was either nominated or eliminated. When the first 

ballot was tallied, Roosevelt had 666t votes, Smith 20lf, Garner 

90t, White 52, Byrd 25, Traylor 24i, Reed 24, Murray 23i, 

26. Ibid. -27. Ibid. -28. The New York Times, July 1, 1932, (news item). ---
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Ritchie 21, and Baker at. A second ballot was taken. Roosevelt .' 
picked up 11i votes; Smith dropped 7i; Garner kept his 90t; 

Ritchie gained 2t votes and the remaining 154! votes were 
28 

divided among the other candidates. 

After the second ballot, the ROQJI'f,t,velt forces wanted 

adjournment, but the "stop Roosevelt" men would not agree to it. 

The third ballot was then taken. Roosevelt gained only five .. 
votes, Smith lost four and Garner gainea eleven. The Convention 

seemingly had reached a deadlock and so agreed to an adjourn-
, 29 

men t un til tha t night. 

There was no rest on Friday for the strategists who worked 

continuously to bring out a sure candidate. Before the 

Convention again met, word was passed that Garner had re leased 

his delegates. The air was tense with anticipation and suspense 

when the Convention again came to order. 

The fourth ballot was called for and when California was ,.. 

asked for its vote, ,suave, immaculate Mr. McAdoo ascended the 

steps of the rostrum, amid loud interruptions and "boos" :from 
30 

the galleries, who wanted #ormer Governor Smith nominated. 

Mr. McAdoo was a delegate to the Conven ti on and a member 

of the Resolutions Committee. He had California's forty four . 
28. The New York Times, --- July 1, 1932, (news item) • 
29. Catledge, Curren t Hi st or 1. • 
30. The New York Times, July 1, 1932, (news item) • ---
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votes which were pledged to Speaker Garner, his first, last, and .' 
only choice for President. He had wanted Jouette Shouse as 

permanent chairman, am had objected to my deviation from the 
\ 

"2/3 rule." However, "a finger of destiny had touched him the 
31 

minute he landed in his own airplane ,t...,the Chicago airport." 

He was destined to be the real factor in t he nomination of 

Governor Roosevelt and was to wield mere power than any other 

delegate to the Convention. 

When tte galleries qUieted down somewhat, McAdoo gave 

California's forty four votes to Mr. Roosevelt. This started 

a rush to the Governor, who picked up quickly, more than the 

required number. The final count gave Roosevelt 945 votes, 

Smith 190i; Baker 5i, Ritchie 3i and White 3. New York, 
, 

Massachusetts, New Jersey, Connecticut, and Rhode Island refused 
32 

to get on the bank wagon and held out for Smith. 

In swinging the nomination to Governor Roosevelt, Mr. McAdtf' 

and his sponsor William Ramolph Hearst paid an old debt to 

Mr. Smith. It was he who had deadlocked the 1924 Convention 

and thereby prevented Mr. McAdoo's nomination; it was he who 

had refused to sanction Mr. Hearst's senatorial candidacy in 

New York in 1922 when he was governor; and now the publisher 

31. Catledge, Current History. 
32. ~!!! ~ Times, July 1,1932, (news item). 



r 

33 
and Mr. McAdoo got their chance to thwart Mr. Smith. 

It was also said that Mr. Hearst feared tmt Newton D. 

60 

Baker would be a formidable candidate for nomination, if the 

1932 Convention reached a deadlock. He did not want Smith, and 

he did not want Baker, whom he regard~cl; as an internationalist, 

and so he was willing to accept Roosevelt rather than run the 
34 

risk of being forced to take a less desirable man. 

John McDuffie of Alabama, the Demo~ratic whip of the House, 

nominated the Texas plainsman for the Vice Presid ency. General 

Matthew A. Tinley of Iowa was the only contender for the office, 

although other candidates were talked of earlier in the week. 

Burton K. Wheeler of Montana was frequently mentioned as a 

fitting running mate for Roosevelt as was Governor Woodring of 

Kansas and Thomas J. Walsh of Montana. Since he made his satis-

factory keynot e address, Senator Barkley was found to ha ve 

supporters who wanted him to receive the second honors. Robert'" 

Hutchins, youthful President of the University of Chicago, was 

a possibility, since he gained prominence before the Convention 

when he spoke to that body urging the Democratic party to state 

its position on the fundamental problems of the day, i€ it 
35 

would command the support of the modern youth. 

33. Ibid., July 3, 1932, (news it em) • 
34. Ibid. 
35. ~., June 25, 1932, (news item). 
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When the roll call of states was taken, General Ti~ey 

asked that the nomination for Vice President be nade unanimous. 

speaker Garner, who before the Convention had refused to be con­

sidered as a Vice Presidential candidate, regarding the Speaker-
.' 

ship as more important, thus became hl~ party's choice for Vice-
36 

President. 

Instead of waiting to be formally notified of his nomina­.. 
tion, Governor Roosevelt sent a message tot he Convention saying 

that he would arrive before that body adjourned, to receive his 

nomination immediately and thus cut the red tape of precedent. 

Wi th s orne of hi s family, Mr. Roose vel t flew to Chicago, 

arri ved on Saturday afternoon a nd a mid t re a c claim of the 20, 000 

assembled in the Stadium received from Chairman Walsh his party's 

nomination. In a vigorous, active, speech Governor ROa! eve It 

set forth some of his policies. He paid tribute to Woodrow 

Wilson; accepted his party's platform "100 per cent; It assailed 

Republican leadership; opposed wild radicalism; promised help 

to the forgotten man; advocated a program of reforestation and 

soil conservation as a land policy and a plan to reduce farm 

surpluses, and pledged himself to a "new deal for the American 
37 

people. It 

36. ~., July 2, 1932, (news item). 
37. Campaign ~ ~ ~ Democratic Part], 21. 
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James A. Farley, Governor Roosevelt's able manager, nomi-
..,' 

nated by John H. McCooey of New York to succeed Mr. Raskob, was 

named Chairman of the Democratic National Committee. Thus the 
38 

old regime passed and the new one took hold. 

When the Democratic Convention adjourned on July 2, it was ..... 
compared wi th the Rppubli can Conven tion held less than two 

weeks previous. The Democrats furnished color, and excitement 

as usual and the delega tes themselves sternad to th oroughly 

enjoy the business of the Convention which to them was a 

pleasure. They do not take politics, ever, as seriously as the 

Republicans. "The Democrats filled the town, not only were more 

numerous, but gay and pervasive. They occupied more space. 

The largest Republican Committee room was too small for the 

Democrats who hired four big halls for Convention meetiqgs and 

kept them crowded day and night with interested auditors •••• 

They love conspiracy, mystery, strategic moves, open meetings ~ 

behind closed doors, contending camps, the more tm merrier. ~ 

Democrats really enjoy politics. A Convention is their favorite 
39 

kind of vacation." 

The Democrats left Chicago, inspired by their candidate's 

message, with their eyes focused ahead and their hopes high for 

victory in November. 

38. The New york Times, July 3,1932, (news item). ---39. McCormick, ~!!! ~ Times Magazine. 
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CHAPTER V 

THE CAMPAIGN ITSELF 

The Presidential campaign opened earlier than previous 

major campaigns. It began when Governor Roosevelt accepted his 

nomination in the presence of the a ssembled delegates at the 

Chicago Convention, and delivered his'TYghting speech in which 

he stressed economic issues. It set in motion early, the volume 

of campaign oratory which was going to descend upon the nation • 
in the months to come. 

Speaker John Nance Garner of Texas, was notified formally 

that he was the nominee for the Vice Presidency by letter, and 

accepted in a like manner, thus breaking another precedent. The 

whole ceremony of notification cost two three-cent stamps. In 

his letter to Sen.tor Barkley from Uvalde, Texas, dated Augu~ 

26, Mr. Garner, "charged" President Hoover and the Republican 

leaders in Washington, wit h failure to meet t he depression 

courageously, or to take adequate relief measures." He also 

as sailed the Hoover administration ['or the e nactme nt of the 
1 

disastrous Hawley-Smoot tariff act. 'rlhe most bi ting passages 

were the following ones; nIt is not government business to make 

individuals rich, though too often has government bent to that 

purpose ••• Attempting to enforce rncrals by law is an unjust-

1. ~ New York Times, August 27,1932, (news item). 
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1fiable invasion of the field prempted bj churches and schools. 
41' 

Government is not a pedagog, nor a parson, nor a pied piper -
2 

it is merely a convenience of civilization." 

The Republicans o.pened their campaign in Boston, on July 11 

exactly a month before Presiden t Hoo~:b, was formally notified c£ 

his nomination for President of the Rep~blican National 

Convention. Secretary Hyde, had however, actually fired the 

• first gun men he replied tot ha t portion of Governor Roosevel tis 

acceptance speech that dealt with reforestation •. Secretary Hyde 

ridiculed the Roosevelt plan saying, since a man could plant one 

thousand trees a day, one million men could plant one mill.ion 

trees a day, and all the available baby trees in the United 

States could be planted in three hours; unemployment could 

hardly be affected by'such a plan. The American Forestry 

Association rebuked Secretary Hyde, for his negative attitude 

on the subject of forestry, and Chairman Jones of the House 

Committee on Agriculture answered, "Farmer Hyde" as spokesman 

for the Democratic Candidate. Governor Roosevelt had laid down 

the dictum t hat he would reply to no one except President Hoover 

himself. Mr. Jones, showed that: the Secretary's narrow idea of 

the meaning of reforestation was surprising, since in its ~road 

2. The Nation, V 20, (September 5, 19~2), (editorial). 
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sense it really includes a program of flood control, drainage, 
.' 3 

soil erosion and preparation, as well as of tree planting. 

Thus the Republicans took second honors in the first tilt of the 

campaign. 
"\ 

Secretary Mills, the Admin1strat~~ts ablest defender, 

addressed a meeting of four thousand enthusiastic partisans, who 

filled Faneuil Hall in Boston. The maj or part of hi s address ., 
was an attack upon the Democrats and Governor Roosevelt, who 

"had no program for recovery." He defended in an effective wa~ 

the Hoover administration and praised the bold leadership of the 

President, saying of him "no man living has the qualifications 

of President Hoover." The speech was said to have been a better 

attack than a defense, and mapped out the general trend the 
4 

Republican campaign would follow. 

