McCARTHYISM BEFORE McCARTHY:

THE 1938 ELECTION IN SOUTH DAKOTA
by

John E. Miller

Election campaigns illuminate not only public problems and
issues; they also lay bare the private fantasies and frustrations of pea-
ple and provide clues to the symholic mental environments within which
they operate. Campaigns are cultural as well as political processes.
The rewards they offer are symholic as well as tangible, elusive and
ambivalent as well as concrete and direct. While there is utility in
Harold Lasswell's model, which states that politics determines "who
gets what, when, how," " much can be gained by conceiving of politics
as a process involving the manipulation of symhols, the working cut of
justifications and rationales for public actions, and the development of
relatively consistent ideclogies useful for explaining stands on issues
and establishing group identifications. ¢

After the First World War, Western intellectuals grew increasingly
sophisticated abeout the processes by which pecple acgquired their ideas
and the manner in which political rhetoric and propaganda could be put to
use in the service of partisan causes. Walter Lippmann, in Public Opin-
ion, a path-breaking work published in 1922, stated that it was "clear
enough that under certain conditions men respond as powerfully to fic—
tions as thecy do to realities, and that in many cases they help to create
the very fictions to which they respond.” He went on to observe that
"ne successful leader has ever been too busy to cultivate the symbols
which organize his following.” They establish unity, he said, and
therefore they "have been cherished by leaders, many of whom were
themselves unbelievers, because they were focal points where differences
merged." In addition, leaders realize that symbols can be used to move
a crowd, "In the symhbol emotion is discharned at 2 common target, and
the idiosyncrasy of real ideas blotted ocut. "

Hitler's rise to power demonstrated how easily publics could be
manipulated. During the twenties, discussicn of Freud's theories under-
girded the notion that hnman nature is essentially irrational. During the
thirties, propagandsa analysis attracted widespread attention while se-
mantics grew in influence. Hooks such as Stuart Chase's The Tyranny af
Words {1938), which introduced general zudiences to the insights of
semanticists such as Alfred Korzybski and I. &, Richards, and the widely
popular books of Thurman Arnold, The Symbols of Government {1935) and
The Falklore of GCapitalism (1937), helped convert what had been & minor
academic specialty into a widely discussed topic. 4

The New Dcal challenged many traditions and shibboleths of
American capitalism while a welter of new federal agencies performed
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the much needed task of shoring up its foundations. There were many,
however, whao believed that Roosevelt and his brain trusters were under-
mining everything dear to American scciety and that they were leading the
country toward Communism or fasciam. These fears, exaggerated as they
were, were undoubtedly real in the minds of many Americans, and jt ra-
quired little imagining on their parts to give credence to stories and
rumers circulating about Communists in government offices and treason
in high places.5

In recent years historians have demollshed the notlon that Mc-
Carthyism emerged full-blown on February 9, 1950, in Wheeling, West
Virginia, when Wisconsin's junior Senator told a Republican women's
club that he had a 1ist of 205 card-canying Communlsts who were in the
employ of the State Del::arlzmenl.6 South Dakota history provides further
evidence of how antl~communism was utilized for partisan political ends
during the years before 1950.

In 1932, South Dakotans, suffering from unprecedented problems
of unemployment, drouth, and low farm prices, deserted tradition and
returned Democratic majorities in the presidential, congressional, guber-
natorial, and legislative rsces. The social and political upheaval of
the decade polarized voters, who lined up with the New Deal or against
it, on the side of labor or the Main Street businessman.?

As in many other states, the election of 1938 in Scuth Dakota
culminated a long series of ideological battles, After six years of Demo-
cratic rule in Washington, the sit-down strikes, court packing, an exec-
utive reorganization bill conservatives denounced as dictatorial, and
Roosevell's unsuccessful "purge" of the Democratic party, the election
drew out conservatives of all types who coalesced to vent their frustra-
tions against liberal New Deal pl::lici.es.8 That year Karl Mundt first
wcnt to Congress, where he puilt a reputation as an autspoken anti-
communist over the next 34 years. His success and that of his Republi-
can colleagues came at the expense of Dempcratic candidates who were
smeared as being radical and communistic. The election thus provides
a case study of MeCarthyism before McCarthy--an election in which
candidates were recklessly accused of communistic leanings in order to
discredit them.

Heading the Republican ticket in 1938 was Chan Gurney, a Yank-
ton husinessman who defeated Governor Leslie Jensen in the Republican
Senatorial primary. Jensen's decision to try for the Senate opened the
way [or state party chairman Harlan J. Bushfield to run for the governar-
ship. The popular and staunchly conservative atterney from Miller de-
feated Sioux Talls attorney Blaine Simans, a representative of the Nor-
beck progressive faction in the primary. Running for re-election in the
Seecond Congressional District, which covered the sparsely popuiated
area west of the Missouri River, was Francis Case, 2 newspaper editor
and publisher from Hot Springs.



