University of North Dakota

LN;D UND Scholarly Commons
Theses and Dissertations Theses, Dissertations, and Senior Projects
1-1956

The Socialist Party of North Dakota, 1902-1918

Jackson K. Putnam

Follow this and additional works at: https://commons.und.edu/theses

6‘ Part of the History Commons
How does access to this work benefit you? Let us know!

Recommended Citation

Putnam, Jackson K., "The Socialist Party of North Dakota, 1902-1918" (1956). Theses and Dissertations.
1130.

https://commons.und.edu/theses/1130

This Thesis is brought to you for free and open access by the Theses, Dissertations, and Senior Projects at UND
Scholarly Commons. It has been accepted for inclusion in Theses and Dissertations by an authorized administrator
of UND Scholarly Commons. For more information, please contact und.commons@library.und.edu.


https://commons.und.edu/
https://commons.und.edu/theses
https://commons.und.edu/etds
https://commons.und.edu/theses?utm_source=commons.und.edu%2Ftheses%2F1130&utm_medium=PDF&utm_campaign=PDFCoverPages
https://network.bepress.com/hgg/discipline/489?utm_source=commons.und.edu%2Ftheses%2F1130&utm_medium=PDF&utm_campaign=PDFCoverPages
https://und.libwizard.com/f/commons-benefits?rft.title=https://commons.und.edu/theses/1130
https://commons.und.edu/theses/1130?utm_source=commons.und.edu%2Ftheses%2F1130&utm_medium=PDF&utm_campaign=PDFCoverPages
mailto:und.commons@library.und.edu

The Logan Bindery, 502 N. Prior Ave., 8t. Paul, Minn.

THE SOCIALIST PARTY OF NORTH DAKOTA,
1902-1918

A Thesis
Submitted to the Graduate Faculty
of the

University of North Dakota

By

Jackson K, futnam
i

In Partial Fulfillment of the Requirements
for the Degree of
Master of Arts

January 1956




2 54

This thesis, submitted by Jackson K. Putnam in
partial fulfillment of the Requirementsr for the degree
of Master of Arts, is hereby approved by the Committee

of Instruction in charge of his work,

Lo o Coane

Chairman /

S BT i

S X520 08

-/ , o S )

Ny 7 o / $
ALY 3 4 = Clg g S .
4 } f(y/f ,_,x}k{ o ’{ {2 ,,./‘{\Ww; / e )g’ Jﬁ ) }; ,

Desn of thé Graduate Schodl
/) g
145381




ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

The writer wishes to thank the staffs of the State
Historical Society of North Daskota and the University
of North Dakota Library for their assistance in obtain-
ing‘materialg Dr. Louis G, Geiger who suggested the
topic, guided the research, aided in the writing, and
provided moral support; and Drs, Robert P, Wilkins, and
Ross B, Talbot who also read the manuscript and rendered
a great deal of valusble criticism.

The writer is also grateful to Ir, Henry R, Martinson
who supplied much valuable first hand informaetion, and
who was willing to supply much more, had the writer pos-
sessed the opportunity to interview him further. It was
the time element which was responsible for this deficien=-
¢y in the research., All other shortcomings of this work

are traceable to deficiencies in the researcher.




CHAPTER

I.
IT.
IT1T.

iv.

TABLE OF CONTENTS

AGRARTAN DISCONTENT AND THE RISE
OF THE SOCIALIST PARTY 4 4 o o o o o o o o

"DEMOCRATIC DEGENERATION:" POLITICIANS,
JOURNALISTS, AND FARMERS, 1911-191l ., . .

"DEMOCRATIC DEGENERATION:" ELECTIONS,
IWi's, AND EXPERIMENIS, 1911-101L . . . .

THE SOCIALISTS AND THE HNONPARTISAN
IJEA G-UI’} L] @ 3 ® @ L ] 2 k4 @ ® L 4 & L4 ® % L2 L 2 L

APOLOGIES AND POST MORTEMNS o o o o o o o o

BIBLI OGRAP;E—IY ® * 2 2 L4 L4 L] a L & ® ® ® L3 2

VITA & L ) ® L] ® L) L3 [ ] & @ e L4 L] £ ® @ L L L]

PAGE

150

192

208

216




CHAPTER I
AGRARTAN DISCONTENT AND THE RISE OF
THE SOCIALIST PARTY
Early in 1916 a representative of the United States
 Chamber of Commerce traveling through North Dakota saw so
little labor and social unrest in the state that he called
it "a little paradise."l He may have been an able Chamber
of Commerce spokesman,vbut he was certainly an inept
observer, At the very time that he spoke the state liter-
ally seethed with unrest, and only a few months later the
state administration was captured by that unique politiecal
organization, the Nonpartisan League, This historic event
was hailed as the emancipationiof the farmer on one hand
and excoriated as the establishment of socialism on the
other, Actually, of course, it was neither., It was in-
stead the political climax to decades of agrarian discon-
tent that had been rumbling throughout North Dakota and
the midwest,

The primary source of discontent in North Dakota cen=-
tered around wheat, the primary cash crop., The best hard
and durum wheat in the world, it was in constant demand,
and the farmer was constantly increasing his production,

But constantly increasing also was his financial insecurity

1 Robert P. Wilkins, "North Dakota and the European
War, 1911-1917, A Study in Public Opinion" (unpublished
Ph.D, thesis, University of West Virginia, 195i), 7.




and indebtedness, and he had long suspected that he was
being robbed. of the just dividends of his labor by the
middleman whom he regarded as both useless and omnipresent.2
These suspicions were at least partially justified, for

the Minneapolis Chamber of Commerce, which was the middle-
man in the case, held an economic upper hand over the

North Dakota farmer by its effective monoply of the grain

3 The membership of the Chamber of Cormmerce con-

trade,
trolled all aspects of this trade--line elevators, ter=-
minal elevators, grain traders, and commission houses--in
a closed combine dominated by a few’corporations and in-
terlocking directorates who fixed prices and dictated
policy as they saw fit, and consolidated their monopdy by
connivance with the railroads.h In addition to operating

such "combinations in restraint of trade" the Chamber of

Commerce also indulged in outright illegél practices,

2 Robert Bahmer, "The Economic and Political Back-
ground of the Nompartisan League" (unpublished Ph.D. thesis,
University of Minnesota, 19l1) 32-45.

3 Herbert E. Gaston, The Nonpartisan League (New
York, 1920), Chap, III-V,; Charles L, Russell, The Story
of the Nonmpartisan League, A Chapter in American Evolu-
tion (New York, 1920), Chap. IT-V; Andrew A Bruce, Non=-
Partisan League (New York, 1921), Chap, V,; Robert T..
Morlan, "The Political History of the Nonpartisan League"
(unpublished Ph.D. thesis, University of liinnesota, 1949),
(=12, hereafter cited as lorlan, "Nonpartisan League;"
Robert L, lMorlan, Political Prairie Fire, the Nonpartisan
League, 1915-1922 (Minneapolis, 1955), b6-10, hereaiter
cited as Morlan, Prairie Fire,

a_Morlan, "Nonpartisan League," 7-12; Morlan, Prairie
Fire, 6-7. _ —
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These included false grading, excessive dockage, and
fraudulent weighing of grain which, according to one
estimate, cost the North Dakota farmers as much as
$55,000,000 a year.5 Moreover, the profits of the grain
growers were reduced by a multiplicity of commission
charges, and a highly questionable "switching fee® of
$1.50 per car which, though seldom charged by the fail-
roads, was invariably extracted from the farmer by the
grain handler.6 As if to rub salt in the farmer's eco-
nomic wounds, the terminal elevator men utilized Eheir
monopoly powers not only to force upward to some extent

the price of wheat after it had passed out of the farmer's

 hands, but, by a miraculous process of mixing different

grades in special "grain hospitals" they converted wheat
which the farmer héd been forced té sell as inferior grade
into "No, 2" and "No. 1 hard" which brought the highest
prices on tﬁe market.7 |

The railroads victimized the farmers by rate dis-

c¢rimination and unjust demurrage charges.S But next to

o

2 Morlan, Prairie Fire, 9-10, This estimate was made
by Professor Edwin F. Ladd of the North Dakota Agricultural
College, and, though it was supposedly carefully calculated
it was probably a bit exaggerated, or at least misleading.
It was based partially on the assumption that the farmer
would utilize to maximum advantage the by-products of his
grain--bran, and shorts--if these were returned to him by
the elevators,

6

Ibid,, 11-12,
7 Ipig., 12-15.
8 1b1a., 16-17.
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the grain trader the farmer's main grievance was against
the banker, Because of faliing margins of profit on his
grain and rising costs of production, the farmer needed
to expand and improve his farming operations., To do this
he needed easy credit--long term loans at low ihterest
rates; what he got was a tightening of credit-=excessively
high interest rates, short term loans, and no amortiza-
tion.” Although the North Dakoba law defined usury as
interest charges of more than ten per cent, the debtor
had to sue if he wanted redress, and even if he won his
case, he was likely to find himself blacklisted for future
1oans.lo Thus banks in the state charged an average
interest rate of eleven per cent, and, thanks to fees and
speclal charges, rates as high as twenty-five to rfifty

per cent were not uncommon.ll llerchants, especially
machinery dealers, also took a leaf from the banker's book
and charged prices that sometimes netted them.profiﬁs of
“twenty-five to one-hundred per cent above normal levels,"1%
The not unéxpected outcome of these practices was a snow-
balling increase in mortgage indebtedness. In 1890 the

average debt of a mortaged farm in the state was $902; by

9 Bahmer 3 75"87 ®

10 Morlan, Prairie Fire, 18,

11 1big., 17; Russell, 2L-27,

12 lorlan, Nonpartisan League, 32-33; Morlan, Prairie




1910 it was $2493. Whereas in 1900 thirty-one per cent of
the North Dakota farms carried such mortgages, by 1910
slightly more than fifty per cent were mortgaged, a higher
percentage of indebtedness than found in any other state,
save Iowa and Wisconsin.l3 Finally, to head the list of
the North Dakota farmer's financial woes, his tax rate also
showed a sﬁeady annual incz‘ease‘ll’r But by 1910 this new
burden did not affect some fourteen per cent of the far-
mers of the state, for they had by that time become ten-
ants on the land they once owned.lS Thus to an already
impressive list of agricultural problems in North Dakota,
there was added a new one-tenancy, The prospect for a
full realization of the American agrarian ideal, a country-
side dotted with family-owned, family-sized farms, seemed
in North Dakota to have gone glimmering,

Naturally this worsening position of the North Dakota
farmer colored the politics of the period. And he, like
his counterparts throughout the Midwest, traveled the
familiar route of the Grange, the Greenback Party, the
Alliance, the Peoples Party, and Free Silver, in a frus-
trating quest for the rainbow of economic relief. In 1892

the farmers succeeded in electing a Populist governor,

13 Morlan, Prairie Fire, 5.

U Banmer, 87-91.
15

Morlan, Prairie Fire, 5-6,




E1i C. Shortridge, under whose administration the first
abortive attempt was made to cure the injustices of the
grain trade, by building a state owned, state operated
terminal elevator at Duluth, Minnesota or West Superior,
Wisconsin.l6 But for the most part, the state of North
Dakota remained a political province of the Republican
Party whose grand sachem, Alexander llcKenzie, was able to
frustrate nearly every movement for reform., lcKenzie
controlled the Republican Party of the state thfough
patronage and favoritism and he dominated the choice of
candidates for political office. He enjoyed the full
support of the Northern Pacific and Great Northern Rail-
roads whom he unfailingly protected in matters of tax-
ation and rate regulation.l7 After the brief eruption
of populist insurgency, the MbKenzie machine quietly re-
gained control in 189l and remained in possession of the
state govermment for over a decade, But in 1906 the
farmers supported the urban progressives and elected to
the Governorship the progressive Democrat, John Burke.18
Burke was reelected twice, and during his adminis=-

trations many reforms were enacted such as railroad

10 Ray Goldberg, The Nompartisan League (Fargo, N,
Dak., 19“.8)’ 8"9.

17 Batmer, 370-71.

18 Gharies W, Glaab, "John Burke and the North Dakota
Progressive Movement" (unpublished M, A, thesis Univer-
sity of North Dakota, 1952), L7-8l.,




regulation, pure food and drug acts, laws for senatorial
preferential primaries, presidential primaries, initia-
tive, referendum, and recall.19 But progressivism in
North Dakota, like progressivism elsewhere in the nation,
was geared to the needs of an urban not rural population,
After six years of Burke's regime the farmers had gained
little apparent relief ffom their economic difficulties,
and they began to suspect that neither the progressives
nor the stalwarts of either party were much concerned
with their specisal problems.eo Actually Burke's adminis-
tration devobed considerable energy to remedyiﬁg the
farmer's economic ills,21 and in Congress North Dakota's
progreésives and stalwarts alike actively promoted ther
farmer's interests with proposals for taxes on grain
futureé, federal grading laws, rural credit laws and the

a2 But such actions produced few tangible results,

like,
for, to the North Dakota farmer, the injustices of the
grain trade appeared as severe, and the burden of his
mortgage seemed as heavy as before,

It was probably this political disillusionment that

19 Ipia., Chap. IIT-IV.

20 Morlan, Prairie Fire, 5.

2l G1aab, Chap. ITI-IV.

22 Morlan, Prairie Fire, 13-15; North Dakota's con-

gressional delegation at this time: Senator leCumber,
Stalwart; and progressives: Senator Gronna; Represent-
atives Norton, Young, and Helgeson, #All were Republicans,
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caused the farmers to pin their hopes upon more purely
economic movements such as the American Society of Equity
and the Farmers Union., The former organization was de-
signed to secure profitable farm prices through controlled
and orderly marketing, and its main rallying cry was
"dollar wheat." The organization became quite popular
in the state bj 1907 under the vigorous leadership of
I, G. Nelson who was instrumental in the establishment of
a2 farmers marketing cooperative called the Equity Cooper=-
ative Exchange.23 This organization, under the fiery and
able leadership of George Loftus enhanced the prestige
of the American Society of Zaity in North Dakota by the
simple expedient of providing the leadership for the
perennial agitation for a state owned terminal elevator.gu
This political football had been bouncing in and out
of the limelight since the 1890's, and was generally sup-
ported by the discontented and 6pposed by the more con-
servative well-to=-do, But when such respectable persons
as Professor Edwin F, Ladd,25 and Pregident John Worst

of the North Dakota Agricultural College, and the Bankers

23 Bahmer, 172-219.
2l Ibid,, 285-369.

25 Ladd was a chemist and probably the most effec-
tive supporter of the terminal elevator idea, since his
scientific experiments not only exposed the false grading
practices of the grain trade but indicated that a state
owned elevator and mill could correct these abuses,
Morlan, Prairie Fire, 8-10, 18-19,




Z
Committee of North DakotagO enthusiastically endorsed

the measure, it seemed well on the road to attainment.

A difficult legal hurdle stood in the way, since the re-
quired Constitutional amendment for authorizing a state
industry had to be passed by two successive legislatures,
This was accomplished between 1909 and 1912, and the 1913
Legislature authorized a committee to investigate plans
for construction of the terminal.27 Despite the pro=-
nounced popularity of the proposal, the conservative Re-
publican Governor, L, B, Hanna, and some questionable
"progressives” in the Legislature opposed it, and, to

the chagrin of the farmers and the American Society of
Equity, the 1915 Legislature rejected the entire project,
The Equilty farmers were holding a meeting in Bismarck
during this historic legislative session., The outspoken
Loftus, suspecting that the bill was to be defeated,
personally castigated the enemies of the bill from the

28

Tloor of the legislative chamber, It was then that

Treadwell Twitchell, the Speaker of the House, allegedly

26 Goldberg, 10,

27 lorlan, Prairie Fire, 18-19,

28 One student of this subject asserts that Loftus
indulged in this vituperation deliberately to kill the
measure and thus brand the Legislature with the opprobri=-
um of defying a farmer mendate, and at the same time pave
the way for a non=-political cooperative terminal which he
preferred. Paul R. Fossum, The Agrarian lovement in
North Dakota (Baltlmore, 1“257, 00-02; liorian, Erairie
Pire, 20, note,
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told Loftus and his band of farmers to "go home and slop
the hogs."9 ”

This remark, whether factual or fictitious, became
the rallying cry of the Nonpartisan League, for its pro-
paganda value was immediately recognized by a spectator
who at the time was 1little known, but whose political
sagacity was soon to be recognized as the most formidable
in the state, That man was Arthur C., Townley., He had
recently Jjoined the American Soclety of Equity, and was
definitely a2 man with an idea., His idea was to capture
political control of the state of North Dakota, and he
had some tried and true methods of doing'it. But his
methods had not been formulated under auspices of the
Equity. They had had a different testing ground--the
SocialistAParty of North Dakota,

A flowering of socialism in a predominantly rural
state had been neither intended nor expected by the found-
ers of the American Socialist Party. However, the proper
relatlionship of socialists to farmers had long been under
discussion by the Socialist Party and its various prede-
cessors. The old Socialist Labor Party had been united

in its opposition to the inclusion of agricultural relief

29 Morlan, Prairie Fire, 20-21 and note. Twitchell
was a farmer and elected as a progressive, and there is
some doubt that he uttered those momentous words, for he
always denled the charge, One version has it that
Twitchell, after discussing farm problems with a group of
farmers for an entire night, said, "It is now 5 o'clock--

time for us farmers to get out and slop the hogs."
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in 1ts platform, but it was united on little else, es=-
pecially the proper policy regarding labor unions., When
in the early 18Q0's this party came under the brilliént,
able, but undeviatingly orthodox leadership of Daniel
DeLeon, he purged everyone from its ranks except the un-
questionably simon=pure sccialisﬁs(lB?Q),Bo Most of those
purged eventually found their way into the Soclalist Party
after it was formed in 1901, but in the meantime they
joined that considerable group of unorthodox socialists
who had few qualms about allying with movements which
Karl Marx would certainly not have endorsed, In this
group were the Edward Bellamy "Nationalists," the Chris-
tian Socialists, the various communitarian gfoups,Bl and
the rural socialists,

Of the last group probably the most important figure
was Julius A, Wayland, "the one hoss editor” of two so=-

cialist weeklies, the céming Nation (1893-95) and the

Epeal to Reason (1895- 1912) 32 whlle far from propagat-
ing any rlgld 5001allst dopma, Hayland‘s publications, be=-
cause of their terse, yet homely style, were amazingly
successful in gaining converts to socialism among the

discontented Midwesbtern farmers. By the time of its

30 Howard Quint, The Forging of American Socialism
(COlIlIHbla, S Ca 3 1953 ) 3 Ch&p. V' -

31 Ibid., Chap. TII-IV, and IX, Passim.
3a Iuid., 19,
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demise, the Coming Nation had a circulation of some sixty

thousand, and its successor, the Appeal to Reason multi-
plied this impressive showing by gaining a sdbscription
list of 141,000 by 1901,33 and of more than 600,000 by
1912.3h Such a phenomenal following is probably attribut-
able to the fact that Wayland, like most other loose con-
structionists of the lMarxian doctrine, gave whole-hearted
support to the farmer's struggles with the monopolies,
When the Populist apsﬁrge occurred, Wayland and the re-
visionist socialists sprang aboard the bandwagon, to the
chagrin of the more congervative Populist leaders.35
Wayland's group, heartily endorsing all the early Populist
proposais, even succeeded in incorporating a few of their
own measures into the party platform,3b But they clearly
perceived the deficiencies of the free silver remedy, and
they vigorously tried to‘prevent the party from staking
everything on that issue, When the Populist leaders did
decide to pin all their hopes on free silver in 1896,
most of the socialist supporters, including Wayland, dig=

continued their support of the party.37 This was probably

33 1pi4., 196.

; =
34 Ira Kipnis, The American Socialist lovement 1897-
1912 (New York, 19527, 4O note..

35
36

Quint, Chap., VII,
Ibid., 213,

37 1pia., 232,
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a particularly astute move, and may explain to a con-
siderable degree why the socialists were able to gain and
hold so many agricultufal adherents in the early 1900's,
For when the Peoples Party capsized on the shoals of free
silver, the disillusioned farmer could compare his hind-
sight with J. A, Wayland's foresight and find the two
identical, 'Consequentiy-they were likely to heed the
counsel of the socialists more and more and that of mers
reformers less and less, especlally after their disap-
pointment with the progressives in the years following
1906, But the socialists in general were slow to pursue
this advantage. Demoralized by the election of McKinley
in 1896, the independent socialists indulged in a hodge=~
podge of nebulous reform activities known as "non-partisan
socialism" which absorbed the energles of the Christian
Socialists, the Fabians, and others in a2 movement which
was socialist in name only.38
However, in 1898 American socialism was given a much
needed injection of adrenalin,

when it secured the tal-

ents of the able and energetic Eugene V, Debs, Converted
to socialism in 1897, Debs, after a brief flirtation with
the communitarian movement, combined with Victor Berger,

Frederic Heath, Seymour Stedman and others to form the

38 1414., Chap. VIIT.
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Social Democratic Party in June 1898,39 This party, be=-
cause of its broad base embracing both orthodox and
liberal socialists, was able to appeal to a more exten~
sive electorate than any of its predecessors, Naturally
ehough, it was from the first beset by internal feuds,
because of the many clashing opinions regarding the pro-
per socialist policy,

The first manifestation of this Right-Left split
occurred over the farm issue, when early in 1898 the
Rightists led by Berger insisted that the party needed
to incorporate planks designed to help farmers keep their
farms in order to gain their support for municipal owner-
ship of public utilities, BEerger held that there was no
sense in attempting to socialize the farmer, because
there was no trend toward the creation of agricultural
trusts, 7The party should instead bid for the farmer's
support through the advocacy of govermment land grants,
government operated grain elevators, and nationalization
of railroads, telephones, and telagraphs,uo The Left,
on the other hand, decried the folly of allying with this
clags of small capitalists, for, not only would the far-

mers' planks seriously dilute the socialist program, but

39 Ray Ginger, The Bending Cross, A Biography of
Eugene Victor Debs (Wew Brumswick, 19497, 192-197,

Lo Kipnis, T71.
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they would also giVe the farmers an illusory hope of well
being under the capitalist system, Moreover, if such a
program were enacted into law, the rich farmers would
utilize it to expolit the urban proletariat, while the
small farmers would gain nothing from such halfway meas-
ures., In fact, the Leftists believed that the small far-
mers were ready to accept pure socialism, if it were pro-
perly presented to them, because they were certain by
this time to have been driven to desperation by foreign
competition, and would be disillusioned with their hope

for economic relief through progressivism and populism.ul

This statement on rural disillusionmment with reformism

indicates a greater grasp of the realities of the agri-

cultural situation by the Leftist leaders than is general=-
1y accorded them,
Nevertheless, the agrarian planks were incorporated
into the 1898 socialist platform., This was done just in
time for Debs, the fubure presidential nominee, to GLour
the Hidwest and address the Governor of Kansas and State
Supreme Court Judges in the Topeka State House on the
beauties of soc:‘L.ﬁ.LIL.:'Lsrz:L,42 and to influence 110,000 Kansas

farmers to vote for the various local socialist reforms

b 1p54,, 71-72.
b2 Ginger, 197,
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which were submitted to them,aB The disputed national
farm planks Were:44

1. Cessation of the sale of public land, and the
introduction of a policy of leasing it under state regu-
lation, along with regulation of forests and waterways,

v2. Govermment construction and operation, at cost
of grain elevators and cold stofage plants,

3. Consolidation of national postal, railway, tele=-
phone, and telegraph systems, and extension of telephones
to the farmers at cost,

i, Uniform railroad rates for agricultural products,

5. Public credit for soil improvements, roads,

2 2

irrigation and drainage.

Such a program, especially the second and fifth

planks carried considerable appeal for the midwestern

farmer as the Nonpartisan Leaguers were to discover, but
in July 1899 the Left wing'of the Soclalist Party re-

acserted its numerical supremacy and succeeded in getting
the farmers demands eliminated from the party program.hs

Two years later at a unity convention in Indianapolis,

called for the purpose of merging with Morris Hillquit's

insurgent element which had bolted from DelLeon's

L3 Kipnis, 70,
Mh Quint, 321.
45 Kipnis, 73.
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Socialist Labor Party,&b the Rightists unsucoeésfully
attempted to reinstate the agricultural program.AT For
the next five years the party contented itself with
agrarian propaganda appeals telling the farmer that his
struggles with the trusts were useless as long as he re-
mained outside the Socialist Party.hg Nevertheless this
meeting attained its main object, as unity was effected,
and the party adopted a new neme, the "Socialist Party
of America," (3P)49 |

The new unity did not close the basic fissure be-
tween Hight and Left, however. Yet for the first few
years there was little internal strife, because the Left
allied with the "Center" elements and kept the party on
a fairly even keél.SO This Center-Left coalition was
led by Debs, and was composed of orthodox Marxists who
propounded a unified and coherent body of thought and
plan of action.Sl They subscribed completely to the class
struggle theory of history and considered it their prima-

ry duty to educate the workers and aid them in their

labor struggles., LEven election campaigns were to be

40 quint, 377.

b7 mnia., 384-86.

L8 Kipnis, 127=-29,

4o Quint, 387.

50 Kipnis, 107-108.

= Ibid., 107-116, L23-25,
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mainly educational, and success at the polls was mainly
8 measurement of the effectiveness of party indoctrin-
ation. ©Sociallst education was to consist mainly of in-
formation regarding the alleged viciousness of the capi=-
talist system which aimed at the enslavement of the
proletariat, and which inevitably led to disastrous de-
pressions and imperialistic wars, They also wished to
emphasize the folly of placing faith in either of the
"old parties,” since the Republican Party was merely the
political proéector of the trusts, while the Democratic
Party represented the middle classes who foolishly hoped
to preserve a system of competitive enterprise in the
face of an inevitable trustification of the economy, The
Center-Left leaders hoped to put the SP in power by gain=-
ing support of the workers through the ballot box, and
then to use the National Government to confiscate all
privately owned meané of production., However, they
placed little faith in the ability of municipal election
victories to achieve socialism, for they regarded munic-
palities simply as adjuncts of the central govermment.,
Finally, the Left believed in militant action for better
working class conditions, but not in conjunction with
the conservative AFL, nor by allying with the middle
classes of whom the Left was intensely distrustful.

The Centrists did not.share this distrust, Most of

the leaders of the Center group were themselves drawn




from the middle class which they considered the most

fertile source of potential party "brain workers." This

opinion was enthusiastically endorsed by the Right-wing
with whom the Centrists soon became allied.sz The
Rightists, whose intellectual leader was Victor Berger
of Milwaukee, resembled Bernstein revisionists more than
Farxian fundementalists, and their philosophy was much
less rigid and more comprising‘than the unbending dogma-
tism of the Left.53 The Right placed more faith in
soclal evolution than in the Leftist theory of a sudden
transition to soclalism following a national election
victory, In fact, the Rightists were exceedingly skepti-
cal of the party's ability to bring about such a2 national
victory in the féreseeablekfuture, but regarded instead
the municipality as the proper seed plot of socialism,
Furthermore, the Right held that the socialist movement
had.to be led by an enlightened middle class which would
exert a moderating influence over the ignorant proletari=-
at whose propensities were toward violence and bloodshed,
But the Right agreed with the Left that this proletariat
was the most fertile ground for socialist propaganda, al-
though they disagreed over the issue of unionism. This

disagreement raged around the debate over 'pure and

52 1pid., 116-117.

53 Tpia,, 117-122.
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simple unionism" versus "dual unionism." The former term
referred to the‘AFL prac%ice of shunning politics and
confining its activities to pure and simple economic
gains, while the latter term referred to the Left-wing
Socialist practice of fostering unions with avowed social-
ist political aims as well as economic demands, Finally,
the Rightists differed with the Left over the issue of
whether or not to include agricultural "immediate demands"
in the Socialist platform,

And on this letter issue, as on most of the others,
the Eight eventually had its way., However, it was pro-
gressivism rather than agricultural discontent that paved
the way for the supremacy of the Berger faction., When
reforﬁ sentiment became so popular that it invaded the
old parties and inspired the creation of a number of new
ones, the SP found its already modest strength being
further reduced, To‘counter this trend, the Rightists
persuaded the Center group led by Morris Hillquit to join
them in the questionable policy of converting the party
from Marxism to reformism, The Left tried to counter this
move by forming the syndicalist aﬁion, the Industrial

=
Workers of the World (IWW),/A but the initiative in

policy formation was now in the hands of the Right-wing,

54 Tvid., 189-198; Ginger, 237-2hl.
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and the subsequent history of the party is mainly a re-
cord of the comsolidation of its supremacy,

The dominant figures in the Right-wing movement were
Victor Berger and lorris Hillquit. Both were politically
ambitious and both sought election to office by campaign-
ing for such doubtfully Marxian demands as civic morali-
ty, gas regulation, and public baths, and asserting that
strikes were useless, that the SP was the nation's most
implacable foe of corruption, and that it was inferested
only in nationalizing great corporate wealth, not compebi=-
tive enterprises.55 The Left, of course, resisted these
bourgeois:encroachmehts in their supposedly revolutionary
organization, bubt with the exception of Eugene Debs, this
Tfaction was handicapped by a lack of "big names,” In
1907 this lack enabled the Right to gain control of the
all-important ﬂational Executive Committee in the party
elections.s6 The Left did manage to secure the presiden-
tial nomination for the magnetic Debs in 1908, but when
he polled a disappointing [;21,000 votes, the party was
further dempralized.57 The Right then set about in ear-
nest to hew away the unattractive features of socialism

in order to win votes, and by the end of 1908 they had

-
55 Kipnis, 169-17l.

56 1pia,, 185-187.
57 1pia., 213,
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discarded such fundamental Marxian tenets as the theory
of surplus value, the restriction of the revolutionary
movement to the lower classes, and the theory of the pro-
fit motive as the cause of depressions.58

While such measures infuriated the Left-wing and
probably alienated many potential revaluﬁionists in the
proletariat, they did enable the party to appeal effec-
tively to the distressed farmers, and the Right wasted
no time in making such an appeal., As early as 1903 the
innate factional strife was raging in the party orgeniza-
tions in the lidwest where Walter Thomas Mills, the
national Committeeman from Kansas énd later organigzer for
the Nonpartisan League, warred against the Left-wing in
Kansas, Nebraska, and Ghio.59 Iills and Wayland sought
to establish the Midwest as the official center of Ameri-
can radicalism when they attempted to move the national
SP headquarters from St, Louls to Om&ha.bo While these
factional gyrations were of no interest to the farmer,
he was intefested in the many "drummers” and organizers

who began to visit him with their pockets full of red

61

cards.

These organizers, for the most part, repeated

58 1pi4., 2n1-242.
>9 Ipid., 179-180.
60

Ibid., 147-148.

o1 Ernest Poole, "Harnessing Socialism", American
llagazine, LXVI (Sept. 1908), L28-429. »
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the selling points of the Populists plus such additions
as national forest preserves, national irrigation systems,
model farms, state aid in seed improvement, fertiligzers,
and animal breeds, state loans at cost, state insurance,
tenant protection, and increases of public property in
land., They assured the farmer that such measures could
not be sold out for 2 mess of free silver pottage, be-
cause any changes in the Socialist Party pletform had to
be made by a referendum of the party members, The ap-
peal of the organizers was further strengthenedrby a
denial of any intention of the SP to expropriate the far-
mer's land, and a reiteration of the Right-wing assertion
thaﬁ the farmer was as much expolited as any day laborer,
They pointed out that the effects of such exploitation were
to be seen in all farming districts--rising tenancy,
multiplying mortgages, excessive interest rates, low farm
prices, and‘high consumer prices, This was effective
salesmanship to which many a plains farmer responded, and

the North Dakota farmer proved to be no exception,

The state of North Dakota had been the scene of some

socialist activity since 1900, although its first appear-

ance on the state political scene was an unspectacular

occurrence, <The formal birth of socialism came about in

1900 when Arthur Basset organized a socialist club in

62

Fargo, the most populous ecity in North Dakota, Later

02 Ifinot Iconoclast, Jan. 16, 1914, D. 1.
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in the same year llath Eidsness organized a similar club
in Towner, licHenry County, in the north central part of
the state.63 Eidsness was at this time an unknown man
and has remained one, but Basset became quite prominent
in North Dakota socialist activities, He apparently was
of rigidly orthodox views, as his official obituary says
that he kept the party on straight and narrow socialist
lines and refused to compromise with the local "so czlled
labor leaders who were playing ’poli‘(',:lcs.."b11L He was also
instrumental in desseminating a socialisf propaganda
sheet entitled "The Coming Nation Van No, 3," the circula-
tion of which was in charge of another unknown figure,

S, E. Haight of Osnabrock.és

Unknown also were most of the candidates who come

prised the first soclalist ticket presented to the North

Dakota voters in the fall of 1900, They ran under the
label of Debs! Social Democratic party,éé and, aside
from Basset, L. F, Dow, and Arthur LeSueur, they had no

apparent influence in state political circles., Basset

ran for Secretary of State and garnered a total of L33

63 Ibid., Pe le

64 Ibid., pe 1l
65

0 Worth Dalkota Blue Book, the State of North Dakota
Legislative Manual, 1901 (Bismarck, 1901), 127-13l, here-
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67

while L. F, Dow, who later founded the Socialist
68

vobtes,
Party local in Grand Forks, and was several times a
candidate for Governor, ran this year for the State Treas-
urership and received [21 vctes.bg The Social Democratic
candidate for Attorney General was the talemtedband dy -
namic young Fargo attorney, Arthur LeSueur who a decade
later becamerthe best known socialist in the state when
he was elected President of the IMinot City Commission.,

He also attained a measure of national prominence, as is
indicated by the fact that he was one of the candidates
for the Socialist nomination for President of the United
States in 1916,70 He was born December 7, 1867 on a

farm near Nininger, Minnesota, Leaving home at the age

of thirteen, he worked in the nearby lumber camps where ‘ ‘

he earned enough money to’'put himself through the Univer-

sity of Michigan Law School.71 After his graduation he

gained his first practical legal experience in the Fargo ﬂ

office of the well known Democratic lawyer, Tracy Bangs,
Lfter the election of 1900 he moved %o Minot; the so- |

called "Magic City" of North Dakota and the future head-

57 1piq., 1.

