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CHAPTER 8—The 1936 ELECTION

This election was in many ways a turning point, a huge victory for the Democrats and such a resounding affirmation of the New Deal—at the same time, some historians maintain that FDR was pushed to the left in anticipation of the election “to cut the ground from under the demagogues, as Elliott Roosevelt put it, but David Kennedy insists “that judgment is surely exaggerated” (p. 242) because only the Wealth Tax Act “truly answers to the description of a Roosevelt political initiative undertaken in direct response to the Coughlin and Long agitation.”
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In some important ways, the campaign started in 1935 as Huey Long toured the country promoting Share Our Wealth—hoped to coalesce the the EPIC, Townsend and Coughlin supporters—Long planned to go to the 1936 Democratic convention as both the head of the LA delegation and as a candidate for president, hopefully with the support of several other southern states—according to Williams, Long would draw enough support from FDR that the Republicans would win the presidency, make a mess and set it up for Huey to run in 1940—one strategy was that Long was not be a candidate, as a third-party, in 1936 so that he would not have the stigma of being a “loser”—Long planned a national campaign bought two new sound trucks and a “sound plane” that could broadcast Huey’s arrival in a town rather than touring on a railroad—James Farley took a poll that showed that Huey could pull 3-6 million votes—in late 1935, Long self-published My First Days in the White House, “a mixture of nonsense and wisdom, of frivolity and gravity” (Williams, p. 845) that set out policies he would enact: a vast public works program, central bank, “absolute government control” of all railroads, money for education so that everyone could attend college, and a comprehensive national public health project

Huey’s energetic campaign pushed FDR to the left as he tried to capture the more radical elements that had supported him in 1932


Senator George Hoar stated that the difference between the Republicans and the Democrats: “The men who do the work of piety and charity in our churches, the men who administer our school system, the men who own and till their own farms, the men who perform skilled labor in the shops, the soldiers, the men who went to war and stayed all through . . . find their place in the Republican party. While the old slave owner and slave driver, the saloon keeper, the ballot box stuffer, the Ku Klux Klan, the criminal class of the great cities, the men who cannot read or write find their congenial place in the Democratic Party.” (quote Shogan, p. 7)

Great site on the election http://www.authentichistory.com/1930-1939/2-fdr/4-1936election/index.html 

An enduring collation was formed between the officers of the union movement, especially the CIO, and the Democratic Party, an alliance that is now in 2012 being questioned as conditions for workers in the US continue to slide backwards


An important person in 1936 was Sidney Hillman—Fraser says the 30s “were an extraordinary time, a time of irreversible transformations, of ancient promises kept and foresworn” (p. xiii)

As Fraser astutely points out, Lewis and Hillman “erected, when they could, organizational devices like SWOC, TWOC, DSOC and PWOC, through which they tightly monitored internal union policy and proceeded with all due deliberations. . . In effect, these were attempts to call mass movements into being by bureaucratic-administrative fiat. The SWOC was a model for this sort of organizational orderliness and command from the top.” (p. 344)—it was the crucial point for unionism, especially after Myron Taylor signed a contract with SWOC “without a shot being fired in anger”—Hillman then created two more:
TWOC (Textile Workers Organizing Committee)

DSOC (Department Store Organizing Committee)—competed with the United Retail employees of American, led by Samuel Wolchok, with remnants of the TUUL group—chartered in May, 1937, by the CIO, it staged a sit-in at Woolworth’s in New York City, where mayor LaGuardia intervened to get a settlement—in November, 1937, the CIO established DSOC under the leadership of Wolchok and Hillman, encouraged by store owners who wanted to deal with a “responsible” officer like Hillman (Fraser, p. 345)
Hillman “craftily” dealt with discontented members leading up to the 1936 election—the goal of transforming the Democratic Party by
· Dumping the southern landlords and planters

· The patronage machines

· Thee “corporatist old guard of the business community

In the Amalgamated, comprised of many refugee Socialists, there was “disdain for the two capitalist parties”—many officers figured to use the threat of a third-party as leverage to push FDR—had to work with The American Commonwealth Political Federation (ACPF), whose intention in 1935 was to start a third party