The first district Congressional nominee, Karl Mundt of Madison,
although never having held elective cffice, was already one of the best-
known politiciansin the state. After losing by only 2,570 votes to Demo-
cratic Congressman Pred Hildebrandt two years earlier, he encountered
no primary opposition in 1938, Holding an M.A. degree from Columhbia
Teachers College, he had taught public school before going into the
real estate and insurance buslness with his tather in Madison. In addi-
tion, he taught speech, political sclence, and economics at Easteru
State Normal School until resigning in 1936 to run for Congress. He
helped organize the National Forensics League, was named state presi-
dent of the Izaak Walton League, bacame district govemnor of Kiwanis
clubs in Minnesota and the Dakeotas, and served on the State Game and
Fish Commission. He was also a2 Mascn, an Elk, an Qdd Fellew, a
Woodman, a Methodist, and a member of the Eastern Star. He became
widely known for his cratorical skill and spoke frequently before civic
groups. Since his chlldhood be had possessed an "urge to sell, " and
throughout life, according to his secretary when he entered Congress,
he was “asscciated with salesmanship and selling--products from his
truck garden, the lish he caught, fire extinguishers, books, knowledge
o students, real estate, insurance, and--now--governmental policies
and legislative ideas.,"d

On the Democratic side, Oscar Fosheim, a farmer from Howard,
won the gubematorial nomination. He had been born in 1835 on the farm
his Father, a Norwegian immigrant, had homesteaded 15 years earlier.
Although he took courses at South Dakota State College and at Mankato,
Minnesota, he later recounted, "Most of my education was derived when
walking back of the walking plow in bare feet.” After serving in the Army
during World War I, he sold real estate in California before returning to
farm near Howard. Encouraged by friends, he ran successfully for the
legislature in 1930 and won re-election to the lower house in 1932, 1934,
and 1536, He and Emil Loriks, the First District Congressional nominee,
were dubbed the "Gold Dust Twins” for their vigorous efiorts to put an
ore tax on the Homestake gold mine, located at Lead in the Black Hills, 10

Loriks, a farmer from Arlington, had to defeat five other Democratic
contenders to earn the right to oppose Karl Mundt., & vear younger than
Fosheim, Loriks worked a farm that his grandfather had homesteaded when
the railroad came through during the early 1880's. After graduating tram
Eastern State Normal he had obtained a master's degree from the Univer-
sity of Nebraska and taught high school sclence and coached basketball
at Alma, Nebraska, before enlisting in the air corps when the United
States entered World War I. He was awaiting overseas ovders when the
armistice was signed. After another year of school teaching he turned
down a college teachlng offer and returned to farming.

Following his father's lead, he joined the Non-Partisan League.
He also helped organize the Farm Bureau in the area. People encouraged
him to go inte public service, and in 1926 he won a seat jin the state
senate, where he remained until 1333. Meanwhile he left the Farm
Bureau and joined the Farmers Union after approvingly observing its
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activities in Pierre. When the Farm Holiday organized in the stata in
1332, he hecame itz executive secretary. Two years later he took over
as president of the South Dakorta Farmers Union. He and Qszar Fosheim,
who served as its vice president, worked closcly together and aften trav-
eled to meetings te beikd up their following,

They were jwinec on the ticket by former Congressman Theo Werner,
trying to recapture his olc second district Congrossionzal seat, :nd former
governor Tom Bermy, both ol whomn were eszentially conservative in their
outlocks, The 58-vear old Berry, a successful rancher from Belvidere,
had ridden into oftice on Roosevelt's coatteils in 1832, Although he had
paid lip-service to the New Deal during bis four vears as governor, his
Republican successcr, Leslie Jensen, took more liberal positions than
he. Trying for a comeback in 1933, he wore his usual cowboy hat and
printed on his campaign cards the =slcgan, "We necd ‘*hoss' sense at
Washington.™ In winning the Senatorial nemination Berry had dereatad
Congressman Pred Hildebrandt, a railroaa mzn from Walertown who had
decided to go after the Senate nomination rather than face Karl Mundt
again.

In bindsight. one of the irznies of the 1938 clection was Farl
Mundt's insistence upon being labelled o liboral ch'.lhlic;isn.lZ Such
2 puhlic image would appes] to both disenchanted Democrats and pro~
gressive Republicans. Mundt announced, "I am & liberal Republican who
wants government to go forward the American wav."13 He wrote the late
Senator Peter Norbock's brother Enoch, "I have always considered myselt
a Progressive Renublican; as you know, I was a supporter of Fote's and
have campaigned with him both in Hamlin County where I [ormerly lived
and in Lake County, I wisited P~te in hiz home abcut o week before the
last ¢lection and shall alwave remember his last remark to me which ke
wrote on a slip 25 [ was leaving his room. It read, 'Everyone in this
house 18 for vou in this campaign. ' 14

Mundt's shrewdly calculated rhetorical appeal to liberals was
buttresscd by the activist posttions he took on several major issues.
Most obvious was his pitch for farm support, The central theme of his
campaign, just as it had been in 1936, was “A Fair Chance for a Free
People, 15 what this would mean for workers , vcterans, the aged,
businessmen, youth, taxpayers, end teliefl recipients was spelled out
in his campaign brochure, most of which was devoted to farm issues, 1B
The centerpiece was "cost of production, with profit,” Exactly how that
goal wauld be accomplished remained vague, but Mundt endorsed a variety
of federsl subsidies and activities to promote agriculture, He thought it
not incongruous to advocate cost of production while simultanecusly
warning against excessive, socialistic governmental intervention in the
free market.