68 Iconoclast, Aug., 0, 1915, p. 2.

69 B1ue Book, 1901, 132.

70 Dav1d A, Shannon, The Socialist Party of America
New York, 1955), 91, hereafter cited as Shannon, social-
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ist Party. '
1L peridel LeSueur, Crusaders (New York, 1955), 19-25,
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quarters of the state Socialist Party.72 Hig political
attractiveness which later manifested itself was not
apparent in the election results of 1900, however, for he
received only 397 votes--fewer than anyone else on the
ticket.73 Lctually none of the socialist caendidates had
made any sort of respectable showing, Debs himself re-
ceived only 520 votes to licKinley's 35,898 and Bryan's
20,531, and the rest of thersociaiist candidates were de-
feated by similar margins.74

lMore important than the amount of the vote was its
distribution, In this election the socialist vote came
primarily from the eastern counties, especially Cass
County,”> This is partially explained by the fact that
Fargo, the county seat of Cass County, was the headquar-
ters of socilalist activity in North Dakota, but probably
of equal significance is the fact thét the eastern
counties were inhabited largely by settlers of Norwegian
ancestrv.76 Horth Dakota was settled to a preponderant

degree by emigrant peoples, and of these the Norwegians

12 1vpi4,, 25-27.

73 Biue Book, 1901, 133.

T 1piga., 19-27.

75 Ibid., 19-27.

76 4 Wilkins, 3; Carleton C, Qualey, Norwegian Settle-
ment in the United States (Northfield, ¥inn., 1938),
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constituted the largest single group.77 By 1900 Nor-
wegians of foreign birth or parentage comprised twenty=-
three per cent of the state's population,Y& and, in
addition to their cultural énd linguistic contributions,
they brought with them a tradition of rursal radicalism.
Many of them had emigrated from Norway to escape compul-
sory military service, the rapidly crystallizing caste
system, and the proletarization of the Jeomanry by over=
population and lowering living standards.79 These con-
ditions in Norway had caused socialism to thrive in the
rural areas there, and the Norwegian socialist parties
had, since the days of the French Revolution found their
greatest strength in the countryside.so Thousands of the
Norwegian settlers in North Dakota were of these "straight
left" sympathies, and many of them sent funds from their
new homes to Left-wing leaders in Horway to enable them
to carry on their fight against intrenched privilege
there.al lleanwhile, the Norwegians soon found reason to

retaln their socialism in their new homeland. The North

7 Wilkins 2, BSettlers of foreign birth or parent-
age comprised 70,6 per cent of the state's population in
1910, and 21.lL. per cent of the state population was Nor-
wegian stock,

78 Qualey, 151,
79 wilkins, L.

80 Ibid,, 10-11,
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Dakota socialist leaders quickly capitalized on the Nor-
weglans' political heritage, and allowed them to form
"language locals" in affiliation with the state socialist
party.sg‘ These soon became popular and respectable or-
ganizations, the members considering themselves an in-
tellectual elite in comparison with their American com-
redes whose socialist education was notoriously shallow.83
In addition to the language locals, the original
Fargo and Towner clubs formed themselves into socialist
locals in 1901, and were affiliated with the newly formed
national Socialist Party.8h Thus was born the North
Dekota Socialist Party (NDSP)‘Which held its first state
convention on February 1l, 1902, and elected Eidsness as
State Secretary and Basset asg State Organizer and Assist-
ant Secretary.gs If election results are any indication,
Dasset must have been both active and able in his organ-
izational duties, for in the election of 1902 the Social-

ists nearly trebled thelr vote of two years previously.86

Dow ran this time for Commissioner of Agriculture and

g2 Interview with H. R, Martinson, former North
Dakota Socialist and present Deputy Labor Commissioner of
orth Dekota, Sept., 8, 1955,

8ly Iconoclast, Jan, 16, 191L, p. 1.

85 1pig., p. 1.

80 Biue Book, 1903, 190-195.
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Labor and received 1181 votes, while Robert CGrant, the
gubernatorial candidate, received 12&5.87 Grant later
became a National Committeeman of the party, and wes a
friend of LeSueur who for some reason did not run for
office in 1902, Because of the party's chronic shortage
of lawyers, his absence from the ticket made the Social-
ists unable to field a candidate for Attorney Ceneral
that year,

He did run in 1904, however, and polled 1843 votes.88
This substantial increase over 1902 was in line with the
improved showing of all candidates on the ticket;89 it
indicates that the Socialist organizers had been busily
at work in the two year interval, and that there was a
considerable accumulation of discontent for them to ex-
ploit, However, such a surmise must be considerably
hedged about with the realities of election statistics,
for 190l was a year of overwhelming Republican victories
in North Dakota (as elsewhere) with Republican candidates

engulfing their Democratic opponents with average margins

87 1pia., 101, 190,

88 B1ue Book, 1905, 193.

89 Ibid., 188-~195, Basset ran for CGovernor in 190,
and Dow for U. S, Representative. They received 1760
and 173l votes respectively.
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of over thirty-thousand vétes.gov Thus LeSueur's eighteen-
hundred odd votes can hardly be said to have bfought the
state to the brink of revolution, This was also the
first year that the Socialists fielded candidates for the
state legislature, They did so in seven districts and
were successful in néne,91

As 1In 1900, the most significant feature of the NDSP
vote in 190l was its distribution rather than its total,
In this year the Socialist strength in North Dakota began
to shift from the eastern to the northwestern portion of
the state where Ward County, with its county seat at

linot, captured and held first place in the number of

Socialist votes, Ward County averaged sbout two-hundred

votes per Soclalist candidate this year, while Cass
County (Fargo) was now relegated to second place with an
average of about 150.92 There are three explanations
for this shift, probably the most important being that

the imhabitants of the western part of the state were in

more szevere economic straits than those of the ezstern

section, Along the eastern border of Horth Dakota lay
the Tertile Hed River Valley where whatever agricultural

prosperity that existed in the state was to be found,

9 1pig,, 188-195.

91 Ipid., 198-205.

92 Ipid., 188-195.
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The area north and west of the Missouri River was mergin-
2l land by comparison, and the inhabitants, devoted to
one-crop wheat farming, suffered acutely in dry years,
Farming in this region was a greater risk, and consequent-
ly the interest rates were higher,93 which provided a
greater animosity toward bankers on which Socialist cam-
palgners could capitalize, Secondly, those contagious
carriers of socialism, the Norweglans, were beginning to
take up homesteads in this ar’ea,%L and, confronted with
the more severe agricultural difficulties there, they no
doubt lost none of their radical convictions. Finally,
the fact that the irrepressible, engaging, and éloquent
Arthur LeSueur had moved to Minot cannot be considered
an altogether inconsequential factor in this shift,
Minot soon became the intellectual as well as the geo=-
graphical center of North Dakota sbcialism, and reason
seemed to indicate that the party headgquarters should be
there also, Ironically, however, during the winter of
1503-190L it was decided to make Pargo the permanent head-
quarters of the party with Basset as State Secretary,95

So long as Basset made his home in Fargo, he managed to

keep the state office there too, IEvidently he had less

63 .. ‘ o .
23 lMorlan, Prairie Fire, 18,

oL Qualey, 168-165, 2,j0-2l1; Thirteenth Census of
the United States Taken in the Year 1900 (Washington,
1913}, 3L8-356. | | R
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respect for reason than fér personal convenlence,

Yet no matter how self-centered he may have been,
Basset must have been a valuable organizer, for in 1905~
1906, the party began its most intensified organizational
campeaign, and Basset was chosen to head it.gé C, E.
Payne, the 190l Socialist candidate for Insurance Commis-
sioner was temporarily given LBasset's poéition ag State
Secretary, and the organizational cémpaign was carried
on with considerable success, According to Arthur LeSueur,
the Socialist Party was better organized in North Dakota
from 1906 to 191l than in any other agricultural state, '

But the results of Basset's labors were meager and dis=

couraging in the first year, for the state Socialist wvote

in 1906 fell to an average of about eleven-hundred

votes,98 The reason for this decline was the Progressive

victory of 1906, when even though the Democrats won only

the Governorship, the Democratic vote for the other state

offices was much higher than usual, It was doubtless

this Democratic increase that cut inbto the Socialist

strength at the polls. L. F, Dow ran for Governor, and

received the worst beating, a niggardly 978 votes.99 His
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poor showing was caused bj the fact that he faced the
popular progressive Democrat, "Honest John" Burke who de-
feated the Republican incumbené, B, Y}‘Saries, by about
five=thousand votes,loo LeSueur and Grant, candidates
for Attorney General and Commissioner of Agriculture and
Labor respectively, each polled 120l votes,101 the high-
est totals on the slate, except for A, J., Evans who re-
ceived a vote of 1689 for Superintendenﬁ of Public In=-
struction, an office for which the Democrats strangely

did not field a candidate.loz

It was perhaps fortunate
that the Socialists did not field any candidates for the
State Legislature in 1906,

Although the Socialist election returns of 1906 were
numerically unimpressive, this election was a pivotal
event in the history of the North Dakota Socialist Party,
In fact, it was because the Socialist vote of that year

was so unimpressive that this election was so crucial,

It has been previously noted that national leaders of

the Socialist Party, when confronted with the nation-wide
enthusiasm for progressivism, allowed the Right-wing to
commit the party to a program of reform instead of re-

volutionary agitation, In the same manner the leaders

100 1p14,, 202.
101 1154., 205,

102
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of ﬁhe NDSP, in the face of their electoral embarrassment
at the hands of the progressives, decided to heed the
political sensibilities of the electorate and to offer
the voters what they wanted rather than a dogmatically
determined idea of what they needed. Accordingly, in
February 1908, a party convention was held in Devils Lake
for the purpose of preparing a state platform,103 The
product of the deliberations there was a four point plat-
form that was strikingly similar to the simple formula
by which A, C. Townley was to skyrocket the Non-partisan
League to power eight years later. The Socialist plat-
form called for state owned flour miils, terminal ele-
vators, and rural credit banks, and a system of state
financed hail :LI:Lsx;t:t‘a,ru'zes.j'mlL Like the programs of the
Right-wing, "constructive,™ "step-ast-a-time" socialists
throughout the United States, this platform was primarily
a list of "immediate demands" which if gained in their
entirety would leave Horth Dékota considerably short of
the socialist conception of the ideal state, It is not

a matter of record whether this program was adopted over
the protests of the Left as happened in the national cone-
ventions, but, it would seem a safe assumption that such
a program met with little approval from that apparently

unimaginative fundamentalist, Arthur Basset, It also

103 S, by Arthur LeSueur, LeSueur Papers,

104 1914,
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seems safe to assume that the platform was largely the
work of LeSueur who, like his Right-wing counterparts
elsewhere, had political ambitions, and was willing to re-
sort to expediency to achieve themn,

However, the high point of Socialist expediency was
not the adoption of the farmers platform. In the fall of
1908, the NDSP resorted to a further bit of opportunism
by running its candidates as "Independents! instead of
fs Socialists.lo5 Here was the first offiéial acknow-
ledgement that, as 4, C, Townley is credited with having
sald later, "the word socialism.frightens the farmer,”106
and it repreéents the most wholesale attempt by the NﬁSP
to emulate the opportunism of the "old parties” who
traditionally sought to enhance their attractiéaness by
espousing popular causes and concealing unpopular support-
ers., DBut if the farmer was afraid of socialism, he was
even more repelled by dishonesty, and the Socialists in
1008 received the lowest vobe since the election of 1600,
Their candidates received a total vobe averaging in the
five-hundreds with the luckless Dow, again facing the un-

107

beatable Governor Burke, receiving only LOG1, LeSueur

showed the greatest strength with 73l., and close behind

105 5146 Book, 1909, 212-218.

106 S, He laxwell, The Nonpartisan Leasgue From the
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him with 665 was the candidate for Superintendent of Pub-
lic Instruction, a former school teacher108 and later an
alleged co=founder of the Nonpartisan League, Arthur E,
Bowen.lO9 This miserable electoral showing is no doubt
partially attributable to the encroachments of the pro=
gressives, but it seems certain that it stemmed more

dirvectly from the’

"Independent" aspect of the slate, This
maneuver lent an air of deviousness to the party which
tied in with its common stigma of sinisterness and subver=
sion, and no doubt alienated many independent voters,
Moreover, it probably sasroused such disgust among avowed
Socialist voters that they refused to support the organ-
ization, Yet, indicative of the fact that socialism had
not completely lost its appeal to the North Dskota voters
is the fact that Debs polled 2421 North Dakota votes in

8,110 {4 the North Dakota

the Socialist column in 190
Socialists kept their party label, they might very well
have gained a larger vote than ever before by riding on
Debs!' coattails, The lesson must have been well learned,
for never again would the NDSP candidates cell them=-

selves anything but socialists,

This elechbion set-back did not, however, cause a

108 axwell, L.
109 Biye Book, 1909, 216-217.

110 Biye Book, 1909, 212,
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reaction to the Left in North Dakota soclalism., As in-
dicated earlier the disappointing showing by Debs con-
vinced the Rightists that what the party nceded was more
progressivism, not less, and the leaders of the ND3P,
like the national party leagers, continued their "con-
structive' socialist activities,

They were successful. In 1909-1910 the NDSF
launched a vigorous cempaign to increase the circulation

of the Appeal to Heason in North Dakota, and as in the

ra

rest of the Hidwest, this cleverly written propaganda
organ found many sincere subscribers there, 111 By 1910
meny new converts voted the Socialist ticket, In fact,
1910 was a year of triumph for Right-wing Socialists all
over the nation, The total SP vote increased to over
six=hundred-thousand; Victor Berger was elected to Con-
gress; nineteen Socialists were elected to various state
legislatures; and Socialists gained control of the
governments of five counties and twelve cities in the
nation.112 In North Dakota the election returns were
equally encouraging, the entire slate increasing its vote

six-fold over the fiasco of 1908, Most of the Horth

111 Theodore G. Nelson, A Volume of Truth, election
pamphlet (Fargo, 1918), L. Interview with i. R. Martinson,
Septe. 8, 1855, lartinson was "converted" to socialism
by reading a copy of the Appeal to Heason in 1906,

112 xipnis, 345-346.
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Dekota candidates, with the exception of the gubernator-
ial aspirant, I, S5, Lampman who faced the invincible
Burke, polled over three thousand votes.113 The popular
LeSueur harvested 2 grand total of L008, 2 showing which
was exceeded only by that of lirs, C. E, Paine, the Social-
ist candidate for Superintendent of Public Instruction,

an office for which the Democrats agsin failed to field

a candidate.llu Although this was the highest vote which
the NDSP had ever gained for the state administrative
offices, even more encouraging were the results of the
legislative campaign, For North Dakota in 1910 was one

of the states which elected a Socilalist to the State
Legislature. He was an obscure exPemnnsylvanian named
Wesley ?asset.llg He was elected from Roletﬁe Caunty,

the Hineteenth Legislative District, in the extreme
north-central portion of the state where he defeated his |

Republican apponent, John E, Brown by a vote of 929 to

556.116 I'asset served one term in the North Dakota House
of Representatives, and then faded from the political
picture as quietly as he had entered it., He did not run

again in 1912, and he was the only Sociallst ever to be

113 Biue Book, 1911, 248-253,
11l
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elected to the lorth Dakotaﬁ?egislature.ll? His election
presents somewhat a mystery to the political history of
the state, but it also reflects the increasing Socialist
strength in the northern and western counties, Rolette
County was gaining in the number of Socialist voters

vear by year, bulb even more rapid was the gain in strength
of its western neighbor, Bottineau County which by 1910
had displaced Cass, Walsh and other eastern counties as

1118 wi11iams

second in maegnitude of Socialist strengt
County with its county seat at Williston was also of in-
creasing importance, as were the other counties in the

119 The counties in the

northwestern part of the sbtate.
southern and central portions continued to register the
poorest Soclalist returns, while Ward County (Iinot) re-
malned uncontested as the center of Socialist strength
in North Dakota,120

Generally speaking, the election of 1910 seemed in
North Dakota, as slsewhere in the nation, a vindication

!

of the "progressive" activities of the Right-wing Social-

ists, Likewise, in line with the National SP policies,

117 Dr. B. C., Stucke, a falrly well known Socidist
in the state, was later elected to the Legislature after
the NDSP had passed out of existence, Stucke was elected
as a Hepublican,

116 DBilue Book, 1911, 2,8-253.

119 1p14., 2h9.
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the North Dakota Socialists would expand these Right-wing
activities over the protests of the Left, and would seek
to become a real political parby with its idealism geared
to the immediately attainable, and its conduct condition-

ed by the elsction returns,




CHAPTER II
"DEMOCRATIC DEGENERATION:" POLITICIANS,

JOURNALISTS, AND FARMERS, 1911-191L

If the election returns of 1910 established the

Right-wing Soclalists in positions of national party
leadership, the results of the elections of 1911 firmly
intrenched them there, Debs and the other Leftist lead-
ers protested that the victories of 1910 were made at

the expense of the party's Marxian prineiples.l However,
it appeared to be an expense that the party could well
afford, when in the following year the Rightist tactics
brought the party another series of electoral triumphs,
These were exclusively local victories, and one-eighth of
them made in Berger's Milwaukee stronghold,2 but the
Soclalists also won significant mayeralty contests in
Butte, lontana, Flint, lichigan, aﬁd Berkely, California.3
In fact they elected over one-hundred-thousand caﬁdldates,
¢nclud1n® LeSueur, in 337 towns and cities across the
nation.l‘L In 1912 the Socialist Party reached the peak

of its power and enthusiasm when Debs, after conducting

1 Ginger, 307.

e Kipnis, 346.

3 Iconoclast, Feb. 18, 1916, p. 1.

L Kipnis, 346
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a strenuous campaign tour, polled some nine-hundred- |

thousand votes, almost six per cent of the entire presi-

Ul

dential vote cast. In twelve years the Socialist Party
had grown from ten-thousand to 150,000 members. It was
active and effective in the reform movement and had con-
scilentiously publicized the inequities of American life.
Furthermore, it had increased its electoral strength
from 95,000 to nine-hundred-thousand, and elected over
two-thousand of its members to public office,é

Yet few of these victories were won by real social-

ists or on issues of socialism versus capitalism. They

were won instead by preachers and professional men on
ilssues of prohibition, graft, maladministration, biparti-
san combination, boss and gang rule, public improvements,
municipal ownership, and a few on industrial depressions

and labor disputes.7 The party was, in other words, ?

" its greatest support came not from the ‘

degeneration;
wage earners, but from the middle class and its greatest

strength lay not in the industrial East, but in the

5 Ibid,, 367. David A, Shannon, "The Socialist |

Party Eefore the First World War," lMiss, Val, Hist. Rev., g
TKVIIT (Sept., 1951), 279-288, herearter cited as !

T

Shannon, Miss. Val, Hist, Rev, XXXVIII.

6 Kipnis, h22, B |
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agricultural Midwest.8 It was becoming a "vague, ungen-
eralized, democratic organization" rapidly’trying to
broaden its base of appeal by expanding its immediate de=
mands, and watering down its objectionable features.9 In
so doing the party became little more than "the left wing
of the progressive movement", centering its”fire no long-
er on capitalism as such, bdt only on trusts.lo Indus=
trial unionism was abandoned as a party activity, and the
soclalist leaders agreed to "play ball" with the AFL and
to ignore its considerable ihternal cofruption.ll With
the rising popularity of La Follette progressivism and
Wilsonian New Freedom, the Rightists, instead of embrac-
ing the really mistreated preletériat who were untouched
by such middle class reforms, tried to play a leading
role in the progressive movement.lg} In a desperate race
for votes, théy sacked the revelutionary principles on
which the party was founded and purged the radicals who
espoused them.13 The high point in this activity was

reached in February 1913, when the party leaders succeeded

8 "SOClallSt Degeneratlon," Hew Ragubllc, I (Dec,
12, 1914), 10-11, )

9 "Phe Future of the Socialist Party" New Republic,
I (Jan. 16, 1915), 10-12,

10 Kipnis, L27,
11 Ibid., L26,
12 1pvid., 428-429,
13 Ipig., 426-h29.




Ly

in removing the IWW leader, William Haywood from the Na-
tional Executive Committee of the Socialist Party,
Haywood thereupon resigned from the party, taking with
him some rifty thousand of thé membership., According to
Ira Kipnis, it was this odtright alienation of the Work—t
ing classes that assured the decline of the Socialist
E?’arty.lbr

leanwhile, however, the decline of‘the NDSP was
thereby postponed, Although the Rightisté' activities
were unfortunate from the point of view ofvthose wWho
wished to make the party answer the needs of the urban
proletariat, such activities were made-to-order for those
wishing to adapt soclalism to the needs of the lMidwestern
farmer. The much-touted election victories of 1911 were
not, in the main, Bastern achievments, but were concen-
trated primarily in the agrarian lidwest and the Western
mining regions, and the municipal victories were mostly
in communities of less than ten thousand inhabitamts.l5
The Rightist leaders, doubtless perceiving this fact,
took steps in 1912, to consolidate their lMidwestern gains
by securing the adoption of platform planks which sym-
pathized with the plight of the tenant farmer, and advo-

cated public ownership of storage plants, government

1L 1p14., Chap. XVIII.

15 1p14., 3U6.
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creation of experimental farms, and governmenﬁ-financed
insurance agalnst animel diseases and natural calamities,l6
furthermore the Right-wing leaders squelched a proposed
amendment to the platform, this amendment calling for the
"wltimate collective ownership of all the land used for

17 Thig strategy guickly gained

productive purposes,.
results, and by 191u»the Socialist polling strength in

the Zastern states was being decidedly surpassed by that
in the less populous states of Nevada, lontana, Arizona,
Washington, Callfornia, Idaho, and especially, Oklahoma.lg
The last named gave twenty per cent of 1ts vote to Debs

in 1912, and in 191l cast fifteen-thousand more Socialist

) . Q
votes than the state of New Eork,lf

As for Horth Dakota,
as early as 1910 Debs remarked delightedly, after touring
the state, on the number of persons he had seen there
proudly wearing the red button Socialist emblemn,

But it took more than a red button to make a Social=-

ist, This was especially true of Debs'! rather restricted

interpretation of Marxism, and had he examined the

16 1yp14,, 218,
17 1pida., 218-210.

18 Yew Republic, I (Jan., 23, 1613), 6; Shannon,
Miss, Val, Hist. Rev., OXVIII, 280, Grady MelWhinney,
"Louisiana Socialists in the Twentieth Century: A Study
in Rustic Radicalism'”, Journal of Southern History, XX
(Aug. 1954), 315-316. ""

19 .. ; s )

llcWhinney, 315, note; Shannon, Miss, Val. Hist,
Rev, XXXVIII, 280,
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ideologies of those ilorth Dakotans who so proudly dis-
played their Socialist badges, he probably would haVé
found very few that measured up to his standards. ZHe
would also probably have found that those few were denied
positions of influence in the party hierarchy. Like its
parent organization, the NDSP was at this time apparently
in the process of becoming a closed corporation of Right=-
wing leaders., And one of the First to be closed out was
the venerable Arthur Besset, The perennial state secre-
tary was finally persuaded to move the party headquarters
from Fargo to Minot, when the adjacent Berthold Indian

20 Dassetls

Reservation was thrown open to homesteaders.
socialist orthodoxy did not curb his desire for free
land, and in 1911 he took up a claim near Ryder on the

southern edge of Ward County.21

The following year he
was displaced from the party Secretaryship by the elec-
tion of the more conservative . E, Thoumpson to that

2z Bagset then retired to his homestead where he

office,
died in 1914a23
With the all-important State Secretaryship in Right-

wing hands, the struggle for control of the party

20 Iconoclast, Jan. 16, 191L, p. 1.
21

Ibid., pe le
22 1pid., May 2, 1912, p. 2.

23 Ibid., Jan, 16, 191, p. 1,
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apparently shifted to the State Execubive Committee.zh
For the most part, the struggle was an uneven one, be-

| cause the left, in addition to being outnumbered, suffer-
ed from a lack of "big names™, as did its national
counterpart, This was proba%ly an inherent weakness in
so%galist orthodoxy, for the orthodox larxist emphasized
primarily the rather colorless activities of "education"
and indoctrination in the principles of seoiaiism. He
regarded participation in existing political affairs as
mere shadow boxing in the despised arena of capitalism,
He was sedentary, stodgy, and didactic, while the "con-
structive™ socialist was 2 man of action taking ouéspoken
and definite stands on contemporary issues, meeting peo=
ple, shaking hands, making compromises, and in general

performing deeds that brought him a measure of public re=-

1

cognition, In the NDSP the leaders of the "opportunist"

Taction were all men who became well known in the state--
Arthur LeSueur, A, C, Townle A, E, Bowen, Henrv G,

2 3 3 v
Teigan, Leon Durocher, D, C, Dorman, 0. M, Thomason,

Zugene Teubsch, and others., DBut the leaders of the

"fundamentalists"-- H, R, HMartinson, L, L. Griffith, Dr.

2l

" The word "apparently" and other hedging phrase-
ology is used intentionally.. There is little actual

proof of the following suppositions regarding the appar-
ent fectional struggle in the NDSP, Host of the persons
involved are dead or otherwlse out of reach; the official
records are lost; and the cfficial organ prated incessant-
ly of the party's great unity--a prcbable indication that
considerable disunity existed.




ke, Carl Berg, and D, I. Todd--were, with the
exceptilons of lMartinscn and Stucke, relatively minor
figuras.zs

A1l of these men of Right and Left did service on

%ommittee. The members of this five

the State Executive
man policy group were elected by the party membership, and
because of the prominence of the Rightists, they usually
provided a majority of the committee. Thus usually being
able to effect their proposals by a majdrity vote,26 the

Rightists apparently made 1little effort to pack the Ex-

ecutive Committee during the first three years after the

o
L)

party headquarters was moved to Minot. But Henry
Teigan, who succeeded Thompson ag State Secretary in

March 1931,27 weas evidently not satisfied with the uncer-
Tainites of Right-wing leadership under the status quo,
Teigan was an opportunist who believed in political action
and in bringing the petty bourgeoisie into the ranks of
the Soclalist Party, This is evidenced by his espousal

of a2 statement by Wilhelm Liebknecht that "as long as man

[
1]

compelled to labor like a2 slave and recelves but scant

5 . .
25 Tnese persons were characterized as "opportunist”
or "fundamentalist" by H. R. Martinson. Interview, Sept.

8, 1955.

Actually any proposal could be appealed to a re-
ferendum of the party membership, but it was a slow pro-
cess, and like most referendums they usually upheld the
actiong of their leaders.

il

27 Iconoclast, Apr. 11, 1913, p. 4, and May 2, 1913,
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remuneration for his work, though he be a socially useless
flunkey of some fat parasite, his place is nevertheless

in the Socialist Party."gB

: ®
Telgan was a clever and ambitious person.

He pro-
bably had opportunistic plans, and wanted no interference
from Left-wing obstructionists, ItAwas very likely with
this in mind that he proposed in February 191/, to replace
the five man State Executive Committee with a committee

of three consisting of the State Secretary, the State
Auditor, and the Chairman of the current State Executive
Committee.29 Not only would such a move greatly increase
his power by giving him the two most important party
functions, but the two offices would complement each
other, since bj his important position as State Secretary,
he could dominate the new Execubive Committee, even if

the other two happened to be from the opposite camp. At
the time he made the proposal, thal possibility was non-
existent, however, for the State Auditor was then the
Rightist, Eugene Teutsch, and the Chairman of the State
Executive Committee was another Right-winger, E., I,
Eisele.BO If such a reduction of the committee had been

made, it would have reduced to a minimum the represent=-

ation in the party councils of the Left wing, a group

28 i‘bi&., NC-)\‘fg'lS, 1915, p. 2.
29 Ibid., Feb. 20, 191, pe 5.

30 Ipid., Apr. 11, 1913, p. 3, and Jan. 13, 191k,
De Lle |




which, because of their probable mineritg'among the rank
and file, was already greatly declining in influence, .
The attewmpt failed, however, for it was not until two
years later that Teigan achieved his object, and by that
time he was purusing a2 more desirable one, the newly
Tormed Nonpartisan League. In practice probably the only
effect of Teigan's maneuver was to anger the Left, al-
though there Weré no outward aspects of a factional feud
exhibited at this time, Yet Teigan, on the very day of
his proposal, wrote, and later conbtinued to write, glow-
ing statements on the "utter lack of dissension" within
the party,Bl which indicates that discontent Waé probably
seething in the inner circles, and that Teigan's utter-
ances were more in the nature of pleas for unity than
manifestations of it, Thisg promotion of a fetigh of
unity was the most Merxian of Teigan's political quali-
ties, and he resembled the Ru=ssian Mérxists (in a less
violent manner, of course) in their favorite political
maneuver of purging the opposition and then proclaiming
harmony,

The wvehicle of his proclamations was the Iconoclast,

This was the HDSP's official weekly newspaper, the only

important one of its kind in the state, and a prize worth

3L 1pid., Feb. 20, 191, p. 5, and July 17, 191k,
P 1o
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winning for elther faction of the party.Bz The peper was
founded in 1912, the first issue being printed on ay

2L, 1912, under the editorship of one J. M. Near, It was
initially a privately owned enterprise with the controll-
ing interest held by Arthur LeSueur.>> Although the paper
passed through a succession of ownership, management, and
editorship, 1t always remained readable, terse, outspoken
and effective. It was usually a four page publication
with pages one and two devoted to national socialist news,
and editorial propagandizing, page three mainly to cap-
sule humor of both the slanted and uﬁslénted variety, and
rage four to advertising,

Its advertising was more extensive than one might
expect, Under the vigorous salesmanship of advertising
Manager De Witt C. Dorman,sa soclalist advertisements of
such capitalistic institutions as banks, bakeries, coal

dealers, and automoblile agencies were not at all uncommon.35

32 There were at least three other such publications
in the state during this period, the Devils Lake, Horth
Dekota Call, the Senbinel published at keGregor, Williams
County, and Industrial Freedom published at Plaza, loun-
trail County, but the lives of all three of these were
of short duration, and no copies of them are extant.
Iconoclast, May 2, 1912, p. 1, and Apr, 23, 1915, p. 1.

‘ 33 Iconoclast, Oct, 11, 1912, p. 2, and Oct, O,
1914, pe 3.

) |
34 1pid., June 7, 1912, p. 2.

35 1bvid., ey 2l, 1912, p. L, end June 7, 1912,

i De ‘3c




in fact, on one occasion the editors found it necessary
to apologize to their readers for allowing the advertise-
ments to crowd out much of the reading material.36 This

would indicate that the Iconoclast had a circulation which

the advertisers could not-afford to overlook, and that
the paper's finances were in good condition, Actually
both suppbsitions are erroneous, for the circulation pro=
bably never exceeded three thousand subscribers, despite
the great emphasis laid on local "boosting'" of the sub-
scription 1ist.37 Subscriptions Qere a d@ilar per year,
and the public at this time was not exactly clamoring to
buy, for as early as December 1912, the editor admitted
that, unless a substantial increase in subscriptions was
forthcoming, the paper would be bankrupted.38 To encour=-
age circulation the management made special club offer
subscriptions at half price, peddled socialist books and
other propaganda, and advertised for job printing "at
living rates!3% By such measures they kept the paper
alive until the Nonpartisan League appeared and absorbed
all left wing opposition,

If the Iconoclast was no Appeal to Reason in its

30 1pid., Mey 2L, 1912, p. 2.
37 Ibigd., May 2, 1912, pp. 1, L.
38 Ipid., December 6, 1912, p. 1.