Rather than building a new party from the ground up—evoked “the great fear of 1935” that anti-New Deal forces (and Hillman regarded Long and Coughlin as “right-wing populists”) (355) [sic]
Through the summer of 1936, FDR evaluated the various factions that opposed him, worrying that they would find some common ground—Alan Brinkley states that Long and Coughlin did not appeal to the very poor but to skilled workers or middle-class professionals who had a hard-won status to protect”—these people were not potential revolutionaries but “apprehensive men of small property”—
FDR then began to position himself as the defender of the structure against revolutionary forces—Kennedy claims FDR began to show his vision for America


New legitimacy for the role of government


New political ideas, like social security


“What was politically possible”


Emphasized community and security

FDR, with John Nance Garner again as VP, was challenged in one primary by an anti-New Deal candidate who lost badly
Democratic Party Convention—showed deep divisions—under James Farley, FDR got rules changes that took significant  power away from southern segregationists, who gave up the “two-thirds rule” that allowed them to basically block and candidate considered too liberal on the race issue—when a black ministered delivered the invocation, Senator “Cotton Ed” Smith (SC), whose wife’s uncle claimed to have fired the first shot for the Confederacy in the Civil War, walked out of the convention, exclaiming “By God, he’s a black as midnight. Get outa my way. This mongrel meeting ain’t no place for a white man. I don’t want any blue-gummed, slew-footed Sengambian praying for me politically.” (quoted Kennedy, p. 341)—“Cotton is king and white is supreme,” Smith proclaimed when  he worked for the cotton protective movement--while traveling in public to Washington, Smith would usually ride on a wagonload of cotton waiving the banner of white supremacy. During his time in Congress, he had a goal to "keep the Negroes down and the price of cotton up." He also developed a reputation for having a violent temper while speaking in Congress and would at times stand on his feet and try to get the floor speaker's attention by repeatedly hacking his armchair with a penknife whenever the speaker angered him—Smith exited the convention a second time when Arthur Mitchell, the first black Democrat elected to Congress, seconded FDR’s nomination—the situation for Smith became more serious after the election, which showed that a candidate, like FDR, could be elected with no white southern voters—the beginning of “the southern strategy” based on racism that would eventually dominate American politics--
Acceptance speech http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=SUZGkNAUSvY&feature=related (1:04)—great presentation

The Republicans nominated Alfred Landon, governor of Kansas, who was such a poor campaigner that columnist Westbrook Pegler lampooned, "Considerable mystery surrounds the disappearance of Alfred M. Landon of Topeka, Kansas.... The Missing Persons Bureau has sent out an alarm bulletin bearing Mr. Landon's photograph and other particulars, and anyone having information of his whereabouts is asked to communicate direct with the Republican National Committee."
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The Republicans made attacking the New Deal the centerpiece of their 1936 election.  They tried to argue that the New Deal was ineffective and that it cost too much.  At every turn, Landon tried to persuade voters to abandon the New Deal and vote for him instead.  He also argued that Roosevelt was slowly moving the country towards a dictatorship.  All of these accusations were reported in the newspapers, and this coupled with Roosevelt not attacking his opponent made it appear that the newspapers were reporting more about Landon attacking the President. 
The 1936 presidential campaign focused on class to an unusual extent for American politics. Conservative Democrats such as Alfred E. Smith supported Landon. Eighty percent of newspapers endorsed the Republicans, accusing Roosevelt of imposing a centralized economy. Most businesspeople charged the New Deal with trying to destroy American individualism and threatening the nation's liberty. FDR campaigned again the “economic royalists” and, with Ickes support, claimed that the major issue of the day was taxation-- 
Amity Shlaes claims that the extreme isolationism of the Republicans also hurt Landon’s campaign—as Italy invaded Ethiopia and reports came from Germany about the existence of concentration camps—these reports were called “Marxist propaganda” by some Republicans, including Hoover who still were interested in working with the Germans—
I welcome their hatred—speech at Madison Square Garden (no video)

 http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=D9yoZHs6PsU (3:18)—GREAT SPEECH
21st Century Economic Royalists http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=071Wl0N1kAg (4:28)—FDR’s speech with modern graphics attacking the right-wing of today