In addition, ke declared himself to be strongly in favor of federal
aid to pifucation, because, he said, schools were reaching the breaking
peint. He supported aid to public end parochial schools will full control



to romain with local authonties. "I tnat be treason,” he told his liz-
terers, "leot the opposition hang me from the nearest sour apple tree . "

£

Munct also coorten the Jabor vote, a small one in South ekota,
andording the right of weorkerz o crganice and Largain collectively . On
tiie hustings he asserted that he wae "definitely svmpathsiio with the
sarpose and program of orguani-ed lJobor, " a6 that he stood for "friendly
urdarstanding with the lazborcr, "™ But his citation of the protective rariif
37 the major Repuslicadr contribudon to the weifern of 1aborers and the
"influx of immiaration, a free-tradge munia, 4nd naticnalization of labor”
a3 tho major dangers facing them must have soundsd rather bizatre to
lagor union activizts. 9

The suestion of old JJe pensiunz was 4 zticky one. The Demo-
crats straworiorweray endorsed the Townzead plan. Having recgived
Townoend suppart bwo yaats carlicer, Moaredt continued to court their
favar without actually endorsineg their program,  Mosl economists con-
sicered the Towasgena plan ill-conceived and unworkcoele. The steunchly
ropublican S3icux Falls Argus-Leacdor catled [t "5 radical and funtastic
mazsule' which "out-deals tiie New Dear” and Vis too extreme oven fer
President Roogevelt." By supperting it, Eie paper contended, the Demo-
crats--Borry, Loriks, Wermner, and Tosnheim—-nacd "acaled thcir door.

fon Iuly acbate on the 2ill while celiing for "iiherza] and adaequate ponsions.
Privvately he coamumcated freguently with Townsend leaders, assuring
them ol his sympathy tor their couse. )9

While secking to establish his identity az a lieeval, Mundt also
worked privately to shape & state platicerm that would vndercut the eaupeal
of Loriks and Fosheim to Tural woters. By approprioting maioe .rourams
of the "armers Union while simualtanecusly attackinn itz leadnvs ior
radicalism and extremism, the Republicans invited zupport o7 a1l s1ncs.
Mundt worked with ©. H. Everson, who nad boon state president of the
Farmers Union from 1929 to 1934 anc naticne! presicent lrom 1949 1o 1957,
Evarson was a conservative who severely criticizod Waw Dieal form pro-
grams and vented his #plecn against Emil Lomks, whe nad zuccrcdend ndm
as state president in 1334, 20

Evorson's suggestion that the Republicans could carry the bulk
=f the [arm vote av incorporating the Farmers Union program into tneir
wlatform kindled enthusiasm in Karl Munedt, wr‘m relayed the message to
Chan Gurney and =tate chairman J. U, Caarn. -1 although the state can-
veontion reiled to adopt overy point, it dic give pramndnent attentian to
the firs: two point= of the Fermers Union prograni: cosl of production and
nrotection o pome markets. €2 Pnat {all Everson and Poter V. Hansen,
whoe wie secTetary of the Cost-of-Proouction Clul:, traveleo aroonge thoe
state togothor attacking foriks and Tospeim anc the New [2eal and urging
stior of BEopublican ::a:'ldidab:}s“53

Ed Fennedy, who had served os naticnal secrctary ci the FParmers

Lietoi duting Bvrrson's tenure as president, also came out agsinsgt Loriks
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and Fosheim and the New Deal, and John W. Batcheller, another former
state president of the organization, also camec out for the Republicans.
But at the state canvention the leaders and rank-and-file stated their
admirat_;"ign and gratitude for Loriks and Fosheim's work for the Farmers
Union. =~

With people like Everson and Hansen serving as point men
against the opposition, Karl Mundt could afford to focusz his attention
upan the positive side of the Republican platform. For instance, he
let others carry the ball on criticizing Emil Loriks for having served as
a paid "collaborator" {a term which apparently sounded more sinister to
them than "econsultant, " which he in fact had been very briefly) in Henry
Wallace's Department of Agriculture. But privately, Mundt avidly sought
out additional evidence of Loriks' "collaboration,” indicating to an aide
of Congressman Francis Case how useful it would be to have information
about Lorlks' involvement with the Department In the hands of local Farm-
ers Union presidents and suggesting that it would serve "as a whole
array of red flags for someone.” Mundt recognized that the information
would have greatest cffect coming from somebody besides himself, "I
could transmit this information in its specific form to certain places
where it could do me just a whole lot of goad between now and election
time," he wrote. "I do not expect to use it myself in any way but by
giving this informatlon to the proper Farm-Union leaders it would be very
beneficial.” -2

Murdt likewise relied on others to undermine his oppanent's
credibiliky and ta cast doubt on his character and public record. Plously
stating his intention to avoid discussing perscnalities, he promised not
to be "tcased, tantalized, or tricked into being diverted from the funda-
mental issues of this campaign.” He warned people that the Democrats
would engage in disgusting spectacles of personal diatribe--"Tammany
stvle"--and complained that his opponent had "bitterly criticized" him,
steadfastly maintaining, "I refuse to be drawn into a mud pie battle but
I consider it a compliment that my opponent has been attempting to plas-
ter me from head to [eot, personally, but will not attack my fair chance
for sgriculture program." 26

Mundt really had litt/e need to make personal attacks on Loriks,
considering how many others were doing that already. In conservative
eyes, the Arlington tfarmer was vulnerable on two counts: his New Deal
leanings and his identilication with several allegedly radical or un-
American groups. Loriks had been an admirer of Robert M, La Follette,
Sr., and Woodrow Wilson and had remained a progressive during the
twenties and thirties. Although the South Dakota Farm Heliday was a
relatively tame organization compared to sister groups in neighboring
states, 27 Loriks' association with it and the Farmers Uwnion rendered
him a radical and extremist in the eves of many people. The same taint
was cast upon his friend and colleague, Oscar Foshelm.