M | |
39 Ivig., June 7, 1912, p. 2, May 2L, 1912, p. I,
and July 19, 1912, p. 5.
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ability to make converts and recruit subscribers, it was
an absolutely necessary possession for anyone wishing to‘
gain control over the NDSP machinery and membership,

Henry G. Teigan, having this in mind, probably viewed

the broad powers given to Editor Near as a distinct

threat to his plans., When the paper was created, Near

was given the jobs of Editor, Business Manager, Managing
Editor, and Publisherho which, of course, gave him al-
most unlimited control over the paper's policies, Near
appears to have been a radically outséoken "Lone wolf" and
1it£1e amenable to the desires of anyone toAmanipulaté
him, While the events of Near's subsequent dismissal are
nowhere directly traceable to Teigan, his fine touch
seems in evidence when in June-1913, his conservative
colleague, H. E, Thompson, officially relieved Near of
his function as Business Maneger of the Iconoclast,ul and
a month later also assumed Near's Job of>Managing Editor.uz
Near continued in the importantiposts of Editor and Pub=-
lisher, and it will never be known how he might have been
relieved of these peositions in the normal course of

events, for in August, 1913 an unexpected incident oc=

curred which enabled Telgan to complete the coup with

4O 1p14., Oct. 11, 1912, p. 2.
b1 1pi4,, June 17, 191k, pe L.

42 1p14., Aug. 1, 1013, p. 2.
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great dexterity., The incident was an IWW riot in Minot
which will be dealt with in detail later. It is enough
to say here that on August 10, 1913, Near was discharged,
ostensibly because he was too radical in his support of
the "wobblies" and his denunciations of the city adminis-
tration.uB Of Near's strong support of the IWW's and his
scathing denunciatiéns of the city government tﬁere can
be no doubt, bubt while Near was beiﬁg deposed for these
actions, there were lodged in the city jail six promi-
nent local Socialists, including LeSueur and D, C, Dorman,
who had tried to prevent the breakup of the IWW meetings
by the police, These were hailed by the party as heroes,
but they were not editors standing in Teigan's way, Not
unexpectedly, Hear's editorial successor wasknone other
then Telgan .h_’ml.seJ_f‘,m’r and within a year the wily editor

brought the Iconoclast completely under the domination

of the Right-wing., In April 1914 the ownership of the
paper was transferred from the small group of stockhold=-
ers of which Teigan was not a member to the NDSP of which
he was by this time virtual 'boss.hs By Octobér, 101L
Secretary Teigan had become Editor, Managing Editor, and

Business HManager of the Iconoclast whose publisher was

b3 Minot Deily Optic, Aug. 12, 1916, p. 1.

Ly Iconoclast, Aug. 13, 1913, p. 2.

L5 Ibide., March 20, 191, pe 1, and April 17, 191k,
Pe 3o
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officially the NDSP, DBut the publishing duties and

s
i
®

t

rogatives were held in trust by the State Zxecutive Com=-

- ~

mittee which, with the excepbion of I, L, Griffith, was
16

filled with Right-wing Socilalists,™

The fact that the lconoclast became an object of a

factional struggle for poﬁer did not greatly hinder its
effectiveness, Tor the most part, the editorial viewpoint
remeined the same, no matter who edited 1t, and the paper
played a significant role in the affairs of the party,

One of its most useful functions was sponsoring and pub-
licizing the veritable army of socialist lecturers wh
invaded the state to preach the llarxian gospel, Often

such speakers received unfavorable receptions and the

Iconoclast castigated this "persecution”" in unequivocal

térms; on July L, 1912 W, F, Ries, the "To~¢ Million
aire Sooialist”, was scneduled to add?ess the gala socilal-
ist rally beiné planned at the Burlington Falr Grounds
several miles outside of linot, but the affair ended in
failure when the "Soo Line" railroad refused to provide
transportation to“the écené of the projected festivities.uY
When Hies attempted To carry his campaign into the
hinterlands, he was heckled, assaulted, and arrested at

Plaza, re-arrested at Stanley, and barred from the

46 Ibid., Oct. 9, 191k, p. 3.

L7 Ibid., June 21, 1912, p. l, June 28, 1912, p. L,
uly 12, 1912, p. 1.




specker's platform at Tolley, all with typical vitupera-

. . & . .
tive accompaniment from the Iconoclast.kd Likewise dur-

ing the summer of 191k Beecher lloore, a Minnesota social-
ist and later a Nonpartisan Leaguer, who had aided in ths
early organizational activities of 1ID3P, was prevented

from addressing a crowd in Ray, North Daskota by the local

-

th his automobile

j~to

banker who drowned out his voilce w
h@rn,ug

Besides providing publicity and color for the party,
these meetings provided a certain amount of capital,
since the socialist speakers invariably charged admis-

sions., The Iconoclast defended this rather unorthodox

political practice bjrasserting that the "old parties"

in reality charged admissions also, sincerthey acceptéd
contributions from large corporations who defrayed this
expense by raising the prices of their products,so Wheth-
er justified or not, if a spectator's tastes ran to ver=-
bal fireworks, he probably usually éonsidered the meebing
worth the price., This was especially true of the debate
between LeSueur and ex-soclalist David Goldstein whose
main contention was that the socialists were anti-

Christian, The Iconoclast countercharged that Goldstein

48 Ibid., July 5, 1912, p. 2, July 12, 1912, pp. 2, 3.

50 Ipid., Auz. 16, 1912, p. 3.

Ibid., July 17, 191h, p. 1, and Oct. 2, 191h, p. L.
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was free lover~t £, B, Sowen, whose forensic powers were

allegedly Tormidable, also debated with the nationally
known Goldstein, as he d4id also with the well known Demo-
crat humorist, Arthur Hilloy, whom he defeated in formal

d@bate,SE Political discussions must have aroused con=-
siderably more interest in those days than at present,
and such meebtings must have "paid off" both ideologically
and financially., In 1913 the NDSP leunched e "yceun
course” of over 60 sociallst speakers, and plaéed adver-
tisemeﬁts in several newpapers inviting non-socialists
to " ., . . come and get the best arguments they have o
put'ap. Then you can tell more clearly why you are not
a Socialist.“gB One of the many NDSP sponsored speakers
who put forth these "best argunents”" was Zate Richards
Ol'Hare who in 1C17 was to be oonvicﬁed of sedition at
Biémarck in a trial of at least questioneble impartial-

)
!"1

3’:’537."1L er coming was hailed in the Ilconoclast in glow-

ing terme, and readers were reminded that the twenty~-

on

e

five cent admission entitled them to a year's subscript

in the Netional Rip Saw, a socialist publication which

51 Ipig., Aug. 16, 1912, p. 3, end June 21, 1912,
PPs 2,5 L .

52 ime "defeat” was decided by a vote of the specta-
tors. Ibid., Dec. 6, 1912, p. 3, and Feb, 13, 161, p. 1,

53 Ibid,, March 7, 1913, p. 1. Minot Daily Reporter,
March I, 1913, p. 1. v

T

Prairie Fire, 118; Shannon, Socialist




she and her husband edited in 3t. Louis,55

It was not only the Iconoclast which enthusiastical-

1y welcomed Mrs, O'Hare. The Minot Daily Optic and Dailz

Reporter, neither of which could seriously be accused of
belng leftists, carried identical front page panegyrics

on her itellect, motherhood, and oratorical talents, and

urged their readers to ", .

n56

.come and hear lrs, Q0'Hare

this once,. Likewise; when Debs was scheduled ﬁo speak

in Minot in 1915, the Minot Daily Optic -Reporter

pleaded that he "be heard with courtes? eveﬁrby'ihose
who do not agreerwith his doctrines."57 Similar treat-
ment had been accorded by the Reporter to Emil Seidel,
Debs' running mete in 1912, Whén he addressed a Minot
audiénce, and in the same year even an address of local
Socialist, LeSueur, was given fair handling.ss This in-
dicates not only that LeSueur was a popular figufe; for
he had already proved that by being elected to the City
Commission, but that the size of the socialist following
in the Minot area was large enough to cause editors to

refrain from criticising it unduly for fear of cancelled

55 Tconoclast, Sept. 27, 1912, P 4;

50 linot Daily Optic, Octe 3, 1912, pe l. Minot

Daily Reporter, Oct. 2, 1912, p. 1l
57 June 3, 1913, pe. 2.

58 Mlnot Daily Raporter, bug, 17, 1912, p. 1, and
Jan, 5,

1912, p. 1l
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subscriptions. And until they were presented with a rea-
sonable excuse for denouncing the local Socilalists, such
a3 the IWW riots provided, the IMinot dailies would 1limit
thelr criticism to sly hints that sccialists were anarch-
ists, liars, non-constructive mudslingsrs, and free

O — . 2 5
1overs.5/ The ILconoclast on the other hand, found little

reason to soften i1ts blows against the opposition press,

and from the first branded the Optic not only an "in-

finitesimal fly speck on the face of the earth," but as
a slanted organ of the plutocrats (commonly called

"plutes”) which advertised patent medicines, overlooked
"every gquestion that is of interest

w60

poverty and straddled
to the common people.

In fact, the Iconoclast was, from first to last a

disseminator of tTypical socialist propaganda. Iowever,

it exhibited a good deal of editorial adaptability in

J.

applying the socialist viewpoint to local situations.
Such 2 situation occurred in August 1912, when a linot
contractor, D, A, Dinnie, a rugged Iindividualist and the
61

bane of the labor organizer, was awarded the contract

Ul
o)

Finot Daily Optic, Iay 27, 1912, p. 2, and June
15, 1912, p. 2; Llconoclast, June 7, 1912, pp. 1, i, and
June 21; 1912, Pe 2o

60 Iconoclast, June 7, 1912, pp. 1, L, and June 1l,
1912, p. 1.

J4
Ol fccording to the Crant Youman's, Dinnie had re-
cited his own labor philosophy as "work them hard and

r
pay them little." Grant 8., Youman's Legalized Bank
Robbery (Minot, N, Dak., 191L), 16,

sl 3 k4 7 2
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/
to build the new inot State HWormel Sohool.og Wh en sub=-
sequently the bricks with which Dinnie planned to bulld

o~

the walls of the institution proved to be inferior, the

Iconoclast had a field day in ridiculing Dinnie and his

methods WwiCﬂ it regarded as typlcally ca pﬂtu¢is .63
Later when the foundations of the partly constructed
building also proved defective 4 the Iconoclast accused
Dinnie of purposely weakening the concrefte mixture to
save money on cement, and printed sworn statements by
cne of the workers that he had withheld certain amounts
. s . 65 - . ; a .
of cement on Dinnie's orders, - In 1913, however, Dinnie
turned the tables bﬁ suing the Fortland Cement Company

) )
L

Tor selling him inforior cement, Though at least two

gocialisbs testified against Dinnie at this trial the
S 3

Tconoclast lost interest in the case when 1t wag decided

. - . . N 67
in favor of Dinnie who received a judgement of $4000,°!

However, the Iconoclast never ceased to exploit loca

=

and state issues for propaganda purposes, Though There

£3

were gome fercical ubopian statements on the beauties of

Py )
2 Winot Daily Optic, Aug. 27, 1912, p. 1.
63 ,
Iconoclast, May 2, 1913, pp. 1-2.
ble « = e s . ,
ol Youmans, 15-16, LHinot Daily Oontic, Wov, b, 1913,
Pe 1la

65 Iconoclast, July 11, 1913, p. 1.

s )
06 wnot Dailvy Optic, Wov. 6, 1913, P. L.

o7 Ipid., Nov., 10, 1913, p. 1.

1
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socialism, such as it's enabling women to stay beautiful
"antil they ave fifty--yes until they are ninety, "8
absurdities were quite rare, The editors wisely pre-

ferred to use concrete economic and political issues as
stepping stones to socialist conversions of skeptical

North Dakotans, Thus while Leon Durocher, an able Social-
ist propagéndist, castigated the State Legislature for
failure to pass laws for initiative, referendum, and re=
call, and for the extension of judges'! terms to ten years,69
LeSueur condemned Governor L., B, Hanna for vetoing a bill
in 1913 which would facilitate the collection of damages

for industrial accident victims.7o One such victim was
William ¥, Hall who was killed in the Bruegger lignite

mine; the Iconoclast blamed the State Legislature for

his death, because it had failed to enact mine safety

1aws.71 Despite North Dakota's small industrial popula-

tion, the Iconoclast was an outspoken advocate of or-

ganized labor, especially in H, E. Thompsons MJorkers of
the Week" column, And it was a staunch foe of "reaction-
ary" labor unions, like the Fargo Building and Trades

Alliance which condoned the open shop in its jurisdictional

68 Iconoclast, July 10, 191lL, p. 2.

69 Tpid., March 21, 1913, p. L.

70 1p34,, July 15, 1913, p. 1.

7l 1pid., Feb. 21, 1913, p. 1.
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area, 72

On national issues too, the Iconoclast, like other

typical soclalist publications,_paid at least lip service
to traditional soclalist ideals, The newspaper criti-
cized Gompers' alleged bargaining timidity ("Please give
us a crumb or two"), and favored industrial unionism
over craft unionism.73 It echoed the Marxist contension
that the trusts were rapidly forcing the middleman and
the middle class out of existence, while using the favor=-
ite Right=-wing argument that this fact should induce the
SP to recruit the middle class, not exclude it.7u The

Iconoclast admitted, however, that the admission of such

elements could corrupt the movement; in fact, 0, M., Thoma-
son, a prominent socialist and later a more prominent
Nonpartisan Leaguer, asserted that the reason why so many
socialists were "ornery", "lazy," and "crooked" was that
they had recently been drawn from the ranks of the Re-
publican and Democratic parties.75 These old parties,

stated the Iconoclast, in mimicry of the Left-wing, were

merely the representatives of "trustified wealth" or of

the middle class, and the so-called "progressives" were

72 Ibid., Dec., 19, 1913, pp. 2-3, |
73 Ibid., July 19, 1912, p. 5, Aug. 8, 1913, p. 1.
™ Ipig., Aug. 1h, 191k, vp. 1, k.

75 Ibid., Mar. 5, 1915, p. l.
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mere capitalist sops whose main function was to gain
minor concessions that did nothing but prolong the agony
of an unjust rule.76 In the light of the North Dakota
farmer's disilluslomment with progressivism this was pro-
bably effective propaganda, Yet when A, E, Bowen, in a
series of articles on "the Socialist Platform,” advocated
such measures as freedom of speech, press, and assembly,
the initiative, referendum, and recall, prohibition of
railway passes to legislators, woman suffrage, income,
inheritance, and corporation taxes, popular election of
President and Vice President, abolition of the United
States Senate, and a liberalization of the amendment pro-
cedures of the United States Constitutian,77 he portrayed
socialism as a blend of Americanism, idealism, and re-
formism which if attained would actually uphold the sys-
tem which Bowen professed to condemn., However, incon=-
sistent such statements may have been, they exhibited that
some North Dakota Socialists had ability to adapt ideo-
logical abstractions to national and local needs,

The same Socialists also made blunders, Sometimes
their socialist dogma interferred with their editorial

discretion, and caused them to antagonize the citizens

. 76 Ipid., July 10, 191, p. 1, and July 17, 191k,
Pe ®

T Ibld., Nov. 29, 1912 bp. 1, 3=, Dec. 20, 1912,
De 1, Jan, 10, 1913, pe. 1, Jan, 17, 1913, p. 1, and Jan,
31, 1913, p. 1.
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whom they were trying to convert, To some extent their
handling of the issue of World War I was such a blunder,
but this can be easily overestimated, since as Professor
R, P, Wilkins' "North Dakota and the FEuropean War'" makes
clear, North Dakota was probably less under the influence
of chauvinistic propaganda during this period than any

other state.78 Certainly the Iconoclast's handling of

the intervention in Mexico was well done; as 1t very ef-
fectively represented it as a conspiracy of Y"certain
transportation interests' the army, the Navy, and "all
men who can make money on war."’? It utilized the fact

that the hostilities south of the border occurred almost

simultaneously with the severe outbreak of labor strife

in Ludlow, Colorado. Both events were reported in red Fﬂ

headlines, "War in Colorado and México.“ao In a similar
mahner, when World War I broke out in Europe, the Icono-
clast echoed the traditional North Dakota sentiment that
war was a selfish plot of the "interests". Though the

Iconoclast remained pacifist to the extent of supporting iﬂ

Henry Ford's "peace ship" efforts,Sl the editors avoided W

78

Abstract v, passim o
79 Ivid., Mar. 27, 191k, p. 1.
80 1pi4., May 1, 191L, p. 1.

81 wilkins, 129, 13l. This sentiment was in line
with that of many North Dakotans, even the conservative ;
Governor L. B, Hanna who actually went with Ford on his i
"veace ship" voyage. He was the only United States
Governor to do s8o0.




the pro=Cerman stigma by their sincere and unequivocal
criticism of the wartime German Government.gz The Kaiser,
they sald, was as oppressive to the working claés as was
the Government of the United States, but with the differ=-

ence that in Germany such oppressions were carried on
completely autocratically, while in the United States
they were done with the "tacit acquiescience of the peo-
ple.”83 )

7However critical it was of Germany, the Iconoclast

was an outspoken enemy of United States participation in
the war, Its first reaction to the declarations of war

in Europe was "Don't fight, but protest.” It proposed a

"world wide labor strike," and demanded that the ones who

declared the war do the fj'_gb..’r:,in,g.811L The editors held to
a strictly economic interpretation of the causes of the
85

war which probably found much acceptance among the

North Dakota farmers, but their assertion that the high

price of wheat was "the price of the workers' blood“86

probably found less‘acceptance. The Iconoclast capital-

ized on the emphatic anti-war sentiment in the state by

,82:Ibid" 26, Iconoclast, Feb, 12, 1915, Pe le F
8}4‘ Ibid., Allg. 7’ 1914’ P' 1'
|
|

85 This was a very common opinion in North Dakota,
Wilkins, 21,

86 pid., b8, ’
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publicizing the many proposals made for a nationwide re-
ferendum on involvement in it,87_and submitted a few
ideas of its own on the question., In 191l the paper
suggested a policy of refusing to support the United
States Government, if it entered the War,BB and at the
same time to encourage the workers in the belligerent
nations to use the guns which the capitalists had placed
in their hands against their capitalist-militarist govern=-
ments.89 A yoar later the State Commitbee of bthe NDSP
adopted a resolution that, in the event of war, Social-
ists would refuse to enlist and if drafted refuse to
fight.go That such manifestations of projected mutiny
did not shock the North Dakota populace as much as might
be expected is evidenced by the fact that, when in June
1915 Debs appeared at an anti-war rally in Garrison,
North Dakota, he was greeted by a large audience all of
whom, Debs said, were "red to the core,"91

Debs' denunciation of President Wilson's prepared-

ness program was also echoed by the Iconoclast,92 and it

87 1pvid., 92-93.

88 This was similar to the official policy of the
national SP, and it split the perty after United States
entry into the war, Ginger, 341-=343,

89 Iconoclast, Oct., 16, 191&, s le

90 1pid., Feb. 15, 1915, De 3.
91 Ginger, 333.
92 wilkins, 81-82, 182.
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probably alienated few of its readers. The Iconoclast

held that the only grounds for entering the war would be
an invasion of the Unilted States, and the Fargo Local in
1015 proposed a national slate of such anti-war socialists
as Arthur LeSueur and George R, Kirkpatrick, author of a

socialist-pacifist book entitled, War, What For?93 This

nomination was done in protest against the patriotic
utterances being voiced by many American socialists, and
this and similar actions cleverly tied socialism to iso=-
lationism, an intensely popular sentiment in the state

at this time., Eventually the "patriotic" socialists
caused a split in the national Socialist Party, and the
United States entry into the war sounded the party's
death knell. 9% But it had little effect on the NDSP,

for it was by this time already dying of exposure to the
Nonpartisan League, Generally speaking, the views of the

NDSP leaders and the Iconoclast editors regarding World

War I probably did not have much to do with the party's
decline in North Dakota.

But some of their other actions did, The editors

93 Iconoclast, Dec. 2, 1915, p. 2, and Nov, 12,
1915, p. L.

ol Ginger, 3l1-343; Daniel Bell, "The Background
and Development of Marxian Socialism in the United States,"
in Donald Drew Egbert and Stow Persons, eds., Socialism
and American Life, I (Princeton, 1952), 308; Shannon,
Socialist Party, Chap, V.
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of the Iconoclast, especially Near, sometimes allowed
their ideological zeal to lead them into petty criticisms
of local customs from which advantage accrued only to

the opposition. Their extreme anti-militarism was not
newly born with the outbreak of World War I, nor was it
confined to standing armies which, according to Near,
were invariably composed of "undesirable citizens."9?

The National Guard and the State Militia also were con-
demned as "hired hessians of capitalism," and Minot's

new armory, and the University of North Dskota'!s ROTC de-

6

partment also became targets of editorizl abuse.9 As

if this journalistic peftiness were not enough, the

Iconoclast also indulged in a vituperative and ill=-

advised condemnation of the Boy Scouts as a vehicle for

the indoctrination of militarism.?! Such a foolish as-
sault allowed the Optic to launch a typical attack on
the socialists as an anarchical group bent on destroying
cherished institutions and instituting "their own 'peace!
plansg; which include the waving of the red flag, the use
of the bomb, fire and dynamite and wreck, ruin and deso-

198

lation in general.

95 Iconoclast! Aug, 16, 1612, p. 1l. |
96 Ibid., Aug. 2, 1912, pp. 1, )-i-: July 19, 1912, p. |
1, and Jan, 1, 1915, po 2.

97 1vid., June 7, 1912, p. 1, and June 28, 1912, p. 1.

98 Minot Daily Optic, June 8, 1912, p. 1.
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More ill-advised than the insults to the patriotic

element was the Iconoclast's onslaught on religion.

Socialism is invariably idéntified by 1ts opponents with
godlessness, and any socialist party must take precautions
to avold such politically harmful publicity., The NDSP '
not only failed to take such rudimentary precautions,
but, in fact, openly invited attack on these grounds, as

the pages of the Iconoclast amply testify. The social-

ists asserted that they were opposed only to the malprac-
tices of organized religion;&not "religion as such.,”

Thus Billy Sunday was denounced as a hypocrite because

of his alleged greed more than for.his use of profanity,

although that too was condemned, 79 Likewise, the Icono=-

clast assured its readers that it opposed only religion

that used its position "to buttress the existing system

. « o /and/ to justify the exploitation of labor," by

sending out preachers who taught "that a prayer can take
the place of a beefsteak,"90 Soon, however, the Icono-
clast was attacking "religion as such" with such materi-
al as 0, M, Thomason's poem "Is there a God?" which

heaped contempt on ardiety who unfeelingly presides over

capitalistic injustics.101

99 Iconoclast, May 31, 1912, pe 2e

100 1pid., June 1l, 1912, p. 3, and Aug. 16, 1912,
Pe 2o

101 1ps4,, Mer. 13, 191k, p. 1.
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Such criticism of Protestant evangelists and minis-

ters was kid-glove treatment compared with the verbal

abuse which the Iconoclast directed at Roman Catholilcism,

Although beginning by attacking only the church's "per-
nicious political activity" by which it sought to "sepa-
rate labor on religious lines and bring existing unions
under the domination of the Roman Catholic hierarchy,"loz

the Iconoclast was soon indulging in excessive abuse

that showed it to be ¢ompletely bigoted on the Catholic
question, Amazingly enough the NDSP seemed not to real=-
ize that such prejudice would alienate the considerable
German-Russian element in the state who were preponder-
antly Catholic, but who had strong socialist tendencies,
as they regarded profits as robbery, and cooperatives as
highly legitimate.lo3 Yet in the same issue which carri-
ed the first blast against the Catholic Church, the

Iconoclast blandly announced that it was translating the

Socialist platform into German for distribution among
the settlers of that nationality.1Ol In subsequent

issues the Iconoclast accused the Catholic Church of

contributing to the increase of veneral dlisease by its

102 May 31, 1912, pe. 1, and July L, 1913, p. 1.

103 Joseph B. Voeller, "The Origin of the German-
Russian People and their Role in North Dakota" (unpub-
lished #. S. thesis, University of North Dakota, 19L0),
100,

lOL’V Ibid., M&Y 310 1912’ Pe 2‘




repression of sex education, of belng a fountalinhead of
"hypocrisy”, "mental slavery," and "shem," because of
its parochialAeducation, ofibmenting disléyalty because
Cardinal Manning had said, "o pledge of Catholics is of

" and of be-

any binding force to which Rome is not a party,
ing immoral, because a French priest had recentiy commite-
ted suicide in the home of his mistress.lGS The full

flowering of the Iconoclast's anti-Catholic attitude ap=

peared 1in an editérial in the June 13, 1013 issue which,
besides referring to the Pope as an "old macaroni stuffed,
wine soaked geezer," stated that the editors had

", . .no desire to please the local or foreign

followers of the dago pope . . . /who/ has the

power (?%%7) to souze a soul around in the fires

of hell like a rag on a stick; that at the wiggle

of a dago finger, one of the faithful must fast

or feast, drink water when one wants wine and

wine when a glass of water would taste like the

nectar of the gods,"

Such barefaced prejudice not only provided ready
ammunition for the opposition's anti-Socialist ideclogical
battle, but enabled them to use it for direct political
purposes as well, When in June 1912, LeSueur attacked
the Catholic educational system, the Optic pointed out
that his political purpose was to defeat J. A, Roell, a

Catholic who was running for a seat on the local school

board against the Soclalist candidates Mrs. Pooler and

105 1pid., Jan 10, 1913, pe 2, May 31, 1913, pp. 1,
)_;., Ju.ly l 1912, Pe 6, and Jan. 31; 1913’ Poe la




Mrs, Thomas, The Optic predicted that if the latter two

won, they would insure that "their doctrines of 'Free

Love, Property Right Destruction and Anarchy'! may be in-
troduced into the public schools at Willo"l06 That such

; alarums were effective is testified to by the fact that

| the Socialist candidates recelved only eighty and seventy-
one votes apiece, a 125 per cent decrease from the pre-
vious year.lo? In the school election a year later
candidates Teutsch and Pooler were defeated by another wide
margin,log a clear indication that the Minot citizens did
not relish the prospect of socialists on their school

f board, especlally if the socialists appeared to be anti-

religious bigots,

Religious and other sundry prejudices were not the
only manifestations of the political obtuseness of the
North Dakota Socialists, On the IWW and harvest hands
issues they even antagonized the farmer of whose political
sensibilities they were usually so respectful, "Iww"
was a swear word to most farmers, because of the organi-

i zation's reputation for sabotage in the harvest fields,
and practical pol tics called for a repudiation of the

union's activities. Here the NDSP balked, and not only

106 June I, 1912, pp. 1=2, .
107 tnot Daily Optic, June 5, 1912, pe 1.
108

Ibid., June L, 1913, p. 1.
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did the issue get them into trouble during the riots of

1913, but the Iconoclast, whose function was to gain ad-

herents among the farmers, had originally opposed the
expulsion of Haywood from the party.log This support of
Haywood is partly explained by the fact that the radical

and irescible Hear was editor of the Iconoclast at this

time, but even after Near had been removed, and the en-
tire party had been discredited by their participation

in the IWW riots, the Iconoclast continued to sympathize

with the IWW in its "protest against industrial oppres-

sion, 110 Furthermore, the Iconoclast opposed the far-

mer's perennial desire for cheap labor at harvest time,
with accusations of deliberate exaggeration of the short-
age of harvest hands so as to attract many laborers into
the area, glutting the market at labor's expense and de-
pressing the level of harvest Wages.lll Although the

Iconoclast avoided mentioning the farmer as a party to

this conspiracy, blaming instead the bankers who were
motivated entirely by the desire to collect debts owed
them by the farmers, the accusation bore at least in-
directly on the farmers and, no doubt, angered them. It

should be added, however, that the Iconoclast's

109 1pid,, Jan. 2, 1913, pp. 1, 3.

110 1pi4., May 29, 191k, p. 1, and July 17, 191k,
P. Lls

111 1pig,, July 25, 1913, p. 3.
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% accusations were probably correct, as the Optic in the
summer of 1912 advertised for 22,000 harvest hands,ll2 a

number which seems ordinately large, In the summer of
1915, the city of Minot set up a "free Employment Bureau”
run, significantly, by the police department whom the

Iconoclast accused of arresting for vagrancy those refus=-

ing to work at stipulated wages.113 This was also possgi=-
bly an accurate eppraisal of the "Employment Bureau!s"
functions. But correct or not, the party's utterances
and actions on this issue show that the North Dakota
sSoclalists were sometimes politically wrong on the farm
question,

Usually, however, they were right, The entire NDSP,

including its Left-wing, was, from first to last, & pain-

steking cuitivatcr of the farmer's interests, and its
most significant achievement was to evolve a politically
appealing farmers program out of the welter of previous
agricultural demands, These demands were shaped to serve
ags instruments of political socialism, and to make a
significant beginning toward selling the program to the
skeptical and disillusioned North Dakota farmer., Its
greatest failure was to allow its carefully nurtured pro-

geny to be kidnapped by a rival political organization,

112 i1y 26, 1912, p. 1.

113 Tconoclest, Aug, 13, 1915, p. L.
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just when it»was beginning to show its strength. The
NDSP formula for gaining the farmer's support was a ju-
dicious operation of endorsing his biases, erticulating
his prejudices, and emphasizing those aspects of social-
ism that held promise of economic relief for him, Thus
the party warmly supported the populer American Society
of Bauity, but with the typical socialist reservation
that the movement was only one step in the right direc=-
tion, an intermediate stage in the process of socializa-
tion which it would be "the quintessence of jackassable
stupidity" for the party to ignore.lllL Likewise one of
the strongest Socialist Defenders of Equity, Arthur Le
Sueur, admitted that he was defending a capitalistic in-
stitution, and that he indulged in other capitalistic
practices such as holding bank stock (and he might have
mentioned defending in court the Great Northern Railway).llS
But he defended these practices with the disarmingly
utilitarian argument that any socialist must live some-
what as a capitalist does until the capitalist system

116

should be overthrown, Another soclalist who actively

1 144, Feb. 6, 191k, p. L, and June 15, 1915,
P. 13 Theodore Saloutos and John D, EHicks, Agricultural’
Discontent in the Middle West, 1900-1939 (Madison, Wis.,
1951), 155-156, |

115 LeSueur, Crusaders, 26-27.
116 ’

Iconoclast, May 2, 1913, pp. 1, 3.
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supported Equity was F. B, Wood, a versatile opportunist

“who was later elected to Equity's board of directors,

and still later became a power in the Nonpartisan‘League.ll7

More important than support of capitalist institu-
tions, was the party's ability to adapt socialist theory
to the farmer's needs. First the socialists took steps
to dispel the ever-present bug-a-boo that they stood for
destruction of private land ownership. This was done
quite effectively by merely repeating the statements of
the Right-wing leaders of the national Socialist Party.

The Iconoclast supplemented these utterances by asserting

that socialism would actually make the farmer's title to
his land more secure by relieving him of the danger of
loan sharks, bankers, and govermment capitalists who
threatened the possession of hisiland by property taxes,
foreclogures, and eminent,domain,llg This was cléver
propaganda, for by their rejection of collective owner-
ship of land, the socialists not only parried the strong-
est argument which the capitalists could use against them
in competition for the farm vote, but they placed the
capitalists on the defensive by forcing to the farmerls
attention the fact that his economic "enslavement" was a

product of the venerated "free" capitalist system. This

117 Bahmer, [139.

118 Tconoclast, Sept. 20, 1912, p. 1l.
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was unquestionably the capitalist-despised practice of
"stirring up class consciousness,”
The North Dakota Socialists were masters of this

practice, Almost every issue of the Iconoclast carried

arﬁicles decrying the exploitation of the farmer by the
trusts., The articles told their rural readers that the
free farmer no longer existed, for he was actually owned
by the trusts who set the price of all he bought and
sold, but the former was so high and the latter so low
until it became absolutely impossible for the farmer to

live a debt free existence., In fact, the Soclalists claim=

ed that the only successful farmer was the one who "Parm-

ed the farmer" instead of his land.ll9 Practically
everyone of the hundreds of farm topical articles that

flooded the pages of the Iconocclast was devoted to this

theme of exploitation by the capitalists., 1t was even

asserted that good crop yields would nobt aid the farmer
in his distress, since more production would oﬁly depress
the price of farm products.lgo In fact, as L. L.
Griffith wittily pointed out, even though North Dakota
ranked first in its value of production per farmer, the
farmer was actually worse off, because in béing so ef-

ficient, he merely made the state Tirst in swelling the

119 1pid,, Sept. 20, 1912, p. 3, and July 20, 1912,
PP. 1, 3.