William Lemke was the candidate of the newly-created "Union Party," formed in 1936 by a coalition of Charles Coughlin, Francis Townsend, and Gerald L. K. Smith, who had taken control of Huey Long's Share Our Wealth movement after Long's assassination in 1935. Lemke, who lacked the charisma and national stature of the other potential candidates, fared poorly in the election, barely managing 2% of the vote, and the party was dissolved the following year-- Father Coughlin announced his retirement from the airwaves immediately after the disappointing returns of the 1936 election, but returned to the air within a couple of months—Townsend was elderly and the passage of Social Security took away his issue—

Some FDR allies were moving into opposition—

· James Warburg—was a financial adviser and banker who represented the US at the London Economic Conference in 1933—was a supporter of intervention in Europe—after leaving the administration, he wrote a book Hell Bent For Election—in 1936, he wrote Still Hell Bent and his wife published New Deal Noodles, with rhymes like:




The New Deal is full of hickies




One of these is Mr. Ickes

· Raymond Moley—had left the administration and was moving right—claimed FDR “closed. One by one, the windows of his mind.” (Shlaes, p. 280)

William Dudley Pelley, Chief of the Silver Shirts Legion, ran on the ballot in Washington state, managing to secure less than 2,000 votes
Father Coughlin rants against FDR in the 1936 election http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=IS9_gqCytV4 (5:45)

 
 The 1936 election is best known, among other things, as the first time that the presidential candidates appeared on TV.  Although very few people owned a TV set in their home, those who did have one saw both President Roosevelt and Mr. Landon address political gatherings in different places--
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For the first time in US history, the majority of black voters, who were allowed to vote, voted for a Democrat.  Until this election, blacks had always voted for the party of Lincoln, the Republican Party, because it was under the Republican administration they received the right to vote.  Democrats were dominant in the South, where lynching and segregation was a way of life.  However, Roosevelt following his wife’s insistence, made sure blacks participated in the New Deal programs and received federal jobs—in Harlem, Father Divine said that neither candidate had come to him for support and therefore his parishioners should “stay our hands”
A key influence was the worsening of the drought in the summer of 1936—during the summer, the Resettlement Administration, headed by Tugwell, provided aid—cash and short-term jobs—to 400,000 people and FDR campaigned in Bismarck, ND with Tugwell—during the summer John Steinbeck was traveling through RA camps and met Sherm Eastom, whose family became the model for the Joads—published an article on September 12, 1936 in The Nation that actually outlined Grapes of Wrath, attacking Hoover, Hearst and A.J. Chandler as owners of big farms—
The TVA was looking for a truce with the private power companies—
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Migrant Mother, the book of photos by Dorothea Lange, was published in September, 1936 by the Farm Security Administration—

I saw and approached the hungry and desperate mother, as if drawn by a magnet. I do not remember how I explained my presence or my camera to her, but I do remember she asked me no questions. I made five exposures, working closer and closer from the same direction. I did not ask her name or her history. She told me her age, that she was thirty-two. She said that they had been living on frozen vegetables from the surrounding fields, and birds that the children killed. She had just sold the tires from her car to buy food. There she sat in that lean- to tent with her children huddled around her, and seemed to know that my pictures might help her, and so she helped me. There was a sort of equality about it. (From: Popular Photography, Feb. 1960).


In late summer, people started getting notices about Social Security—the ISC9, which offered to help people set up Social Security accounts—

The issue of the Supreme Court grew during the campaign, especially since FDR’s angry comments at decision nullifying early New Deal legislation led to speculation that he would try to change the court—as indeed he did-- as the country awaited the outcome of a suit against the Tennessee Valley Authority, a Montana Congressman sponsored a measure providing that if the Court struck down the TVA Act, the seat of every Justice who so voted would automatically become vacant

One historical opinion by Bruce Ackerman is a contention that heightened popular involvement in 1936 succeeded in amending the Constitution in a manner just as legitimate as if the country had followed Article V procedures. "Most Presidents do not come into office with a mandate for fundamental change of the kind that Franklin Delano Roosevelt plausibly claimed in the aftermath of the elections of 1936," Ackerman has written. "If the American people were ever endorsing a break with their constitutional past, they were doing so in the 1930's."—FDR’s opponents raised the issue that they were defending the Constitution after FDR made the series of remarks attacking the Supreme Court decision