A few days later, the Secretary of War, Patrick Hurley, 

opened the Republican campaign in Ohio, when he spoke before th-# 

State Convention, held in Columbus. His address was not favor­

ably received. Shouts of "We want beer" from t he galleries in­

terrupted his speech. The Republican candidate for Governor, 

Mr. David S. Ingalls, followed Mr. Hurley, advocated a repeal 
5 

plank, and was loudly cheered. 

3.~, V 20, 
4. The New York ---$. ~., July 

(July 18, 1932), (edi toria1), 11. 
Times, July 12, 1932, (editorial). 
15, 1932, (news item). 
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President Hoover was formally notified on August ll~ that 

he was the Republican candidate for President. It was made a 

social occasion, featuring a reception, a luncheon, and a garden 

party. The guest of honor was Mrs. Edith Kermit Roosevelt, 

widow of President Theodore Roosevelt~'~ho was accompanied by 

her two daughters, Mrs. Alice Longworth and Mrs. Edith Derby. 

Five hundred guests attended the party, but when the President 

• delivered his address, it was carried to four thousand waiting 

at Constitution Hall, and carried ever one hundred sixty radio 

stations, the biggest hook-up ever attempted. He set forth his 

policies on war debts, unemployment relief, government finances, 

farm relief, power and prohibition. He went beyond the plat­

form by urging a change in the dry law, virtually advocating an 

end to national Prohibition. He favored a protective tariff 

and challenged the Democrats to "descend from vague general-
6 

izations to any particular schedule." 

His speech was enthusiastically cheered and on the whole 

was favorably received. The press praised it and telegrams 

commending it flooded the White House. Dr. Nicholas Murray 

Butler praised Mr. Hoover's stand on Prohibition. Henry Ford, 

Walter P. Chrysler, and Clarence M. Wooley of the American 

6. ~., August 12,1932, (news item). 
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Radiator Compan), were enthusiastic in their approval of his 

efforts. James M. Cox, former Democratic Presidential candidate 

said; "It is decidedly Herbert Hoover's best effort - - He has 
7 

made the best out of a very bad case." His own followers went 

away from the ceremonies "much encour~a~d and confident that the .. .., 
Democrats aa usual in American campaigns about October, would'be 

8 
on the run." 

On August 18, "a handful of Republfbans" journeyed to 

fopeka, Kanaas, to notify Mr. Charles Curtis, that again he was 

the party's choice for Vice President. They did not refer to 

the fact· that about thirty five per cent of the delegates to 

the Republican National Convention voted against him for a 

second term. More than five thousand were on hand for the 

ceremonies which were broadcast over forty eight stations, 

omitting Chicago and New York. Mr. Curtis, a dry, did not inte 

pret the plank on the liquor question as his chief, Herbert ... 

Hoover had done. His stand on the quest ion was gi ven as the 

reason for omitting the two great cities from the broadcast. 

Democratic Manager Parley said, "It looks as if the Republican 
9 

ticket had a half-dry head and a dried out tail." 

An editorial comment said, ffA Republican National ticket 

7. Ibid., August 22, 1932, (news it em) • 
8. Arthur Krock, The New York Times, August If, 1932. 
9. Time, V 20, (August 29, 1932), 10. 



68 

expects to ••• triumph half wet and half dry., •• In his .' acceptance speech Mr. Hoover exercised his option given him by 

the platform and said he favors repeal, but the Vice President, 

Mr. Curtis of Kansas, has taken the contrary view and will vote 

as a citizen for t he retention of the ,.Alnendment." Curtis was .. .., 
justified, continued the editorial, since the platform permits 

his stand and one or tte purposes of t~ wording of the liquor 

plank was to leave room for the drys. ..rbe two speeches of 

acceptance in 1932, offer the same invitation to the Republican 
10 

wets and Republican drys. 

At the outset of the campaign the R~publicans were con­

fident that Franklin Delano Roosevelt was no match for Herbert 

Hoover. The President was assured by his advisers that the 

Democrats had chosen the man he could DlO1lt easily beat. The 

country was conservative and Governor Roosevelt could be 
11 

"depicted and defeated like a second Bryan." The tendency,'" 

they said, to bllme Hoover was dying down. "He has come to be 

pitied as a man who got it on the chin. He might even be re-
12 

elected on this slogan." 

The Republiaan campaign got under way in the usual cool, 

cautious, calculated way that Republican campaigns have a habit 

10. The !!! ~ Times, August 20, 1932, (editorial). 
11. Time, V 20, July 11, 1932, ? 
12. George E. Soko1sky, UWil1 the Revolution Come: 
~ Atlantic Monthly, V 150 August, 1932, 184-191. 
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of doing. They have made the winning of Presidential campaigns .' 
a general thing and they oan go about their task in a routine 

way plowing ahead with maohine-like preoision. The campaign of 

1932 found them on their way in the same old manner in spite of 

the faot that the Democratio standard ~e.rer had deolared war on 
13 

tradi tion. The Republioans felt tha t the trend was toward 

Hoover and that those who were against him and denounoed him 

early in the year were later speaking sy~athetioal1ylabout him 
14 

and declaring him to be a two to one favorite. 

Yet politioal observers said the trend was toward Rooseve1~ 

There were many disoontented citizens who were ino1ined to hold 

the party in power, to blame for the depression and were ready 
15 

to vote against it. 

The uppermost question in the minds of the Amari oan people 

was a return to normal eoonomio conditions, and eoonomic not 

political issues were to be in the foreground. Mr. Hoover had 

erred it was said when he urged employers, in the early days of 

the depression, not to reduce wages. They had to later, but 

oondttions would have been better had they taken the step sooner 
. 16 

instead of later. 

The Republioans expeoted to s pend in 1932 about one-ha1~ 

13. Time, V 20, (July 18, 1932), 11. 
14. Paul Hutohinson "Can Any Democrat Be Eleoted," 

Forum, V 87~ (June, 1932). 
15. The New York Times, July 24, 1932, (editorial). 
16. Wi11t;; B.Munro, "The Presidential Campaign Opens,''' 

Current HistoEl' (June, 1932), 257. 
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20 

Governor Roosevelt was named as treasurer. The appointme nt of .' Mr. Woolen ani Mr. Byrd was a bid for the conservative vote. 

Mr. Woolen was not likely to be interested in promoting the 
21 

election of one who was an enemy of property. 

Governor Roosevelt asked, over th~·.radio, for small gifts 
.. 4't 

to run his campaign. Only one-fourth of the amount spent in 

1928 was s aid to be needed to finance the 1932 campaign. 

)4essers. Farley, Byrd, and Woolen too sp~ke over the nation wide 
22 

hookup. 

The Republicans were ready to label Mr. Roosevelt as a 

"fake liberal without a program," and Mr. Garner as a "waster of 

public funds," while the Democrats, "presenting a front of un­

accustomed solidity" were going to picture Mr. Hoover as a 
23 

"bewildered man without any fixed convictions." The 

Republican opponents of the President had been his bitterest 

critics and the Democrats capitalized on their attacks. Mr." 

Roosevelt too, had been attacked by members of his own party and 

was confronted by a three fold problem. First he had to con-

vince Tammany Hall that he was benevolent; second, he had to 

convince the Democratic bosses in other States that he was safe 

and reliable; third, he had to show the public that he was safe 

20. Ibid., August 1, 1932, 
21. 'ibid. ,August 12, 1932, -22. Ibid. -23. ~., July 13, 1932, 

(news item). 
(editorial) • 

(news item). 
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and that he was fearless. .' Before the campaign reached its most active stage, a series 

of events occurred some of which were both encouraging and dis­

couraging to the candidates and their hopes. 

Mr. Hoover's great worry was t he ~~us Army encamped in the 

outskirts of the Capital, definitely voicing their demands that 

the soldiers' bonus be pai4 immediately. This group known as 

the Bonus Expeditionary Force, and commoAly referred to as the 

B.E.F. became quite embarrassing to the Administration. They 

were antagonis tic to Mr. Hoover himself am showed their dis­

approval of him in no certain way. 

On July 28, these veterans of the World War were expelled 

from Government buildings by the police. This led to a scuffle 

and finally Federal tboops were called out. By quick action the 

fifteen hundred soldiers ejected the squatters, using gas bombs, 

sabres, cavalry, infantry, and tanks, am then burned their 
25 

camps. 

President Hoover said that one-half of the B.E.F. were not 

veterans; Secretary of War Hurley said that two-thirds of them 

were not veterans, but veteran Administrator Hines said that 

records showed that ninety-four per cent had served overseas and 

24. Alva Johnston, "Political Showmen," 
Forum, V 88, (July, 1932), 21-25. 

25. The New York Times, July 29, 1932, (news item). ---
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twenty per cent were drawing Federal disability compensation or 

26 ~ 
allowance. 

General Douglas McArthur, chief of staff of the Army, said 

that the situation was of a seriour nature and that President 

Hoover had delayed taking strong a ctiop,.unti1 the last moment, .. .., 
yet Chief or Police General Glassford who had been in cons tant 

touch with the d a1ly hap,enings in the Bonus Army camps, and 

who seemed to have the situation well in.hand, would not agree 

to the Whi te House story and denied the s eri'ousness of the scri 
27 

mage that brought out the troops. 

Satisfaction that the threat of danger and violence was 

removed from the capital, and dissatisfaction over tre reartless 

method of handling the veterans was expressed on all sides. A 

Washington taxi driver expressed a widespread feeling when he 

said that the ex-soldiers "were decent fellows and didn't give 

much trouble, but Hoover couldn't begin his campaign until they 

were gone." Another Washingtonian so employed, said that they 
28 

had kept visitors out of the city because of fear. 

Later General Glassford again refuted the Administration's 

charges against the Bonus Army, when the Department of ~ustice's 

report on the B.E.F., was made public by President Hoover. 