Their second offense was to support actively the lahor movement
in a state where unions romained suspect in many minds. In December,
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1937, Loriks and other Farmers Union leaders from neighboring states
attended a conference in 5t. Paul, where they signed an agreement to
cooperate with Labor's Non-Partisan League, a C.I.0. off-shoot, in a
joint legislative program for the (ollowing year. The C.1.0. connection
constituted evidence of Loriks' unacceptable radicalism in the eves of
many conservatives, who especlally saw red after learning that the meet-
ing had been glowingly reported in the Communist party's Daily Worker, 28

Throughout the 1938 campaign this megting was trotted out as
evidence of Emil Loriks' un-Americanism and, in the minds of some peo-
ple, communistde inclinations. Two weeks before the election the Sioux
Falls Arqus-Leader ran an editorial on the compact and Communist party
secretary Farl Browder's approval of it. It noted Loriks' participation
"in an agreement that the national secretary of the Communist party now
heralds 'as one of our most cherished ambitions.' The Arqus-Leader
does not believe that Loriks 15 2 Communist, It does maintain, however,
that his radical approach to Eublic problems is assisting the CIO and, in
turn, the Communist party.” 2

Throughout the campaign the Argus-Teader was the most influen-
tial and one of the worst offenders of faimess and common decency in its
completely unsubtle efforts to associate Lorlks and Fosheim and Congress-
man Fred Hildebrandt with the Communists, It asserted editerjally, "Gov-—
ammental radicalism is a major issue in the South Dakota campaign and
let no one [orget it. .. .They are stirting class hatred. They are encour-
aging dependency....Bear in mind that the Democratic candidates have
received the endorsement of the Communists and other subversive groups
and ask yourselves why. What do they expect from them? Why do they
faver them? Why do they say they will vote for them? The answers are
plain. They believe thelr subversive causes will be advanced to a greater
degree through a Democratic than through a Republican victory. They are
interested in dissension, In strife, and in the destruction of the American
democracy. "3 The Argus-TLeader's influence was statewide and its edl-
torials were widely reproduced in local dailies and weeklies. "We are
not saying that Loriks and Fosheim in fact are Communists," the paper
stated, but then went on to contend, "Candidates who endorse policies
that are communistic in nature should not be surprised when they, in
turn, receive the blessings of the Communists. n3l

What made Loriks' and Fosheim's programs communistic in the
eyes of conservatdves such as the Argus-Leader's editors was their
affinity for liberal and New Deal-type measures that used governmental
power (o promote the interests of farmers, laborers, the unemployed, and
other special interest groups. Yet, they did not hesilate o extol the
candidacy of Karl Mundt, who advocated cost of production for farmers,
federal aid for education, and increased pensicns for the aged.

How are we to Interpret the campaign strategy adopted by the
Republicans in 19387 Were Karl Mundt and his Republican colleagues
sophisticated and cynical image manipulators unconcerned with the



truth? Were they pursuing a well-planned and clearly thought out
strategy to pin the Conunurist label onthe Democrats? It appears more
accurate to say that the party, frustrated afler almost six years of Demo-
cratic ule in Washington, was desperately grasping at any opportunity
propagandatechmques and symbolic theory, but being practical politi-
cians they instinctively geared their thetorical appeals to what they
assumed public opinion to be.

The thirties were a decade ofintellectual and politicalupheawal.
Dunng a period oftransition and flux, people often displayed ambivalence
and indecision. They desired change and improverment but searched simul-
taneously fortraditional guideposts. Politicians sought to bridge the gap
between the past and the futire without tripping on their own contradictions.

Eager to extend their appeal to groups desiring govermental aid,
such as farmers, teachers, veterans, laborers, and busineszmen but
alzo fearful of and opposed to increased govenumertal regulation and
taxation, the Republicans discovered a way out of thar dilerruma by fo-
cusing public attention upon their opponents’ allegedly radical and sub-
symbaols aszociatedwith Lonks and Fosheim, they hoped to gloss over
the contradictory aspects oftheir own program. Undeterred by thelack
of correspondence between the images they projected and the realities
ofthe situation, they playeduponthe concems, fears and prejudices
that were prevalent atthe time. People think and actnot so muchin
response to actual events and conditions as to theirperceptions ofthem,
or, in the words of W. I. Thomas, to their “definitions of the situation.”
Inhiz words, “Ifmen define situations asreal, they are realin their
consequences 2

By the late 1030z, responding to changes wrought by the New
Deal, passionsunleashed by the European dictators, extremist philos-
ophies ofnative dema gogues, and wamings issued by conservative
critics, many people grew increasingly concemed about indigenous
threats to democracy and the “American way oflife ™ Shrewd politicians,
possessing varying degrees of sincerity, enthusiastically adapted their
thetoric to these realities. Anti-conumunismbecame a popular political
themein 1932, Ear Mundthadbeeninveighing against Comrmurism for
many years and had given it prominent attention durnghis first campaign
for Congressin 1936, Ina commencemert address that vearhe wamed
hiz andience that “not all Commmmists are the long-haired, wild-eyed
soap-box type of orators we sometimes see engagedin rabble-rousing on
the street comers of some busy city. By farthe most dangerous type of
Cormumuristis found in our colleges and universities under the guise of
professor of some kind or other.”™ His campaign materialincluded anti-
communism as a prominenttheme *° When Sioux Falls attomey George
J. Danforth launched his unsuccessful bid for the Eepublican Senate
nominationin 1938 his formal announcement stated “The Bepublican
part finnishes the only organized opposition to the corrmrstic and
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socialistic trends of the present day. Our American system of govern-
ment is being overthrown, and a foreign system substituted, based on
cotlectivism, bureaucracy and scclallsm, which lead to t:lil:tator:;hi[::."34