120 14i4., Sept. 27, 1912, p. 3. |
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profits of the railroads, the elevators, the steel mills,

the lumber trusts, and the bankers.lal

Arthur LeSueur,
whose jJournalistic lucidity was considerable, forcefully
explained how manufactured goods, because of price fixing
agreements, no longer fluctuated with the business cycle
but that farm prices were subject to all the vicissitudes
of the open market.laa In another article he stated that
what the farmer needed was a "road to market" which was
not a "trust-owned road that leads through the mills, the
packing house, and over the railroad 123

Probably because of his proximity, the banker came
in for the severest cfiticism4 He was extremely vulner-

able, because he possessed that symbol of the farmer's

lack of freedom, the mortgage. The Iconoclast attacked

him on sentimental grounds, as in H, R. Martinson's poem,

"

"Western Jam's" depicting the disillusiomment of the

hardy homesteader who toiled his life away and in the end

found himself mortage bound.124

lore seriously the paper
declared that the banker!s economic power was illegiti-

mate, The Iconoclast explained to the farmer that the

reason "why you have to walk, while your banker friend

121 1pid., Wov. 12, 1915, p. L.
122 1pig., Jén, 2, 1914, p. 1.
123 1pid., Dec. 26, 1913, p. L.
12 Ibid., Jan, 16, 1914, p. 1.
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(7?7) rolls by on the cushions" was that the dastardly
conniver had created the twelve per cent interest rate
(it was never mentioned as being lower than btwelve per
cent ) purposely designed to keep the farmer in economic
subjection.l25 In 191L the progressive aspirant for the
Republic gubernatorial nomination, Usher L, Burdick, was

ridiculed by the Iconoclast for masquerading as a friend

of the farmer by advocating a reduction of the interest

rate, when his demand was for a paltry reduction of two

' would

per cent, which, like other progressive "reforms,'
only perpetuate the injustices of the capitalist sys-
tem.126 When the North Dakota bankers themselves came
out in favor of the two per cent reduction after the poor
crops in 1913, P, R. La Brant, a relatively unknown
socialist, wrote a clsver editorial ridiculing this re-
form.127 La Brant likened the North Dakota farmer to an
0ld butbt faithful team of horses who were unable to pull a
load of sand out of a mudhole, no matter how hard the
farmer whipped them, Finally, the farmer shoveled off
part of the load, and the team gratefully pulled the re-

mainder home, In a similar manner, said La Brant, the

bankers had so heavily loaded the farmer with high

' 125 1pid., Aug. 8, 1913, pp. 1, k.
126 1p14., June 12, 191, p. L.

127 1pid,, May 15, 191k, p. 1.
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interest rates that he could not pull the load through
the poor crop mudhole of 1913, no matter how hard the
bankers whipped him with foreclosure threats. The bank=-
ers then decided to shovel off two per cent of the inter=-
est load, and were in the process of trying to make the
farmer feel grateful for this concession, whereas if the
farmer had any more braing then a horse, he would vote
to have the entire load shoveled off in the form of a
collectively owned banking system as advocated by the
Socialist Party,

In fact, every action of the banker which had the
ogtensible purpose of aiding the farmer, had, according

to the Iconoclast, a hidden economic motive, Thus the

banker's support of the better farming movement was mere-
ly to increase the farmer's ability to make money for
the bankers.128 And the bankers with their other urban
lieutenants had conspired to Juggle the local taxation
rates so as to bear unjustly on the farmer, thus provid-
ing another reason why he had "patcb@s on [Ei§7 pants

1

half the size of horse blankets,"+27

The final "piteh" was always that only in socialism

128 Ibid., Apr. L, 1913, p. 1. This sentiment was
later voiced by another prominent American socialist.
See Upton Sinclair, The Goose Step, A Study of American
Bducation (Pasadena, 1922)., 203-206, ~For a more '
fayorable treatment of the movement, see Fossum, 78-80,
130.

129 Iconoclast, Mar. 31, 1913, p. 1.
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could the farmer find relief, In the journalistic ideal-
ism of LeSueur, soclalism became a spiritual force rather
than a simple economic creed, and he invited rather than
solicited citizens to take part in this "mightiest re-
generating force on earth.," He extolled socialism for

its moral satisfaction as well as for its ability to

bring about a better life by overthrowing the capitalist
system which "keeps the education that ought to be in
your children's heads in the vaults of the bankers" etc,i>0
The Socialists followed through their intensive propaganda
activities with attention-arresting excursions into the
political life of the state., In 1912 Leon Durocher run-
ning for United States Representative in the First Dist-
rict challenged his progressive Republican opponent,

H, T, Helgeson to debate the issues of profiteering on
wheat, rising farm tenancy in the state, the $76,000,000
worth of mortgages in North Dakota, the tariff issue,

and the undemocratic features of the Republican and
Democratic Parties.131 Helgeson refused the challenge,

and the Iconoclast castigated him for it.t32 At the

same time the JTeconoclast attacked the activities of Sena=-

tor Porter McCumber who was very active in Washington

130 1pig., Mar. 23, 191k, p. 1.
131 1pid,, July 12, 1905, p. 1.
132 1p14., Sept. b, 1912, p. 1.
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promoting an agricultural tariff, Despite this fact, the
editors branded him "a slave to the mighty interests that
elected him to office by thelr influence exerted through
the prostituted press of North Dakota and elsewhere."133
Yet in their race for agricultural adherents, the
NDSP leaders did not, like Berger and other Right-wing
Socialists, sabotage the program of relief for the labor-
ing man, The NDSP took over the half-hearted pronounce=
ment of the national Soclalist Party that the farmer and
laborer were "in the same boat" and actively sought to
induce the HNorth Dakota farmer to identify the laborerts
interest with his own., One of the Pirst issues of the

Iconoclast carried an article entitled "Is the Farmer an

Exploiter?" and (which was a considerable concession for
J. I, Near) answered the question generally in the nega-
tive, saying that he was for the most part, one of the

exploited.131‘L The Iconoclast was unsparing in its criti-

cism of penniless farmers (and most of them were penniless,

according to the Iconoclast)who were too proud to identify

themselves with the working class, but insisted that they
were part of the capitalist class which in reality ex-

ploited them,l35 In subsequent issues the appeal was

133 1pig., Oct, 25, 1912, p. l., and Oct. 23, 1912,
P. 1s

13h 1pid., Sept. 6, 1912, p. L.
135 Ipid., Aug. 23, 1912, p. 1.




made to farmers and laborers alike to unite against their
oppressors under the banner of socislism. It was assert-
ed that such a combination was entirely natural since at
that time everyone was organized except “the man who

nl36

toils=~the farmer and the wage earner, Farmer-labor
solidarity was also high lighted by the state party plat-
forme which carried both agricultural snd labor demands
which in many cases were purported to be identical, This
was probably the first serious attempt to effect the
meaningful farmer-labor coalition\which Townley was

later to achleve so spectacularly. It is very probable
that Townley first saw the possibilities of such a coali-
tion while 2 member of the North Dakota Socialist Party.
The only ™hitch"™ in the operation was the unanswered
question of whether the farmer would "buy" such a program,
and by 191 indications were that he would.

Ths Socielists were becoming popular! It was not
without its effect that North Dakotans had witnessed
failure after failure of their repeated attempts to ob-
tain the kind of economic relief they wanted. That many
should court socialism was an entirely naturel thing,
especlally since at least fifty per cent of the state

populace entertained some socialistic ideas at this

136 1pid., Feb. 6, 191k, p. 2.
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time,137 and such a formidable segment of the public
could not be ignored. It has already been noted that
those arch foes of the NDSP, the Minot dailies, were
forced tortreat the soclalists in their midst with some
deference, although they were evidently reluctant to do
s0., But even this reluctance was not in evidence in many
of the rural weekly newpapers, In the small localitles
the love of a show mingled with the desire for economic

justice always assured the junketing soclalists a good

turnout, Great interest was shown in the socialist lec-
tures and debates, and they were almost invariably given
Tavorable coverage 1n the local newspapers, many of which
even went to the extent of establishing "Socialist De-

w138 Tnis free publicity provided local

partments,
socialist leaders a chance to bring socialism home to

the inhabitants of their communities on a truly intimate

basis, since many residents very likely read no newspaper
other than the local weekly., DBut those crossroads radl-

cals failed rather dismally to take advantage of this

opportunity. The various "Socialist Departments" never

137 wilkins, 14-15. Indicative of the fact that
socialism had 1little of the adverse connotation in North
Dakota that it had elsewhere is that the popular League
Governor, Lynn Frazier said in 1917: "Yes, I believe in
some of the soclalisticideas. . .We're not afraid of class
legislation,” Quoted in Wilkins from Bismarck Tribune,
Mar, 10, 1917, p. L.

138 1pia., 1l.
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showed the editorial touch of the Iconoclast in adapting

socialist theory to local issues, and aside from an

occasional effective article in the Mandan Republican,

they were given over mainly to arid stretches of collec-
tivist dogma ill calculated to appeal to the farmer who
read meinly for relaxation and aﬁusement;139 Neverthe-
less, the surprising amount of coverage, and most of it
favorable, given by the weekly newspapers to socilalist
activities is an indication that socialism had a consider=-
able hold on the political imagination of the North Dakota
farmer,

There are other indications also, Probably the most
significant was the intensified socialist political ac-
tivity on the local level., By 1912 there were many
locals organized in the western counties of the state,
but, like most political organizations, they tended to
become slack and inactive in non-election years, thus
losing their effectiveness, d. E. Thompson claimed in
1912 that such lethargy had cost the party votes in the

preceding election, because, by its failure to put

139 It should not be inferred, however, that the
North Dakota farmer was less well read than the city
dweller in the state or elsewhere., Governor Burke once
said, "the average Zﬁorth Dakota/ farmer. ., .takes about
one paper and reads it through and through even the
advertisements," Wilkins, 329, For an even more favor-
able opinion of the farmer's reading habits see James E.
Boyle, "The Agrarian Movement in the Northwest," American
Bconomic Review, VII (Sept. 1918), 506,




precinct committeemen 1in all township precincts, it
allowed the election boards to throw out many Socialist
votes.luo It remained for the energetic Teigan to take
steps to remedy this particular weakness.

Almost as soon as he became Editor of the Iconoclast,

Teigan issued a call for all locals tg work haréer-in the
coming election because existing conditions--low farm
prices, high cost of living, and unemployment--made the
field ripe for propaganda, and he intelligently empha=
sized the need for more systematic organizing and re-

12 In February 191l he followed up

crulting activities,
this piea by insisting that Socialists spend less time
on propagandizing and more on organizing, and he wisely
recommended that converts should not be ignored after
their conversion, but should be organized into locals
and given work to do., The most useful of such work

was to maeke certain that the local was kept active and
interested.lua A year later the State Executive Commib
tee, probably at Teligan's prompting, ruled that no mem=
ber at large would be aildwed to keep his membership in

the IDSP if he resided where there was a local, and had

140 Iconoelast, July 19, 1912, p. 2.
UL pia., ok, 31, 1913, p. 2.

1h2 1314., Feb. 20, 191k, pe 5.




refused to join it.lQB This action was in line with
Teigan's policy of meking every member an actin ins tru=-
ment af the party. Telgan was building a political
machine, and his intensive emphasis on political organl-
zation as opposed to propaganda (politely called "edu-
cation” by the Left-wingers) marks him as a Rightéwing,
politiéal-actionist type socialist of the purest sort,
He had political ambitions and he knew how to achieve
them, That he got results in atltested by the improved
fiscal condition of the party under his stabte secrebary-
ship, and by the increase in the number of locals, AtA
the end of both 1913 and 191@, during which Teigan served
full time as State Secretary, the party ended in the
black for the first two bimes in its h:i.story.lm'r Under
hig leadership the number of locals was increased quite
rapidly, there being only twenty fewer in existence in
July 1916, after the League had encroached severely into
the WDSP membership than, there were when Teigan took
of fice in 1913,145

The results of this activity are also to be seen in

the outcomes of local and county elections, Teilgan was

13 1pig., Mer. 26, 1915, p. le

U 1pi4,, Feb. 20, 191k, p. 5, and Jan 15, 1915,
Pe (s

y
145 There were 175 locals in December 1912, and 155
in July 1916 when the last official listing was made.
Tconoclast, Dec. 13, 1912, p. 3, and July 21, 1916, p. 2,
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fully aware that the county was as important éo the party
organization as the local, and, in line with his policy
of giving every Socialist something to do, he recommended
that the county officials do the work of routing social-~
ist speakers, since they were familiar with the country

Qistricts, 16

After the party had gained legal standing
and wag thus eligible to enter primary elections, he in-
sisted that every county field a full slate of primary
candidates to give the socilalist electors a chance to
vote a straight Socialist t:?.c:ke,*t.lll'7 Many Socialists
had been running county candidates prior to that tinme,

although their platforms were hardly reproductions of

the Communist Manifesto, The Morton County (southwest-

ern North Dakota) Socialists of 1912 demanded the sub=-
peona of jurors by registered mail, and the transfer of
local poor relief from the county to the "cities" and
tovmsl’zips.1’"‘*8 To the north, the Socialists of Stanley,
Mountrail County, advocated road bullding along the
natural contours of the land instead of rigidly follow-
ing section lines which necessitated expensive cuts and

bridges.:u1L9 Despite their non-larxist character such

146 1p14., Feb. 20, 191k, p. 5.
1 »
U7 Tpid., pe S

148 Ibid,, June 28, 1912, p. O.

U9 1pi4., oct. 23, 191k, p. S.




issues very likely made the party meaningful to the com-
mon votgr, and often local socialist candidates were
elected. Ward County, whose slate generally re;d like a
roster of Socialist "big names" in the state gave as many
votes to Debs as to Taft in 1912,15O and in 1915 several
Socialists were made township officers there.lsl Williams
County, in 1912, elected a Socialist Sheriff whom thse
Hanna administration later tried to remove.lSE In 1613
Mercer County in the west central part of the state
elected "on stickers,“153 after "the most bitter f fight
that /had/ even been experienced in lercer County," a
Socilalist States Attorney after his name had been removed
from the ballot by legal proceedings.lsllL Bitterness
against local Socialist candidates was not confined to
Mercer County, as in 1912 the Burke County Socialist candi-
date for Register of Deeds and a father of six children
was dilscharged from his job as a retail clerk because of

his soclalist convictions.l55 In the same year the

150 B1ye Book, 1913, 262-20&.

151 Iconoclast hpr 2, 1015, Pe 30

152 1pig,, Nov. 15, 1912, p. 1, and Feb. 20, 191k,
Pe Ls

1531This colloquialism refers to a candidate who

runs without any party sponsorship or whose name 1s not
printed on the ballot oecause of 1ega1 technica lltlas.

154 tnot Daily Opbic, Oct. 23, 1012, p. 1.

155 Iconoclast, July 5, 1912, p. 5, and Aug. 9,
1912, p. L.
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i1

Socialist candidate for city constable at Ryder, Ward
County, was arrested for bootlegging, after the police
had raided his cellar and found four barrels, bwo of
which were filled with liquor and two with copies of the

Appeal to Reason.156 Probably the authorities consider-

ed the contents of the latter two barrels the more im=-
criminating. These activities besides providing amuse-
ment for the researcher, show that socialism was to some
extent beginning to "catch on" in the state, because the
NDSP hed found a method of appealing to the farmer. The
most tangible aspect of this appeal was the farmers pro-
gram,

The farmers program, like the rest of the NDSP had
also been undergoing change., The simple demands of 1908
calling for state-owned flour mills and terminal ele-
vators, rural credit benks, and state hail insurance had
a terseness and practicality that appealed to farmers
whose interests lay in tangibles instead of abstractions.
But in 1911 the NDSP, in line with the nationwide enthusi-
asm for urban progressivism, "doctored" its program con-
siderably at the farmer's expense, A 1list of twenty-one
"immediate demands" was published all of which with the
exceptions of provisions for state life, fire, and hail

insurance, and for government ownership of banks, had

156 Minot Daily Optic, Oct, 23, 1912, p. 1.
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nothing to do with agricultural distress, and'%ere either

progressive proposals for liberalizing the political pro-

cess or planks aimed at the labor vote. In the former

category were demands for direct legislation, abolition
of' both the state and national Senate, abolition of the

Governor's veto power, and woman suffrage, while the

laborer was wooed with such attractive proposals as old
age penslons, workmen's compensation, free and compulsory
education to the age of sixteen, protection of unions
from employers! damage suits as a result of boycotts,

weekly paydays, compulsory safety devices, state print-

ing to bear a union label, an anti-injunction statute,
state medical aid, and the eight-hour day.157 After

calling on North Dakota labor to "vote as you strike,"

the Socialists outlined their farmers program, This
program, &aslde from meaningful suggestions for a state
system of rural credit, and insurance, consisted of an

innocuous encouragement of cooperative operation of

creameries and cheese Tacborles, cooperative ownership

of farm machinery, and cooperative purchase of ferti-
lizers, twine, and implements, VIt proclaimed the Social-
ists! intention to distribute socialist propaganda among

the farmers and farm laborers, the latter of whom were

described as, "the actual proletarians who play so large

15 7 Ef@

©B. LeSueur Papers,
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a role in the agriculture ol the western states.
Such a platform while it was probably important in elect-
ing LeSueur to the [inot City Commission, had 1little

attraction for North Dskota farmers who were sngaged pri-
marily in wheat production and thus 1little interested in
cooperatively operated cheese factorles, and who probably

did not appreciate hearing thelr hired hands described

as "actual proletarians,” The platform caused little

harm, however, since few larmers were voting in the offl- y

]

the Socialists cared To win any

L

year of 1911, but 1
farmer support in the electlon of the next year, they
would have To revamp their farmers program considerably.

- "mﬁey did. Directing its appeal this year toward

ot

ks K
e

the farmers instead of the urban progressives,

N

platform of 1912 consisted of eight planks of which all

but the first had direct application Lo the farmer and
his economic plight, <The platform called for:
l. Home rule for countlies to enable the introduc-

tion of the contract system Tor public work through the

o

use of a codnt eferendun,
2. State ownership of Terminal elevatbtors, packing
houses, and cold storage plants controlled on a patronage

dividend plan with The cperators elected by popular vote
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and subject to recall, J

3. All non=-using owners of land to set thelr own
assessment valuations with the state option of purchas-
ing said land at the assessed fiéure.

'h. State ownership and operatioﬁ of banks which
would do a general banking business and act as depositor=-
les of state funds.

5. State lands to be leased instead of sold, and | ?
after a tenant had paid rents equal to the market value ¥
of the land, the rents would then be reduced to the

amount of taxes levied on similar land.

b, State life, pest, fire, hail, a2nd animal in-
surance,

7. A riciprocal demurrage law.lbo

8, A reduction of freight rates on native coal ship-
ments within the state,

Such & platform was well calculsted to attract the
interest of the farmer because of its brevity and possi-

bility of attainment, Planks three and five were in-

genious innovations hitting directly at the problem of

160 Demurrage was a penalty charged by the railroads
to the grain shippers for delay beyond a reasonable peri-
od of time-usually set at forty-eight hours-in unloading
the box cars and returning them to the railroads, A
reciprocal demurrage law would probably allow The shipper
to charge the railroads for delay in delivering the cars
to the line dlevators, and would thus tend to lowsr
shipping costs and remedy the perennial condition of a
box car shortage at harvest time.




o

tenancy, number three being proclaimed by LeSueur as in-
'suring the exclusion of the railroads from the land
speculating business in which they were wont to indulge,
because of their vast holdings in land grants.lél The
party called on all farmers to unite "under the banner
of the Soclalist Party" and did not, until August 1912,
get around to incorporating a list of immediate demands
resembling the lebor-progressive platform of 1911.162
This delay in effect placed precedence on the farmers
platform over the labor=progressive program, which was
mainly a repitition, with a few additions, of the one of
the previous year. Furthermore the list of immediate
demands gave credibility to the professed common ground
between farmer and laborer by having included in it also
two planks from which the farmer would benefit. These
were the introduction of agricultural instructiom in the
public school system, and an increase of the time for
redemption under mortgage foreclosures to two years.
Finally this program was adopted in a menner which enabled
the party to wring out its last possible drop of favor-
able publicity on the democratic néture of its procedures,
for it officially amended plank twenty=-three by one of

those tedious referendums of which the Socialists were so

fond. The plank dealt with the state's prohibition law

161 Toonoclast, Sept. 27, 1912, p. 3.
162

Ibid., Aug. 23, 1912, p. 3.
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and proposed to amend it to allow for local option, the
proceeds to be used for congtruction of public parks and
playgrounds, The referendum was a harmless proviso to
make certain that the proposed law would not conflict
with Federal law, and it passed 279 to 36.163 On the
whole, the platform of 1912 was a very effective instru-
ment for attracting the farmer's vote, and for instilling
within him a sense of community of interest with organ-
ized labor,

The platform of 191l was even more appealing., The
state Socialist Convention which met for the first three
days of Pebruary drew up a program very much in line with
the thinking of the national Right-wing Soclalists that
there was room for everyone in the Socislist Party except
the monopoly capitalist, and even he might be allowed in
if he were sorry for his capitalistic cussedness. The
North Dakota Socialist program intoned that the abolition
of capitalism was necessary for the benefit not only of
the working man but for all classes:

the small farmer who is today exploited more in-

directly but not less effectively than is the

wage laborer, the small namufacturer and trader

whe 1s engaged in a desperate and losing strug-

gle for economlc independence in the face of

the all conquering power of concentrated capi-

tal; and even the capitalist himself who 1is %
slave of his wealth rather than its master.l L

163 1p14., June 28, 1912, P. 3.

16 Thid,, Feb. 20, 1914, p. 3.
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lMore important than such idealistic vaporings call=-
ing for the capitalist lion and the proletarian lamb to
lie down together and allow a little socialist to lead
them into the Marxian empyrean, the NDSP went on the
articulate a series of labor-progressive-farmer demands
That was in complete accord with the poliey of trying to
induce the farmer to identify the laborer's interest with
his own and vice versa, The list of demaﬁds contained
few new features, for the Socialists no doubt suspected
what Townley later proved--that the Midwestern farmer
was less interested in new schemes than in realization
of the old ones., There were, however, certain refine-
ments of some of the provisions such as the establish-
ment of a state Department of Education to advance modern
learning to rural children, and a creation of & state
Department of Agriculture to be elected exclusively by
farmers; this Department was to have the power of levy-
ing a three per cent tax on farm property to obtain
funds for the construction of state industries such as
elevators, flour mills, packiﬁg plants, and a marketing
agency for farm prcducts.le But the most significant
aspect of the 191l program was that it incorporated far-
mer, labor, and progressive planks into one inclusive

platform thus appealing to a broad base of the state

165 1114, p. 3.
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electorate, And the electorate would regpond to such
measures, as the election returns of 1912 and 191l were

to indicate.

The NDSP, like ite parent organization, the Social-
ist Party of America, underwent, from 1910 to 191l, a
pronounced shift to the Right, in an attempt to meet the
challenge of progressivism. In the NDSF the gulding
spirit of this sghift was Henry G. Teigan who, despite
the opposition of the Left, managed to place Hight
wingers in control of the party offices and of the party

organ, the Iconoclast. Telgan's purpocse in doing this

was to make the NDSP a political power in the state by
appealing to the discontented farmers and gaining their
allegiance, Although errors were committed mainly in

the editorial pronouncements of the Iconoclast, the

Rightist leaders managed to evolve an effective politi-
cal program that had attractions for farmers and laborers

alike,




CHAPTER III

"DEMOCRATIC DEGEMERATION:" ELECTIONS, IWW's,
AND EXPERIMENTS, 1911-191L4

The November 1, 1912, issue of the Iconoclast was

printed entirely in red ink under the slogan, "This is Our

Year." And to a certain extent, it was. The nationwide

success of the Socialist candidates in loecal elections of

1911 had produced a burst of enthusiasm, and had caused "

some concern among thelr opponents. The NDSP with Fasgset i

in the State Legislature, LeSueur in the Minot City Hall,
and several other lesgser Socialists holding local slective
posts, had some cause for optimism, and their hope for suc-
cess was not to be lessened by the favorable response

engendered by their election campaign. The candidates for

state office campaigned vigorously, and were given consider-
able assistance by the Presidential and Vice Presidentisl
candidates--Debs and Emil Seidel--who appeared in the state.
When on August 16, 1912, Seidel addressed a large Minot
audience, even the Minot daily newspapers had pleasant
things to say about him.l Those publications did not men-

tion, however, as the Iconoclast did, that a local banker

and Judge found 1t necessary to leave while Seidel's speech

was 1n progress because they "had their cutlcles punctured

1 Minot Daily Reporter, August 17, 1912, p. 1; Minot
Daily Optie, August 1o, 1912, p. 1.




by the smiling wit and cutting sarcasm of this representa-
tive of the common people."2 Debs, as usual, produced

a favorable reactlon wherever he appeared, enjoying a
“thorough success" in Mandan where he was greeted by a
standing-room-only crowd.

Of the state's Socialist office seekers, the most
politlcally active were Leon Durocher and Arthur LeBueur,
candidates for United States Representative for the First
and Third Districts respectively, and A. E. Bowen the
candidate for Governor. Durocher, who had once been a
legislative clerk in the State Capitol, supplemented his
energetic campaign with the publication of s seventy-five
cent, four page brochure entitled, "How Laws are Made in
North Dakota." In this book he expounded his theme that
North Dakota legislation was a result of "eigars, booze and
bocdle.“u LeSueur campaigned indefagitably in his district
which comprised the politically fertile, agriculturelly
less fertile, western counties of the state, and was well
recelved, especlally in the village of Beach, the home of
A. C. Townley.5 ﬁhen Bowen carried his campaign into
LeSueur's district, the two Socialist spellbinders indulged

2 Iconoclast, August 23, 1912, p. 1.

3 Inid., September 6, 1912, p. 2; The Mandan Republican,
August 29, 1912, p. 1.

b Iconoclast, August 16, 1912, p. 3.

5 Ipid., August 9, 1912, p. 1.
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in a series of mutual backslappings, particularly at Bowman
where Bowen reportedly delivered an address that was g
masterplece in construction and 1ogie,“6 and where he found
so much enthuslasm for LeSueur that he predicted a solid

vote for him in that precinct.7 The Iconoclast enthusias-

tically shared this optimism regarding LeSueur, and con-
fidently predicted that he would win the Congressional race
agalnst his Republican and Democratic opponents.8

He did not. He did, however, poll 5254 votes, which
was more than one third of the number cast for the popular
Progressive Republican incumbent, P. D. Norton, and only
some two-thousand less than was cast for Halvor Halvorsen,
the Democratic candidate.? In Ward County he tralled
Halvorsen, who carried the county; by only 210 votes; Bowen
lost in this cpunty to the Republican gubernatorial winner,
L. B. Hanna, 1441 to 707.10 1In fact, LeSueur polled alﬁost
as many votes in his district gas Bowen did in the entire
state, Bowen's vote being only 6835.11 The vote for Bowen

is small, however, only in comparison with that of the rest

6 Ibid., September 1%, 1912, p. 3.

7 Ibid., October L4, 1912, p. L.
g Ibid., September 13, 1912, p. 1.
9 Blue Book, 1913, 267.

10 Tpid., 267-268.

11 1p14., 268.




of the Socialist candidates for state office who averaged
about seven-thousand votes per candidate.l2 Bowen's vote
wase in actuality the highest ever to be received by a
Soclallst candidate for Governor in the state of North
Dakota. The most glaring exception to the seven-thousand
vote average, however,bwas Durocher's paltry 1310.13 The
main significance of such a showing was that Socialist
strength was now weakestvin the eastern part of the state
which comprised Durocher's district, and strongest in the
western countles where ggricultural distress was the most
acute, a reflection of the distinctly rural nature of

North Dakota Socialism,lH For the State legislature, the
party ran a total of twenty-one candidates in eight
different legislative districts in the central and western
counties.1d® None of these were successful, although L. L.
Griffith's 615 votes and P. R. LaBrant's 525 in the sparsely
populated Burke, Divide, and Mountrail Counties, wefe not
without promise. For President, the state of North Dakota,
which gave a plurality to Wilson, cast 6966 votes for Debs.l6

12 1pi1a., 265-272.

13 1pid., 265.

1k See list of party locals, Iconoclast, July 19, 1912,
p. 3. The NDSF claimed that two-thirds of 1ts members were
farmers; Wilkins, 1l

15 Blue Book, 1913, 338-341.

16 1pig., 466.




This wase almost elight per cent of the vote cast for Presi-

dent 1n the state, and, though Debs' wvote in North Dakota

was surpassed in percentages by Oklshoma, Nevada, Montana,
Washington, California, Idaho, Oregon, Florida, Arizona,
OChio, Texas, Minnesota, and Utah in that order, this vote
was considerably ahead of the national average for Debs
which amounted to Jjust under six percent of the total

presidential vote.l! Thus North Dakota figured signifi-

cantly in the greatest election showing the Socialist Party

was ever to attain. This election finally raised the NDSP's .

total vote to over the required five per cent of the state

vote, tnus legally enabling 1t to enter candidates in the

primary elections.t® The Iconoclast played up the Socialist

gains throughout the country, and set its sights on 1916
with the hackneyed slogan "We Have Just Begun to Fight."19
Their most bitter fight was to occur in thelr own home town.
If the sluggish aceretion of rural adherents was more
important to the success of the party, the winning of eity
elections was more ornemental. In March 1912 the towns of
Rugby and Hillsboro elected Socialist mayors, and Devils
Lake, which the year previously had elected a Scciallst

alderman, miesed electing a Socialiet mayor by only nine

17 saloutos and Hicks, 156, note.
1€ Minot Daily Reporter, November 22, 1912, p. 1.

19 Iconoclast, November 15, 1912, p. 1.
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votes.Z0 Three years later that city elected Soclalists to
the offices of Justice of the Pegce and Park Commissioner.2l

In 1914 an Iconoclast editorialist, J. Arthur Williams, ran

for Mayor of Grand Forks against J. A. Dinnie and a future
Governor of the state, A. G. Sorlie.22 Dinnie, whom Williams
called, "the logical represen@gtive of the financial inter-
ests," won theelection with 951 votes to Sorlie's 837, and
Williams' 143.23 Williems' post election protestations were
levelled not at Dinnie, but at Sorlie about whom he saild:

"I figure Sorlie got 21l my votes, and he is known as g
socialiset . . . SBorlie sghould not have been in the race.”gﬁ
This is probably the only case on record where a soclalist
sought to discredit an opponeht by branding him with the
socialist label. But the most attractive show-window of
Soclalism in the state was Minot where LeSueur was elected
President of the Clty Commission in 1911, and earned a
favorable reputatlon as 2 crusader against the firmly in-
trenched gambling and liguor rackets there.Z> He did not
complete his term, however, for, when he found himself con-

tinually in the minority regarding the Commission's

20 Bghmer, U31.
el Iconoeclast, p. 1.

22 Grand Forks, Daily Herald, April 7, 1914, p. 1.

23 Ibid., April 5, 1914, p. 5, end April 7, 1914, p. 1.
24 Ibid., April 6, 1914, p. 1.
25 Bahmer, 430-L431,
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decisions, he gracefully and rather spectacularly resigned.26
Probably many Left-wing Socialists welcomed LeSueur's
resgignation, since thelr main fear was of losing control of
the party to middle class reformere interested in prolong-
ing capltalism's rule instead of destroying i1t. J. M. Near
volced this fear in his de}ense of the party's refusal to
ally with the city's reform element. He characterized the
reform movement as a fake which dealt only with the outward
aspects of cilvic crime instead of 1ts fundamental cause, the
capitalist system itself,2l Furthermore, Near eaid, fusion
wlith the reformers would allow the bourgeoisie to infiltrate
the party and eventually destroy it as they had destroyed
- the POpulists,28 Yet when the city elections of 1913
approached, the Boclallsts took on a distinctly progressive
ap?earance, as they announced their platform as civie
morality, municipally owned 1light, power, gas, and telephone
systems, humane treatment at the city jail, and the appoint-
ment of a police matron.2? This program placed the NDSP on
record favoring reforms, but opposlng reformers, and left
the party open to its own traditional complaint of having

its program pilfered by the opposition. As usual, the

26 Minot Daily Optic, October 15, 1913, p. 1.
2/ Iconoclast, July 19, 1912, p. 2.

2% Ipid., March 7, 1913, p. 1.
29 Ibid., March 14, 1913%, p. 2.
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Iconoclast proved adept at exploiting issues which inter-

ested the local populace. This was especlally true of the

excegsive light and power rates which the Iconoclast had

publicized in every issue from December 1%, 1912, to
February 14, 1913, in a series of front page articles
entitled, "How You Are Gouged." The villain in the piece
wae reputed to be the Consumer's Power Company which the

Iconoclast excoriated mercilegsly, but whose advertisements

solemnly declaring the fulfillment of their duty of publiec
service,’0 also invariably found their way into the pages
of the officlal Boclalist publication. Nevertheless, the

Iconoclagt was here exploiting a vital local issue, since,

at this time, even the Minot Commereial Club was trying to
induce the Consumer's Power Company to reduce its rates. 3L
Probably, it wae this lssue that influenced the out-
come of the 1913 city election. The soclalists filed an
impressive slate including H. E. Thompson, D. C. Dorman,
Eugene Teutsch, and H. R. Martinson,32 the name of LeSueur
being conspiclously absent, to the surpriee, and probable
relief, of the 92333.33 This omission is indeed somewhat

of a mystery, and, though the reason for 1% may simply have

30 Ibid., January 3, 1913, p. 3.
31 Minot Daily Optic, February 5, 1913, p. 1.

52 Iconoclast, March 28, 19132, p. 1.

33 Minot Daily Optic, March 25, 1913, p. 1.
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been that LeSueur was getting read& to leave the state as
he d1d shortly afterward, 1t is possible that his absence
from the ticket resulted from an internecine brawl from
which LeSueur emerged second best. LeSueur evidently had
no supporters in the Left-wing, and Teigan, probably.
recognlzing LeSueur's ambitions as conflicting with his
own, may have been able, by his rapidly solidifying domina-
tion of the Right-wing, to keep that branch of the party
from supporting him. rAt any rate, the NDSP had a well
developed propensity for sacking their most effective vote-
getters, such as Basset, Fasset, and LeSueur, an indication
that internecine jealousies may have played no small part
in the demise of the party in North Dakota. However, the
Minot Socialists probably saw little reason to regret their
choice of a city ticket? for all their candidates made good
showings, none losing by more than thirty votes, and D. C.
Dorman was elected Street Commissioner. & Dorman soon
became a fly in the municipal ointment, castigating his
agsoclates for defeating his poliee matron propesal,35
capltalizing on dlssensions among the other members of the
Commission by trying to goad President Nehmiah Davis into
preferring charges of laxity against Police Commissiocner

W. S. Shaw, and rowing with City Attorney George McGee for

3% Ibid., April 2, 1913, p. 1.
35 Iconoclast, June 1, 191%, p. 1.
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not issuling warrants against‘those whom Dorman accused of

violating the city ordinances.36 The Iconoclast backed

Dorman in his feudes with the Commission whom the edifors
described as "drags," especilally Devis and McGee.>( The
péper also held up as a great achievement Dorman's success
in opposing the installation of a "great white way" light-
ing system by contract,3g and having it done as a city
project instead.3? On one oceasion Dorman ran afoul of one
of his Soclallst colleagues, Eugene Teutsch, who charged
that the city streets were being paved by concrete contain-
ing inferior gravel. Teutsch, who owned a gravel pit,
1ndignantly denied that his complaint stemmed from the fact
that he had not gotten the gravel contract.t0 However, 1t
wae none of these trivial incldents that cost Dorman hils
career as a civic crusader. It was the IWW riots that did
that. |

It has already been noted that the NDSP, though mostly
2 Right-wing Soclalist organizatlon, nursed an incongruous

affection for the IWW's. 1In 1912 the Iconoclast deseribed

as a "white livered wop," a local heckler who rotten-egged

36 Minot Daily Optic, July 1, 1913, p. 1.

37 Iconoclast, July 11, 1913, p. 1.

3% Minot Daily Optie, July 24, 1913%, pp. 1-2.