26. Time, V 20, August 15, 1932, 9. 
27. iITFred Parsons S. J., "The Rout of the Bonus Army, tt 

America, V XLVII, (August 13, 1932), 445-447. 
28. Ibid. 
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Many items in the report he said, were in conflict with the .' police records. There were only twelve criminals in the Bonus 

Army and their own military police, sponsored by the Washington 

police Department, frustrated attempts by the communists to 
29 

influence the veterans. 

The jOb of completely dispersing the B.E.F., was accom­

plished through the efforts of the President of the Baltimore 

and Ohio Railroad, Daniel Willard, David·Barry, a brother-in­

law of Charles M. Schwab, and Eddie McCloskey the mayor ot 

Johnstown Pennsylvania who saw to it that the veterans were 
30 

given free transportation to their homes. 

Governor Roosevelt too, was confronted with a major problem 

from which he emerged as victor, winning acclaim instead of 

embarrassment and loss of prestige, as had been predicted. 

Samuel Seabury, counsel for the Hofstadter inquiry, brought 

charges against Mayor James J. Walker of New York. These char 

brought Mayor Walker before Governor Roosevelt at Albany and 

thereby put Mr. Roosevelt "on the spot." If he found Mr. Walker 

guilty and ousted him, he would lose the support of Tammany, and 

the national party would be sacrificed to that organization's 

spirit of revenge; if the Governor dismissed the charges the 

29. The New York Times, September 13, 1932, (news item). 
30. Time:--v"2'Q," (Augus t 15, 1932), 9. -
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rest of the nation would feel that Mr. Roosevelt had not done .' 
his duty but that he had sold out to Tammany. However the press 

in general, glowingly praised the Governor for his impartial, 

intelligent, sine ere f and yet ruthless manner in which he con-

ducted the hearing. He showed that hejrld studied the evidence 

and that he was anxious to dispatch the business before him. 

The Mayor's couDse1 fought over every technicality but the 
31 

Mayor's conduct throughout was above rep/oach. 

In the winter, Sheriff Thomas M. Farley, a Tammany district 

leader, was removed from office by Governor Roosevelt for fail­

ing to explain where he acquired large amounts of cash. Mr. 

Roosevelt went on record as laying down the ruling that a public 

official when under investigation must satisfactorily explain 

his private income as well as his official acts. The Governor 

intimated that Mayor Walker would have to explain where the 

large sums of money came from if those handled by thB missing 
32 

Russell T. Sherwood were his. 

Counsel for M.r. Walker tried to introduce evidence tha t the 

charges were the result of a plot designed by Republican leaders 

to discredit Mr. Roosevelt and ruin his presidential prospects. 

The Governor struck out such testimony as having no bearing on 
33 

the ease. 

31. ~ ~!2!! Times, August 13, 1932, (news item). 
32. ~., August 16, 1932, (news item). 
33. ~., August 21, 1932, (news item). 





policy of t he Federal Reserve Board which permi ts Federal., 

Reserve banks to make laws to private individuals and to 

corporations j to the adj ournment of Congress, and to th e cer-

77 

Before the two parties held their major conventions, im­

portant business men who had once been advocates of Prohibition, .. 
came out supporting the movement for repeal. Some of these 

leaders were: Harvey S. Firestone, Alfred P. Sloane Jr., John 

D. Rockefeller Jr., Charles Edis on, son of the in ven tor, and 
38 

J. N. Willys, retiring Ambassador to Poland. The Democrats 

held that their stand was helpful to the cause of the Democrats. 

The Roosevelt leaders were cheered on many occasions as 

important men in every field as well as organization boasting of 

e1 ther large membership or wide influence rallied to their 

I standard. The Hotel, Restaurant, Club and Allied Industries 

Association Against the Prohibition Amendment, with a membership 
39 

of 100,000, voted to back the candidacy of Governor Roosevelt; 

the Los Angeles Republican Club for Roosevelt promised active 
40 

support; Judson King, di~etor of the National Popular 

Government League, favored t~ record of Governor Roosevel t ~n 

37. ~., 
38. Ibid., 
39. Ibid., 
40. Ibid., 

August 9, 1932, 
June 12, 1932, 

July 13, 1932, 
August 29, 1932, 

( new s item). 
(news item). 
(news item). 
(news item). 
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power, stating that the President favored control by private .' interests. Importan t signers of this decla ration were Professor 
41 

Beard and Professor Barnes of Yale University Major Smedley 

D. Butler, a life long Republican and a retired marine officer 
42 

advised his friends to vote for Roosevel.t. 
'It ... 

In his acceptance speech in Chicago, Governor Roosevelt 

extended an invitation to the Progressives to join him. senator 

Hiram Johnson of Cal ifornia was expected-to join wi th Senator 

NorriS, Progressive Republican from Nebraska, who had lined up 

with the Democrats. Senator Johnson praised Roosevelt's manner 

of receiving the nomination and said that the preparation of his 

speech while enroute to Chicago in an airplane, was a "tribute 
43 

to the frankness of writer." Senator Nye of North Dakota and 

Senator La Follette of Wisconsin were known to oppose the re­

election of Mr. Hoover, and the Democrats looked for them to 

join their ranks. Senator Borah of Idaho was no friend of the '" 

President's but he was lost to the Democrats because he was 

always a regular party man. 

The Amerioan Federation of Labor would not endorse either 

candidate, since their members have political freedom, yet the 

body went on record for advocating modification of the Volstead 

41. ~., September 12, 1932, (news item) • 
42. ~., September 12, 1932, (news item) • 
43. ~., July 5, 1932, (news item) • 
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In his first major address since the Convention at Chicago, 

Governor Roosevelt spoke at Columbus, Ohio, on August 20, before 

30,000 jubilant Democrats. He flayed the leadership of the 

Republicans; advocated Federal control.Q.f stock and commodity 

exchanges; demanded more rigid supervision of national banks; 

recommended separation of investment and commercial banking; 

• denounced the use of Federal Reserve funds for s peculation and 

the implied approval given by tm State department to floating 

---foreign bond issues, and the attempts of t lB government to 
45 

influence tts stock market by misleading statements. The 

"flash and fire" shown in his speech gave heart to the Democ rat s 

who felt that "here was after all, another Roosevelt for 
46 

national leader." 

secretary Hurley answered the Roosevelt speech, but was 

considered ineffective. Secretary Mills or Secretary Chapin 

would have done a better job, or Mr. Hoo"er himself - "the best 

expounder of the President's policies" - would have been the one 
47 

to return Mr. Roosevelt's thunder. 

A Labor Day visitor at Crum Elbow, the Roosevelt estate at 

Hyde Park, New York, was Bernard Baruch who had ridiculed the 

44. Ibid., September 4, 
45. ~., August 21, 
46.~, V 20, (August 
47. The New york Times, ---

1932, (news item). 
1932, (news item). 
29, 1932), 10 • 
August 26, 1932, (editorial). 
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idea that Mr. Roosevelt was "a dangerous radical." It was known .' 
that Mr. Baruch had kept in close touch with the Governor and 

48 
had aided him in the preparation of his addresses. 

Governor Roosevelt invaded Vermont, a Republican State, 

because he was not willing to concede J, 14, to the Republicans. 

It was an audacious move on Roosevelt's part, because a Democrat 

had not invaded Vermont since the Civil War and no Democrat bad 
49 

been elected since 1858. New England 'as los t to Roosevelt 

it was said, unless Mr. Smith would take an active part in 

campaigning. Real concern was felt over the party prospects in 

the Bay State election unless word was received tor the former 
50 

standard bearer, and as ye t it was not forthcoming. 

Mayor Frank Hague of New Jersey, a Smith Democrat and a 

bi tter opponent of Mr. Roosevel t during the Chicago Conven tion, 

staged a big rally at Sea Girt, New Jersey on August 27, for the 

Democratic ~andidate when he arrived there for a major address •. 

More than 100,000 heard hi. speak and gave him an enthusiastic 

welcome. It was a show like the one put on four years before 

far Alfred E. Smith. In his address, the Governor attacked 
51 

principally the stand of Hoover and Curtis on the Dry law. 

48. ~., September S, 1932, (news item) • 
49. ~., September 8, 1932, (news item) • 
50. Ibid. , September 9, 1932, (news item) • 
51. Ibid. , - August 28, 1932, (news item) • 
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Governor Roosevelt, against the advioe of the strategists, 
..... 

deoided to make a nation wide tour leaving Albany on September 

12, and returning to Buffalo on October 3, to attend the New 
~ 

York state Democratio Convention in order to nominate Lieutenant 
52 

Governor Lehman as his successor. . ..... 
The Governor's special train, the "Pioneer," cost the party 

$20,000 whereas Mr. Smith's "special of 1928 cost $43,000. The 

train was scheduled to oover 8,000 milei. Making t he trip with 

the Democratio oandidate was his daughter, Mrs. Anna Dahl; his 

son, James; Professor Raymond Moley, chief of his "brain trust;" 

Melton McIntyre the Governor's press representative; twenty four 

news hawks, and twelve oamera men. The "speoial tt was due in 

Salt Lake ~ity on september 17, and there Democratic National 

Chairman Farley was to board the train for the rest of the trip. 

Left behind to take oharge of the national headquarters was Mr. 

Roosevelt's oonfidential seoretary, Louis McHenry Howe. Mrs. 

Roosevelt was to join the party at Williams, Arizona, where she 
53 

would be, visiting her girlhood friend, Mrs. Isabella Greenway. 

Before leaving for the West, Mr. Roosevelt spoke over the 

radio in an appeal to the forgotten man .fa' small contributions 
54 

to the Democratio campaign fund. $1,500,000 was the goal set. 

52. ~., V 20, (September 19, 1932), 10. 
53. Ibid., September 19, 1932. 
54. !h! Nation, V 20, (September 5, 1932), 13. 
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Within a week $10,000 was received from 2,678 supporters who 
55 ., 

responded to t he appeal for "forgotten dollars." 

The Republioan Campaign fund at this time was in the "red" 
56 

since the big contr1butors of other years had failed to give. 

The Republicans were not alone i~~pleted f1nances. The 

money box of the Anti-Saloon League was practically empty and 

its prestige and power gone. An editorial in ~ !!!~. Times, .. 
commenting on t he plight of the once powerful league said, 

"Westerville, Ohio, once the moral oapital of the United states 

and chief seat of author1ty is unregarded and unheard of. Wayne 

B. Wheeler was fortunate he didn't live to see the evil days 

when his skillfully led forces are routed, discouraged, and 
57 

divided." 