One of the most outspoken anti-communist crusaders in South
Dakota was Arthur Bennett of Mllbank, a Townsendite leader who had
been the Unlon Party Senatorial candidate in 1936. In 193B he ran sec-
ond to Emil Lorlks in & field of six candidates for the Democratic First
District Congressional nomination. Convinced that conspiratorial lorces
had been arrayed against him, he lashed out at the allegedly "communistic"
combinabion of Hildebrandt, Loriks, and Fosheim, Democratic leaders
tried to muzzle hlm, but he persisted in alleging that the South Dakota
Progressive Federation had been organized with communistic money [or
the purpose of nominating the three, who, he asserted, were "not Demo-
crats at heart but radical farmer-laborites. »35 He printed and distributed
a four page brochure warning, "South Dakotans Wake Up- -Tomorrow May
Be Too Late! Communism Is Knocking At Our Very Doors." It featured
a picture of Emil Lorlks and fellow Farmers Union leaders signing the St.
Paul pact, and it breathlessly began, "Not at our front door does Com-
munism raise its ugly and menacing head but in its usual slinking, sini-
ster, treacherous way--like a thief in the night--disguised as 'progress’
te hide its ugly claws, it is attempting to slip in the back door, RIGHT
HERE IN SOUTH DAKOTA, and deprive us of everything we hold dear.”
The brochure went on to charge that the Progressive Federation was
financed and controlled by the Communists, that it had attempted to
organize radical farmers and laborers, that it had been instrumental in
securing thc nomination of Loriks and Fosheim, and that it had fried to
secure Bennrett's withdrawa) from the campalgn. It also rehashed the
case of Lir~ Gale, a Communist who had served briefly on Fred Hilde-
brandt's Washington stall before the Congressman became aware of his
poiltical leanings, and stated that Gale, under an assumed name, had
later worked for the eleclion of Fosheim, loriks, and others whom he
considered to be "great progressives.”

Bennett asked,

What do South Dakota citizens think about
3 self-admitted 100 per cent Communist coming
into the State and helping to dictate cur policies?

And why did our New Deal candidales accept
thiz kind of support?

Why have the New Desal candidates. . . never
repudiated this Communist, Linn Gale?

Does this record explain why the Democratic
state platform adopted in Pierre July lst failed
in a single place to condemn Communism?

The Republican platform condemns Communism
in six specific instances.

Who do you think $outh Dakota Communists
will vote for November B, and why?
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Why does C. H. Sharp, secretary of the
Communist Party in South Dakota, wear a
Fosheim bulton?

And do you want to be joined in this election
with this group bering from within in South Dakota?

Is this Amerina, or what?

Surely the God-fearing, peace-loving people
of South Dakota want none of this sort of thing.

Surely they will resolve to fight to the last
ditch to protect theit homes, their schools, their
freedom of speech and of the press, their religious
freedom, their personal freedom, their American
institutions and ideals.

Surely they will go to the polis on November
&th and repudiate cvery candidate who is under
any .suspicion of having had dealings with the
Communists.

Surely they will rise in their might and strike
3 knockout blow to this ungoedly allignce.

Surcly all ¢lasses, crecds, men and women
of all parties, will join in & united front to Vote
Americaen and Stop Communism in this State.-

Arthur Bennett was net alone in associating Loriks and Fesheim
with communism, SimilsT messages were carried to groups aroend the
state by several clergvmen, including Rev. Q, H, Hove, a Lutheran
minizter from Celman, who asserted, "For an organization or a candidate
to hawve communistic support, either directly or indirectly, means they
aTe headed the way the communists want to go. ™7/ Father J. P. Halpin
of Henry was happy o report that while two years previously few pecple
had heen willing to helicve Karl Mundt's assertions that communism
existed in South Dekota, now the cherges had been proved. Like many
other Catholics, he was ocuttaged hy the letter of support that had gone
to the Spanizh loyalists from & group of libera! Congressmen at "the
very time when in Spain priests were being hanged on telephone poles,
innocent women were being violated, and the church and sacred bones
o the saints were being desecrated. Rl

Mo one attracted greater attention for the anti-communist cause,
however, than Father Hugh XK. Wolf of Garretson. After complieting theo-
Ingical studies at St, Bonsventure, the Buffalo, New York, native had
come in 1827 to Sicux Falls, where he scrved briefly as chaplsin and
dean of studies at Columbugs Normal School, later taking 8 parish at
Garretscn, where he served from 1935 te 1942, Active in civic aifairs,
he became an avid student of Communist sul:version and spoke freguently
an the subject to a wariety of saudiences. Although he was a registered
Democrat, during the 1%20's he eztablished = cordial friendship with
Kar] Mundt. 39

Woll told the Siocux Falls Xiwanis Club that Emil Loriks owed
his reelection #2 state president of the Farmars Union to the support of
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a communist bloc within the organization, citing as evidence a letter

from a McCook County Farmers Union leader. He asserted that Com-
munists were constantly active in Sioux Falls and elsewhere in the state
and were using every opportnnity to spread their propaganda. Like

Arthur Bennett, he also contended that Communists were worklng "under
cover” within the Progressive Federatlon. To prove it he cited the record
of a $200 donation from the €.I1.0. in the minutes of the Federation's
organizational meeting which he jn turn linked with the St. Paul gather-
ing of December, [937. He also trotted out the Linn Gale story. Whether
Karl Mundt was in direct contact with him during the campaign is undeter-
minable, but in later vears he remained good friends with Mundt and with
Mundl's associate and cempalgn aide, Jerry Lammers, an attorney and
stete legislator from Madjson.