At the Republican national convention in Cleveland, Herbert Hoover declared: "The American people should thank Almighty God for the Constitution and the Supreme Court" although the Republican Party platform stated:



We pledge ourselves to ... [s]upport the adoption of state laws and interstate compacts to abolish sweatshops and child labor, and to protect women and children with respect to maximum hours, minimum wages and working conditions. We believe that this can be done within the Constitution as it    now stands.
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In Manhattan, New Yorkers lined up to see the Federal Theatre Project's Triple A Plowed Under, with actors portraying Supreme Court justices in giant masks and attacked the Supreme Court on its opposition to the AAA
Carter v. Carter (May 18, 1936)--The Supreme Court's decision in Carter overturned the Bituminous Coal Conservation Act, also known as the Guffey Coal Act, enacted by Congress in 1935. The Act regulated prices, minimum wages, maximum hours, and "fair practices" of the coal industry. Although compliance was voluntary, tax refunds were established as incentives to abide by the regulations. Carter, a stockholder, brought suit against his own company in an attempt to keep it from paying the tax for noncompliance--in a 5 to 4 decision, the Court held that the 1935 Act overstepped the bounds of congressional power. The Court ruled that "commerce" is plainly distinct from "production." Employing workers, setting wages and working hours, and mining coal were found to be part of the local process of production, separate from any trade of goods that could be regulated under the Commerce Clause.”

Striking down the Guffey Coal Act enraged labor unions much as Butler decision striking down the AAA had disconcerted farm groups. "It is a sad commentary on our form of government ... when every decision of the Supreme Court seems designed to fatten capital and starve labor," said John L. Lewis, who headed both the United Mine Workers and the CIO. Even blunter was the United Mineworkers' Journal: "[I]f the decision of the Court is right, then, we need a new Constitution; if the Constitution means what it says, then we need a new Supreme Court."

Morehead v. New York ex. rel Tipaldo 

On July 17, 1936—Franco led the revolt from Morocco into Spain and the Spanish Civil War started--

The 1936 presidential election proved a decisive battle, not only in shaping the nation’s political future but for the future of opinion polling. The Literary Digest, the venerable magazine founded in 1890, had correctly predicted the outcomes of the 1916, 1920, 1924, 1928, and 1932 elections by conducting polls. These polls were a lucrative venture for the magazine: readers liked them; newspapers played them up; and each “ballot” included a subscription blank. The 1936 postal card poll claimed to have asked one fourth of the nation’s voters which candidate they intended to vote for. In Literary Digest's October 31 issue, based on more than 2,000,000 returned post cards, it issued its prediction: Republican presidential candidate Alfred Landon would win 57 percent of the popular vote and 370 electoral votes. 

 “I welcome their hatred”—FDR speech (no video)—great crowd response
 http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=3nuElu-ipTQ (9:43)
October 1, 1936—in a campaign speech at Forbes Field in Pittsburgh, FDR defended the first term, in both philosophic and political terms, stressing the importance of action by the federal government: “Something had to be done. A national choice had to be made. We could do one of two things. Some people who sat across my desk in those days urged me to let Nature take its course and to continue a policy of doing nothing. I rejected that advice because Nature was in an angry mood. . . . I rejected the advice that was given to me to do nothing for an additional reason. I had promised, and my Administration was determined, to keep the people of the United States from starvation. . . . I refused to leave human needs solely in the hands of local communities—local communities which themselves were almost bankrupt. . . .To have accepted that advice would have been to offer breadlines again to the American people, knowing this time, however, that in many places the lines would last far longer than the bread. In those dark days, between us and a balanced budget stood millions of needy Americans, denied the promise of a decent American life. . . .” http://www.presidency.ucsb.edu/ws/index.php?pid=15149 
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“Landon in a Landslide”-- http://historymatters.gmu.edu/d/5168 

The election itself was one of the biggest routs/most lopsided elections in US history--although some political pundits predicted a close race, Roosevelt went on to win the greatest electoral landslide since the beginning of the current two-party system in the 1850s, carrying all but 8 electoral votes. Roosevelt carried every state except Maine and Vermont.