The trend in the West was disconcerting to the Republicans. 

Five Cabinet membe~s were apPointed to trail Roosevelt and reply 

to his arguments. Secretaries Mills, Hyde, Hurley, Wilbur, and 
58 

Doak were assigned to the task. 

The American Legion National Convention to be held in 

Portland, Oregon was viewed suspiciously by the Administration. 

Secretary Hurley and General McNider, were sent to work against 

a move on the part of that body to censure Mr. Hoover on the 

55. The New Y¥~ Times, ------56. Ib1d., 
57. Ibid., 
58. Ibid. -

September 1, 1932, 
September 7, 1932, 

September 12, 1932, 

(news item). 
(news item). 
(editorial) • 

, 



eviction of the B.E.F., from Washington. In State Conventions 
4l 

in Massachusetts, New Jersey, Ohio, Illinois, Pennsylvania, 

Texas, New Mexico, and Maryland resolutions were passed censurin 

Mr. Hoover and the Veterans of Foreign Wars condemned the 
59 

President's action. The Republicans. w..ere going to be kept 

busy settling problems in the West during the month of Septemben 

The Republicans f fears concerning th e a ctlon of the Americ 

Legion were not unfounded. A fight in tte Resolutions Committee 

over a proposal to censure the Presiden t reached large propor­

tions and was intensified by the wave of resentment following 

the Attorney-General' s reper t made public by the President and 

mentioned above, but the Committee succeeded in smothering the 

proposal which seethed under the surface of the Convention all 

week. President HOeNer's name was not men tioned once during 
60 

the entire convention. 

Seoretary Hurley distributed pamphlets in franked envelope 
61 

to the entire delegation, who became incensed about it. When 

he appeared before the Convention he was "booed, fI but after a 

safe and sound speech on armament he was cheered as well as 
62 

"booe d. fI 

The Legion disregarded.the President's appeal against the 

59.~, V 20, 
60. ~., 
61. The New York ---62. Time, V 20, 

(September 12, 1932), 
(September 19, 1932), 

Times, (September 16, 
(September 19, 1932), 

9. 
9. 

1932) • 
9. 
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Bonus and voted for t he immediate payment in commi ttee, 22 to 1, 

and in the Convention 1,167 to 109. They voted far tre repeal 
63 

of the Volstead Act 1,145 to 133. 

The Hoover campaign heads became a la.rmed over the election 

in Maine. The Democrats clinched vic~Vw there, electing a 

governor, two members of Congress, and many state and county 
64 

officials. The Republican vote fell off 31,000 from four 

• years before and the shift in party lines was amazing. ,. It was 

a solemn warning if not a verdict and when the results became 

known President Hoover was asked to take charge of the active 
65 

campaigning. The Republicans confessed to "danserous symptons 
66 " 

and the· President himself called for "strong and renewed efforts. 

Mr. Roosevelt hailed the results of the Maine election as 

a forerunner of the results in November. He sent a telegram of 

congratulations to the Governor-elect, Louis J. Brann. 

Enroute to Topeka, Governor Roosevelt was greeted by cheer­

ing throngs. He spoke toa cheering crowd in the Kansas capital 

to a crowd more than twice as large as the one that heard Vice-

President Curtis make his acceptance speech. The Governor's 

suggestion tha t the Depa.rtment 0 f Agriculture be reorgani fed 

was loudly cheered. He pledged tariff aid and declared that 

63. Ibid., 
64. ~New York Times, September 14, 1932, (news item). 
65. Ibrd:;- (editorial). 
66. Ibid., September 16, 1932, {editorial). 
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. Hoover's polioies were a failure. 

The press reaoted favorably to Mr. Roosevelt's speeoh and 

telegrams and letters of oommendation were sent him from all 
68 

sections of the 0 ountry. 

85 

Roosevelt's farm speeoh at Topeka;f· .... the results of the vote 

in Maine, reoent primaries results showing Democratio strength 

in Republican States and the scarcity of effective Republican 

campaign speakers forced the President tt decide to go direct 

to the country. rtNothing but a bela ted appreciation of the 

desperate state of his cause oould have brought him (Mr. Hoover) 
69 

to this momentous deci.ion, It said Senator Pat Harrison. 

The President received telegrams from worried party leaders 

urging him to face a situation they described as critical. He 

was the only one who could adequately reply to the asser tions 
70 

and suggestions ad.anced by his rival. To add to the party's 

worries, Joseph R. Nutt, the Campaign treasurer, who was accuse 

of inactivity, refused aid to State committees, complained of 

meagre funds and reported that only one-third the amount of 
71 

money needed for campaign purposes had been received. 

In Salt Lake City, Governor Roosevelt delivered a splendid 

speech, broadcast over both the Columbia Broadoasting System 

67. Ibid. , September 14, 1932, (edi torial) • -68. ~., September 16, 1932, (news item). 
69. Ibid. 
70. Ibid. , September 15, 1932, (news item) • 
'71. Ibid. 
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and the Na tional Broadcasting Company. This speech, preplred .' 
after a consultation wtth Railroad presidents, and executives 

of the Railroad Unions and approved in principle by both groups, 

advocated many needed reforms. A ten per cent cut had been 

accepted temporarily by t he workers a~c4.a twenty per cent cut 

was threatened; the railroads omitted dividends on their stocks 

and defaulted interest on their bonds. Governor Roosevelt did 

not disguise the seriousness of the prob*lem. He approved the 

policy of the Reconstruction Finance Corporation as a temporary 

measure aiding the Railroads. He advanced six points in a 

railroad program; that the government stand behind the rail­

roads in the development of a national transportation polioy; 

the elimination of a multiplioity of receiverships and court 

aotions and the staggering expenses allowed to lawyers and 

reoeivers; the regulation by the Interstate Commeroe Commission 

of oompeting motor oarri ers; the e limina tion of competition 

where traffic is light; railroad consolidations safeguarding 

all interests ani the control by the Interstate Commerce Com-
72 

mission of railroad holding companies. 

The only oomplaints against Governor Roosevelt's speech 

came from "speculators and stook waterers." Roosevelt it was 

72. ~., September 18, 1932, (news item). 
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agreed, had intelligently outlined the steps needed to preserve 
73 .' 

investors and workers their savings and their jobs. 

Governor Dern said that Roosevelt had made a favorable 

impression and would oarry the State of Utah. His tour was 

very sucoessful and everywhere he wa~'~armly reoeived. Those 

who had advised against his making the trip were happy to admit 

that Roosevelt bad borne himself well throughout the trip, .. 
which he regarded not only as a campaign, but as a fact find-

74 
ing trip. 

Portland cheered Governor Roosevelt both before and 

during his address on the regulation of Government utilities 

and t he Federal ownership of power sites. He declared the. t the 

President was opposed to Federal regulation and control. He 

advocated Federal control of holding companies and the enacting 

of legislation forbidding the publishing or Circulating of 
75 

false or deceptive matter relating to public utilities. 

The Democratic candidate was aocused of being unfair to 

Mr. Hoover in this speech. It was pOinted out that the 

President a few months after his inauguration had ask$i ~or 

Federal regulation and in his first message to Congress he 

advocated making the Federal Power Commission the ultimate 

73. Ibid., 
74. IbId., 
75. IbId., 

September 19, 1932, 
September 16, 1932, 
September 22, 1932, 

(news item). 
(news item). 
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arbiter of interstate transmission. .' 
It was dinner hour when Governor Roosevelt arrived in San 

Francisco, yet one hundred thousand people turned out to give 

him an enthusiastic reception. More than sixteen thousand 

filled the hall to hear his address ap~ cheered him for five 

minutes. Mr. Roosevelt praised Alfred E. Smith and demanded 
77 

repeal, in a stirring speech, that pleased his listeners • 

• In Sacramento, the next stop, again Mr. Roosevelt received 

a warm greeting. Senator Hiram Johnson had made a speech 

criticizing President Hoover. The Democratic candidate praised 

the California senator's progressive-Americanism and Mr. John­

son showed his pleasure and appreciation. Mr. Roosevelt's 

attitude toward Progressives and progressivism in California 
78 

was in sharp contrast to the President's attitude. 

Governor La Follette was defeated in the Wisconsin 

primaries. It was hailed by both the Democrats and the Repub..;'" 

licans as their victory. The Republicans began to lose signs 

of the fright they showed after the Maine election, but the 

Democrats, said, Arthur Krock, were in the first pOSition to 
79 

carry Wisconsin for Governor Roosevelt. For forty years the 

Democrats had helped the La Fo11ettes in primaries, but in 

76. Ibid. , September 23, 1932, (edi torial) • 
77. Ibid. , September 23, 1932, (news item). 
78. Ibid. , September 24, 1932, (news item). 
79. Arthur Krock, The New York 

(news item). --- Times September 25, 1932, 
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1932, because of enthusiasm for Governor Roosevelt, they went .' 
into their aNn primarie s. "If the Progressi ves desert the 

"Stalwarts" and aid the Democrats at the polls, the Republicans 
80 

will be on the losing end," and 80 the La Follette defeat has 

its dark forebodings for the RepublicaRB. 

Senator Borah complained that he and other ardent cham­

pions of national Prohibition had been "neatly disfranchised 
81 . 

this year." A break up of old party 1ines was seen. Prohibi 

tion as well as dissatisfaotion was eating into Republioan 

strength and as the campaign approaohed a climax, it showed no 
82 

signs of abating. 

The Literarl Digest poll which was said to generally favor 

the Republicans because those on their mailing list were the 
83 

people who could afford the luxuries of life, showed that out 

of 70,000 votes covered, almost forty per cent of the votes for 

Roosevelt came from people who said they had voted for Hoover 

in 1928. Mr. Hoover drew only six per cent of his strength 

from voters who cast their ball.ot for Mr. Smith in 1928. The 

breakdown of party lines, however, was said to be due more to 

emotion than reason. 