The hue and cry againet Communism would undoubtedly have been
even louder that fall had Congressman Fred Hildebrandt defeated Tom
Berry for the Senatorial nomination. His elimination muted the effect ol
the best argument Republicans had of the Communist connection. As it
was, the Republicans made as much mileage as they could out of the
Linn Gale story.

Despite the efforts to question rhe loyalty of Loriks and Fosheim
and the conservative drift of public opinion, by the end of the campaign
Karl Mundl anticipated defeat. Desperately he requested additional
funds from the Republican Congressional Committee, which provided
32000 of the $3500 he spent during the campaiqn, To win their sympathy,
he grj%lénly pictured the Democratic steam-toller that was pitted against
him.

Mainly, he let others carry the bell on the Communist issue, but
on election eve he mentioned the previous day's Communist party rally
in Sisseton, telling people that "the Communist party of South Dakota is
now openly holding political rallies to defe#at me end I accept their op-
rposition cheerfully.” He recalled his long record of opposition to the
party, "Ever since [ first spoke in public against Communism in 1928
after attending a3 Communist rally in New York City and listening to their
rabble-rousing tirades against the capitalistic system and against all
American institutions." he said, "I have been getting mysterious phone
calls and abusive letters after almost every speech and I am now giad to
see them come out of cover," Without refemring to the Democrats, he re-
marked, "I have been fighting the un-Christian and un-American doctrines
af Communism in speeches and articles for over ten years and [ shall con-
tinue to openly and honestly oppese them in 5pite of the added opposition
it produces; in fact, I am glad they recognize in me such a sincere opponent
that they are now holding meetings in an effort to defeat me."43

Toward the end of the campaign Emil Loriks finally took out 2d-
vertisements testifying to his patriotic credentials. "Loriks' Record
For Americanism Speaks Tot [tsell," one of them began. Recounting his
Army service during the war and his activikty as first commander of his
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local American Legion pest, the ad indignantly notes, "It is almost he-
yond bellef that in the face of such record any attempt would he made to
smear the Americanism of Emil Lorlks. . . .He has been, is, and always
will be the same kind of a square, straightforward, clean-cut fellow who
willingly and simply does his duty—--RETHER THAN THE KIND WHO TAKES
IT OUT IN SPREAD EAGLE SPEECHES, n44 The Progressive Federation dis-
tributed a tvoadside making the point more forcefuily. In comparing the
candidates' records, It noted the war service of Loriks and Fosheim and
under the names of Karl Mundt and Harlan Bushfield it indicated in large
capital letters, "NONE, “45

Cne week belore election day, Loriks and Fosheim issued & state-
ment explicitly disowning the support of all "ism groups." That stopped
the Sioux Falls Arqus-Leader from azking why they hadn’t repudiated the
Communists; it simply reiterated its old question of why the Communists
were supporting them,

Explonation for the popularity of the Communist jssue lies jn two
directions. Political motives obwviocusly played a crucial rele. The issue
meshed perfectly with anti-New Dealism. In South Dakots and many
other states Republicans itched to get back intc power.

But peolitical calculations alone do not fully explain the fascina-
ticn that anti-communism possessed for many people. The upheaval of
the thirties left people fearful and uncertain. While totalitarianism
swept Europe, redicalism, liberalism, and other "isms" thrived in the
polarized ideological situation in the United States. A5 power [lowed to
the federal government and its executive branch, fcars of centralization,
statlsm, and dictatorship flourished .17

Withiu this context the anti-radical snd a2nti-communist impulse
burgeconed, Etate legislatures probed radical activities on college campuses,
aouth Dakotans could read about a Chicago economist, formerly an advisor
for the Natlonal Recovery Administration, now warning that the United States
might be on the brink of dictatorship.48 Former Congressman C, A. Chris-
topherson of Sioux Falls asserted that the basic issue in 1933 lay between
constitutional government on the one hand and the threat of Communism
and {ascism on the other.1? Leoc Temmey, former state commander of the
American Legion and current Republican candldate for attomey general,
noted “the lack of Americanism in the Democratic platform and promised
that Republicans would retum to constitutional government which had
been so gravely undermined by the Democcrats'. SU A Sioux Falls Argus-
Leader ~ditorial allowed that it was fully aware that President Roosevelt
was not a Communist but complained abcut the way in which his adminis-
tratlon was determined to interfere with normal recovery of the capltalistie
aystem. 9] Rexford Tugwell, till his departure from Washington, served
as a red flag for those who discemed a “"direction and drift" in adminis-
tration policies towar. collectivism and communism, 92