39 Iconoclast, October 10, 1913, pp. 1, 4.

40 Minot Daily Optiec, July 25, 1913, p. 1.
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an IWW agitator on the streets of Minot,41 and this re-
malned generally 1ts editorial viewpoint regarding militant
anti-IWW's until the paper's demise in 1916. However, this
viewpolnt caused no major repercussions during the first

year of the Iconoclast's publication, because few IWW's

were then to be found in Minot. When on July 25, 1913,

two IWW organizers named Jack Law and Jack Allen arrived in
the "Magic City," things were different. Law and Allen
lmmedlately began holding street meetings in the usual noisy
IWW fashion, and these meetings often coincided with Salva-
tion Army meetings on the opposite side of the street.

Since the IWW songs, for which they were famous and which
were usually lustily sung at these meetings, were often
parodies of the favorite Salvation Army hymns, it was quite
natural that fist fights and other disturbances should and
d1d occur.*® It wae not the "wobblies'" sacrilege, however,
but their avowed purpose of organizing the construction
workers of the city that prompted the riotings.43 The se
organlizing intentlons arocused the enmity of a loecal cigar
maker named Olander and of D. A. Dinnie who was engaged in
a construction project which he limmediastely posted with

gigns saying "no organizers allewed.”4u

H1 Iconoclast, August 9, 1912, p. 2.

42 Ipid., August 15, 191%, o. 1; Interview with H. R.
Martinson, September &, 1955.

43 Iconoclast, August 15, 1915, p. 1.

Wb Tnterview with H. R. Martinson, September &, 1955,
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On August &, 1913, the "fun" began. On that evening

Law and Allen were delivering thelr usual harangues to an

apperently enthusiastic audience of "tramps and hoboes and
gsome workmen who were mislead‘lgig7"45 whom they told that
Minot pald the lowest wages of any clty which they héd
visited.0 At sbout this juncture Olander effectively
silenced the speakers by cpening the muffler of his automo-

bile parked nearby and racing the motor.%7 Law questioned

the legality of such an act, while his listeners, resorting ﬁ
to more direct methods, surged around Olander who wae gaved
from a mauling by Deputy Sheriff Danlel Dougherty and his
aldes. Dougherty sought to quell the riot by arresting the
Iww's who tried to continue their speeczl‘les.)'l'8 Evidently he
did not deem it necessary to silence the anti-IWw's in the
interest of order, however, for after the Sheriff inter-
vened, "Olander and other taxpayers . . . denounced the
unknown strengers as anérchists.949 The most outspoken of
these "taxpayers" was & local lawyer named D. C. Greenleaf

who orated at great length on the perfidy of those "anarch-

ists trying to bring trouble to a peaceful community” and

Y5 Minot Daily Optic, August 9, 1913, p. 1.

46 1pia., p. k.

47 1bia., p. 1; Iconoclast, August 15, 1913, p. 1;
Minot Dally Reporter, Auvgust 9, 1913, p. 1.

Y€ Minot Daily Optic, August 9, 191%, p. 1.

49 1pia., p. 1.
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who was finally taken away by friends "who feared for his
safety."50 At this time order was generally restored.

This incident aroused a furious reaction in the Minot
press. The news stories of the Optic and the Reporter
covering the riot were so permeated with prejudice that it
is impossible to separate fact from fiction in their
accounts. These were models of objectivity, however, com-
pared with thelr editorials on the subject. The Optic,
referring to this "Crisis in Minot," blandly stated that
all local workers were being paid "fair wages" and ". . . 1T
they wish to progress further in life, they have the same
opportunity to succeed as any other man."Dl After outlin-
ing the clear duty of the Minot citizens in the statement
that "full protection must be given to all men who deslire
to work, and the agitators must be suppressed," the Optic
went on to describe the local "crisis" as destructive of
business confidence. The editors asserted that the city of
Minot was Jjust beginning to attract the attentlion of "other
manufacturers," who would be "sverse to entering upon enter-
prises in a community where such labor troubles are toler-
ated."22 The Reporter was worried less about the city's

possible economic setback than by the IWW threat to 1its

50 Ipia.,

g
F

51 Ipig.,
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®

52 Ipia.,
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moral and patriotic resources: "No self respecting man or

woman can do otherwlee than hate, with a consuming hatred,
the degenerate who stands up there night after night, and

pours out his vlle abuse against all institutions and tra-

ditions that true Americans love and revere."D3 After
identifying hatred as a natural prerogative of all "true
Americans,” the Reporter ringingly inquired,"how long is
Minot going to tolerate that sort of thing?“5u The answer
to this question turned out to be, "not long," for on
August 10 the local police forbade any more street speaking

by the IWW's.9

It was this action of the police that brought the
local Socialists into the affair. On the day of the police
order they held a meeting and decided, paradoxically enough,
both to accept the "resignation" of J. M. Near, an ardent
champion of the IWW's, and to fight the gagging of the IWW
leaders as a violation of free speech.56 On the same night
they tested the ban on street speaking by attempting to
address the milling throngs in open defiance of thekpolice
order. The police, acting on the comand of President Davis

to "pull 'em off the box," guickly lodged Socialists LeSueur,

53 Minot Dally Reporter, August 9, 1913,pp. 1l-k.

54 Ipia., p. 1.

55 Interview with H. R. Martinson, September &, 1955.

56 Ibid.; Minot Daily Optic, August 13, 1913, p. 1.
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Griffith, Martinson, Thompson, Ivar Elk, R. E. Wright, and
Street Commissioner Dorman in the city jail.57 They had a
great deal of company, for the police, aided by the firemen
and various other deputies, made nearly one-hundred arrests
that night, "the police visiting the 'jungles' and the
railroad yards to get their men.“5g Evidently many of
"thelr men" evaded the clutches of the law, however, as
"groups of men, Industrial Workers of the World and their
enemies, citizens of Minot, stood on corners about the town
most of the night . . . both sides planning new procedures
in the war against anarchy.“59

The "war' was regarded less seriously by the Socisl-
ists than by the Minot dailies. Those arrested wilith the
IWW's considered thelr vart in the affair 1little more than
a lark, and they enthusiastically participated in the bois-
terous singing of IWW songs which disturbed the composure
of the prison guarﬁs,6o and inspired Martinson to write,
while still in Jjail, a humorous bit of doggerel entitled,
"Where the Old Mouse River Flows."®l The Optic, however,

saw no ground for levity regarding the new outbreak of

57 Interview with H. R. Martinson, September &, 1955;
Iconoclast, August 15, 1913, pp. 1-2; Minot Daily Optie,
August 11, 1913, p. 1.

5¢ Minot Daily Optic, August 11, 1913, p. 1.

59 Ibid., August 11, 1913, p. 1.

60 Interview with H. R. Martinson, September &, 1955,

ol Tconoclast, August 22, 1913, p. 1.
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rioting and the Soclalists' part in it. It solemnly editor-
ialized on the "treason of the IWW,"©2 and the "Black Eye
for Minot" in which it voiced a fear that Minot would become
the "laughing stock of the natlon" for laxity in dealing
with the IWW's, and advocated the strong arm methods recent-
ly adopted by Minneapolils, 8t. Paul, snd Duluth against
those "disturbers of peace and prosp@rity to all."63 The
Reporter was even more intolerant, denouncing even the dub-
louegly pertinent factor of Jack Law's physical appearance:
"This Law is such a handsome person. Ever see the wvisible
part of a2 mule golng north? Looks juét like Law . .
Wouldn't wonder if they were brothers."®Y 4nd it reiled
against J. M. Near who had refused to allow his dismissal

to silence him, but had printed az hand bill denouncing the
city administration and backing the Twi's. 65 Other Social-
ists circulated free speech placarde, also to the vitupera-

tive accompaniment of the Renorter.66 The Iconoclast

returned as many blows as it recelved, especially when
Governor Hanna offered to "lend gll assistance within the

power of the state to enforce law and order."67 The

2 1inot Daily Optic, Auguet 19, 1913, p. 2.

63 Ibid., August 11, 1912, p. 2.

64 Minot Daily Reporter, August 12, 1913, p. 1.

65 1bid., August 14, 1913, p. 1, August 15, 1913, p. 1.
66 Ibid., August 15, 1913, p. 1.

67 Minot Daily Optic, August 13, 191%, p. 1.
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Iconoclast replied that the city needed no more of the

capltalist brand of "law and order," since the Minot police
were admlirably performing their function of committing mass
68

arreste and beating prisoners,

The Iconoclast was right. The local police force gbly

triumphed over the strategy of the IWW's. And by the time of

the Minot riots this IWW strategy had been perfected 1n a
series of strikes across the nstlon, especially the textile
strike at Lawrence, Massachusetts, in 1912.69 The method

was simply to pour IWW's by the hundred into a city which

denied them free speech; these transients would get them-
gelves arrested for holding street meetings, £ill the Jalls
and create pandemonium there, and when the jails became full
of noiey "wobblieg," and when there were as many on the
streete inviting arrest as there were in the prisons, the
city administration would often give in. 70 Accordingly, the
IWW grapevine soon carried the message: "All you footloose
wobblies come to Minot," and the response was immediate, for
soon trainloads of disgreputable looking characters began to
arrive in the "Magic City."7l But the police resorted to
such expedients as building "bull pens' to hold the excess

68 Iconoclast, August 22, 1913, p. 2.

69 Shannon, Socialist Party, 69-70.

70 Ipid., 70O.

7l Interview with H. R. Martinson, September &, 1955;
Minot Dally Optic, August 1L, 191%, p. 1.
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prisoners,72 converting stock yards inte temporary prisons,73
marching groups of IWW's miles out of the city and warning
them not to return,’¥ and, most effectively of all, meeting
the trains with armed guards and preventing the IWW's from
disembarﬁing.75 In the end thesec methods broke the power

of the IWW's in Minot, but for several days the battle
continued to ragé, and the issue remained in doubt.

The heroes of the occasion, from the city's point of
view, were Sheriff “Ed" Kelley and his deputy, Daniel
Dougherty, both adept in the use of the billy club, and
capable though slightly unethical in dealing with "anarch-
ists." On August 1%, they formed a posse and marched some
fifty-nine IWW's to Burlington, nine miles away, and warned
then not to return.76 When twenty-four of them failed to
heed the order they were not only arrested, but "rubber hose
and clubs were freely wielded on the heads of the agita-
tore. "7/ On August 1L, Dougherty, with eight mounted
subbordinates, raided the hobo Jjungles near Minot, dlepersed

the inhabitants with gun fire, and smashed their camp, to

72 Minot Daily Optic, August 14, 1913, p. 1.

73 Ipid., p. 1.
™ 1pia., p. 1, August 1%, 1913, p. 1.

75 Ibid., August 13, 1913, p. 1; Interview with H. R.
Martinson, September &, 1955,

76 Minot Daily Optic, August 13, 1913, p. 1.

77 Ipia., August 15, 1913, p. 1.
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the delight of Minot Daily Optic. The Iconoclast was less

delighted, and Teigan, who had prudently stayed out of jail,
made his first issue a protest against the local authori-
ties' "despotic acts against free government," and printed
an appeal to the local ecitlizenry written by the imprisoned
Soclalists that the police were acting like "inhuman brutes,!
instigating riots and clubbing "innocent working men. 178

The Optlc in effect corroborated such charges three days
later in 1%ts account of an attempted IWW meeting in front

of the post office: ". . . the police broke up the meeting
with clubs, not arresting any more, owing to the already
crowded jails."79 Such statements indicated that the IWW
strategy was beginning to work, and caused Gaa Paa, a
Norweglan Soclallst publication in Minnesota, to remark that
Minot had abandoned the slogan of "a full dinner pail" for
a different one--"a full county Jail."€0 But "a full bull
pen' would have been more accurate, and those ingenious en-
closures guarded by sentinels wlth shot guns and high
powered rifles proved capable of accommodating nearly all
IwWw's who desired to be arrested. The police als0 provided
them with a rock pile and sledges to which the inmates re-

sponded with a hunger strike, hurling their bean sandwiches

78 Iconoclast, August 15, 1913, p. 1.

79 Minot Daily, August 10, 1913, p. 1.
80 Quoted in Iconoclast, September 5, 1913, p. 1.
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in the faceg of the guards, who charitably refrained from
forcing them to work so long as they did not eat.gl But a
hunger strike is an impotent weapon against an aroused
citizenry and a well armed police force, and a resort to
its use by the IWW's merely indicates how badly they were
beaten.

Meanwhile the Soclalists were fighting back with a more
legally conventional approaeh. In the trial of the six
Socialists and eighteen others arrested with them, the defen-
dantes had Arthur LeSueur as thelr counsel and co-defendant. 8
LeSueur wee an able lawyer and "courtroom character," and
not only impressed the specatators with hils display of ora-
torical and legal talents, but effectively demonstrated the
charge of street blockading to be false by mustering thirty-
nine witnesses to testify that the streets were open; one
testified that she had trundled a baby carriage through the
allegedly blockaded srea.83  The prosecution had only seven
witnesses, six of whom were police. Yet, probably because
Dorman mede unfavorable remarks about the Federal and State
Constitutions at the trial, and admitted hie sympathy for

revolutionists, the jury convicted the defendants, and they

€l Minot Daily Optic, August 14, 191%, p. 1, August 18,
191%, o. 1, August 19, 1913, p. 1.

82 Ipbid., August 1%, 1913, p. 1; Iconoclast, August 22,
1913, p. L.

83 Ibid.; Iconoclast, August 22, 1913%, p. 1; Interview
with H. R. Martinson, September &, 1955.
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were fined ten and twenty-five dollars apieee.gLL The

Iconoclast branded the trial a "mere farce from the stand-

point of Justice," and the SBocialists were freed after
refusing to pay thelir fines.85 It is doubtful if they ever
paid them, the city officials being satisfied with their
moral victory.

The city authorities were doubtless even more satisfied
with the outcome of the free speech ilssue. The Soclallst
attack on these grounds proved initially embarrassing to
them, because there was no ordinance against street spesk-
ing, but on August 11, 1913, the City Commisslon hastily
enacted such an ordinance.gé There was no opposition at
this meeting because of Commissioner Dorman's enforced
absence. This prohibition, howsver, did not apply to those
arrested on August 9 and 10, and on August 22 LeSueur, Law
and Allen met with President Davis, City Attorney McGee, and
Police Commissioner SBhaw to try to settle the coﬁtroversy.g7

The result was a compromise whereby the IWW's agreed to stop

84 Iconoclast, August 22, 1913, p. 1; Minot Daily Optic,
August 19, 1913, p. 1.

&5 Iconoclast, August 22, 1913, p. 1.

86 Minot Deily Optic, August 12, 1913, p. 1. A year
later the ordinance wag tested agsinst Mrs. Fink,a suffra-
ge tte Progressive who also refused te pay her fine and was
allowed to go free upon the plea of her counsel, Arthur
LeSueur; Ieonoclast, October 2, 1914, p. 1.

87 Minot Daily Optiec, August 21, 1912, p. 1; Youmans,

35.




119

holding street meetings, and the eity officlals agreed to
release 21l those Jjailed during the riots and drop charges

agsine?t them. 88  The agreement was hailed by the Iconoclast

as a viectory for the Soclalists and for free speeoh,g9 but
actually, of course, i1t was neither, for the riots had
started when the city began a policy of suppressing street
meetings, and they ended when the IWW's agreed to stop hold-
ing them. It was not until three months later that the
Socialists won a small legal victory in the IWW affair, when
George Bims, a railrca& worker, was tried for assaulting a
policeman during the IWW riots.7° Sims was defended by
LeSueur and another prominent local Socialist lawyer named
Charles D. Kelso. The prosecution was handled by a Francls
¥urphy who hiﬁted that the IWW ramifications of the casse
transcended the mere guestion of Bims' guilt when he stated
to the jury: "You Jjurymen know what the real issue is with
these fellows. I don't have to tell yeu.“gl He should
have, for Sims was acquitted, to the great satisfaction of

the Iconoelast.’Z However such a2 victory was of little

value to the Socialists, for they had since suffered from

€8 Minot Daily Optic, Auguet 22, 1913, p. 1.

89 Iconoclast, August 29, 1913, pp. 1-2.

90 Minot Dgily Optic, November 18, 1913%, p. 1.

91 Ipid., November 19, 1913, p. 1.
92 Iconoclast, November 21, 191%, p. 1.
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a more serious setbaeck resulting from the IWW riots—-the
recall election of 19173,

As early as August 11, 1913, the Optic reported a
rumor, which 1t seemed anxious to spread, that Dorman was
about to be recalled as Street Commissioner because of his
implieation in the riots. 93 By August 16 the rumor had taken
concrete shape, as a petition was being circulated for
Dorman's reeall.9LL By August 29 petitions were also filed
for the recall of President Davis, Police Commissioner Shaw,
and Police Haglstrate John Lynch all for alleged misuse of
authority during the IWW riots.’> On September & the City
Comnissioners rejected the petitions for recall of Davis,
Shaw, and Lynech because of an insufficient number of signa-
tures, and accepted the petition regarding Dorman. Five
days later, however, the Commissioners accepted the other
three petitions, as they had been recirculated and had gain-
ed suffieclent names to make then lega1.96 This necessitated
an eleetion for the four contested offices, and an election
campaign which was bound to be bitter beecause of the recent
riots.

The Soclalists chose E, M. Eisele to oppose Shaw,

Charles Kelso for Lynch's post of Police Magistrate, and to

93 Minot Daily Optie, August 11, 191%, p. 1.

ok Ipid., August 16, 1913, p. 1.
95 Ibid., August 29, 1913, p. 1.
96 Ibid., September 9, 1913, p. 1; September 15, 19173,




121

oppose Davis as President of the City Commlission they picked
LeSueur97 who had probebly regeined some of the confidence
of the Left-wing by his actlons regarding the IWW's. The
campalgn was an embittered rehash of IWW incidents, with

the Sociallsts berating Davie, Shaw, and Lynch for alleged
inhumgne actions,ran& the opposition accusing the Soclalists
of fomenting the riots, and alleging that, should the
Socialists be eiected, gsueh riotings would become common.
The Optlc printed a letter from a "citizens committee,"
heasded by L. J. Palda and L. D. McGahan, which stated that
the igsue in the campailgn was: "Shall the IWW's and a few
erratic members of the Socilallst Party rule the city, or
shallvit be ruled by the eitizens in an orderly and lawful
manner."9®  The Optic continued to assall its readers with
anti-LeSueur propaganda untll the day of the élection, and
openly accused him of inviting the IWW organizers to the
city and aiding them in creating disorders.?? Such Propa-
ganda evidently had its effect, for the balloting on
Cctober 20 was extremely heavy, and the Soclalists were
defeated by margins of over two To one.+%0 Dorman was thus

recalled from the City Commission. The election returns

97 Ibid., October 1, 1913, p. 1; Iconoclast, October 10,
1913, p. 1.

98 Minot Daily Optic, October 13, 1913, p. 1.

99 Ibid., October 15, 1913, p. 2.
100 Iconoelast, October 24, 1913, p. 1.
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were not without thelr interesting features, however, for
the Soclallists received, in actuality, more votes than they
had in the election which Dormen won, but they were defeated
This time because the balloting was extraordinarily heavy.
Dorman, in fact, polled 102 more votesg in the second elec-
tion than he had in the first, thus indicating that, szlthough
the Soclalists antagonized many local citizene who turned
out en masse and defeated them at the polls, they also
apparently made some converts by their actions during the
IWW riotse. Of these converts, the most interesting and im-
portant was Grant 5. Youmans.

Youmans was of humble origin. Apprentieced in the
stonecutter's trade at the age of 1%, he early developed a
knack for making money, which he put into practice when he
migrated to Minot in 1899 and organized a farm mortgage
business there,101 By 1908 his Savings Loan and Trust
Company wae doing a substantizl businese in first farm
mortgages, and the next year he organized his Savings
Deposlt Bank which handled savinge accounts at five per cent
interest, a losing proposition during the speculative boom
then in prcgress.loa When the boom subsided, however, the

bank became a sound enterprise, and Youmans prospered and

101 Youmans, 6-7, 15.
102 1pia., 6-8.
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became a respected member of the Minot Commercial Club, the
Knights of Pythias, the Elks, the Minot Clearing House
Assoclation, and the Northwestern Bankers' Association. 102
To all sppearances, he was a stereotype of the successful,
and congervative businessman.

But Youmansg had 2 long memory. And, unlike most self-
made men, his economic success did not cauege him to forget
the adversities of the laborer, and his membership in the _—

stonecutters union rendered him continually sympathetic to N

the labor movement.lO% Thus when the IWW's began their
organizing activities in Minot, his reaction was the opposite
of that of his buslness asSociates who chose to deal with

the organizers by violent méans. When they 4id so, Youmans
wae Torcefully confronted with the reality of class divi-
gion, and he expressed his discovery somewhat as Disrasell
had in his "two naticnsﬁ concept in 1845, In 1914 Youmans
wrote: |

When the merchants, bankers or professional men
unite, the public stands by to applaud. When the
toiler asks his inalienable right to orgenigze, he
is harshly condemned. The taelk of universal
brotherhood, it is then claimed as folly. There ig
& brotherhood of the rich and enother of the poor.
A wide gulf parts the two, it can only be spanned
by riches. The rich have entrenched themselves
within a walled garden lusting with laziness and
luxury; they heed not the rap of the poor. It is

s natural law that makeg the reward for the atti-
tude of the rich to merit the hatred of the poor.105

103 Ibid., 7-le.
. 104 1pia., 15.
105 1pia., 14-15.
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Soon Youmans' activities were meriting him the hatred of
the rich. _

On the day after the arrest of the IWY speakers Youmans
appeared at the city Jjall, and offered financlal assistance
to feed the prisoners and to post bail for Law and Allen.L06
Only the latter offer was accepted, although Youmans did
give five dollars to a Soclalist named Pooler to feed a
group of tTraneients who had not been arrested. He was
criticised for doing this by 2 banking associate, R. H.
Barron, who agserted that, in dealing with such persons,
¥the only thing to do is to elub them down. "107 A few days
later Youmans incurred the enmity of City Commission Presi-
dent Dzvis by asking him to ecurb the outbreaks of police
brutality, and he completed the process of alienating his
assoclateg shortly afterward, when he carried in the window
of his automoblle one of the socialist-prepared placards
bearing the words, "We Believe in Free Speech."lgg His
endorsement of this doctrine occasioned a speeial meeting of
the linot Commercial Club to which Youmans was invited. The
meeting was preslded over by D. C. Greenleaf, the self-
appointed spokesman of the loeal vigllantes, and, with the

assistance of L. D. HMcGahan, he charged Youmans with

106 1pia., 17.

107 Ibida., 17, 19-20.
108 1p14., 21-22.
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committing vile tresson, to the outspoken satisfaction of
the other members,L109 Thﬁs Youmans was officially forsaken,
and like Ibsen's Doctor Stockman who discovered that the
strongest man 1s he who stands slone, he welcomed his ostra-
cism as an opportunity to implement his new-found convie-
tions. 1In & foreceful but restrained letter to the Optiec,
he stated uneglvocally his sympathieg for the laboring man
in his attempts to organize, and his determinstion to econ-
tinue the course which he had begun.llo He concluded:
It lookes as though I stand practically alone

among my former business friends and ascsociates on

this question, but regardless of their enmity I

willl stend from now on, on thoee labor questions

exactly as I heve stood during the past few days.

I am with the Working Class, and I believe in their

rlght to organize. I will give the best of what

cool Jjudgement I have towards what I believe is

beet for the Working Class as well as the solving

and bringlng about the termination of our present

labor troubles.

He was soon involved in other troubles of his own.
And, 1if his interpretation of these difficulties 1s correct,
they too were connected with his zctions on behalf of the
Idv's. According to Youmans, on Sesturday, October 18, 1917,
State Bank Examiner 5. G. Severtson suddenly swooped down
on hls Bavings Deposit Bank, arbitrarily condemned some

£20,000 worth of loans as "excessive," and gave Youmans onl
@ 3 3 23 Yy

until nine o'clock the followlng MHonday to produce an equal

109 1pia., ee-27.
110 Minot Daily Optic, August 16, 1913, p. 1.




126

sum in cash.lll Although it was a near impoesibility to
raise such a sum over a single week-end, Youmans persuaded
Joseph Roach, the President of the Second National Bank

of Minot, to advance him that amount, and Youmans returned
Jubilantly to Severtson, only to find that the Examiner

had raised the reguired amount to %#8,000.112 When Youmans
asked Roach for that additional figure, R. E. Barron, who
had earlier glowingly recommended the "cgpable and effic-
ient management of Mr. Grant S. Youmans,"ll3 persuaded

Roach not %o comply with Youmans' request.llLL severtson
then closed the doors of the Savings Deposit Bank, not to
allow them reopened until the bank was under Y"safer" owner-
ship. Youmans was certaln that the entire affair was nothing
more than a conspiracy between the loeal bankers and the
State Benk Examiner to discredit and despoil him, because of

his pro-IWW activities, and he wrote his book Legalized Bank

Robbery to support this contention. Although subsequent
events were to show that Severtson was not wholly without
grounds for his actions, a measure of credibility was lent to
Youmans' accusation, when Severtson allowed new owners to open

the bank's doors after furnishing only 20,400 instead of the

111 Youmans, 43-50.
112 1p14., 50-57.
113 1pid., 27-24.
114 1pid., 65-67.
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$48,000 demanded of Youmans.il® The new owners of the bank
were all solld local conservatives including City Attorney
licGee, Joseph Roach, and R. Z. Barron. The Optic, hinting
that the depositors' savings were formerly Jeopardized, but
were now safe, carried the story under the headline, "Savings
Bank Depositors to be Pald in Full," and subheaded, "Strong
Men in Charge," and "Two of Minot'g Most Conservative Busi-
negemen to Take over Bank.“116 About a year later Youmans'
replied to his detractors in his rather extraordinary book,
end this also wes publicized in the local press, including

the Iconoclast.tl! For Youmans had, by this time, become a

Socizlist.
Just when Youmans joined the NDSP ieg a matter of con-

Jecture. The first mention of him in the Iconoclzst was an

advertisement of his book in the September 18, 1914 issue,
and 1t was probably at about that time that he became a
party member. It is doubtful that he considered himself g
socialist while he was writing his book, as the word "social-
ism" or "soclelist" appears on none of its pages, and, though

he frequently speaks of the Iconoclast and prominent local

doclalists, their party connsction is never mentioned. His

rise in the party was rgpid, for by October 23, 1914 he was

115 1vid., 98-101.
116 Minot Daily Optic, October 23, 1913, p. 1.

117 Minot Daily Optic-Reporter, August &, 1914, p. 1;
Iconoelast, September 18, 1914 p. L,
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.,

Secretary and Treasurer of Townley's innovation, the
"orgenization department® of the ﬁDSP.llg Thie political
experiment, which will be described in detail later, was
considered pseudo-soclalistic by the Left-wing, and Youmans'
membership in it did little to detract from this interpre-
tation, since Youmans' Socialist orthodoxy was always highly
questionable. Indicative of his doubtful orthodoxy is that
during the time that he was a party official, he continued

to dabble in real estate, and the Iconoclast blandly carried

advpftisementq of his mortgage loan busineess, and his "land
bargains."1l9 Unorthodox or not, however, he soon rose to
be a power 1n the party, and by Cectober 1915 held a seat on
the State Executive Committee.l20 In the mesntime the bank
controversy raged on, and possibly had the effect of making
Youmans more of a Soclalist than he originslly intended to
be.

His accusations of the State Bank Examiner had resulted
in an investigation by a 3tate Legislative Committee. When
thet commlttee completely vindicated Severtson, saying the

bank's assets "were insufficient to pay its 1iabilities,"lgl

118 Iconoclast, October 2%, 191, p. &.

119 Ibid OCctober ?Q 191)4- jo h‘" Hovember 6, 191}4«’
p. 6, Decémber 11, 191k, p. 2.

120 1pig., Octover &, 1915, p. L.

12l Ipid., March 26, 1915, p. 2; Minot Daily Optie-
Bﬁgoiter January 28, 1919, p. 1, February & ?, 915, p. 1,
Mareh 2, 1915, p. 1.
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Youmans started a 255,000 damege suit agceinst the local
inheritors of his bank, Governor Hanna, Attorney General
Andrew Miller, Secretary of State Thomas Hall, and State
Bank Examiner Severtson.+22 Thig suit was tried before
District Judge W. J. Kneeshaw with the ubigquitous LeSueur
handling the plaintiff's case and his old adversary Francis
Murphy handling the defense. It was characterized by such
spectacular by-plays as a defense lawyer threatening to
strike Youmans, and Youmans throwing 2 book at Murphy dur-
ing his cross questioning.123 Youmans was by this time
enough of a soclalist to admit that he had been a legsal
"robber" like all other benkers, snd that he had tried to
learn all their "tricks;¥ azsked if he had succeeded in
learning them 2l1ll, he replied, "No; I never learned how to
- take & bank away from a man.“lELL These witticisms may have
endeared him to the Soclalist spectators, but they did not
aid him in the case. The jurors quickly ruled against the
plaintiff, as Judge Kneeshaw instructed them to do in a
/charge to the Jury in which he saw fit to inveigh against
men ". . . who must have perverted minds; people that would
tramole our beautiful flag with the stars and stripes
underfoot, men that are not entitled to live in any commun-

ity . . .M

122 Iconoclast, Cctober 15, 1915, p. 2.

123 Minot Dally Optic-Reporter, April 1, 1916, pp. 1, &.

12% 1bia., April 1, 1916, p. €, April 3, 1916, p. 1.

o
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Thus in three years of following his conviétions
Youmans had apperently exchanged his economic gecurity for
a mess of soclalist pottage and a probsble increase in his
~inventory of self-respect. And all his sacrifices were for
the benefit of a couple of labor agitators of the most un-
popular variety. The North Daskota Socizlist Party had also
made the same type of transaction by its participation in
the IWW riots, and, while on moral grounds the lesders might
assert that it was worth the investmént, the political con-
sequences of the next year's slections were to indicate that
1t was not.