Before the Roosevelt tour ended, the Republicans conc~ded 

80. Ibid. -81. The New York Times, September 25, 1932, (editorial). ---82. Ibid. 
83. ~., September 16, 1932, (news item). 

... 
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Washington, Oregon, and California to the Democrats. 

90 

At the ., 
same time Senator Norris organized in Washington, The National 

Progressive League and was named its ohairman. He announced 

that he would make _a coast to coast speaking tour for the 

Democratic candidate. The slogan of ,~ League was a statement 

made earlier by Senator Norris, "What this country needs is 

another Roosevelt in the White House." Other Progressives who 

• offered to take the stump were Mayor Murphy of Detroit, Bain-

bridge Colby of New York, (one of the founders of the Bull 

Moose Party in 1912), and Amos Pinchot, another Progressive of 
85 

1912, and brother of Governor Gifford Pinchot of Pennsylvania. 

Milwaukee was added to the list of Roosevelt triumphs. 

White there the Governor lauded Wisconsin liberalism, thereby 

putting the finishing touch on his program to win the support 

of the well known Liberals who as yet had not come out openly 

for the Democratic Candidate, the La Follettes, Senator Hiram ~ 

Johnson of California, Senator Bronson Cutting of New Mexico, 
86 

and the Farmer-Labor groups of Minnesota and the Dakotas. 

Governor Roosevelt was hailed by throngs of Chicagoans 

when he arrived in that metropolis. More than 200,000 lined 

the streets to watch the huge parade staged to we1come him: 

84. Ibid., -85. Ibid., 
86. Ibid., 

september 26, 1932, 
September 25, 1932, 

October 1, 1932, 

(news item). 
(edi toria1). 
(news item). 
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It was one of the greatest demonstrations ever given a politic .' 
candida te and b ore out the predic ti on tha t t he trend in I1linoi 

87 
was toward Roosevelt. 

In Detroit, Governor Roosevelt made a non-political 

address, pleading for social justice ~ again received the 
88 

enthusiastic greeting that was becoming a habit. His attrac1t-

ive personality and his unusual crowd appeal added considerably 
• 89 

to the feeling that he was a successor to' the other Roosevelt. 

As Governor Roosevelt turned back East, President Hoover 

started West. Des MOines, Iowa was to be the scene of his 

first major address of the campaign, srnce making his speech 

of acceptance in Washington on August 11. The",eyes of t be 

nation were focused on Iowa as the President journeyed to the 

state of his birth to begin his active campaign. His schedule 

called for addresses in Fort Wayne, Cleveland, Detroit, and 
90 

Indianapolis. 

In his speech, the President pointed with pride to his 

successful efforts in keeping the United States from going off 

the gold standard when it was within two weeks of doing so, and 

offered a twelve point Farm program, laying down as a cardinal 

principle the maintenance of a high protective tariff on farm 

87.Arthur Krock, ~ New ~ Times, October 3, 1932, 
(news item). 