Such thinking was pervasive, New Dealers were undermining
the Constltution, enforcing collectivism, endangering capitallsm, and
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moving toward dictatorship. Senator Arthur Vandenberg of Michigan,
visiting Sioux Falls in October, cautioned, “If we are ‘going collec-

tivist’- -if we want to malce the central govenmmentat Washington su-
preme. in some Amencan paraplrase of fascism at the nght or conmmurism
attheleft or ‘govemment by executive decree’ m the center - 4f thatis

the Amencan desire, let’s make the choice consciously, deliberately,

and with open eyes ™3

The Republican state platform wamed “Alien philosophies of
govenmment andeconoryhave takenrootin American soil and now
challenge Amencan principles of govemment and free enterpnse. Sub-
wersive practices by our own govemment have undenmimedthe foundations
of our free institutions. The fabnc of our social structure hasbeen
weakened.” Iturged “the inumediate and unequivocal suppression ot re-
moval of cormrrnuistic groups andideas from the state and Federal Gov-
emument.” “The New Deal way,” it stated, “leads nevitably to social
revolution and ultimate entlronement o f either a fascist or a commurst.
dictatorshiop.”®

The most visible manifestation of the anti-conrmmist impulse n
1038 wasthe establishment and activities o fthe House Commuttee on
Un-Amernican Activities, which soon aroused the enmity of New Dealers
andmost ofthose onthe left end ofthe political spectnun. A parade
of witnesses came before it testifying to the subversive or cormrmuristic
politiciansin Califormia, Ohio, and elsewhere. Baskingin the public-
ity spotlight and seemingly intent upon discrediting as many liberalz as
he possibly could, Chamman Martin Dies usedleading questions{e g,
“Most oftheze people are dupes ofthe Commurists, aren’t they? ) to
interrogate generally friendly witnesses, who seemedto have been
chosenmainly for their antipatly to New Dealers and liberals in general 37

Not surpnsingly, South Dakota Bepublicans grasped at the oppor-
tunity forusing HUAC as a weapon during the election campaign, some-
thing which the chaimman had encouraged by his shepherding of other
state probes. On October22 state party chaimman J T Coon, along
with the major candidates- -Harlan Bushfield, Chan Gumey, Karl Mundt,
and Francis Case--formally requested the Dies Corumittee to investigate
statements made by Father Hugh Wolf, Arthur Bennett, M.5. Carpenter,
0. H. Shade, and C.V. Wilson with regard to Conumurist influence in
the South Dakota Progressive Federation, the petitioners asked the comnye
mittee to look mto the charges and to detenmnine whether through the
Federation the Comnmrists were influencingthe Democratic candidates 9

Father Wolfimmediately statedhis willingness to provide docu-
ments and to cooperate with the inguiry and Congressman Dies asked him
to tum over whatever evidence he had of Conmmuast influence in the
Progressive Federation. Hans Ustrud, secretary ofthe South Dakota
Progressive Federation, also invited the conumittee into the state to stage
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a Full, fair, and complete investigation of his organization alnng with
the motives behind Father Wolf's "ridiculous charges™ as well as "the
un-American activities of the Homestake mine," which he asserted
dominated the Republicon party in selecting candidates and financing
electious.”?

The committee failed to act on the Republican request. Qnly
two weeks remained before the election, and it went into recess, Mean-
while, President Roosevelt opened both barrels on if, defending Govemnor
Murphy and accusing the committee of an un-American attempt to in-
flueuce the election. Dies retorted with a condemnation of the administra-
tion's campaign of "misrer-esentations, ridicule, and sarcasm." 58

South Dakotans were divided on the issue. Many agreed with
the President that the committee was partisanly motivated, but manv
others believed with Dies that America was threatened by the presence
of Internal subversion. The economic and social dislocations of the
thirties were conducive to such fantasies. As farms blew away during
the dust storms, cattle perished in the drouth, people went on relief
and to work for the WPA, farm sales were blocked by sngry farmers,
dictators taved in Europe, and power concentrated in Washington, it
was no wonder that people became alarmed with what was going on and
were worried aboul what would happen next. During September and
October, 1938, the Munich cnsis dominated the headlines and the threat
of another European war seemed palpable. The reactiou of many South
Dakotans to Orson Welles' radio drama of "The War of the Worlds™” on
Sunday, October 22, demonstrated how comman was the jitteriness.
While a national <otn-husking contest was going on several miles north
of Sioux Falls, coucession stand operators quickly closed up shop and
dashed into tewn without even turning off the bumers on their stoves,
People swamped newspaper and police offices with calls.

The edginess of people made them more receptive to arguments
based on fear. The communist iSsue moved to cenler stage as the 1938
campaign proceeded. With Karl Mundt and other Republican candidates
appropriating many liberal themes and with Emil Loriks and Oscar Fosheim
and other Demacrats less than enthusiastic about New Deal farm policies,
differences on specific issues tended to get less attention than broad
philpsophical conflicts. Fosheim's major proposal was [or the rapid
disposal by the state of rural credit lands it had acguired through fare-
closure when farmars coulidn't make payments on debts cwed the state
loan program. More controversial was his promise to eliminate sales
taxes and replace them with an increased ore tax on the Homestake
Gold Mine.®0

Emil Loriks, like most other candidates, concentrated upon the
agricultural prohlem, defending New Deal farm pelicies but stating the
necd to go beyond them. Like Fasheim, he identified his party with the
“common Man," asserting that it represented "nickels and dimes" while
the Republicans were champicning the csuse of "the aristocracy and
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corporations 6l fe seemed to define the opposjtion more proadly than
his running mate Fesheim, who concentrated most of his fire against the
Homestake,