Very likely Henry G. Teigan hoped the election of 191k
would demonstrate the efficacy of his intensified organiza-
tional procedures. Although Teigan admitted a "slight
decline in party membership® during 1913,135 he probably
looked to & political tour of the stete by Emil Seigel,126
and the interest to be generated by the first Socislist
primary, to compensate for this decline. But the 1914
primary was not a particularly auspicious ocecaslion, as the
highest vote registered by any Soclalist candidate was 3092

for J. A. Koeppler, the candidate for Attorney General.l2(

125 Iconoclast, February 20, 1941, p. 1.

126 1pia., June 19, 191k, p. 3.

127 compilation of Zlection Returns, National and State,
1914-1928 (Bismarck, 1930), 6. Hercsfier cited as Tlecction
Re turns. ——
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Koeppler was criticised by his enemies as a neler-do-well
whose socialism was simply the product of his poverty, and
who, when later coming suddenly into possession of a 1little
money, reputedly remarked that, "sociallsm was a great
truth once, but 1t isn't now. "12%  He was an effective vote-
getter, though, and polled 6357 in the fall election.lZ9
This was about average as nearly all the Soeclalist candi-
dates polled votes in the six-thousands, 130 with the prin-
clpal exception being the candidates for United States
Representatives who ran only by districts. And of these,
probably the most significant ig L. L. Griffith's meager
3792 votesi3l in the usually soclalist-inclined Third
District where Leéueur had polled over five-thousand in
1912. His poor showing is very likely attributable to his
stand on the IWW issue, for Griffith had been an outspoken
defender of the "wobbliesg! who were 2t that time trying to
foment strikes sgainst the farmers. Yet Griffith not only
went to jall for them, but he tried to exploit the lssue

to his political advantage by pointing to the IWW riots as

proof of capitalist corruption and illustrative of the

128 James Frost, Townley and Company and the Nonpartisan
League (Beach, North Dekota, 191%),

129 Election Returns, &.
130 1pid., &.
171 Ipia., €.




farmers' need to join the Sociallset Party.132

Another indication that the IWW incidents had hurt the
NDSP ig the decline of the vote in Ward County where the
riots had taken place. This regularly first-place county
dropped to second place in 191L, averaging between five-
hundred to slx-hundred votes per candidat5,133 as compared
to 1ts over seven-hundred vote average in 1912_134 Fortun-
ately, this loss in Ward County was offset by = percepﬁible
rise of the Soclalist vote in Williams County to the west-
ward. Willlams County took over the first place in
Soclalist polling strength by averaging over seven-hundred
votes per candidate, an approximately one-hundred vote in-
crease over 1912.135

This rise in BSociglist strength in the western part of
the state in a non-presidential election year lezds one to
the conjecture that, had it not been for the IWW faux pas,

North Dazkota in 1914 might have differed from almost every

132 Iconoclast, September 5, 191%, p. 1. This inter-
pretation can be overestimated, however, for W. H. Brown
campaigned for United States Senator in 1914 by endorsing
the IWW's and polled a respectable 6731 votes; Ibid.,

July 10, 1914, p. 1; Election Returns &. For the sctions

of the IVW among farm lagborers see Paul F. Brissenden, The
I.W.W., A Studg‘cf American Syndicalism (New York, 19197,
105-157, 259, 268-267, 335-%3(.

133 Election Returns, &

12% Blue Book, 1913, 265-272.

135 Election Returns, &; Blue Book, 1913, 265-272.
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other state by gaining instead of losing Soclalist voters.136
Even with the IWW embarrassment, the state's Socislist vote de-
clined by only about one-thousand, and this respectable show-
ing 1s probably due to three factors: Teigan's stepped-up
organlzational activities, the improved farmers program of
1914, and the sudden sppearsnce of a brand new political phen-
omeénon on the Soclalist scene--the "organization depsrtment.”
The organization department has probably been the sub- .
Jeet of more misconceptions than any other phase of the
ND8P's activities. And most of the errors are traceable to
a misleading manuscript by Arthur LeSueur.l37 LeSueur pro-
fessed an intimate acquaintanceship with the details of the
rise and fall of the department, because of his membership
on the State Committee at the time it wss formed. Actuslly,

even if he was on the State Committee at this time, of which

there 1s some doubt, 1t was an absentee membership, for at

about the time the organization department began to function,
LeBueur moved to Fort Scott, Kansas, to serve on the staff
and later become vice president of a Sociallst "Peoples
College."13® Indicative of the fact that he had no direct
connéetion with the organization department is that he was

never mentioned in the bitter conflict which raged around it.

(New York, 1924), 207.” The only state to gain in Socialist
strength in 1914 was Oklahoma.

137 MS., Lesueur Papers.

138 Lesueur, Crusaders, 36; Iconoclast, January 22,
1915, p. 3.

136 Fred Haynes, Social Pollitics in the United States
|
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Although he was onee llsted as "National Committeeman® of
the department, this was probably merely an attempt to
ralse the prestige of the department by linking it with
LeBueur who was at that time a National Committeeman of the
Soclsalist Party.139 According to LeSueur's version of the
founding of the organization department, the NDSP leaders
saWw clearly by the autumn of 1914 that their program was
more acceptable to the North Dakota farmers than was the
party itself, whiéh was Dy then thoroéughly discredited by
the many attacks upon it. They saw that they could never
gain the farmers' support if the farmers were requlred to
join the party in order tQ support the 3P program. The
State Committee therefore decided to form an organization
department to which_the farmer could belong "without sign-
ing the red eard of terrible reputation.' One of the
organizers whom they hired to recrult farmers into this new
department was Arthur C. Townley.

The above story has been accepted by several recent
studente such as Robert L. Morlan, and Theodore Szloutos

and John D. Hicks.lu@ But 1t is erroneocus on two nain

139 Iconoclast, October 2%, 191k, p. &, and July 9,
1915, ». 1.

140 Morlan, Nonpartisan League, U48-49; Morlan, Prairie
Fire, 43, 267. Saloutos and Hicks, Agriecultural Discontent,
157. The latter two books in addition question whether
Townley ever was a Soelalist, indicating that they know less
about Townley than his politieal opponents did, for Jeremiah
D. Bacon in his A Warning to the Farmer Against Townleyism
(Grand Forks, North Dakota, 1918), 16-17 published a photo-
graph of Townle%'s voter's registration certificate showing
him to be g member of the Soclalist party.

il
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éounts. First of a2ll, the organization department was not
the calculated ecreation of the NDSP officizls but almost
entirely the brain child of A. C. Townley. Secondly,

Townley was not suddenly reerulted from nowhere to implement
the preconceived plans of the party leaders, but had been in
the party for many months and was steadily meking a name for
himself there. No doubt his decision to become a Soelalist
was prompted by his disastrous flax venture near his hone
town of Beach, North Dakota, in 1912, for during the winter
of 1912-1913, he was already engaged in a series of voetori-
ous debates. on the toplc of sociglism with a Beach lawyer.lul
That he was a persuaslve spesker has never been denied, and,
onece converted to soclalism, he began to apply his oratori-
cal and organizational gifts even before he was put on the
party payroll. In the summer of 1913 he organized a local

at Gorham, & few milee from Beach, and in November of the
same year, he was hired by the NDSP to perform organizational
duties in the western eounties.lug Onee hired, he soon came

to the attentlion of Teigan who always had an eye out for

1 1eonoclast, March 28, 1913, p. 1; Bahmer, 433 and
note. This dlssertation, unlike the other studles of the
relationship of the NDSP to the Nonpartisan League, 1is as
accurate on this subjeect as it is in its other execellent
gections.

142 Iconoclast, November 27, 191k, p. 3, February 20,
1914, p. 5.
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telent. In February 1914 Teigan ranked Townley with Bowen,
Griffith, and Durocher in exceptional ability for "agitation
and organization," and he attributed Townley's succegs %o
the faect that he "confined his labore almost exclusively to
the country districts."3 Thig roreshadowea the day when
an army of MNonpartisan League organizers would descend upon
the "country distriets," but would avoid the towns like the
plague.

In the meantime he was adding fo his reputation as a

debater and general platform performer, and the Iconoclast

!
occaslionally devoted space to hileg forensic victories.1+4

One of the first c¢xemples of hie pungent wit was exhibited
at a Memorial day service at Beach in 1914, when a farmer,
after listening to two local aspirants for nomination %o
Congress hold forth on farmers' prosperity, requested that
Townley be permitted to speak. The chairman reluctantly
agreed, and Townley told his audience that the two previous
speakers reminded him of the Indlan and the white man who
went hunting, and baggéd a turkey and a buzzard. The white
mgn sald, "I'11l take the turkey and you take the buzzard,

or else you take the buzzard and I'll tske the turkey."

3

he Indian veplied, "White man, you didn't say turkey to me

once." Likewise, sald Townley, the previous speakers were

143 1pia., February 20, 1914, p. 5.

M4 1pid., Februery 27, 191k, p. 2, March 20, 191, o.

Ey

2.
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guilty of not "talking turkey" to their listeners, and he,
Townley, intended to do so. He wag frustrated at this
point, however, by the cheirman who halted his speech with
the reminder that the occasion wae a Memorial Day ceremony,
and not a politiecal rally.luB By this time Townley wag a
regpe cted member of the party, and hé@ taken part in the
state convention of February 191&,146 where he presided
over one of the meetings,147 an indication that he was
rising fast in the party councils. It was this convention
which produced the effective farmers program of 1914, and,
in view of hils extreme sensitivity to the farmers wishes,
1t 1s very likely that Townley played a significant role in
formulating that program.

But Townley was nol satisfied. His organizational
actlvities, which were already showing considerable succese,

probably only impressed him with their shortcomings. His

many contacts with the farmeres no doubt confronted him with

the political paradox which LéSueur, rather unreglistically,
credited the State Committee with discovering--the aversion
of the farmer to the party, and his attrsction to its pro-
gram. Moreover, he probably saw the deficiencies in the

organizatlonal practice of holding meetings which attracted

145 1bia., June 12, 1914, p. 2.

146 1pia., Februsry 20, 1911, p. 1.

147 1pi3., p. 3.

Hin
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only a limited number of farmers, and those veually already

converted. What was needed was to get to each farmer indi-

vidually and "esell" him; but that required more money and

better transportation. Thus, to expand the success of the
pafty, three needs were apparent: to get more money, to
enable the organizer to cover more territory, and to capital-
ize on the farmer's favorable attitude toward the NDSP'e
agricultural programlug with an accompanying de-emphsasis of
the Socizlist party.

The organization department filled all of these needs.
Townley created that unique politicsel ecreation in the lste
summer of 1914, when ke wag sent by the party to the south-
western part of the state to practice his organizatlional
abilitles. According to Eugene Teutsch, who wrote the full-
est and most unfaverable account of Townley's historic
actions there,149 he started in Morton County where he per-
gsuaded some of his Soclalist friends to contribute enough
money to buy him an automobile. He then proceeded to
organize the farmers into a "pseudo-3ocielist organization,!
to which he held their allegiance by making them pay for the
privilege of jolning. He allegedly told his prospective
members that he was orgenizing farmers, but not that he was

a Soclallist orgenizer. He charged every new member = dollar

148 Behmer, 43L.
149 Iconoclast, May 19, 1916, p. 2.
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s month, post-dated checks acceptable, but membership in
this organization did not ceonstitute membership in the NDSPE.
When the organizing had reached a cerftain stage, he would
move on to the next county, repeat the process, ralsing
encugh money to purchase another automobile, return the car
to the previous county with an organizer to complete the
work there, thus placing an automobile and an orgaenizer in
every county or a grou@ of counties organized as a "district." it
Though Teutech's version was subseguently denouneced by s
Townley's friends, the use of the automobile, the post-dated
check, and the principle of getting "the rube's money" to
meke him ﬁstick," all Townley practices which he later used
with such great success in the Nonpartisan League, indicate
that, though Teutseh became one of Townley's bltterest
opponents, the organization department began about as he
described.

An even stronger indication of the accurscy of Teutsch's

account 1s that itg beginning is eimilarly deseribed by one
of Townley's warmest supporters, Grant S. Youmans. An un-
orthodox entity like the organization department was bound

to appeal to an overnight socislist like Youmens, and he

immediately became secretary-treasurer of 1£.150 1In a

"Dear Commrades" letter to the readere of the Iconoclast,

he explained how the organization department came about.151

150 1pig., Oetober 23, 1914, p. &.
151 1pid., p. &.
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- wae Just cause for optimism. At a time when the Iconcelast

Youmans sazid that in August 1914 Townley began organizing

in Bowman County, and, that by ueing about the same pro-
cedures as Teutsch deseribed, he collected in a few days
about %2&09 with which he purchased an automobile, and organ-
ized the three southwestern counties of Bowman, Billings ana.
Golden Valley into "district one." Moving northward to
Williston he c;ganizea Williams and McKenzie counties into
"district two" where he soon raised enough money to buy a
gsecond auto, and sent the first car back to district one
which was then to be completely organized by Bowen and
Durocher. Moving east he organized Ward and Mountrail
counties into "distriet five" under D. C. Dorman, purchased
another car, and sent Beecher Moore, who had recently been
hired by the party as an orgaenizer, baeck to take charge of
distriet two. He then went to the extreme northwest part

of the state and organized Burke and Divide counties into
1district four" under George H. Griffith, L. L. Griffith's
lessger known brother. Later on he detached Mountrall County
from Ward and called 1t "distriet three," and by the end of |
the year a sixth distriet had been formed in the north cen-
trael portion of the state from Renville and Bottineau
counties.192 Youmans wes bubblingly enthusiastic about the

future of the organization department, and eertainly there

152 1pid., December 11, 1914, p. 4.
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And,

above water, and

Townley wag able

if "agitation" meant propagandizing,

For Townley did not neglect to distribute

ture to his converts,

Not Founded by Carnegie,"155 and by February 1915,
fourteen such librarieg in the state.156

under the directorship of Henry P. Richardson,

wae pleading for subscriptions in order to keep 1ts head

the party itself was barely in the black,

to interest enough farmers in socialism to

collect from them meney for the purchase of Tour automobiles.
Certainly Teigan's faith in Townley's organizetional abili-

ties was Justified.

Teigan should

have been doubly satisflied with the organization department.

cocislist liters-

and as Youmans gaid: "The greatest

possible strides /were/ made towards the education of the
people in these counties for socialism. "t53 A few months
later the organirzation department enlarged 1ts eduecation pro-
gram by creating circulating socialist libraries in different

5 - -
towns in the s;'r:.':i‘cef.:'-ﬁ}+ Theee were advertlssed ag "lLibraries

there were
The se were placed

the General

Orgenizer of the People's College EZxtension Divislon, with

hie headquarters at Minot.157 This wae probably ancther

153 1bis.,
154
155
156

Ibid.,

Ibid.,

Ibid.,

157 1p1i4.,

October 2%, 1914, p. &.

Janvery 1, 1915, p. L.
D. 4.

February 5, 1915, p. 3.
Mareh 5, 1915, p. 1.
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tenuous link which LeBueur had with the organization depart-
ment.

Despite these positive achievements, the organization
department soon found itself in trouble. With its initial
spectacular results, 1t attrscted even such men to 1ts
executi%@ committee as the Left-wing L. L. Griffith and
Fugene Teutsch, the moderate who became a Left-winger over
this 155&@.15% But from the firest, the department appar-
ently met with opposition from the fundamentalist element
of the NDSP, as is evidenced by Youmans' remark that the
organization department waé heartily commended by "many of
our level headed party members,"i59 thus suggesting that
those who did not commend 1t were other than level hezded.
The igsue around which the controversy centered was whe ther
or not the department should be "officlally recognized" as
an integral part of the party organization,160 a question
that would hardly have come up 1If the organizetion départ~
ment had been purposely created by the State Committee, as
LeSueur asserted. On this guestion, the Left-wingers had
their way, for the department never was "officially recog-
nized," and it had to conduct its operations in the csame

anomaloug position with the NDSP as it had begun. Thus the

158 1p1a., October 23, 1914, p. &.
159 Ipid., December 11, 1914, p. L.

160 Ipterview with H. R. Martinson, September &, 1955.
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"remittance letters" printed in the Iconoclast for the

collection of organization department dues bore the simple
return addregé, Grant 3. Youmang, Secretary Treasurer,
Orgaznization Department, Minot, North Dakota, making no
mention of tThe RDSP.161 This might be construed as a subtle
attempt to conceal the department's Socialist connections,
but such g suppositlion seems erroneous. It seems highly
unlikely that a man of Townley's political astuteness would
believe that a department member would pay dues To the de-
partment by means of a letter printed in the official organ
of the state boclallist Party and faill to see a connection
between the NDSF and the organlzation department.
Officially recognized or not, the organization depart-

ment was a2 falt accompli, and for a2 time the NDSP dealt

with it as such. The Btate Executlive Committee composed at
this time of Dorman, Lisele, Kirkpatrick, Griffith, and
Teutsch held meetings on September 22, October 6, and
November 3%, at which they heard reports by Townley and
Youmans and made provisions for the improvement of the or-
ganlzational work in district one, and for hiring Henry P.
Richardson and George H. Griffith as organizers.162 They
also foreshadowed their Tuture azctions by their deeision

to relesse Bowen from the department for use by the state

161 1conoclast, October 23, 191k, p. &.

162 Ipig., December 25, 1915, p. L.
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office andxby their cominous declaration that the "Executive
Committee wants it understood that no more districts be
organized and cars purchased before spring or April 1,
1915,"163 This was regarded as & needless concession to
winter by Townley who was to begin organizing the Nonparti-
san League before the snow was off the ground that year.
However, the organization department was too profitable to
strangle Jjust yet, especlally since the party books at this
Tine were beglnning to show a slight rfiefj.c:l.‘c.16!‘L Accord-
ingly, the Committeec voted on November 17 to take one-hundred
dollars from district five, and 197 dollare from district

four to pay for back subscriptions to the Iconoeclast, and

on November 25, to take forty dollars from each district
each month "to create a general fund to pay overhead and
genersl expenses for the current mcnth."165 The organiza-
tion department may have been bad socialism, but it was

handy when bills were due.

But on December 15 the ax fell. On that date the Execu-

tive Commlittee dropped Townley and three other organizers
from the party payroll.166 It was Eisgele and Teutsch who

introduced this motion, and with the Left-wing Griffith also

163 1p1d., p. L.
16k Ibid., December 1&, 1914, p. L.
165 1pig., December 25, 1914, p. L.

166 Ipid., Jenuary &, 1915, p. 3, and May 19, 1916, p.2.
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on the Gommittee, they formed a majority which would even-
tually drive Townley from the party. .The ostensible reason
Tor the dismlssal was that Townley orgenized distriet six

after organizing activities had been ordered to eeage,167

but a more probable explanation was the party's grestest
weaknesg-~jealousy. Neilther Zisele nor Teutsch were in-
tellectually orthodox socialists, but they chose to becone
g0 when the comfortéble status guo was threatened, especlally
gince the proposed change was not of their own making.
Townley, however, did not give up without a fight. Accord-
ing to Teutseh, Townley turned to Teigan who was always
receptive to Townley's schemes, and the two conspired to
galn control of the Btate Committee. The State Committee
was composed of one member from egch county contalining at
least one NDSP local, and it chose the State Executive
Committee. By controlling the State Committee they hoped

to overrule the anti-organization department measures of the
State Executive Committee.lég Teutsch opposed this Townley-
Teilgan coalltion which he felt certain was attempting to
pack the State Executive Committee with such "Townley tools"
28 Bowen, Dorman, Durocher, Youmens, O. M. Thomason, and
Beecher Moore. Teutseh succeeded in getting the key Minot

locgl to go on record as opposed to Teigan's reelection as

167 1pia., May 19, 1916, p. 2.

168 1pia., p. 2.
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State Becretary, and to favor H. R. HMartinson for that
poet.169  Teutsch aid this by publicly charging that Teigan
prevented examination of the records of the state office by
the State Executive Committee, and that he had failed to
route effectively such well known socialist speakers as
George Kirkﬁatrick, and Walter Thomas Mills, but did insure

the effective scheduling of "some gecond raters who boosted

for Teigan's reelection as state Secretary—Treasurer.“l7o

At the fateful meeting of the State Commlttee on January &6,
1915, Teutsch sought to have these charges read to the
asgembly but was prevented from doing 8o in a neat coup by
Townley who made & motion that no information be given which
would ". . . prejudice any member of the State Committee
against any candidate for the office of the gecretary-
Treasurer." This métion wae carried with some asslistance
by Bowen who presided a2t the meeting, and Teigan was re-
clected. 17l Thus Teutsch lost the firet skirmish in the
anti-Townley campaign.

But 2 day later he won the battle. At a night session
on January 27, 1915, in Youman's office, Townley tried to
persuade the State Committee to give the organization de-

partment its much desired official recognition. He moved

169 1pig.,

p
170 Ipia., p. 2.
171 1pid., p
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that the department be formally plsced under the direetion
of the State Executive Committee.l(Z The motion was de-
feated, though Townley, with his usual tenacity, succeeded
in heving 1t reconsidered four times.173 But the Committee
remained inexorable, and the organization department remsined
an 1llegitimate child of the NDSP, a symbol of the unortho-
dox philanderinge of its founder. Townley was quick to
perceive that this was a political defeat, for to leave the
organization department as 1t was, assured it & lingering
death. The state office had alreasdy deprived it of most of
its organizers, and would doubtlessly continue to sap 1ts
strength in that manner. Townley decided to let it die,

for it was at thls point that he left the party to create

a hardier though very similar progeny--the Nonpartisan
League. It should be noted, however, that this action of
the State Committee wasg not, as LeSusur assures usg, a sweep-
ing decision to "discontinue! the organizstion department,

- because there was a danger that the growth of the department
would cause the non-Soclalist tall to wag the Socclsalist dog,
and because the department was basically dishonest.l7u

Thig interpretation has also been repeated by Morlan, and

172 1pig., February 19, 1915, p. 3.
173 Ipid., May 19, 1916, p

. 2.

H

17% Ms, LeSueur Papers. At the time of the State
Committee's decision Le3ueur was at Fort Scott, Kansas.
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Saloutos and Hicks,'?D znd, though the fear of the inordinate
growth of fthe department was probably real, the interpreta-
tion is erroneous on two other counts. Filrst, the anti-
Townleyites had no grounds to complzin of the department's
dishonest nature arising from ite tenuous relationship to

the party, since it was that group which perpetuated this
#dishonesty," by resisting Townley's attempte to legitimatize
the department and give it Tormazl status within the NDSPF.
Seecondly, the action of the State Committee did not discon-
tinue the organization department, but merely left it to
continue as it was. Thils is demonstrated by the fact that

on February 7, 1915, ten days after the Tateful meeting, the
Executlve Comnmittee appointed g bookkeeper for the organliz-
ation department, and on the same day accepted Youmans'
resignation from it and allowed Teigan to succeed him.lYe
But Teigan was no Townley, and without the latter's imagin-
ative leadership the organization depariment became a broken
reed, and 1t explired altogether when the gcide of the Non-

partiaan League begen to corrode the vitals of the NDSP.

In the election of 1912 the NDSPF made significent gains

over previous years, which indicated that the party was

175 Morlan, Nonpartisan League, 49-50. Morlan, Prairie
Fire, 24. Theodore Saloutcs TThe Rise of the Ncnpmrtisan
Leg%ue in North Dekotsz,® _gricuTtural History, XX (January,

1946) Hereafter cited as nal@utos "™Rise of Nonparti-
san League." Saloutos and Hicks, Agricultural Discontent,
137.

176 1conoclast, March 19, 1915, p. L.

Hr
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beginning %o azppeal to a broader base of electore, beecausge
of 1ts unorthodox but effective farmer-labor program. In
1917 this trend continued when the Soclalists elected D. C.
Dorman to Minot's City Commission, but at this point the
party leaders sacrificed much of their political following
by backing the unpopular IWi's during the labor disturbances
in Minot. This action, though it gained the NDSP the ad-
herence of Grant 5. Youmans, caused the recsll of Dorman and
probably detreaected from the Socialist vote in the election
of 1914, More serious than the IWW venture was the NDSP's
adverse treatment of 4. C. Townley and his organization
department. This department was an exceedingly practical
and effective way of acguiring a large political following
Tor the party, but it was deemphasized purposgely by the
party leaders who were apparently mainly motivated by
Jealousy of Townley's successes. This 1ll-advised rejection
of Townley's ideas cazused him to leave the party and create

the Nonpartisan League which would eventually bring zbout

the demise of tThe NDSF.




CHAPTER IV
THE SOCIALISTS AND THE NONPARTISAN LEAGUE

From the moment that A, C, Townley gsevered his con-
nection with the NDSP, the party's days were numbered.
He had shown the leaders how to multiply the party's
political following, and they had rebuffed him, His only
course was to form his own pearty and pursue his own poli=
cy. Shortly after he dafected from the ND3P early in

1915, he got in touch with another ex-Socialist of

MeHenry County named Fred B, Wood. With the ald of Wood

and his two sons, Howard and Edwin, Townley hammered out
a very appealing agrarian program that was almost en=-
tirely a restatement of the IDSP farm.platfcrm.l The
methods by which Townley gained his political followlng
were the same as those for which he was censured by the

HDSP officials. The concentration on the country dis-

tricts, the use of the automobile, the emphasis on each
farmer'!s financial contribution, and the use of the post=-
dated check were all methods whose usefulness he had

proved in the organization department, and Townley used

1l The first Nonpartisan League program was: (1)
state ownership of terminal elevators, flour mills, pack=-
ing houses, and cold storage plants; (2) state inspec-
tion of grain and grain dockage; (33 exemption of Tarm
improvements from taxation; (ﬁ) state hail insurance on
an acreage tax basis; and (5) rural credit banks oper-
ated at cost, Gaston, Chap, VII,
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them in the Honpartisan League with even more success.
Working diligently throughout the summer of 1915,
Townley and his organizers recruited 26,000 members by
the time of the first snowfall.,® By April 1916 the
League had forty-thousand members.33 At this juncture
Townley introduced another of his "ideas" that was pro-
bably the greatest of tl'iema.:l.l.LP This was to use his
organization to gain control of the North Dakota Republi-
can party by electing the candidates in the state primary.
Despite the embittered and vituperative reaction from
most of the North Dakota press,g the NPL chose a full
slate of candidates all of whom were Republican except
one,6 and all were nominated in the June primaries by
majorities of approximately two to one with the guber-
natorial candidate Lynn J. Frazier feceiving 39,2&6 votes,
a clear majority over the combined votes of his three

opponents.! In the fall elections of 1916 the League was

3 Russell, 211-212,
L Ibid., 196-212,

5 Gaston, Chap. X. Norlan, Prairie Fire, 67-7Tl.

6 The lone exception was Democrat P. I, Casey run-
ning for State Treasurer, He won his nomination unop=-
posed, but was defeated in the fall election by only 200
votes, DMorlan, Prairie Fire, 87.

7 Morlan, Prairie Fire, 75.
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skyrocketed into power, with Frazier defeating his Demo=-
cratic opponent 87,665 to 20,351, With the exception of
the single "League Democrat," the remainder of the WPL
slate was aiso swept into office by margins comparable

to Frazier's.8 Thus the Leaguers captured conbtrol of the
North Dakota government. In the next five years they

put through several spectacular "socialist”" reforms, the
most enduring of which proved to be the stéte bank and

Mg

the state mill and elevator, Such was Townley's
volution", and though it caught many persons unawére,
the members of the NDSP were not among them, Although
the North Dakota Socialists differed sharply in their
attitudes toward this political revolution, they did notb
fail to see that 1t was taking shape,

The American Society of Equity convention of February
1915, which Townley used as & spark to ignite the accumu=-

lated tinder of discontent, had been given broad coverage

in the Iconoclast, It had previously endorsed the ter-

minal elevator proposal which the State Legislature was
considering,9 and it lashed out against the Legislature
for its arbitrary shelving of the elevator bill in open

defiance of an overwhelming populsr mandate in favor of

it.IO Although the Iconcclast did not mention Speaker

8 State of North Dakota Legislabtive lanual, 1919
(Bismarck, N, Dak,, 1919), 250-200, B

9

Tconoclast, Jan, 22, 1915, p. 2.
10 1pid., Jan. 29, 1915, pe. 2.
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Treadwell Twitchell's reputed "slop the hoga" remark, it
did praise the Equity members! march to the éapitol and
Loftus'! condemnation of the bill's Opponents.ll If edi-
tor Teigan did not knoﬁ immediatély of Townley's actions
after the convention, he was not long in findiﬁg them out,
nor did he view such actions with alarm when they came to

his attention, The Iconoclast first mentioned the Non=

partisan League in the April 9, 1915, issue in which
Teigan declared that there was "no connection whatever'

between the League and the NDS?;12“

This was Telgan's
policy of official divorcement, and, though it had é
tendency to become unofficial collusion, Teigan consgist=-
ently maintained it in its outward aspects,.

At this time, however, the editorship of the Icono-

clast was temporarily assumed by 0. M., Thomason, by whose

pen the Leaéue was usually presented in favorable light,
In a series of editorials that professed to be optimistic
as to socialism's future in Worth Dakota, Thomason laid
the basis for aﬁ least a tacit endorsement of the League's
actions, In the May 7, 1915, issue he correctly dis- ﬁ
cerned "a veritable political revolution” taking shape

in the State, because the State Legislatﬁre had "so oubt-

11 1pig,, Feb, 11, 1915, pe 1.
12 '

Pe 3e
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raged the people's sense of justice" that they were
"ready for any%hing."lB‘ Two weeks later in an editorial
éalling for new Socialilst tactics to meet new conditions,
he left little doubt of his contempt for the Left-wingers
who condemned the impurity of the Townley brand of soclel=-
ismqlh And on August 13 he gave his first overt indica-
tion of where his sympathies lay in regard to the League,
when he stated that ", . .while we are not pleading the
cause of the Nonpafﬁisan League, yet 1t is a Jjoy to see
the worms squirm and we calmly sit back and yell, 'sick
Yem, Tige.’"lg A later unsigned editorial, probabiy
Thomason's;rcalled openly for a reorganization of the
national Socialist Party to meet new conditions. It

made three main proposals along these lines: (1)
simplify both state and national constitutlons; (2) de=-
centralize and autonomize the party; and (3) redacé dues
by half, making up the financial deficit by doubling the

16

membership, While none of these proposals mentloned
the League, all of them would, if adopted, allow the
NDSP to ally with the League without incurring the odium

of "fusion." Thomason shortly afterward left the party

lu'Iconoclast, May 21, 1915, De Lo

15 Ipid., Auge 13, 1915, Do L.

16 1pid., Aug. 20, 1915, p. L.
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to join the League, and all close readers of his edi=-
torials were probably not surprised.
Thomason was not alone in hig pro-League views., J,

A, SBmith, an occasional writer in the Iconoclast, openly

favored support of the League, stating that ”i% is ri-
diculous to think that ﬁhe N, P, L. will undermine Ghe
party," He added the pragmetic plea: 'Let us get re-
sults, no matter how; any action is betﬁer than ilnert
theory."l7 A week later an unsigned editorial announced
itg intention of not defending the League, and then pro=
ceeded to do so by endorsing the League's program as a
means for the gradusl achlevement of soéialism,la Final=

1y, in October 1915 the Iconoclast reprinted several

articles written by Charles Edward Russell in the official

- . : 1
organ of the League, the Nonpartisan Leader, 9 Russell,

ironically enough, had been invited in 1915 by the WDSP
to North Dakota as a Socislist lecturer,2C and on July
10 he told his listeners at Valley City that "The only
sign of progress in all this dismal world is the revolt
of the Northwesbtern farmer., God bless him in his re=-

volt.“21 Shortly after this utterance Russell served

17 1pid., Sept. 2L, 1915, p. 1,
18 1pid., Oct. 1, 1915, pa k.

19 1bid., Oct. 22, 1915, p. 3, and Oct. 29, 1915,

Poe e
20 . . _
Ibid., July 2, 1915, p. 1.

2L 1pid,, July 16, 1915, p. 2.
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the revolt by becoming a prolific contributor to the

Nonpartisaen Lesader.