By winning 523 electoral votes, Roosevelt received 98.49% of the electoral vote, the highest percentage since 1820. Roosevelt also won the largest number of electoral votes ever recorded at that time, so far only surpassed by Ronald Reagan in the 1984 election, when 7 more electoral votes were available. In addition, Roosevelt won 60.8% of the national popular vote, the second highest popular-vote percentage won since 1820
The Electoral College results, in which Landon only won Maine and Vermont, inspired Democratic Party chairman James Farley, who had in fact declared during the campaign that FDR was to lose only these two states, to amend the old adage of "As Maine goes, so goes the nation" into "As goes Maine, so goes Vermont." Additionally, a prankster posted a sign on Vermont's border with New Hampshire the day after the 1936 election, reading: "You are now leaving the United States." Some of Roosevelt's advisers even joked that America's fiscal woes might be best solved if he offered to sell Vermont and Maine to Canada-- Interior Secretary Harold Ickes proposed establishing Vermont as a national park to "foster and protect that rapidly disappearing specimen, the homo Republicanus," while Alben Barkley suggested that "Maine and Vermont should be given to the Duke of Windsor as a wedding present."

December 19, 1936—Parrish v West Coast—another 5-4 decision against New Deal programs--
The LaFollette Civil Liberties Committee--from June, 1936 to 1940, a special committee of the U.S. Senate, headed by Senator Robert “Young Bob” LaFollette, (defeated for re-election in 1946 by Joe McCarthy) held the most extensive hearings in American history to that date into employer violations of the rights of workers to organize and bargain collectively. The hearings exposed the heavy-handed, often brutal tactics many of the nation's leading corporations used to prevent their workers from forming unions.

La Follette’s Senate Resolution 266, offered in the fall of 1935, proposed “to make an investigation of violations of the rights of free speech and assembly and undue interference with the right of labor to organize and bargain collectively.” The key thing here is a linkage between the rights of labor and the abridgement of free speech and assembly. It was the La Follette Civil Liberties Committee. Labor organizers and advocates supplied LaFollette with hundreds of stories and narratives of the illegal and autocratic resistance mounted by the nation’s big corporations to the new labor law and the men and women who sought to use it. Heber Blankenhorn and Clinton Golden of the new Steel Workers Organizing Committee supplied La Follette with a list of more than two hundred espionage and strike breaking agencies whose activities had come to their attention over the previous twenty years. Many had been known to the experts and resented by industrial workers, but, as Blankenhorn told the subcommittee, “Moral indignation is no good. Mere indignation has expressed itself for many years. . . . Investigation is urgently needed.” A staff member wrote a sympathetic congressman, “I really believe that today we are the most powerful agency in this country against Fascism.” (Lichtenstein)—Blankenhorn had a background in both labor journalism and publicity management, and was called to join a public relations staff under the National Recovery Act and later worked as an assistant to Senator Robert F. Wagner on the passage of the National Labor Relations Act. Continuing as an industrial economist to both chairmen of the first and second National Labor Boards, the LaFollette Committee hearings and investigations cases launched against the Ford Motor Company in Detroit
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A colorful cast of witnesses, including unrepentant businesspeople and strikebreakers, told how companies had planted spies within the ranks of labor; stockpiled weapons, such as submachine guns, rifles, and tear gas; and subverted local law enforcement by hiring their own police forces. 

The two most famous sets of hearings both occurred in 1937. In the spring the La Follette committee investigated oppressive conditions in the coal-mining company towns of Harlan County, Kentucky. In the summer the committee staged dramatic hearings into the Memorial Day Massacre, during which police had killed ten strikers and wounded a hundred others outside the gates of Republic Steel's South Chicago factory. In 1939 and 1940 the committee brought its investigations to a close by holding hearings on the plight of migrant farm workers in the fruit and vegetable fields of California


The chief counsel for the LaFollette Committee was John B. Abt,


THE SITDOWN STRIKES

It is often disputed how the election of FDR, and the election of Frank Murphy as governor of Michigan, affected the strategies of the auto worker organizers but the historical facts are that the Flint Sit-Down strike, one of the most important moments in US history, and certainly of the 1930s, started within a month, provoked by the decision by GM to move dies to a GM plant in Racine, WI—was GM forced by the election to move, fearing a union upsurge?
FROM THE time of the founding in 1936, the Congress of Industrial Organizations (CIO) was pulled in two directions. On the one hand, it was a mass industrial union, built from below through the succession of rank-and-file-struggles that culminated in the sit-down wave of 1936-37.