In 1938, the Republicans ran a McCarthy-type campaign twelveo
years before Senator Joe MeCarthy burst into national prominence., And
it seemed to work. On electlon day, Republicans swept into oflice, as
Scouth Daketa joined a national swing toward canservakism. Liberals
around the country were in disarray; Murphy in Michigan, Benscn in
Minnesata, Phil La Follette in Wisconsin, and George Eerle in Penn-
sylvania were among the prominent losers. "“South Dakotans Repudiate
New Deal," headlined the Sioux Falls Argus-Leader,62 That was the
major message of the election. Increasingly, people were becoming im-
patient with New Dealers and liberals. They were upset by the sit-down
strikee and labor viclence, with political attecks upon the Supreme Court,
with growing government taxes and power, and with the continued presence
of hard times. "South Dakaota Joined with Nation in Handina Rebuff to
National Administration,"” was the headline on the Webster Reporter and
Farmer, 63

The swing to the right was obvious to everyone, but in South
Dakota that should have been less surpriging than was the continued
strength demonstrated by the Democrats. Certainly, not everyone
agreed that the New Deal was dead. Straight-ticket voting was the
rule: the percentages received by the msjor candidates waried within a
[ew points of each other:

OFFICE REFUBLICAN DEMOCRAT Rep. %
. 5. Senator Gurney 146,813 Berrvy 133,064 52 .4
Short Eenate Term Pyle 155,292 McCullen 112,171 581
Conaress, lst Dist. Mundt 111,796 Loriks 95,353 =4.0
Congress, 2d Dist.  (Case 41,335 Wwermner 25,932 E1.4
Covernor Bushfleld 149,362 Fosheim 127,485 54.0
Lieut. Gov. McMurchie 146,225 Haug 120,396 54.8
Atty . Gen. Temmey 144,125 Roddewig 123,671 5:.B

The Republican swing from 1936 to 1938 was small, but it was crugial.

CGrFPICE Rep. %, 193% Hep. %, 1938
U. 5. enate 449.9 52.4
Congress, lst Dise. 49.4 S4.0
Congress, 2d Dist. S1.7 (1.4
Governor 5.6 54.0
Licut. Gov. 0.2 54.8
Atty . Gen. 4%.9 53.8

The legislative lineups, an the other hand, were radicelly altered,
The Republicans increased their majority in the state senate from 2t 20
and in the house from 29 to 48 between 1336 and 1938,
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The election re-established the G.O.P. as the dominant party
in the state for two more decades,. The realignment that was occurring
in a number of other states waited for another generation in Scuth Dakota.
What role the Communist issue played in influencing voters is difficult
to determine. The high degree of attention given to it by Republican
candidates and the big play it received in the press may have influenced
few voters' decisions. No doubt it did more to reinforce previously es-
tabiished positions than to change those decisions. It convinced those
who were already convinced., No big swing occurred in 1938. The un-
fortunate outcome, however, was that red-baiting seemed to he a useful
tactic for winning elections.

Looking back at the election of 1938 in Scouth Dakota, therefore,
reveals the major issues and debates of the time, but it also provides
glimpses of the symbols and images that populated the public mind. Al-
though the spotlight here has heen directed upon imaginings of radical
consplracies, it should not be thought that ideclogical thinking limited
itself to conservative minds. On the contrary, the identification of con-
spiratorial enemies and the nurturing of self-heroic images is pervasive
in politics. Robert Kelley has suggested that "the image of the enem
is the most serious and revealing element in a political persuasion.™ 1

For many South Dakotans the enemies were liberalism, radicalism,
and Communism. For others it was scheming businessmen, rapacious
bankers, and Wall Street. Finding it difficult to locate believable
symbols of evil business in South Dakota, left-wingers had to settle for
the Homestake Gold Mine. It was large, it was tanglble, and it threw
its political weight around the state.

Calling the Homestake upn-American seemed just as ludicrous to
censervatives as calling Farmers Union and CIO members un-American
appeared to liberals. Not surprisingly, intemperate remarks on one
side evoked similar replies from the other. But an important distinction
is worth making. Left-wingers may have been overly obsessed with
business conspiracies, but anti-communists clearly went overboard in
assoclating their opponents with subversive designs. Remarkably enocugh
both Oscar Fosheim and Emil Loriks retained amicable personal relation-
ships with thcir viclorious cpponents In later years. Fosheim, who un-
successiully contested Katl Mundt for his Congressional seat in 1940,
traveled to Washington during World War I[ to testify on a farm bill at
the reguest of Harlan Bushiield, who by now was in the Sendate. Emil
Loriks worked with Mundt to promote favorable federal policies for
South Dakota farmers . 6%

In 1943 Mundt went onto the Heouse Un-Amerlcan Activities Com-
mittee and scon developed a reputation as one of the most vocal critics
of Communism in the Congress. In 1354 it was his reluctant duty to pre-
side over the Army-McCarthy hearings when McCarthy himself became the
subiect of investigation, and his colleague Francis Case was ane of the
six members of a special Senate Committee that recommended the censure
of the junior Wisconsin Senator for conduct "econirary to Senatarial
ethics"” and "obsoucting the constitutional processes of the Senate. nb6
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