88. The New York Times, October 3,1932, (news item) • 
.--....---~ 

89. Arthur Krock, "The Campaign Is Under Way," 
The !!! York Times Ma6azine, (September 18, 1932). 

90. President Hoover and Ex-President coolidge Campaign 
Speeches of 1932, Doubleday, Doran and Co., New York, 1933. 
~~~-- -- ----
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produots. Some of the highlights were: relief for reoipients 

of drought feed and seed loans who are unable to pay under 

stress of times; a na tional program of land utilization; repeal 

of the prioe stabilization provisions of the farm marketing 

aot; oompletion of the st. Lawrence tQ '..vulf waterway; a call 

for a conference of experts to work on a program of relief from 

extra burdens for public revenue and a continua tion of the 

efforts of the government to reverse thi processes of deflation 
91 

and "bring things back to their real value s." 

The Coliseum was filled with a sele cted audience and the 

speech was broadcast over one hundred and ten stations. 

Legionaires and cavalry flanked him in a parade, helping the 
92 

Iowans to put on a "brave show. t1 His visit was well managed 
93 

and he received a tumultuous welcome. 

Arthur Krock said that in spite of the President's appear­

ance in Iowa the Republicans were facing a hard fight to gain 

control of the Sta te since the Iowans bl"ame the Farm Board ani 

"the administration generally for their miseries." Personal 

feeling against Mr. Hoover was deep. Before his train arrived 

the Farmers' Union staged a peaceful but protesting parade. 

All the Danners carried were Anti-Hoover, two of which carried 

91. The New york Times, October 5, 1932, {news item}. 
92. Arthur-Kr-ock, "Republicans Facing A Hard Fight in Iowa." 

The New York Times, october 5, 1932. 
93. TEe NeW YOrk Times, October 9, 1932, (news item). ---
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these slogans, "In Hoover we trusted; Now we are busted;" and 
.' 94 

"Hoover, Hyde, Hell and Hard-Times, the Republican 4 H Club." 

Mr. Hoover's speech was said to be sound Republican doc­

trine and that it began the real battle of the campaign, - the 
95 

contest between the two candidates fQJ,"· ..... the Presidency. 

Senator Glass however, took the lead in denouncing the 

President's speech in part. Senator Glass, an authori~y on .. 
banking, took exception to the remarks of Mr. Hoover on the 

t'gold standard .'t . The Senator from Virginia sent a telegram 

to The New york Times. He said that at no time did any spokes-

man for the Administration privately or publicly express con-

cern for the go ld standard, and if there had been concern, he 

knew of nothing that was done or suggested by the Administra­

ti·on to avert such a disaster as being driven off the gold 
96 

standard. 

No doubt President Hoover's reference to the threat of 

the danger of our going off t he gold standard was uttered for 

home consumption only, but it bad a "distant and financial 
97 

effect not at all intended." French newspapers expressed 

surprise at the news given out by the PreSident, one of which 
98 

said, "What evils can result from an American election." 

94. Arthur Krock, October 5, 1932. 
95. The New York Times, October 9, 1932, (news item). 
96. ib1~ OCtOber 8, 1932, (Senator Glass's telegram). 
97. Ibid., October 10, 1932, (editorial). 
98. I5icr. (foreign newspapers quoted in editorial). 
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Another one said, "The President seeking to restore confidence 
99 .' 

seems somehow to accomplish the opposite result." Indeed the 

President's reference to the gold standard was unfortunate. 

A.f'ter the Des Moines speech, the price of wheat fell two 
100 

cents and the stock market dropped fr9' two to eight points. 

Corresponden ts covering the entire national political scene con-

tinued to report a growing favorable attitude toward Governor 

Roosevelt's candidacy. The Republican3hiefs disagreed saying 

that the Democratic candidate had reached the crest of his 
101 

popularity and he was now on the downgrade. 

Mr. Hoover stopped at Fort Wayne for a speech and went on 

to Cleveland where he delivered another maj or address. Here 

he received an enthusiastic welcome from the Ohioans and told 

them of the policie s and measures put into effect bY' his 

administration as they related to the nation's "wage and salary 

earners." He listed twelve major ones: a successful fight'" 

against the menace of cold and hunger through leadership in 

organizing the countryts charities, supplemented b,y 

$300,000,000 State aid from the Reconstruction Finance Cor­

poration; stimulation of industrial employment through the 

White House conferences with business leaders at the outset of 

99. Ibid. 
100. Ibid., -101. Ibid., 

October 6, 1932. 
October 9, 1932. 
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the depression; speeding up of the Federal building program .' 
and inducement of the States to do likewise; inauguration of a 

. system of Federal aid for "self liquidating construction wark; 

introduction in the Federal service of the five day week prin­

ciple; establishment of the home loan;. 'aank system to aid small 

home owners; leadership in advocating high wage levels as the 

economic basis of the country; maintenance of high tariffs to 

protect American labor; restriction of \nmigration to protect 

American workmen; watchful guarding of the dollar against all 

efforts at currency inflation; support of private credit as the 

means of restoring normal activity in· business and normal 

employment; and cooperation by the Administration in inter­

national efforts to solve the depression, including the support 
102 

of the forthcoming world economic conterence. 

While President Hoover was advoca ting the benefits of a 

high tariff, the Prime Minister of. Canada, R. B. Bennett made ~ 

public the new Canadian treaty which specifically pointed out 

that the Hawley-Smoot Tariff had closed United states to 

Canadian farm products, Canada in turn placed a high tariff on 

non-British products which would reduce the exports from the 
103 

United States by about $75,000,000. 

102. Ibid., 
103. Ibid., -

October 16, 1932. 
october 14, 1932, (edit orial) • 
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The Federal Reserve Bulletin showed that between June 1930 
." 

(when the Hawley-Smoot tari~f went into effect) and August 1932 

the farm or food prices declined 16% in England, 7% in France, 

17% in Germany and 45% in the United States~ The average 

monthly value of exports for the first 'Aeven months in 1932 

showed the following decline from average monthly figures far 

the full year of 1930: England, 33%; France, 54%; Germany, 51% 

and the United states, 59%. The questitn was raised, "How has 
104 

the tariff helped?" 

In the United states, an open petition Signed by one 

hundred and eighty economists from the list of two thousand 

who had asked the President in 1930 not to sign the Hawley'. 

Smoot bill, again asked that the Chief Executive eliminate the 

inequalities existing and to reduce the excessive duties that 

were retarding world recovering. The peti tion, it was explaine 

was signed by a relatively small number beOause it was impos­

sible to present it to the two thousand economist. who had 
105 

signed two years previous. 

Again the Republicans received disconcerting news. In 

reply to insistent IBquiries, Senator Johnson issued a state­

ment to t he newspapers declaring that "he cannot and will n.ot 

104. The New York Times, November 2, 1932, (editorial) • -------105. ~., october 17,1932, (news item). 



support Mr. Hoover for re-election." He said that he was a .' 
Progressive Republican and Mr. Hoover was not, and that he 

106 
would not put ,"political fealty above the people t s welfare. It 

1n an attempt to win the East for Mr. Hoover, ex-President 

Coolidge addressed a Republican rally.~ Madison Square Garden, 

New York City on October 11. His audience of eighteen thousand 

did not till the hall and were not anxious to applaud his 
, 1~'7 

speech w&ich stressed economio issues •. 

hIt oannot be said that his speech was nioely calculated 

to dispel Republioan gloom. There was nothing in it to fill 

his audience wi,th a frenzy of hope and de11ght •••• His na tural 

restraint kept him from rhetorical extremes either in praise or 

blame. He was not lyric about presiden t Hoover. He was not 

violent against~Governor Roosevelt •••• A half' apologetic note 

was struok again and again by Mr. Coolidge in his, speech. 

There was little in its scope or form to fire the Republican .~ 

heart ••• That is not to say that Mr. Coolidge did not g1 ve a 
108 

lift to the Republican campaign in these parts." 

Mr. Hoover made his next major address in Detroit where he 

met 'the first hostile demonst1"'&.~lon of hiscampa1gri. He was 

"booed" and heckled at the Un10n Station, along the route, and 

106. Ibid., -. 10'7. Ibid., 
108. Ib1d., 

Oc tober 15, 1932, 
October 12, 1932, 
(ed1 tor1al) • 

(news 1 tern) • 
(news 1 tem) • 
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when he reached the Arena., t he boos had become a virtual roar. 
109 .' 

Inside the hall he was enthusiastically cheered. 

In his speech the President gave the steps he had taken 

to bring about recovery., stressiI:@; the increased value of bonds 

increased manufacturing production., t~e.increase in employment 

and the decreased number of bank failures. Agricultural 

products he said were still "hideously low" but they too had 
110 ,. 

shown some increase. The picture he painted was one of 

returning normalcy. 

In an editorial in The New York Times concern was expres ------....;..;..-
over Mr. Hoover's reception in Detroit. Consideration was due 

him for his efforts since he had given to the country., in the 

midst of public misfortune., the best that was in him. He had 

at least "the proud satisfaction of knowing that he has done 
111 

his best" while in command. 

On his way back to Washington from Detroit, President 

Hoover decided to make a whirlwind trip to the West coast., 

speaking at New York, Newara, Indianapolis, Chicago and 
112 

, possibly in San Francisco. These plans were changed how-

ever in favor of stops at Indianapolis, st. Louis, and St. Paul 

109. ~., 
110. ~., 
111. Ibid., 
112. 'i"6TcJ. 

october 22, 1932, 
October 24, 1932, 
october 24, 1932, 

( new s item). 
(editorial) • 
(news item). 



with a final radio talk on the eve of Election Day, before 
113 41 

reaching his home in Palo Alto, California. 

This program of a strenuous last minute campaign was 

declared unwise politics. It gave proof of the desperate 

condition of the party and inferred ~t the Cabinet members 

were ineffective in their a ttempts to stem the tide 0 f public 

disapproval. "Putting the heavy burden of carrying the load 

• of the Republican campaign upon t he shoulders of the already 

overworked President, created the inference that he is res­

ponsible for the Repub1ioan plight and that he mustdo some-
114 

99 

thing drastic about it." TWenty two addresses in four days 

was the schedule laid out for Mr. Hoover. Three of these 

addresses were to be major ones and one was scheduled for a 
. 115 

thirty minute period. 

The Democrats took exception to the attempts on the Plrt 

of some staunch Republicans t~ spread propaganda among their 

employees in an attempt to secure the 19-election of Mr. Hoover. 

The National Association of Manufaoturers began in September, a 

campaign to inform their industrial workers throughout the 

country of the benefits from their viewpoint of the protective 

tariff. Hear.y Ford announced to his employees that "Hoove~ 

113. President Hoover and Ex-President Coolidge, 
Campaign Speeches 2!~. v. 

114. The New York Times, October 27, 1932, (editorial). ---115. Ibid. -
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must be elected." Bainbridge Colby took him to task for it .' 
saying, "It is an unsportsman like thing at a time when loss of 

employment is so grave a disaster. A sportsman and a gentleman 

would not have done it but I put it on the score of Mr. Ford's 
116 

shortcomings of eduoation and upbrins!ag." 

Senator David A. Reed urged a gathering of Pittsburg 

business men and industrial leaders to impress upon their 

• employees tha t the election of Franklin D. Roosevelt "will mean 

in all reasonable probability, two years of stagnation'and 

alarm." He told the employers that it was their duty to so 

advise those who believed. in them, trusted them, and respected 
117 

their opinion. 

The John Wanamaker store in Philadelphia urged the re-

election of President Hoover. The store inserted an advertise-

men t in a local newspaper urging that Mr. Hoover be kept in the 

White House, ending with the words "Forward, Forward! America ... 
118 

is on the upgrade!" 

When unstinted praise for his supporters might aid him 

unmeasurably, William Allen White made public the following 

evaluation of his Chief. "Conceding all that his enemies say 

of Herbert Hoover. admitting all his bad qualities, his stub-