Not al1ll North Dakota Socialists were friendly to
the League, however. An example of Teigan's editorial
neutrality wes his awarding the League critics consider-

able space in the Iconoclsst, Of these critics the most

conglistent and impersonesl wes 2 heretofore little known
Socislist named N, M. Grefsheim. He contended that the
League was bound to fall because it operated inside the
0ld parties which could represent no one but the "inter-
ests.“22 Even if the League should be gble to institute
ite program, Grefsheim declared, it could accomplish
little in the/way of economic relief, for whatever gains
& farmer-owned terminal elevator made would be offset by
a corresponding rise in land values, rents, and interest
rates.S5 Thus “the net outcome of the League's program,
if carried out, would be to take a good chunk out of the
profits of the Chamber of Commerce and hand it over to
some of the other interlcocked business interests and
especially the land sharks.“zu The rich farmer who con-

ducted his operations on a large scale and wes in

22 Ipid., Oct. 1, 1915, p. 1.
23 Tpid., pe le
2l 1pid., Jan. 28, 1916, p. 1, and Apr. 21, 1916,
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actuality a capitalist exploiter also stood ©to benefit
from the League program, but the tenants and mortgage
bound farmers would actually suffer more acutely because
of the higher rents and interest rates,zs Therefore,
Grefsheim wrote, gentlemen farmers like J. D. Bacon, edi=-
tor of the Grand Forks Herald, and the most virulent
critic of the League, sho@ld sctually support it, since
their class stood to benefit most from 1its program.26
Furthermore, he asserted that the League candidates were
not radicals but extreme conservatives, especlally Lynn
Frazier, the gubernatorial candidate, Grefsheim attri-
buted Frazier's conservatism to his education at the
University of North Dakota, an institution which many
North Dakota Socialists regarded as a sink of reaction.27

Being conservative, Grefsheim concluded, the Leaguers

were not really interested in implementing their proposed

25 Tpid., Mar. 10, 1916, p. 1, and June 2, 1916, p. 1.
26 Ibid., June 9, 1916, p. l.

27 Ibid,, May 5, 1916, p. 1, In an earlier issue
(Jan, 1, 1915, p. 2.) the Iconoclast, in a condemnation
of R, 0. T, C, departments, accused the state univer-
gities of Illinois, IMinnesota, and North Dakota of having
no qualms about ". . .weeding out faculty members who
would preach the truth regardless of business and replace
them with prostitutes who are willing to preach anything
on the face of the earth in order to secure a meal tick-
eb.," TFor further socialist strictures on the University
of North Dskota see Upton Sinclair, The Goose Step, Chap.

¥TLIT. As to Grefsheim's allegation of Frazier's conserva-
tism, That also has some other substantiation, William
Lemke, Frazier's friend and a power in the Leaguef once
described Frazier as a "conservative Progressive,"
Wilkins, 196,
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program, but only in holding out "the bait of going to
do something without actually doing anything" so that
"the business-~Townley's businessg--of organiéation”
could be kept up as 1oﬁg as possible.28 7

Other orthodox soclalists who were outspoken in
their criticism of the League were D, I. Todd of Willis=
ton whose prediction that it would not last a year29 must
have destroyed ;orever his reputation as a prophet, and
H. R. Martinson who asserted that "Bull Moosers and Non-
partisan Leagﬁes may come and go bﬁt the real soclalist
remaing true to his idea of establishing a world power of
the working class."BO Even Arthur LeSueur saw it to
condemn the Leaguevbefore he joined it, and he sent word
from Fort Scott, Kansas, that the NPL was attempting to
use government as an instrument to promote class welfare;
this, he said, could never succeed, because "while class-
es last, capitalism will rule." > But the most bitter
critic of the League was Townléy's 0ld enemy Eugene
Teutsch, In an article attackiné Townley and his meth-

ods32 Teutsch left no doubt of where he stood on the

28 1pid., June 23, 1916, p. 3.
29 ;Eiﬂ-: May 7, 1915, pe 3e

30 piq., Mar. 31, 1916, p.2.
31 pid., Jan. i, 1916, pe L.

32 1pid., May 19, 1916, p. 2.
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subjeét:

Sometimes I feel that there is no adjective
in the English language strong enough to apply
to myself and my comrades for letting men of the
Townley stripe denude us of our senses to the
extent of allowing our organization to be used
as a stepping stone to deceive and defraud our
fellow men,

He then proceeded to malign the characters of Townley's
friends in the party=--Teigan, Bowen, Thomason, Dorman,
Durocher, and Youmans--end he closed with a ringing per=
oration on party orthodoxy and unity:

Scratch a reformer and under the desire

for reforms will be found the desire for boodle

and power, There are only a few of us left,

but those few constitute a mighty foundation

for the upbuilding of a sound movement that

cannot be mlisled by leaders who only want to

use us for their ignoble purposes. . .We must

take off our coats and fight the moster with

all our might and mein, for if they are de=

feated now it will in the future discourage

this habit of worming their way into our party

(when the capitalist bandwagons are crowded)

only to betray us, . .Down with the Yellows!

This outburst was no inspiring plea for adherence
to Socialist principles, It was instead a frustrated
denunciation of the party's retreat from those princi-
ples. For the Nonpartisen League, like the organization
department, had inevitably provoked a split in the NDSP,
Unlike the previous split, however, this one brought
victory to the Right-wing. By the time Teutsch's arti-
cle appeared, the battle was over, except for the shout=-
ing, and Teutsch's shouts had 1little effect,

The first instance of the Left-Right split over the
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League issue occurred with the resignation of A, E., Bowen.,
Bowen had long been a friend of Townley and a supporter
of his plans, In fact, he 1is credit ed by some with hav=
ing originated the League idea.,>- Whether he did or not
is a moot point, but there is no doubt that he was as
convinced as Townley of the efficacy of the League meth-
ods., In his letter of resignation from the NDSP dated
February 3, 1915, he stated his decision was "prompted o
by a desire to do for the good of humanity that which it "
seems is impossible to do within the Socialist 1?‘»:~m:y.“3lL I
A month later Teigan began to act as though he might
follow Bowen into the League., On March 12, 1915, he re-

signed as editor of the Iconoclast, giving Tinancial

reasonsg as his purpose in resigning.s5 However, he did
not resign from his position as state Secretary, but used

that position to make certain that his editorial succes-

36

sor was the pro=-League 0., i, Thomason. Teigan secured

a salary of one-hundred dollars a month for this post
37

which had previously been non=-compensatory,

With Thomason's defection to the League, however,

3L Tconoclast, Feb., 206, 1915, p. l.

35 Ibid., Mar. 19, 1915, p. 2.

36 1pid., Mar. 26, 1915, op. 2, L.

37 Ibide, 2, L.
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Teigan resumed the editorship on September 29, 1915,38
and on the same date there appeared the first public in-
dication that Teigan's old proposal to reduce the size of
the Executive Commitﬁee had been realized, Sometimes
during the summer this committee was reduced from five to
three members, These three, soundly pro-League were
Youmans, Dorman,‘and a little known Socialist named C.

0. Carlson.S? At last, when it could do him little good,
Teigan had aschieved supremacy in the NDSP--a small Ex-
ecutive Committee comprised wholly of Rightists, and him-
self in the two key positions of State Secretary and

Editor of the Iconoclast,

He used thosébpositions well, Teigan was a realist,
and he nursed no illusions aboubt the political effective=
ness of the Socialist Party, at a timevwhen the League
wag capturing the allegiance of the agrarian voters in
the state., Yet he did not view the League as the arch
enemy of the NDSP, nor did he regard it as a perfect
instrument for achieving the socialization of Horth
Dakota, The problem, as he appears to have seen it, was
to preserve the Socialist Party of North Dakota in the
face of the formidable strength of the League, and at

the same time to utilize the League, as‘long as is should

38 1pid., Oct. 8, 1915, Do L

39 Tbide, Do le
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last, to achieve as great a measure of socialism as
possible., Such a policy necessitated a change in Social=-
ist policy to allow for fusion and cooperation, and the

principal opponent of his plans was H. R, Martinson. AT

the State Socialist convention in February 1916, Martinson

introduced a motion that ", . .a membership in the NPL
constibtute fusion with another political organization."ho
To Teigan's delight, and no doubt because of his laboré,
the conveﬁtion defeated this proposalhl and thus, he
said, ", . .went on record opposing the idea of declaring
Socialists who had joined the League, thlc-ex'ceit::i.c:s."14'2 To
rub salt in the Left-wing wounds, the conventicﬁ went on
to pass a constitutional amendment declaring Socialist
voters would not be ", . .disenfranchised in the elec~
tions where they are“unable to legeally put a candidate

in the field."hB Of this amendment Teigan said: "The
new provisionrof the constitution is a gocd one ana it is

L

Teigan did not wait long to make use of iﬁ-wasAan

our business to meke use of it-~as an organization,”

individual., At the same convention which legalized

b0 1p34., Peb. 11, 1916, p. 1.
b1 Ibid., Pe 2.
w2 _i;’g_i_c;t_., Po 2o
L3 Ibide;, Pe 2s
Ly ;Eiéo, Pe 2
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fusion, he resigned as State Secretary and editor of the

Iconoclast to become Secretary of the Nonpartisan League.

He did noﬁ resign from the NDSP, however, and he empha-
sized the importance of keeping the party alive as an
educating device and as an organ for criticism of the
League. Teigan shrewdly realized that the League would
not benefit from open support by the D3P, and he heart-
ily recommended that the party actively criticise the
League so as to make it less obvious that the Soclalists
regarded it as an instrument for the partial achievement
of their ands.hs Accordingly, his letter of resignation
of March l. stated that his reason for resigning was
that he was not ", . .in harmony with the views of the
dominating element of the Organization. . .“ué As a
master stroke in this policy of officilal damnation-—
unofficial cooperation, Teigan picked the incisively
critical H., R, Martinson as his successor to the positions

of State Secretary and Editor of the Iconoclast.t! This

choice not only insured that the League would not suffer
the stigma of Socialist endorsement, but helped to heal

the Right-Left breach, since even Teutsch labelled

L5 Interview with H, R. Martinson, Sept. 8, 1955,

ué iconoclast, Mar., 2&, 1916, Ps Lo

L7 Ibid., Maerch 2, 1916, pp. 3, 4, May 12, 1916,
p. 2. Interview with H, R. Martinson, Sept. 8, 1955,
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Martinson as "one of the best grounded Socialists in the

1114-8

But well grounded socialism and honésty could not

State, whose honesty is above suspicion.

save the Iconoclast. When the League began to work its

political magle of mass allegiance, the inevitable con-

sequence to the Iconoclast was a rapid decline in sub-

scriptions, and as earlybés August 1915 this alarming
fact was given editorial notice.hg At the state conven-
tion of 1916 an attempt was made to rescue the paper
from its financial plight by converting it intoc a cooper-
ative enterprise of the Rochdale type and issuing five

50

hundred shares of stock at twenty-five dollars a share,

This plan had little success, as Iconoclast stocks could

hardly be classed as gilt-edged securiﬁies, and few

buyers appeared, despite publication of threats by LeSueur,
who still held a mortgage on the paper, to foreclosé and
take the presses to Fort Scott, Kansas.gl The editors
vainly called for more subscriptions end offered bargain
rates and clubbing offers as added inducements,52 all to

~1ittle avail among a populace captivated by the words and

L8 Iconoclast, May 19, 1916, p. 2.

14-9 Zbid., Aug. 13, 1915, Pe }-4-0
50 1pig,, Feb. 11, 1916, pe L.
51 1pid., Apr. 21, 1916, p. 1.

52 1p14., Mer. 24, 1916, p. 3, Apr. 2, 1915, p. 2,
Tﬂay 7, 1913, Pa lo
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deeds of the Nonpartisan League. On May 12, 1916, the
editors even decided to accept paid political announce-
ments of candidates from the hated old parties,53 but Tew
political aspirants utilized this dubious advantage,
doubtless expecting to gain few vobtes among the readers

of the Iconoclast, The June 23 issue began to prepare

its readers for the worst by announcing that it might
soon ", . .be necessary to suspend publication," and the
next week the editors stated that the current pﬁblication
would probably be the 1ast.5u

It struggled on for three more issues, however, and
finally expired on July 21, 1916, with a plaintive page=-
one appeal stating, "We Must Double Our Vote Again," An
ironic advertisement on page three offered: "A bargain.
Newspaper Plant; . . .located in best city in”Northwest;
Good chance for a hustler,"

It was in such inauspicious circumstances that the
NDSP faced the election year of 1916, As 1f the North
Dakota Socialists were not already enough racked by
dissension, the national issue of Debs' proposal to fuse
with the moribund Socialist Labor Partjss was also in-
jected into the compound confusion of the state Socialist

politics. Teigan, not unexpectedly, editorialized against

53 1bid., May 12, 1916, p. 1.

Sl Tbid., June 23, 1916, p, 1, and June 30, 1016,

Ps O
55 Ginger, Bending Cross, 331,
g
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such an alliance;\s6 and found no difficulty in arousing
opinion in favor of it.57 But at the state convention
the delegates soon lost sight of this distant issue in
their feud over fusion. Before settling this issue, the
convention, for some unknown reason, adopted a new party
constitution.58 It was almost identical with the old one,
until the amendment allowing Socilalists to vote for non-
Socialist candidates was pub in, and it apparently passed
with little difficulty. The delegates also nominated a
slate of candidates with little apparent dissension, and
Teigan asserted that the farmers got "their quota on the
state ticket,">? |

fthen it came to formulating a platform, however,
there was much dissension in evidence. A day before the
opening of the convention, Dorman had submitted an in-
nocuous program giving lip service to ". ., .the establish-
ment of a cooperative commonwealth. . ;“, and listing
only three 1ong range goals and five imnediate demands.éo
The long range goals called for equality of income, an
effective merit system, and cooperative ownership and

management of industry; the immediate demands endorsed

56 Iconoclast, Jan, 21, 1916, p. 2.

57 1pid., Jan. 28, 1916, p. 1.
58 1pig., Feb. 25, 1916, ppe 1, 3.
59 Ibid., Feb. 11, 1916, p. 2.

60 1p3i4,, Teb. 5, 1916, p. 1.
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public ownership of natural resources plus such dubiously
Marxian principles as old age pensions, abolition of the
Senate, abolition of gubernatorial veto power, and equal
suffrage, This was a far cry from the effective plat-
forms of 1912 and”l?lh with their extensive lists of
immediate demands, but most conspicuous was the complete
absence of any farmer planks, Dorman was definitely pro-
League, and he probably foresaw that eliminsting the
agrarian demands from the Soclialist program would insure
that the NDSP would not draw off any potential League
votes from among the disgruntled farmers., His views were
more than accepted by the convention, as the Right-
wingers put through a platform that was so vague as to

be almost meaningless, It consisted in its entirety of

a traditional statement of opposition to capitalism and

a five point program calling for ". . .a workable initia-
tive, referendum and recall law," "transformation of
capitalist property. . .into the collective property of

' operation of industry by the workers,

the working class,'
and "the establishment of production for use instead of
production for profit." The platform committee adopted
as the guliding principle of the party, the statement,

"will the legislation advance the interests of the work-

ingkclass in their struggle against capitalism?“él Such

61 Ibid.’ Febt 11’ 1916.’ p° 2‘
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hackneyed shibboleths were well designed to render the
party electorally ineffective, 1f the party rank and file
would acquience in their adoption,

They did not., Shortly after the convention Oscar
Anderson, the Socialist candidate for United States Re=-
presentative in the Second District, withdrew from the

ticket, stating his reason as ". . .not being in full

accord with the constitution and platform adopted. . ."62

A month later in a letter to the Iconeoclast he explainéd

63

more fully his disagreement with the party leaders.
According to Anderson, he, N, M. Grefsheim, and L. L.
Griffith had, by request of the State Committee, drawn

up a platform calling for such traditional immedlate de-
maends as equal suffrage, abolitlon of gubermatorial veto
power, abolition of the Senate, abolition of judicial
review, abolition of the contract system in public works,
home rule for counties, assessment of land by owners with
state option of purchase, estaeblishment of a state depart-
ment of education, child labor legislation, and old age
pensions, When this platform was presented to the con-
vention, however, the Rightists prevented its being read,
and went on to force passage of their own platform,

A@@@PSOn wes highly critical of this watered-down program,

62 Ibidg’ Febo 18: 19163 p' l'

03 Ibid,, Mar., 17, 1916, p. 1.
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and called upon the party members to reject it, The
letter sparked another feud within the NDSP, with
Anderson and Grefsheim criticising the convention plat=-
form,éu and, oddly enough, the usually Left-wing D. I.
Todd defending it. Todd used the typical Rightisﬁ argu-
ment of the undependability of the proletariat as a base
for political action: "If the mass, or even one=-fourth
of it, was class consious, the /Anderson/ platform. . .
would be acceptable, But the mass is not, so why ask it
to approve something it does not u.nderstand."65 This
argument was of dubious applicability to the-situation,
and seems little more than a thinly veiled repudiation
of Socialist principles in favor of the political pragma=
tism of the League, Why Todd articulated this viewpoint
is something of a mystery; since he apparently did not,
like most of the Rightists and some of the Leftists,

eventually Jjoin the League, The Iconoclast sought to

settle the disagreement over the platform issue by pub=-
lishing both platforms for the readers’ consideration.66
But on June 6, 1916, probably to the chagrin of the

conservatives, the party adopted by referendum Anderson's

oly Ibid., Apr. 1l, 1916, p. 2.
05 1pid., War. 31, 1916, Pe 3.

66 1pi4., Apr. 28, 1916, p. 3.
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"long" platform.67 This indicates that after the League
had attracted the allegiance of many of the party rank
and file, the "rump" membership was much more convention-
ally Socialist than‘most of the leadership, It was no
doubt this hard core that Teigan hoped would continue
the existence of the party through the triumphant hour
of the League, in order to carry on with positive work
after the latter's glory had faded., The platform refer=-
endum decision wes a resurgence of fundamentalism in the
NDSP, and it definitely settled that squable, However,
this Left-wing victory was of no help in the election
campaign. The new platform reflecting the orthodoxy of
its farmera played into the hands of the League sympath-
izers by excluding all farmer demands, and in the coming
election the results of this omission would be apparent,
The North Dakota Socialists seemed To exude defeab-
ism in 1916, and Martinson's editorials calling for a
", . .rousing /of/ old 1ecéls to new interests and open-
ing up new territory" had a hollow sound,68 Perhaps a
note of enthusiasm appeared‘when Debs, speaking in
Williston allegedly made one-hundred converts there,69

and when LeSueur made an atbtempt to capture the Socialist

67 Tbid., June 9, 1916, p. 1.
68 Tbid,, June 16, 1916, p. 1.

69 cinger, 33.




171

presidential namination.7o But any optimism generated
by these events must have been chilled by the primary
elections, when John Fleckton, the candidate for Lieut-
tenent Governor, led his ticket with a meager 1,896
votes,71 It was in this year that the NPL made its first
great election sweep, and the Socialists suffered from
it,.

The League's triumphant fall election was even more
demoralizing to'the ND3SP. In contrast to the seven-
thousand and sixz-thousand vote averages in 1912 and 191k,
the Socialists averaged less than three-thousand votes
per candidate for the state offic&,72 end they failed to
elect a single state legislator, even though two of thelr
candidates had League endorsements.73 This was the
first election which swept the League candidates into
office by margins of four to one, and the decline of the
Socislist vote reflects the League encroachments. Fur-
ther evidence that their falloff in strength was 1afgely
due to the NPL is furnished by the fact that the little

known Socialist, E. R. Fry, polled 8,L72 votes for

70 Worth Dakota Socialists cast 1,156 votes for
LeSueur against 186 for the winner Allan Benson.Election

Returns, 12.
™ 1pig., 15.
72 Ipid., 18,

73 Morlan, Prairie Fire, 33, 89.
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United States Ser:ua.l‘:cn:t?,?}+ an office for which the League
did not field a candidate., This was the highest vote
ever to be harvested by a Socialist in a North Dakota
election, and was no doubt a protest against the pro-
nounced conservatism of Porter J. IMcCumber, the Republi=-
can incumbent.75 This vote indicates that, had the NDSP
faced the tjpioal slates of regular Republicans and
Democrats in 1916, instead of the overwhelmingly popular
Leaguers, North Dakota would perhaps have considerably
increased its Soéialist vote over that of former years,
This would have been in marked conbtrast to the rest of
the nation in 1916, when Socialist strength declined by
over four-hundred-thousand votes from the 1912 figure.7é
The election of 1916 served to complete the process
of Socialist defection to the Nonpartisan League. It
wes almost an impossibility for the leaders of the ND3P,
most of whom were professed opportunists, to continue
the quiet herolsm of political "education," while the
League dangled the balt of posiﬁive action., Even Teigan,

among the Rightists the most earnestly convinced of the

Tl Election Returns, 18,

75 This vote may also have been a protest against
the Republican stand on the war issue., The Socialists
waged a strongly anti-war campaign, advertising Allan
Benson as "the only nominee for the presidency who is
opposed to militarism,” Socialist political advertise-
ment in Nonpartisan Leader, Nov. 2, 1916, p. 2.

76 Ginger, 337.
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need to keep the party alive, did not choose to set a
personal example of self effacement by remaining a
Socialist Party leader, He abandoned that prosaic busi-
ness to the less imaginative, and sought the excitement
of political power and election cempaigns, Even the
discipline of the national Soclalist Party which repudi=-
ated League affiliations in 1917 ("No compromise, no
political trading“77) proved ineffective in halting de-
fections.

The League itself was, from the first, friendly to
the party and its deserters. One of the first issues of

the Nonpartisan Leader carried a pro-Youmans article on

his bank suit,78 and after the League victory of 1916
the newly elected League Supreme Court Judges unsuccegs-

fully tried to take office a month early so as to hear

7T Theodore Saloutos, "The Expansion and Decline of
the Nonpartisan League in the Western Middle West"
Agricultural History, XX (Oct. 1946), 246, hereafter
cited as Saloutos, "Expansion and Decline." WS,
LeSueur Papers.

78 Oct. 15, 1915, p. 3., This point can be exagger-
ated, however, for the Leader rarely carried any refer-
ences to the IDSP,




the appeal of the Youmans bank case.79 But a more de=-
finite example of League friendliness to the Socialists
was Townley's candid recrultment of his former assoclates

80 pnis call, in the end,

to work as League organizers,
proved irreéistible, and by 1917 the "ace organizers" of
the Nonpartisan League were almost entirely former “big
nemes" of the NDSP,CL m
The first of such organizers to join the League had
been A, E, Bowen, He became Townely's right hand man,
and, the chief clerk in the North Dakota House of Re=
presentatives where he played a part in drafting and se-

82

curing passage of League legislation, Probably more

79 lorlan, Prairie Fire, 9. Youmans seems to have
been on very friendly terms with the League from its be-
ginning, The probable reason for this friendly relation-
ship is that Youmens had formed a close friendship with
William Lemke, probably before the League was organized.
Consideralle correspondence pasged between the two re-
garding land sales and the mortgage business, and early
in 1916 Lemke negotiated a $1L,00 loan for Youmans for
which he charged him no cormission, but did it "entirely
as a friend." Youmans thanked him warmly for this favor
and promised to repay him in a political manner, for he
assured Lemke: ", . .vou can depend upon it that Grant
S. Youmans, Vietim of Legalized Bank Robbery in Minot,
will kick up considerable fuss between now and the 23rd
inst, in attempt to make Minot welcome Frazier, his
special train éshe League campaign train, the 'Frazier
Speciall!/, end its occupants," William Lemke Papers,
University of North Dakota Library, Grand Forks, North
Dakota, Lemke to Youmans, Dec, 17, 1915, Lemke to Youmans,
Apr., 6, 1916, and Youmensg to Lemke, June 17, 1916,

80 Ibide., 273 Frost, Towhley and.Cempany 27
61 Bahmer, I3,

82 Morlan, Prairie Fire, 93 note, 97; liorlan, "Non-
partisan League,” 51,




importent to the NPL, and certainly of more importance to
the NDSP, was League Secretary Teigan with his double
game of dormant socialism and active "Poynleyism.,” In-
dicative of his devotion to the NDSP ﬁas his subscription
to one-hundred dollars worth of stock in the faltering

Iccnoclast,83 and his participation in the November 1916

électioh as state campaign manager for the Socialist
Presidential nominee, Alan .?.:ﬁensc»n.alL Meanwhile, the NPL
after capturing contrel of the Republican State Central
Committee, urged its members to vote straight Republican,
with the exception of the Democrat, P. M. Casey, the
candidate for State Treasurer, Teigan further muddied
the political waters by using his position as Secretary
of the NPL to circulate copies of the Appeal to Heason
among Leaguers in order to garner a few votes fdrrBenson.85
Other unofficial actions of the Secretary on behalfl of
socialism included establishing an "Educational Depart-
ment" of the League which kept an account with the

Charies H. Kerr Company, a prominent Socialist publish=-

ing house,86 and securing in 1919 the appointments of

83 Iconoclast, May 12, 1916, p. 1.

8l Morlan, Prairie Fire, 85-80. The Nonpartisan
Leader carried at least one Socialist advertisement for
Fenson's candidacy, Nonpartisan Leader, Nov, 2, 1916, 2l.

85 Morian, Prairie Fire, 85-86.

86 Morlan, "Nonpartisan League," L50-451,
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Socialist Signe Lund as music teacher at the layville
State Normal School and her friend, Dr. Charles I,
Stangland, as head of the State Library Commission. Both
of these persons were dismissed the next year: Lund for
attempting to secure the release from prison of Kate
Richards O'Hare, and Stangeland for allegedly ”pianting"
socialist iiterature in the State Library.87 As late as
1930 Teigan was still a SP member in sufficient good
standing to confer with the prominent Socialist, Dr.
Harry W, Laidler, on the most effective tactics for labor
movements and third parties.88 How long Teigan retained
his Socialist connections is unknown; he retained the
League Secretaryship until 1923 when he became a power
in the Parmer-Labor movement, a political creation of
the Nonpartisan League in Minnesota.gg From 1923 to
1925 he served as secretary to Farmer-Labor Congressman,
Magnus Johnson, and then as edltor of the Minnesota
Leader,Athe official organ of the Farmer—Labbf Party;
from 1633 to 1935 he served as & lMinnesota State Senator,
and in 1936 he attained a measure of natiomnal prominence
by serving one term as United States Congressman from

. . . . 0 . R
Minnesota's Third DlStPth.g His was a long, varied,

87 Tbid,, 583-586, HMorlan, Prairie Fire, 254-255.
88 Saloutos, "Expansion and Decline," 250,
89 Bibliographical description, Henry G., Teigan
Papers, State Historical Society, 3t. Paul, lMinnesota.
90 Ipid.
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and colorful political career, He was probably the most
astute of the North Dakota Socialist-Leaguers, save
Townley; and, in seeking political office, he was pro-
bably most successful of all, including Arthur Lesueur.
Despite hig unfavorable remarks about the League,
LeSueur probably began to contemplate joining it soon

after it was formed. In an article 1n the Iconoclast in

September 1915,91 he made obviously favorable allusions
to the League with such remarks as ". ., .to be orthodox
is to be dead. . . If Marx were alive today he would be
read out of the Socialisgt Party. . . We expect Lo
Socialize the world apparently by becoming a segregated
sect, refusing to affiliate with other organizations. . .
We must forget our dogma and creeds and work for Soclal-
ization, the theoretical aim of our movement," It was
not until 1917, however, that he joined the WPL as a
legal consultant.92 He socon expanded his duties into

the field of propaganda with his statements that the
League ", , .demands only the social ownership of the
channelé through which trade and business flow. . oy
while "the communistic program of socialism” demands

", . .public ownership., . .and control of trade and

' . o R . . .
business,"73 Despite these facile apologebics, his

91 Sept. 10, 1915, p. L.

0 - -
72 LeSueur, Crusaders, 51-52, Morlan, Prairie Fire,
s YIUsaders

230,
93 1S. LeSueur Papers.,




career with the League was short lived. In 1919 he pro-
duced a plan whereby the proposed state industries would
be directed by officials elected specifically for that
purpose, When his proposal was rejected for Townley's
plan for en industrial commission composed ofvexistihg
state officials, he resigned in indignation.gu With his
usual dexterity he then proceeded to criticise the League
for placing its industrial program in the hands of’
"politicis.ns."95 Just how a specially elected group
ﬁhose single duty would be to manage the state industries,
would be less likely to be identified as "politicians"
than any other body of elective officialsuwas not madé
clear,

LeSueur had such a well developed literary abllity
for masking polemics behind a veneer of detachment and
restraint, that his writings have gained much more accept-
ence than they deserve., In his aforementioned menuscript

on the organization department96 he deals even more
critically and less accurately with the Nonpartisan League,
Aeccording to LeSueur, the main difference between the
NDSP and the League was that the former emphasized the

Parmer's individual duty and responsibility to free

oL Morlan, Prairie Fire, 230.

95 Arthur LeSueur, "The Nonpartisan League: A
Criticism,” Socialist Review, IX (Nov. 1920), 193-195.

96 S, LeSueur Papers,
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himself of his burdens, while the latter offered him a
chimerical short cut to economic and social salvation
via the ballot box. Thus, he said, ". . .the Socialists
told the whole truth about the neceséary remedies for the
conditions which afflicted North Dakota. . " They
placed stress on the farmer's responsibility to be "his
own savior" by managing his farm efficiently, practising
diversificétion, making certain that his children were
educated, and in general fighting ". . .for that which
was his. . ." not only through the Socialist Party, but
also throughu"cooperative organizations," Such an ap-
proach, he said, was 1lneffective because it contained
more than the farmer could stand,
This doctrine laid the farmer some, at

least, of the weight of responsibility for the

conditions under which he existed. He would

go home from the Socialist meeting and view

his tumble down abode, his ragged, overworked

wife, his overworked and undereducated chill=-

dren, his weedy fields, his rusted out ma=-

chinery, and then, applying the doctrine he

had heard from the ever present socialist cam-

paigner, he would not have a very comfortable

feeling, because he could not escape a meas=-

ure of responsibility for his condition,
To the farmer already "stupid from economic abuse and
fatigue,” these conditions were a "scourge to his self
esbeem, " and he refused to accept fesponsibility for them,
74 was never possible to get more than a fraction of
them to embrace this doctrine. Those who preached /[sic/

it could never lead more than a fraction of the farmers.”

The League, on the other hand, LeSueur asserted,
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refrained from laying any such blame on the farmer, but
instead attributed his difficulties entirely to "big

business.” This enabled the farmer to ". . .endure the

1 ]

sight of nis own failure," and he ", . .sent his wife to
milk the cows, and his boj to the fields instead of to
school with a clear conscience,”

This interpretation of the'differences between the
League and the NDSP has been accepted in its entirety by
Morlan and Saloutos and Hicks and is quoted by them al-
most verbatim.97 Yet it is probably the least accurate
of LeSueur's rather extensive list of inaccurate wribt-
ings., For'if the North Dakota Socialists worked dili-
gently to give the farmers the truth instead of propa-
ganda, they left behind very scanty remains of their

labors, while their propaganda still exists in abundance,.

The pages of the Iconoclast abound in vilifications of

the capitalists, but sober economic analyses are seldom
to be found. While it is true that the League blamed
the farmer's plight almost entirely on "Big Biz," the
Socialists did the same thing in their castigation of
the "plutes." They went, in fact, one step further and
denounced the entire capatalistic system, while the

League criticised only its monopolistic aspects. And if

91 Morlan, "Nonpartisan League," 72-73. Morlan,
Prairie Fire, 3L. Saloutos, "Rise of the HNonpartisan
Teague," L(-48. Saloutos and Hicks, Agricultural Dis=-

content, 150,
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the Socialists advised the farmer to educate his children,
improve his agricultural techniques, and expand his co-
operative activities, it is strange that it is malnly
examples of the opposite advice that have survived.

Probably the Iconoclast's most emotionally effective

piteh" was its shrill decrying of the detrimental ef-
fects 5f capitalism on children, and one of LeSueur's
most repeated assertions to the farmer was that hisihope
of giving his children a good education was futile, be=-
cause the capitalist system"; . o«keeps the education that
ought to be in your children's heads in the vaults of the
bankers."7° |

In addition, the Iconoclast had only contempt for

the "better farming"movement, deriding it as a capitalis?®
trick to make the farmer a more profitable source of
explcitation,99 and it never devoted any space to better

agricultural procedures, while the Nonpartisan Leader

often carried articles on such tepics.} Aﬁd ééide'from
proposals for cooperative ownership of creameries and
cheese factories, the Socialists either rejected cooper-
ative shhemes, or else ignored them entirely. The Icono-

clast declared that cooperative stores would fail because

s

98 Tconoclast, Mar, 13, 191, p. 1. See also Ibid.,
May 9, 1913, pp. 1, l, and entire issues of Novenber 28,
1913, and Dec. 5, 1913.