[image: image8.jpg]


On the other hand, the union officials at the CIO's helm from the very beginning sought to curtail rank-and-file initiative, and they looked to the Roosevelt administration to help them do it.

CIO leaders like John L. Lewis sought a cozy relationship with Roosevelt, who they felt could be cajoled into a pro-union position. Thus, the year 1936 saw unions like Lewis's United Mine Workers pump millions into the Democratic Party's campaign to re-elect Roosevelt.

Other union leaders, like Sidney Hillman of the Amalgamated Clothing Workers, helped found pseudo-labor parties, like Labor's Non-Partisan League or the American Labor Party, to garner Roosevelt votes from union members who could not stomach voting for the Democratic Party.

Lewis went so far as to say in 1936, "Labor has gained more under President Roosevelt than under any president in memory."

But as Art Preis points out in his firsthand history of the U.S. labor movement, Labor's Giant Step:
He [Lewis] did not say that more company unions had been organized, more workers killed, wounded and jailed, more troops called out against strikers under Roosevelt than under any president in memory.

He did not tell how Roosevelt had strengthened the big banks and industrial corporations and helped tighten the stranglehold of the monopolies on the American economy.

The CIO leaders, virtually all of whom were trained in the conservative traditions of the American Federation of Labor, likewise believed that the CIO could negotiate its labor agreements in the manner that they were accustomed--across the negotiating table.

The last thing they had in mind was the wave of sit-down strikes that involved nearly a half million workers in 1937.

The first recorded sit-down strike of the decade took place in November 1935 in Akron, Ohio, when all rubber workers in the Goodyear truck tire department staged a two-hour strike to protest a wage cut during which workers sat down while a delegation went to negotiate with management.

Management restored the old wage rates.

By January 1936, 2.500 Firestone workers struck to protest the firing of a union member, in a sit-down that lasted several days. Against the strike ended in victory.

Soon the sit-down trend had spread to the auto industry and on December 28, 1936, more than 1,000 workers at Cleveland Fisher Body occupied the plant, demanding a national auto contract.

Within two days, the strike spread to Flint, Mich. Within three weeks, the strike would shut down GM operations not only in Flint, Detroit and Toledo but also at plants as far away as Kansas City and Atlanta.

By the end of the strike, 140,000 of GM's 150,000 production workers had been involved in either a work stoppage or a plant occupation, making demands that included union recognition and a signed contract, the 30-hour week and six-hour day, a seniority system and union input into the speed of the assembly line.
http://socialistworker.org/2011/06/10/the-sit-down-strikes 

December 30, 1936—the Flint Sit-Down strike-- John Nance Garner supported military intervention to break the strike

75th Anniversary video http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=0uww6tkbNpM (8:53) good intro

Flint sit-down strike (part 1) http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=8aLUNW4zoPQ (9:40)

Flint sit-down strike (Part 2) http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=N8wf3iwr9wI&feature=related (6:09)

Battle of Bulls Run http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=oGTfaOYvqsE&feature=related (4:58)

Wayne State web project  http://www.historicalvoices.org/flint/index.php 

Three Stooges parody the sit-down strike http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=T7WP1huhWIs&feature=related (9:39)—shows how the strike became a common cultural reference for the period

On March, US Steel signed with SWOC—
Dan Tobin went out of his way to praise them "the CIO group deserves considerable credit for bringing into conference the labor-hating owners of the large automobile industry and the labor-hating magnates of the steel industry. Whether we like it or not, we have to admit that in the history of labor in our country this is the first time these gigantic, powerful corporations' representatives have been made to sit down with labor and talk."—International Teamster Magazine, April, 1937—thanks to Vince Tobin (4/2012)
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