116. ~., 
11'7. Ibid. t 
118. Ibid., 

September 1'7, 1932, 
October 20, 1932, 
October 28, 1932, 
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borness, his steady refusal to explain and dramatize hi!, cours..e 

so that the American people may understand .hat he is driving 

at; reali zing and regretting t he fact tha t he cannot get along 

with his enemies and brooks no opposition; frankly oonfessing 

that he is slow, that he moves tardi~. cautiously, sometimes 

seoretively; acknowledging that he is an executive who pushes 

buttons and tells men to go and is impatient if they do not go 

• marking off all his faults at one hundred per oent of the 

oharges against him - there still stands in the White House, a 
119 

strong, Wise, honest, courageous man." 

While gloom was oasting its shadow over the Republican 

hopes, joy reigned in the ranks of the Democrats. Ex-Governor 

of New York Alfred E. Smith broke his long silenoe and came out 

for Roosevel t ,ready to give t m active support to the Democ­

ratic oandidate that his party had looked and listened for 

throughou t t he summer and early Fall. 

On OotOber 24, Smith carried the fight on Hoover to Newark, 

New Jersey, where he was wildly cheered by more than 200,000 

people. For one hour, interrupted by cheers, the "Happ y 

Warrior" assailed the Republican party for "broken promises, 

bigotry, deception, and hypocrisy.1t He called Mr. Hoover the 
120 

"leader of the Dry forces in America." Charles W. B. Hurd i 

119. Ibid., (Reprint from Herald Tribune, October 23, 1932). 
120. Ibid., October 25, 1932, (news item). -
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describing his speech "for which it was difficult to f~d any 

parallel," said, "For one hour he awakened them, ('sleeping 

dogs' ), examined them through a microscope and polished trem 
121 

with ridicule." 

A few days Is. ter IIr. Smi th was <b'''led as t he "hero of' 

Boston" when he spoke for Roosevelt amid the cheering of his 

seventeen thousand listeners, who "raised the rafters in their ,. 
welcome. It He cri ticized Pdr. Hoover for not meeting the depres-

sion and in his characteristic way did a thorough job of 
122 

criticism. 

While Vr. 8mi th was winning t be East for the Democratic 

candidate, that man was doing well for himself. In Atlanta, he 
123 

was greeted wi th the enthusiasm of a New York welcome and in 

Baltimore he was given the greatest reception of all. There he 

said that he was waging a war against the "four horsement of thE 

Hoover Administration •••• Destruction, Delay, Deceit and 

Despair. tt It was t he most belligerent of his campaign 
124 

addresses and highly pleased his big audience. 

It was here that Governor Roosevelt made the only real 

blunder of his campaign and his Republican adversaries made 

capi tal of it, yet it did not evolve into a real talking p..oint 

121. Ibid. , october - 30, 1932, (news item) • 
122. ~., October 28, 1932, (news item) • 
123. ~., October 25, 1932, (news item) • 
124. Ibid. , October 26, 1932, (news item) • 
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for them. He said that atter March 4, 1929 the Republican .' 
party controlled all the branches of t he Federal governmen t, 

the Executive branch, both Houses of Congre,ss and ttl might add 
125 

for good measure, t he Supreme Court as well. ff 

senator Johnson too brought joy to., the hearts of the 

Democra ts. He came out openly for Mr. Roosevel t and in a fiery 

speech, demanded the "end of the Tragic Era," assailing the 

"ineffective, inefficient, disastrous, !n*American" adminis-

tration of Herbert Hoover, and the President's philosophy of 

government. He closed saying, "When a miracle man fails and a 

mystery man explodes, instinctively we turn to one who knows 

and understands and feels with us. In this campaign, such a 

man is Franklin Delano Roosevelt. He is no miracle man or 
126 

mystery man. He's just an American." 

The Republicans needed encouragement at this stage of the 

campaign and it was forthcoming in financial aid. ' They 

released a list of donors and ,showed that almost $1,500,000 was 

received in less than two months. The large.t donation came 

from Eldridge R. Johnson who gave "the party, $50,000. Othe,rs 

who gave from $10,000 to $25,000 were o~en Mills, Andrew 

Mellon, Harvey Firestone, Alfred P. Sloan Jr., E. F. Hutton, 

125. Looker, 253-264. 
126. The New York Times, October 29, 1932, (news item). ---=;.;;....-
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R. B. Mellon, a nd Mrs. Andrew Carne gie • .' 
By October 22, the Democrats had spent .926,208 of the 

$1,065,654 they received. The largest contribution was Mr. 

Baruch's $45,000. Sums ranging from $25,000 to $5,000 were 

given by William R. Hearst, John J. ~&ekob, William H. Woodin, 

Perry S. Strauss, Joseph B. Kennedy, Vincent Astor, and Mrs. 
128 

Harry Payne Whitney. .. 
In his address at Indianapolis, President Hoover drew a 

censure for his personal attack upon Mr. Roosevelt, who had 

made no personal remarks whatever against the President. Sur-

prise was expressed because Mr. Hoover himself has always been 

sensitive to any references or criticism of his own private 

career. Mr. Hoover attacked Roosevelt for being in the business 

of selling foreign bonds and lOans. This personal allusion was 

said to again show the desperate plight of the Republicans. 

During the 1928 campaign Candidate Hoover never menti aned 

Candidate Smith's name or personally identified him but 

President Hoover in 1932 referred to the Governor of New York, 
129 

admitting that he had such an opponent. 

Before leaving for the West, Mr. Hoover spoke in Madison 

Square Garden, New York City, where he drew a much larger .crowd 

127. Ibid., -128. Ibid., 
129. !!?!.!!., 

October 30, 1932, 
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than did Calvin Coolidge when he spoke there three week! before 

More than twelve thousand fought the police at the Station, to 

get a glimpse of him, yet amid the cheers, "boos" were heard. 

The President made a sweeping attack on Governor Roosevelt, 

his allies and his policies. He dec4~ed that his job plan was 

"frivolous" and that the "New Deal" would destroy the foundation 

of the nation. Mr. Hoover predicted that "grass would grow in 

the streets of one hundred cities and that weeds would overun 
130 

millions of farms." 

Governor Roosevel t arrived in Bos ton the folloWing night to 

seemingly refute the President's charge that his job plan was 

"frivolous." He laid down a three point program for meeting 

the immediate problem of unemployment. His first assertion was 

that the Federal government should step into the breach in the 

states where charity and State aid proved inadequate to relief 

distress. He said that in addition to provid1ng emergency 

relief the Federal government should prov1de temporary work 

wherever possible. The nations forests, development of water-

way projects, and a program of flood relief would create 

thousands of jobs giv1ng temporary employment while add1ng to 

the well-being of the nation. As a thi rd. measure, he c &lled for 

130. ~., November 1, 1932, (news item). 
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the public works program authorized by Congress to be RUt into 

effect. He censured the Administration far its delay in gettrrg 

the program under way saying that it would be still incomplete 

by the summer if measures to expidite it were not soon taken. 
131 

He further gave his approval of a fi •• day week. Fifteen 

thousand cheered the Governor f s speech and he was acclaimed in 

the factory towns he passed through enroute to Boston. "The ., 
warmth of the reception he received was undoubtedly due in 

large part to his recent reconciliation with his former rival, 

Alfred E. Smith" and to Mr. Smith's speech in Boston abcut a 
132 

week before. 

In st. Louis, Ii "wet" German city, tte President took up 

the question of Prohibition for the first time during his cam­

paign. There on November 4, he justified his party's stand on 

the liquor plank and defended the mot i ves of General Dawes who 
.... 

had been attacked by Democratic orators because he was given an 

$80,000,000 loan by the Reconstruction Finance Corporation for 

his bank, three weeks after he resigned as head of that body. 

Mr. Dawes had acted from the highest motives the President 

asserted, and his action protected depositors and people in 
133 

humble walks of life. 

131. Ibid. -132. Ibid. 
133. ~., November 5, 1932, (news item). 
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Mr. Hoover closed his campaign, except for a short Eadio 

address broadcast from his special train at Elko, Nevada, on 

the evening of November 7, with a major address in St. Paul on 

November 5. He gave a summary of tre measures that were adopted 

to meet the emergency, - measures thai'4he had outlined in 

previous addresses a t different times, emphasizing the fact that 

social stability had been maintained throughout the depression, 

• and the aid given to country in so many ways by the creation of 
134 

the Reconstruction Finance Corpcration. 

In s pi te of Mr. Hoover's last minute "one man" effort to 

win the country to his cause, the odds were against him. 

Political observers conceded victory to Governor Roosevelt and 
135 

as the campaign closed, betting odds favored him five to one. 

Glowing praise was given tot he President in an e di toria1 on 

November 7, captioned "The Fighting Quaker." In part it said, 

"Whatever else may be said of Mr. Hoover he is a good fighter ..... 

Summoned to lead a forlorn hope, he did not hesitate but gave 

all he had •••• Party support was desperately lacking to Mr. 

Hoover ••• (he) did not have Borah or Hughes who helped him 

mightily in 1928. The honors of campaign speaking were all 

going to t he Democrat s, who besides their own Presidential 

134. Walter Starr Meyers and Walter H. Newton, The Hoover 
Administration: A Documented Narrative, 
Charles Scribner's Sons, New York, 1936, 250-252. 

135. The New York Times, November 5, 1932, (news item). ------
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candidate had such men as Senator Glass, Newton D. Baker, Alfred .' 
E. Smith, and owen D. Young •••• The President had to fight his 

own battle as well as to direct it. He deserves at least a 

tribute for gallantry in action •••• The campaign closes with 

every indication of a sweeping v1ctorJr~or Governor Roosevelt • 

••• But the conviction need not c auae any Democrat to withhold 

praise from an adversary who has thrown every ounce of his 

strength and courage into what he must~8ve felt was a losing 
136 

combat." 

Prai se for Roos eve 1t came from the same source written on 

November 5. "Whatever will be the outcome on Tuesday, the 

campaigning methods of Governor Roosevelt will long furnish an 

interesting study in American politics. Let it be said at once 

that he has shown himself to be a skillful politician. He has 

made no bad blunders whether in speech or in personal attitude • 

••• Governor Roosevelt emerges from this severe test with a 

reputation enhanced ••• his frankness has been transparent • • • 

he has disclaimed any superhuman powers. • • • Of his poise and 

restraint throughout the campaign little but pnaise can be 

said. ••• He never stooped to play upon their (the discontented 

and resentful) passions or to inflame their animosity against 

136. ~., November 7, 1932, (editorial). 
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the Hoover Administration •••• There is nothing of the un-.' 
scrupulous agitator in Franklin Delano Roosevelt •••• He has 

carried a winning personality into his campaigning but has not 

degraded his standards as a high bred and educated man. He has 

preserved both his official and his ~~ividual dignity. With 

the tide visibily flowing in his favor, it has been easy for 

him to shun anything like the tricks of a political mountebank. 
1\ If the end crowns the work, in his case, the example which he 

has set ought to be full of instruction as well as of warning 
137 

to politicians anxious to learn the secrets of their trade." 

137. Ibid., November 6, 1932, (editorial). 



CliAPTER VI 

THE RESILTS OF THE ELECTION .' 
A sweeping victory had been predicted for Governor Franklin 

D. Roosevelt. The Literary Digest poll showed him to be a sure 
1 

winner as did other polls taken during, 'Wle campaign; betting 

odds favored his winning and well informed newspaper men con­

ceded victory to him; yet when the returns were tabulated, his 

victory was greater than prohesied. • Mr. Roosevel t won the 

electoral votes of forty-two states and carried the Democratic 

ticket to victory in the states where the contest was keenest. 
2 

of the thirty-six governors elected, thirty-one were Democratic. 

Party lines were broken and many staunch Republican States gave 

their votes in the Electoral Colle ge to the Governor of New York. 

Governor Roosevelt's majority over President Hoover'. was 

greater than Hoover's majority over Smith in 1928, both by 

popular vote and electoral vote. Hoover controlled 444 electortl 

votes in 1928, and was given a popular vote of 21,392,199, while 

former Governor Smith received 87 electoral votes and a popular 

vote of 15,016,443. In 1932, Mr. Roosevelt was given an 

electoral vote of 472 votes, a popular vote of 22,821,857. 

President Hoover received only 59 electoral votes and a popular 

1. ~ ~ ~ Times, November 4, 1932, (news item). 
2. Review ~Reviews, V 86, (December, 1932), (editorial). 
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vo~e of 15,761,841, almost the same size as the vote Mr. Smith .' 
poJ11ed in 1928. The e1eotoral vote President Hoover reoeived 

froom the six states, Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, Conneotiout, 

perDIlsy1vania and Delaware, was a modern low for a Repub1ioan 
3 

preesidentia1 oandidate. . ..... 
The following table gives the popular and e1eotora1 vote by 

state in both the 1928 and the 1932 e1eotions: 

No~- Nor- Inde­
maJn1y ma11y cisive 
Reg;>. Dem. 

Hoover 
vote 
1928 

Can. 

Cornn. 
Den. 

lIn. 
Ina. 
Io-.a 
Kan. 

Mamne 

Mass. 
Mioh. 

Ala. 

Ark. 

Fla. 
Ga. 

Ky. 
La. 

Md. 

Miss. 
Mo. 

120725 
Ariz. 52533 

77751 
1162323 

Colo. 253872 
2966.14 

68860 
144168 

63498 
Idaho 98848 

1789141 
848290 
623818 
513672 
558064. 

51160 
179923 
301479 
775566 
965396 

27153 
834080 

Mont. 113300 

Smith 
vote 
1928 

,. 
Hoover Roose­

vote ve1t 
1932 vote 

1932 

1932 Vote 
E1. in 
vote '28 

127797 34675 207910 11 
38537 36104 79264 3 

119196 28467 189602 9 
614365 847902 1324157 22 
133131 189617 250877 6 
252040 288420 281632 8 
36643 57073 54319 3 

101764 69170 206307 7 
129602 19863 234118 12 

53074 71312 109479 4 
1313817 143Z756 1882304 29 

562691 677184 862054 14 
378936 414433 598019 11 
193003 349498 424204 9 
381070 394716 580574 11 
164655 18853 249418 10 

81179 166631 128907 5 
223526 184184 314313 8 
792758 736959 800148 17 
396762 739894 871700 19 
124539 5180 140168 9 
662562 564713 10'35406 15 
78578 78078 127286 4 

D 
R 
D 
R 
R 
R 
R 
R 
D 
R 
R 
R 
R 
R 
R 
B 
R 
R 
D 
R 
D 
R 
R 

3_ Dai11 Times, (Chicago), November 3, 1936, (Chart). 

Vote 
in 

132 

D 
D 
D 
D 
D 
R 
R 
D 
D 
D, ..... 
D 
D 
D 
D 
D 
D 
R 
D 
D 
D 
D 
D 
D 



Nor- No~- Inde­
ma11y mally eisive 
Rep. Dem. 

Neb. 
Nev. 

N.H. 
N.J. 

Hoover 
vote 
1928 

157603 
18327 

115404 
926050 

69645 

Smith 
vote 
1928 

102660 
14090 

Hoover 
vote 
1932 

. 
99212 
12674 

80715 103629 
616517 775684 

N.M. 48211 54217 
N.Y. 2193344 208986319379t:45 

N.C. 348992 287078 208344 
N.Dak. 131441 106648 11772 
Ohio 1627546 8642101227679 

Okla. 39i046 219174 188165 
ore. 205a41 109223 136019 

Roose- 1932 'ote 
nIt E1. in 
vote vote '28 
1932 

183515 4 R 
28756 3 R 

100680 4 R 
806630 16 R 

95089 3 R 
2534959 47 R 

497566 13 R 
178350 4 R 

1301695 26 R 
516468 11 R 
213871 5 R 

Penn. 2055382 10675861453450 1295948 36 R 
R1 I. 117522 118973 115266 146604 4 D 

S.c. 3188 62700 1978 102347 8 D 
S.Dak. 157603 102660 99212 183515 4 R 

Tenn. 167343 195388 126806 259817 11 R 
Tex. 361036 341032 97959 760348 23 R 

Utah 94618 80985 84795 116750 4 R 
Vt. 90404 44440 78984 56266 3 R 

Va. 164609 140146 89637 203979 11 R 
Wash. 335844 156772 208645 353260 8 R 

W. Va. 375551 263784 330731 405124 8 R 
Wise. 544205 450259 347741 707410 12 R 
Wyo. 52748 29299 39583 54370 3 R 

Arranged from United States map "Presidential Battle 
Ground," Daily Times, (Chicago) , November 3, 1936. 
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Vote 
in 

'32 

D 
D 
R 
D 
D 
D 
D 
D 
D 
D 
D 
R 
D 
D 
D 
D 
D 
D 
R 
D 

.~ 
D 
D 



When returns on Election Night indicated the certain 

election of Franklin Delano Roosevelt, President Hoover sent 

113 

from hi s home in Palo Alto, Calif ornis., the following telegram 

to the President-elect; "I congratul~~ you on the opportunity 

that has come to you to be of service to the country and I wish 

for you a most successful administration. In the common purpose ,. 
of all of us, I shall dedicate myself to every possible helpful 

4 
effort." Governor Roosevelt replied; "I appreciate your 

generous telegram for the immediate as well as t he more distant 

future. I join in your gracious expression of a common purpose 
5 

in helpful effort for our country. It 

4. ~ !!! ~ Times, 
5. ~., 

November 9, 1932, 
November 10, 1932, 

(news item). 
(news item). 





9 
to the Governor and his party. His opponent had hoped for a .. 

115 

major blunder in the Democratic campaign but 1t was not farth-
10 

coming. 

Confidence was expressed in the ability of the newly 

elected President. He had proved hi~~~f an able administrator, 

had shown skill as a leader and during the campaign, had 

exhibited persona1 qualifications which endeared him to his .. 
fellow Americans. He was assured their loyalty and cooperation, 

and assured party support in Congress. It was said that he cou1 
11 

"lead the country along _ safe highway to economic recovery." 

The Seventy Third Congress was g01ng to be a Democratic one 

with the wets in control of both Houses. The Democrats had 313 

seats in the House, a record, and the ir margin in the Senate 

was 12. Important Republican spokesman, Senators Bingham, Moses 
12 

Watson aqd Smoot, went down to defeat with their party. 

Writers on the subject gave about the same reasons for the .... 

Democratic landslide, laying it to the "depression, grouch, and 
13 

resentment against the Prohibition Amendment. '. Some of them 

blamed Mr. Hoover, and others the circumstances of which he was 

said to be the victim. 

Sympathy was oft times expressed for the President who was 

9. Ibid., November 13, 1932. -0. Looker, 253-264. 
1. !!::! !!!: ~ Time s , 

12. Ibid., 
13. Ibid., -The Post, Denver). --

November 9, 1932, 
November 11, 1932, 
November 10, 1932, 

(editorial) • 
( news item). 
{reprint from 
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"the fitting target for the clings and arrows of outrage.9us 

fortune. " His great mistake was that he identified himself 

with his party's wrong policies in 1928. His party took the 

credit for good times and had to accept blame for the bad. "A 

party which takes credit for the rai~must bear the blame for 

the drought" said the late Dwight Morrow in his campaign for 
14 

Sena tor from New Jersey in 1930. Presiden t Hoover war ked hard ,. 
to lead the country out of its difficult situation and exhibited 

a steadfast devotion to duty, but in vain he struggled against 

misfortune. His friends deserted and his enemies assaulted him. 

When it was evident that the campaign was going against him, he 

assumed the whole load of it, putting up a good fight against 

discouraging odds. It was then that he was highly praised for 
15 

his courage. The campaign aged Mr. Hoover noticeably and his 

voice over the radio on the eve of election day was weary and 
'16 

tired, while his opponent at the end of his strenuous cam-
17 

paign looked "as if he were about to begin it." 

The Republican party had looked for a decided upturn in 

business and a decrease in unemployment in the Summer and Fall 

of 1932. There were signs of spasmodic recovery but these were 

isolated and of short duration. The Farmer s' strike in th~ 

14. Elliot Thurston, "Hoover Cannot Be Elected," Scribner'S 
Magazine, V 91, (January, 1932), 13 - 16. 

15. ~!!! ~ Times, November 9, 1932, (editorial). 
16. William Allen White, "Herbert Hoover: The Last of the Old 

Presidents or the First of the New?" The Saturday Evening 
Post, (March &~ 1933). -

17. r w Pe ~€IC. "T sident Elect," Harper's Magazine, 



11'7 

Northwest, begun in August, attempted to enforce their slogan, 
18 ~ 

"Stay at home and sell noth~ng," although not widespeead, did 

counteract the rise in stocks and the better times spurts in 

business. 

In reviewing Mr. Hoover t s record .. · .. ~here is something to be 

said for and against him. The press, was generally critical of 

him, a condition said to have been of his own making. The press 

built him up, and he seemed to be afrai~ of their power to pull 

him down, and was unduly sensitive to unfavorable publicity. Mr 

Hoover was rather affectionately regarded by them until he went 

to the White House, when he seems to have change,a his attitude 

toward the "Gentlemen of the Press" from a friendly to a sus-
19 

picious one. Yet during the Presidential campaign, some of t 

newspaper men who had been his severe critics earlier in his 

administration, were willing to give him the credit they felt 

was his due. He was praised for his serious attempts to help .~ 

the country out of its difficulties, praised for his keen sense 

of duty, and praised for his serious conception of his high 

office. Attention was called to his good qualities as well as 

those thought to be a detriment to him. In the matters of admin­

istrative planning he was said to excel, but failed when he 

faced matters of policy. In looking back over his record, up to 

18. The New York Times, August 16, 1932, (news item). ------19. Paul Y. Anderson, "Hoover and the press," 
The Nation, V 133, (October 4, 1931), 382 - 384. 
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the opening of the campaign, it was said that although he had .' attacked many problems, "none has really been solved, although 
20 

they migh~ have been in a partially solved state." 

He took counsel from "financial adventurers and industrial 

sweaters," most of whom helped to preoipitate the present 
.. 47 

situation rather than from the "real brains of the oountry who 
21 

were not consulted." His achievements were greater than his 

failures but "his failures were conspi~ous." 
22 

Mr. William Allen White, said this of his good friend, the 

Presidentj "So History stands hesitant, waiting for time to tell 

whether Herbert Hoover is merely a failure as a politician or a 

success as a statesman; whether by pointing the way to social 

recovery this President is the first of the new presidents to 

come to power fifty years before his time or whether by battling 

so valiantly against assaults upon the American spirit of the 
23 

fathers, he is the last of the old. n 

20. Allan Nevins, "President Hoover's Reoord," 
Current HistorI, (July, 1932). 

21. Paul Y. Anderson, "The Crisis Reaohes Washington, It 
~ Nation, V 134, (January 20, 1932), 66. 

22. Arthur Krock, "President Hoover's Two Years, tt 
Current HistoEl, July, 1931. 

23. White, ~ Saturday Evenin~ ~. 



.' 
BIBLIOGRAPHY 

.~ 
There is no dearth or available material written on 

different phases of the Campaign of 1932, nor on the Hoover 

Administration. Magazines, and newspaiers carried articles in 

e~ery issue that had something to say about the men who figured 

in the campaign, about their policies and politics, about social 

and economic conditions as well as political trends and 

observations. Many of these articles have been carefully read 

and evaluated but do not appear in this bibliography. Some are 

omitted because their viewpoint is expressed in other articles 

and the writer had to make a choice. The daily accounts of the 

political situation were read in ~ !!! ~ Times from • 

January 1, to December 1, 1932, and rrom september 1, 1930 to 

January 1, 1931. Monthly, bi-monthly, and weekly issues of the 

periodicals were read for a similar period. The material which 

has been most helpful is listed rirst. 
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NEWSPAPERS AND PERIODICALS .' 
The New York Times, The Nation, Time, Forum, The New York Times 
Maga~e, The American-Pol*tical~ence RevIe.W; ~r~History, 
Scribner's Magazine, The Atlantic Monthly, Review of Reviews, 
America, ~ Saturday Evening ~, ~ North American Review, 
Fortune, Harper's Magazine. . .... , 

PRIMARY SOURCES 

The Congressional Record v 75, The 72.rui Congress; Campaign ~ 
of ~ Democratic party Candidates ~ Issues (New York, 1932); 
Ex-President Coolidge and President Hoover Campaign Speeches of 
1932, Doubleday Doran and Co., (New York, 1933); Walter Star 
Meyers and Walter H. Newton, The Hoover Administration; A 
Documented Narrative, (Charle;-Scribner's Sons, New York; 1936). 

SECONDARY SOURCES 

walter Lippman, Interpretations, 1931-1932, Selected and Edited 
by Allan Nevins, (The Macmillan Company, New York, 1932). 
Contains a series of comments and observations on political 
issues and men in public life... 

Walter Lippman, ~ of Destiny, (The Macmillan Company, New York, 
1927). Contains short sketches of important men in political 
life in the first half of the decade 1920 - 1930. 

Earle Looker, The American Way, (Franklin D. Roosevelt in 
Action), {The John Day Co., New York, 0 1933). Tells about the 
early events in President Roosevelt's Administration with an 
account of important happenings occurring immediately before it . 
began. 
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Will Irwin, Herbert Hoover, ! Reminiscent Biographz, (The 
Century Co., New York, c. 1928). , 

. 
William Hard Who's Hoover, (Dodd, ~~ and Co., New York, 
1928) • 

HISTORIES 

Fremont P. Wirth, The Development of America. (American Book 
Co., New York, c. 1936). 
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