99 Ipid., June 25, 1915, p. 1, Sept. 10, 1915, p. 1.
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100

of their inability to compete in a capitalist system,
while the League, on the other hand, engaged in an exten=
sive if unsuccessfull venture in such stores.101
Finally, if the League dealt only in political ap-
pealing issues, while the Socialists dealt only in truth-
ful ones, it ls odd that their campaign platforms were
strikingly similar, and that both groups represented
themselves as exclusively capable of bringing about the

farmer's economic and social redemption. Very likely it

was this last fact that motivated LeSueur in his onslaught

on the political morality of the League. Both the HDSP
and the League sought to "sell"™ the same program to the
North Dskota farmers, but”the 1atter succeeded where the
former failed, and LeSueur's manuscript is the product

of his Jjealousy which he séught to relieve by condeming
the ethics of the Leaguers, and by writing off the far-

mers as irresponsible "rubes" unwilling to face their

own inadeguacies, and écceptﬂthe "truth," preferring in-

stead to follow the demagogues of‘the Eoﬁpartisan League,
Probably no less outspoken of the League Socialists,

but less successful than LeSueur at making his criticisms

"heard, was the unpredictable 0, . Thomason. Thomason

served the League ably as an organizer, writer, and

100 1p34,, June 21, 1912, p. l.

101 Morlan, Prairie Fire, 115-117.
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speaker during its critical early yaars,l but in 1918
he joined an insurgent group of Leaguers in signing a
"protest and recommendation" note against the dictatorial

103 yothing came of the

leadership of A, C, Townley,
protest, as Townley ignored it, and Thomason probably left
the League shortly afterward, IHe thus jJoined that un-
happy group of floating socialists whose irascibility
made them unwanted by the Left-wing parties, and whose
ideology alienated them from the general public, Caught
in the post war backwash of reaction, and lacking the
protection which might have been afforded by a political
orgenization against the more flagrant abuses of a so=-
ciebty bent on a "return to normelcy,” the embittered
Thomason turned even against those ofganizations which

he had helped to build., In a letter to Teigan who had

prudently avoided a similar fate, Thomason combined re=

quests for charity and copies of the Congressional Record,

with some very sbusive language against Teiganfs new
associates, the Farmer-Laborites, MHe poﬁred oﬁt his
wrath against the "men who were wrestling with a milk
bottle," while he was laying the foundation of the move-
ment, and who ", . .are now polishing callouses on the

seats of their pants in the state owned office chairs

102 panmer, 456, Morlan, Prairie Fire, L0, 66, 126,

103 porlan, Prairie Fire, 195-07. Also involved in
this feud was former Socialist, J. Arthur Williams,
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and I can't get a pleasant howdedo to say nothing of a

il O)_}.

cubbyhole in a corner, In a subsequent letter his

remarks about his ", , .temptation to 'throw in' with
some of the opposition and do my godambdest Zgic7 to sock
the good=old F, L.'s on the chin," were softened somewhat

by his polite thanks to Teigan for sending him the Con-

gregsional Record which, he pathetically remarked, he

had read TV'éievotadl‘:}’." His last letter to Teigan was
written on the statibnery of the Durango (Colorado) News
a2 publication on which he had evidently landed a job asr
editor, and though in this letter he remarked typlcally
that "times are nice and rotten here now--getting rotten-
er," his steady job probably had raised his spirits a
bit, He closed with a note of left handed optimism: "I
am getting in good health again and hope now to live té-
see the o0ld ship sink," With those happy prospects in
mind, he faded from thé political picture,

Other prominent North Dakota Soclalists who gave
notable though rather ephemeral service in the League
were D, C, Dorman, Leon Durocher, and L, L. Griffith.
Just when Dorman left the EDSP to join the League is un-
known, but after he did, he must have served ably as an
organizer, for when Townley began his activities to expand

the League into other states, he sent Dormanto head the

lOA Thomason to Teigan, undated letter, Henry G.
Teigan Papers.
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of socialism,

organizing activities in Moﬁtana.log

There being no
FParmer-Labor Party to join in that state after the League
died oubt, he became affiliated with the LaFollette move-
ment there in 192L and was elected to the board of di-
rectors and the secretaryship of the state Lalollette
organization, the "Conference for ?rogr@ssive Political
hebion, "0 Dupocher left the NDSP early in 1917 and
soon became an enthusiastic "pusher" of the League, re-
gistering his admiration forﬁit andvhis contempt for his
former organization with the remark, "The League has done
more the five years of its existence than the 3P could
have done in 25 years, I believe."07 1. L. Griffith
showed a similar tendency to discéunt the ilmportance of
the NDSP after leaving it. He succeeded LeSueur as
Socialist Hational Cormitteeman from North Dakota in

108

November 1915, but resigned three months later being

", ,out of harmony or not in complete accord with the
|

ﬁethods used by our organization. . ."109 He stated his

intention, however, of continuing to work for the cause

110 but after he became an organizer for tThe

105 HoWérd, 10.
106 Conference for Progressive Political Action To
Teigan, undated letter, Henry G. Teigan Papers.

107 Howard, Z21.
108 Iconoclast, Dec. 10, 1915, De 3.

109 1pid., Peb. 11, 1916, p. 1.
110 Tpid., p. 1.
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League, he, like many other ex-Soclalists, dissociated
himself from the party, resigning in lay 1916.111

Other North Dakota Socialists who were less promi-
nent in the NDSP but who became influential in the League
were Fred B, Wood, his two sons Howard and Edwin, and
Howard Elliot. It was on the Woods'! farm near Deering,
MeHenry County, that the Nonpartisaﬁ League was bO?n.lla
It was this early connection with the League that enabled
them to achieve prominent positions in it. F. B. Wood

3
113 tnile

became a member of the Executive Committee,
Howard became Speaker of the first League dominated
North Dskota House of Representatives, and Edwin became

llh Howard

A, E, Bowen's assistant as deputy clerk,
Elliot was é minor Socialist who had run for State
Auditor in 1912, when he polled 7,26l votes.ll5 Just
when he joined the League is not certain, but in 1917 he
organized the Non@artisan League Consumer's United Stores
Company which was supposed to be a buyingrcenter for

League subscribers, The company was poorly managed, and

gained an unfavorable reputation when its funds were

111 1pi4,, May 26, 1916, p. 1.
112 Gaston, 57=5G.

113 Morlan, Prairie Fire, 93.

1L 1p14., 93 and note.

115 Minot Iconoclast, May 31, 1912, p. 2. ZElue
Book, 1913, 269.




illegally used for campaign purposes.ll6

It was the presence of these major and minor North
Dakota Socialists in the League, plus a few imported ones
1like Charles Edward Russell, Herbert Gaston, D, C, Coates,
Joseph Gilbert, and Walter Thomas Mills,117 that lent an
air of authenticity to the opposition's charges that the
¥PL was & socialist conspilracy. Oppoéition tracts like

the Red Flame,118 J. D. Bacon's A Warning to the Farmer

Aoainst Townleyism,ll9 and Asher Howard's The Leaders of

ﬁhe Eonpartisan‘LeaguelgO 21l contained extensive and

accufate lists of theVSocialists in the League, although,
of course, their treatment of them could hardly be con-
sidered objective.

The Socialist conspiracy theory of the League was
given an aura of authenticity in 1918, when a former NPL
organizer nameé Ferdinend A, Teigen published a pamphleﬁ

entitled The Nonpartisan Leazue; Its Origin, Development,

116 orlan, Prairie Fire, 115-117.

117 sailoutos, "Rise of the Nonpartisan League," 51;
Davis Douthit, Nobody Owns Us, The Story of Joe Gilbert,
Midwestern Rebel (Chicago, washington, New York, 1948),
30-01; bruce, 05; Arthur Ruhl, "North Dakota Tdea,"
Atlantic Monthly, CXXIII (May, 1919), 688. v ]

118 yov., 1919, pp. 5-6.
119 pp. 11-15.
120 pp, 39-L2,
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and Secret Purposes which supported this interpretation.121

;ef auch é éhafge éeems to be almost entirely groundless
in view of the refusal of the NDSP leaders to endorse
Townley's actions, Had they wished to utilize the meth-
ods whiéh Townley perfected, they would not have hamstrung
the organization department and forced Townley from their
ranks, If conspiracy was their tactic, they were clumsy
conspirators indeed to engage in a publicized "great de-
vate" over the issue of fusion, and then to announce
Qpeniy that they had decided to condone it, especially
since they were acting contrary to the policy of the na-
tional Socialist Party which later officially condemned
fusion, No doubt Teigan, and perhaps others, hoped to
use the ﬁeague to achleve some Soclalist objectives, but
there is no evidence that any of the regular Leaguers
shared this aspiration, If Townley knew of the plan he
propably merely winked and called for more Socialist
organizers, being acquainted with the fact that in most
cases, a North Dakota socialist and his socialism were
soon parted when he began to follow the electlon returns.
If the Socialists came to indoctrinate the League
with socilalism, they were themselves indoctrinated with

1l

"Mowynelyism," and they soon showed little inclination to

leave the vineyard of the Nompartisan League to return




onnce more tc the desert of the Soclalist Farty. When even
a former staunch Left-wing Socialist like L. L., Grirffith
repudiated his party connections, there was little hope
for the Socialist who looked to the League to carry his
banner, If the League Socilalists had actually conspired
to subvert the NPL they would have found it very difficult
to do so, for no metter how impressive were the opposition
lists of Socialists in the NPL, they never comprised more
han a small minority of the official hierarchy. Further-

more, few of them held policy making positions; except

for Teigan and such "safe" ex-Marxists as Bowen and the
Woods, thelr duties were élmost exclusively in the field
of organization. They were given few opportunities to
run for office, as most of the League candidates were,
from a Socialist's viewpoint, conservatively inclined,
especlally thoseAelected to the United States IHouse of

Representatives who refused to support the seating of

Victor Berger, the Milwaukee Sociallst who had been re-

8.122

elected to the House in 191 For the most part, the

Socialists who came to the League came &s organlizers,

and organizers they remained. Nevertheless, they per-
formed valuable services in this capacity which cannot

be discounted., By the eand of 1917 about the only Social-

ist of note who was not doing this important work for

122 galoutos, "Expansion and Decline,” 2i6-247.
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the League was H, R, Martinson,

lartinson tried hard to keep the party alive.

party books and records and turned them over to the

Department of Agriculture and Labor.l25

coup de grace of the North Dakota Socialist Party.

12 1p314.

125 1pi4.

De=

prived of its newspaper, almost wholly without funds,
sti11ll racked by dissension and ill feeling, its program
already appropriated by the League, its followers rapidly
being drained off, and its leaders steadlly being seduced
by Townley's call for organizers, the NDSP was assured

of a speedﬁ demise, and it was only a matter of time be-
fore it would be forced to accept its fate., The time

ceme in the spring of 1918, when Martinson closed the

national party headquarters.123 Shortly afterward he
tried to secure a position in the Norwegian Department
of the wartime bureau of censorship, but he was rejected
because of the then current tendency to consider soclal-
ism as synonymous with d:’Lsloya'l_’f;;«f.:"‘ELL He then traveled
the familiar road of his predecessors into the Yonparti-
san League which he has served faithfully ever since,

He is today Deputy Labor Commissioner in the North Dakota

Martinson's joining the League was symbolic of the

It

123 Tpterview with H. R. Martinson, Sept. 8, 1955.
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never filed another slate of candidates, although a blank
Socialist column appeared on the ballot in the primeries
of 1918, and, like the recent widower who still absent-
mindedly calls to his wife, a few die-hards cast Social=-
ist votes in that election.126 But it was an empty
gesture, for the WDSP was dead. And the Nonpartisan

League had killed it.

126 Bisction Returns, 23,




CHAPTER V
APOLOGIES AND POST MORTEMS

Examination of the materials dealing with the NDSP
furnishes one with much evidence that the party played a
significant role in the political history of North Dako ta.
Such an examination does not, however, supply many answers
to the question of why soclalism had an appeal to so many
North Dakotans and Midwesterners in general. Unfortunately,
today's writers on soclalism in America almost wholly
ignore this problem, and concentrate instead upon the ques-
tion of why American socialism was not politieslly more
successful than it was. Strangely enough, the answers
which they have found to the latter question provide some
negative answers to the former. By reading inversely the
reasons why American socislism deeclined in the industrial
East, one gains clues as to why soclallism did not deeline
as readily in the agrarian Mldwest.

According to Daniel Bell, "the final gust that shatter-
ed the old Socialist party was the whirling sandstorm of
the European War."l It is true that this event not only

divided the party leaders on the proper response to the war,

1 Be11l, 308. 1In all of the direet quotations found
in this chapter the writer has tried to convey them in
their original meaning and to avold distorting their mean-
ing by quoting them out of context.
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but 1t also enabled the party's enemies to persecute the
- membership because of slleged disloyalty. Most authorities
such as Ira Kipnis, David Shannon, and Daniel Bell, are
agreed, however, that the beginnings of the soclallist de-
eline took place before the war occurred; in fact, sonme
sssert that the American soeialist movement had always con-
tained within it the seeds of its own destruction. Again
‘according to Bell,? socialism in the United States bore a
resemblance to the "orglastic Chiliasm" of the anabaptists.
Certain of triumph in the future, the socialists refused
to compromise with the present, and they placed their faith
i in a movement which was supposedly "based on a belief in
"history,'" but which "found itself outside of 'time.'"
Disdaining polities and abhorring compromise the Socialists
failed to "resolve the baéic dilemma of ethies and poli-
tics," znd they inevitably gave way to parties with a more
regalistic approach. This criticlsm applies mainly to the
Left-wing of the SP, and, if the criticism is valid, the
situation should have been remedlied when the Right-wing
gained supremscy in the party. Actually it appears that 1t

was the Right that presided over the dissolution of the

party, and according to Ira Kipnis,3 it was the tactlice of
the Right, not the Left, which destroyed the party's

2 Ipid., 217-221.
3 Chapter XXXVIII.
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effectiveness. Looklng for more tangible causes of the
soclalist decline, Werner E‘;~onﬂ:‘art,)‘L singled out America's
open frontiers, her opportunities for sociasl ascent through
individual effort, and her rising standard of living. All
of thege added up to the "naturally-endowed resources and
nmaterial fastness of America," or as Sombart said: "on the
reefs of roast beef and apple ple sociallst utoplas of every
gsort are sent to their doom."

Bach of these factors is to some degree inversely
applicable to the North Dakote Soeialist Party. It 1s doubt-
ful that the "whirling seandstorm” of World War I had much %o
do with the decline of the NDSP. Probably in the thinking
of most North Dskotans, the NDSP was "right" on the war
issue, for the Socialiste advocsted non-intervention, and
as Professor R. P. Wilkins' "North Dskota and the European
War® amply indicates, so did most of the people of North
Dekota. In regard to the supposed soclaliet characteristics
of "orgiastic chiliasm” and unwillingness to compromise,
those traits were consplcuously absent from the politieal
behavior of the ND3P. Though the North Daskota Socialists
were outspoken and, to some degree, intolerant, none of
’them, even among the Left-wing, apparently possessed a
meselanic complex. And one need only read their platforms

of 1912 and 1914 to see that they were willing to go very

b werner Sombart, Why Is There No Sociaslism in the
United States? (New York: 1898). Quoted in Bell, 215-216,




.far in making attempts to reconcile ideology with reality.
Their princ%pal tactical error in this respect was, contrary
to the Kipnis thesls, thelr refusal to go gulte far enough.
If they had been willing to make one further compromise in
regard to the organization department, they would have re-—
/tained their most valuable human resource, A. C. Townley.
And Townley might have done for the NDSP, on a congliderably
smaller scale, somewhat the same thing that he did for the
Nonpartisan League. When the Soclallsts later tried to deal
pragmatically with the League, they falled. By that tine,
they were %too weak to compromise; they could only capitulate.
Werner Sombart's explanations of why Americans did not
become socialists seem to explain better why many Midwestern

Americans did. The ides of the open frontiers5 did not

5 According to the eminent frontier geogrespher, Dr.
Isaiah Bowman, the Great Plains area remained a frontier
well into the twentieth eentury, and the principal error
of the Turner sehool of historiszns is their assumption that
the frontier had disappeared by 1890. Bowman says that the
main aspect of ploneer 1life ls its lack of civilized con-
veniences that are available in the older areas. Thus
modern ploneering reguires greater sacrifices than before
because it entalls the forfeiture of meny elvilized conven-
iences that were non-existent in the earlier frontier
periods. This i1s certainly true of the "pioneers! of the
agrarian Midwest in the early 1900's who lagged far behind
the cilty dwellers in the possesslon of plumblng, electricity,
central heating, and the like. In fact some were willing to
attempt to "catech up" with the city folk by instltuting
socialism. Isaiah Bowman, "The Pioneer Fringe," Foreign
Affairs, VI (October, 1927), 49-66, hereafter citT—&_e a6
Bowman, "Pioneer Fringe;" Isaiah Bowman, "Settlement by the
Modern Pioneer," in Griffith Taylor, ed., Geography in the
Twentieth Century (New York, 1951), 2L48-266, hereaftér

clted as Bowman, "Modern Pioneer."




evoke in tThe Midwesterner the responses of romance and

, promise that it did in his city brethren. For the mid-

western farmer,'around the turn of the century, lived on
the frontier, and he could see shortcomings in 1t which were
not so’apparent to the urbsn dweller or writer. He was also
1ikely to be rather cynical regarding the supposed oppor-
tunities for soclal ascent, for even if he were fortunate
enough to become a wealthy farmer, his rustlic hablts would
most likely merk him as a "hick" or a "hayseed." The mueh-
touted rising standard of living also must have seeméd to
have 1little application to the Midwestern farmer. His
debts, in many cases, mounted faster than his living stan-
dard, and it seemed to him that, though he was playing a
ma jor part in developing America's "naturally-endowed re-
sources znd material fastness," the rewards therefrom were
accruing not to him, but to the middlemen and the trusts.
Again, this fact was probably more apparent to him than to
hie city cousin who had no direct contact with the massive
natural productivity of the American nation.

The crux of the matter is that the Midwestern farmer
was beginning to examine more closely some of the basle

o~
tenets of "Americanism." One incisive student® has asserted

6 Leon Sampson, Toward a United Front: A Philosophy
for American Workers (New York, 193%), ChapteTr 1. Quoted
in Sidney Hook, "Ihe Philosophleal Basis of Marxlan
Socialiem in the United States," in Donald Drew Egbert and
Stow Persons, e€ds., Soclalism and American Life, I (Prince-

ton, 1952), 450-451.
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| that Americanism is really a "surrogate" socialism, and the
reason that Americans rejeet soelzlism is that Ameriecanism
apparently offers them a better method of realizing their
asplrations. A necessary corollary to thieg thesis is that
when Americans beglin to be dlsillusioned with the ability

of Americanism to gain their ends, soelzlism begins to have
an appeal. Thus the socialiet ideal of 2 classless society
had few attractions for those who believed that such a
soclety already exlisted in United States. But to the farmer,
conscious of the soelal and economie gulf between himself
and the townsman, the socialist ideal seemed to hold promise.
The soclallst calling for equality of opportunity was told
that evidence of sueh was everywhere at hand. But the hard
pressed homesteader who had utilized the supposed "escape
valve' to agricultural independence could see little reason
to believe that hls economiec opportunity was equal to that
of the banker or grain trader. The soclaliet advocating a
"release of productive forces' was told that the capitaliste
were supremely able to perform thie task, and was referred
to the rising standard of living as proof of their ability.
To the Midwestern farmer it seemed that the capitalist
system raised the standard of living mostly for the capital-
lsts, while he who had done the work, was left primarily with
a legacy of debt. Finally the soclalist ideals of freedonm
and equality were "the familiar shibboleths of the mythology




of Americanism,"7 and even the American progressives, accord-
ing to one authority, defeated socialism by embracing the
Halger ethos."® At least the Midwestern farmers were begin-
ning to recognize those ideals as "shibboleths," and the

faet that they were becoming reluctant to worship at Horatlo
Alger's shrine may partly explain their lack of enthusiasm
for the progressive movenent,

It 1s also doubtful that the Wilsonian New Freedom hed
much effect on the farmer with socialist tendencies. Daniel
Bell thinks that such measureeg as the Federal Reserve Act
and the Federal Farm Loan Act were instrumental in de taching
the farmers from the Soclalist Party,9 but if the farmers
wére satisfied with Wilson's measureg, 1t ies difficult to
account for their enthuslasm for the Nonpartisan League,
especlally at a time when agricultural prosperity was rela-
tively high because of "Wilson's War." Actually the SP's
loss of agricultural supporters after 1916 was probably due
to the moribund state of the party resulting from a lack of
leadership. The party had, from the beginning, been primarily
led by Easterners, and when the main soelalist strength

shifted to the Midwest, the leaders were confronted with a

{ Samson, Ibid., Us1.

& Loulis Hartz The Liberal Tradition in America, An
Interpretation of American Polltlcal Thought Since The
- Revolution (New York, 195h), 235.

9 Bell, 292.
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new following which they did not know how to cultivate.
Vision and foresight called for a national Socialist
leader from the KHidwest, and the SP might have done well
to choose LeBueur instead of the coclorless Allan Bensén
as their presi&ential candidate in 1916. LeSueur was no
Eugene Debs, but he did represent what was probably the
most vital aree of American soclalism.

The phrase "American Soclaliem" has a somewhat un-
familiar, almost foreign sound. In fact there 1is a
common tendency to write 1t off as wholly of foreign
origin, and in North Dakota the foreign influence was
considerable. Nevertheless, the politieal conditions 1in
the United States and the economic and social conditions
in the Midwest had made the appearance of soclalism an
entirely natural occurrence. Clinton Rossiter has declared
that Americans' intrenched conservatism causes them to
abhor socialism,lo and that such radical movements as the
Populist revolt were led by "men who wanted to live as
conservatives and had to act like radicals to do it."tl No
doubt this is a true statement; but it does not deal with
the fact that, in the eyes of many distressed farmers, the

Populiset movement was a fallure, and if, after thelr

10 ¢linton Rossiter, Conservatism in America (New York,

1955), 8&2.
11 1p14., 90.




disillusionment with Populism, they still wished "to live
as conservgtives," they were now ready to act like social-
lsts to do 1t. 1In discussing the frontier, Professor
Rossiter has a more pertinent comment: Y. . . the men who
lived on the frontier depended mightily on one another for
securlty and prosperity. Together, not alone, they cleared
land, raised barns, husked corn, defended their families,
and preserved law and order. Together men have bullt
America and are building it even now.":2 It is this

aspect of "togetherness" on the frontier that has been
obgcured by Frederick Jackson Turner's emphasis on fron-
tier individualism, and 1t was thie cooperative factor on
which the agrarian sdcialists based their eall for solidar-
ity and organization. It was also this feellng of
"togetherness" upon which A. C. Townley capitalized, when
he formed the organization depsrtment, and it is not with-
out significance that the most effective motto of his
Nonpartiesan League was, "We'll stick.“

Yet the Turner hypothesis is not irreconcilable with
the evolution of Ameriean soclaelism. His hypothesis
furnishes, in fact, the most plausible explanation of 1it.
The frontier fosteredequality, because "where everybody

could have a farm, almost for taking it, economic equality

12 1pid., go.
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easily resulted, and this involved political equality."l3
Free land, according to Turner, became the touchstone of
freedom and individualism, and every successive frontier
became a new seed plot of demoeracy. Turner probably
placed the cart before the horse, because frontiers do not
automatieally produce demoecratic ideas, but democratic
ldeas are very likely to cause a government to make 1ts
frontier, if 1t has one, into a free land frontier. The
frontiersmen used democracy to obtain land, and they used,
to a great extent, economlic individualism to improve 1it.
Though fthey did not realize 1T, they were active propagan-
digts for John Locke gnd Adam Smith whose ideas had been
passed down to them from the educated classes, not whis-
pered to them in the forest breezes. These were mainly
capltalistic ldeas of opportunity and expansion, and they
were useful gg long as the frontier lasted.

However, when the frontier began to pass away, so,
apparently, did most of The immediate opportunities. This
was esgpecially true in the area of the "last frontier,"
the Great Plains, where the problem of aridity was added

to the other economie problems, Turner, with his usual

13 Frederick Jackson Turner, The Frontler in American
History (New York, 1920), 212. This book 1 a collection
of Turner's essays written over a span of seversl decades.
The quotation was taken from an essay written in 1896.
For an account of an Ameriean Socialist who tried to recon-

cile socialism with the Turner thesis, see William A. Glaser,

UAlgle Martin Simons and Marxism in America," Mississippl
Valley Historical Review, XLI (December, 1954), L419-L3L,




acuity, early realized this fact, saying in 1896: "And
now the frontlers are gone /? /. Discontent is demanding
an extension of government activity in ite behalf."1} Ag
the settler began "to adjust his life to the modern forces
of capital and to complex productive processes," he became
aware of hig inecreasing dependence on bankers and railroads
and of their great economle and political power, and

"government began to look less like a necessary evil and

more llke an lnstrument for the perpetuation of his politi—
cal ideals."l® To Turner the Populist was an "American

farmer who . . . /had/ kept in advance of the economic and

gsoclal transformations that have overtaken those who re-
mained behind," and he lauded "Western democracy" for

"oaining experience in the problem of soeclal control, 116

Turner was also aware of the gaine made in soelalist
strength. 1In 1903 he noted that one of the significant
features of Amerlcan 1life was that "the political parties
.« . o tend to divide on issues that involve the guestion of
socialism. 17 Later he attributed the rise in socialist
voting strength year by year to the fact that the other

parties had not yet found a way to reconcile the two old

1k Turner, 220.
15 1pid., 276-277. Written in 1910.

16 1pida., 238-239, 266. Written in 1897, and 1903,
respectively.

17 Ipid., 246. Written in 1903.
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frontler ideals of unrestricted individualism and government
of, by, and for the people.l8 Turner left no doubt of where
his SympathiEsllay in the struggle between Americanism and
soclalism, for he declared that it would be a "grave mis-
foftune“ 1f the American people should adopt some "0ld
World discipline of soclalism or plutoeracy.“l9 Here he
was probably being rather unrealistic. For two centuries
the hardy frontiersmen, whom Turner so admired, had clasped
to thelr bosoms the "0ld World disciplines" of John Locke
and Adam Smith; if they now found these ideas wanting,
.there was no intellectual reason why they should not in-
dulge in a flirtation with Karl Marx, or at least with
FEdward Bernstein. <O

It was as followers of Bernstein that the North Dakcté
Soclalists made their greatest gains. Despite Ira Kipnis'
thesls that only by retaining its Left-wing, Marxian char-

- aeter could socialism succeed in the United States, 1t seems

18 Ipid., 320-321. Written in 1910.
19 Ipidg., 207. Written in 191L.

20 In regard to this new ploneering point of view,
Isailah Bowman says: "It is indeed a question whether the
ploneer spirit as manifested in the westward spread of
settlers in the United States still exists or whether it
has passed out--a fact of history interesting enough in
1te time . . . but no longer a motivating force in the
occupation of pioneer areas." Bowman, "Pioneer Fringe,"
50. In Taet, Bowman later asserted that "today pioneering
is more largely a matter of getting the government to take
the risks." Bowman, "Modern Piloneer," 255-256. It was
this later type of frontier attitude that seems to have
been exhilbited by those North Dakota farmers who became
Soclalists.
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certain that if soecialism could have had anyvsuecess in
rural areas of the nation, it had to be Right-wing,
Bernstelin-revisionist Soclalism. The Aﬁerican farmer either
was, or hoped to be, the owner of his land, and the rural
soclalist had to endorse that aspiration, thereby making at
least one initial compromise with the Marxzist doctrine.

chm there on the rural Marxist had to steer his way through
a maze of popular prejudiees, partialities, loeal conditions,
and national and international affairs, trying ail thé while
to adapt the issues to his party's purposes and shgpe them
into a coherent and appealing program. At the same time 1t

was necessary to make certain that he did not sacrifice the

party's irreducible minimum of collectivist idealogy that

sets 1t apart from mere reformism.

The North Dakota Socislists proved themselves adept at
this political tight rope walking. The platforms of 1912
and 1914 repregent the full flowering of their efforts, and
a generally steady annual increase in the number of soecial-
ist voters 1s some testimonial to their success. From a
diminutive organization in 1900 with two locals and a
polling strength of slightly bver four-hundred, it grew by
1912 to nearly two-hundred locals and a polling strength of
over seven-thousand. They elected to publie office many
local and municipal eandidateg, and one of their number
reached the State Legisglature. They were articulate instru-
ments of reform sentiment, and most of the reform which

they advoeated eventually found their way into the North




205

Dakota statute books. By their successful operation of é
party newspaper, and their dissemination of large cuantities
of other soclalist literature throughout the state, they
familiarized its electorate with the principles of socialism
and nullified there the stigma that is often attached to
soclalist ideas. BSo successful were they in their propa-
gandlzing efforts that such leading politicians in the étate
as Lynn Frezier and William Lemke ecould make complimentary
remarks about soclalism without fear of popular rebuke.
William Lemke was a power in the Nonpartisan League and in

1916 declared in a letter that "there are perhaps more able,

patriotic, high minded Soclalists than Capitalists in this

eountry.“gl,

Such a favorable climate of opinion proved very useful
to the leaders of the Nonpartisan League, when they sought
popular support for their Ygocialistice" ventures. In fact
most of the bases of the League succegses had been developed
by North Dakota Socialist Party.gg The first League program
which proved so spectacularly appealing to the North Dakota

farmer was almost wholly derived from the farm program of

2l william Lemke to Miss N. J. Kildahl, March 23, 1916.
William Lemke Papers.

22 The North Dakota Soelalists did not, however, invent
the lssues, nor the policies used so successfully by the
League. They were responsible for some innovations, but
mostly they capltalized on the successes and faillurees of
previous agrarian protest groups, especially the Popullsts.




206

the NDSP. Furthermore, the Socialist experiment with a
farmer-labor coalition in North Dakota very probably moti-
vated Townley in his successful ecreation of the Farmer-Lzsbor
Party in Minnesota. With the exception of his utilizing the
primary election to capture one of the "old parﬁies," all
of Townley's successful political methods had as their prov-
ing ground the NDSP. Hils brilliant organizational procedures
which emphasized exelueive concentration on the country dis-
tricts, direct personal contact with the farmer to gain his
allegiance, and finally, cementing it with a finaneial con-
tributlion were masterful technigues to which the sutomobile
and the post dated check were only aids. Townley's genius
lay in his ability to convey to every member of his organiz-
ation a feeling of personal participation iﬁ whet seemed to
be a great and good politiecal movement whose adversary was
a sinister and powerful combination of "interests" bent on
stifling his prosperity and destroying his liberty. With
hls perfected organizational techniques he created, among
what wae long considered the most individuslistic American
group, a political followlng that was spectacular in its
solidarity. Townley's organizational technigues were the
levers of political power in the state of North Dakota, and
he perfected them while a member of the Socialist Party.

It 1s doubtful that Townley would have been able to
work the same political magic with the NDSP as he did with

the Nonpartisan League. However, the suecess of the
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organization department indicates that Townley might have
caused a realignment of the state polities by meking the
NDSP representative of an at least numerically significant
bloe of voters whose wishes the Republicans, Demoerats, and
progressives could not have ignored. Fortunately, from the
viewpoint of the "old parties,' the fundamentalist element
of the NDSP destroyed this politeal possibility.

Of all the tactical errors committed by the NDSP leaders
the alienation of A. C. Townley and the rejection of his
ideas were the most disastrous. To have continued in the
course laid down by Townley would, to be sure, have entailed
- gome changes 1n party proeedure, and might have ereasted
difficulties with the national party headquarters. But
heretofore the majority of the NDSP leaders had not feared
innovatlon, and 1t seems certain that the persons who des-
troyed the organization department, and thereby initizted
the destruction of the NDSP, were motivated more by Jealousy
than by orthodoxy. ‘

The demise of the North Dakota Socialist Party was, to
a considerable extent, an eventuality of its own making.
Even while the party was dying, the socialist sentiment which
it bad fostered was apparently as strong as ever. But in
its dying daye, 1ts leaders could take some consolation from
the fact that the party had both prepared the ground for,
and was giving way to a hardier politieal organization, the

Nonpartisan League.
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First hand materials on the North Daskots Soecilalist
Party are characterized mainly by their scareity. The
widely quoted Arthur Le3ueur Papers, upon which much
reliance has been placed by other writers, consist of
only two boxes of manuseripts which deal almost entirely
with LeSueur's 1life after he left the NDSP. The papers
in the collection that do deal with the NDSP are not
entirely trustworthy, since they evidently were also
wrltten after LeSueur had left the party. The Henry G.
Telgan Papers are much more extensive, but they too deal

~primarily with a later period of Teigan's life than that
with which this theslis is coneerned. The William Lemke
Papers probably contain more pertinent information than
the writer was able to discover due to lack of time and
the collection's disordered state. Likewiee the Samuel
Torgerson Pepers might have proven fruitful, hsd the
writer possessed the time to examine them more closely.
The lzsrgest single source of information is unquestion-
ably the Iconoeclast. It is from the pages of this
official organ of tThe party that the bulk of firsthand
information found in this thesls has been taken. The
Minot dally newspapers also contained gome valuable,
though usually slanted, information, but most of the
other newspapers examined contained very few pertinent
references to the North Dgkota Socialist Party. Thie
criticism doés not apply to the Fargo Forum, probably the
state's leading newspaper, whieh, because of unforeseen
clrcumstances, the writer was not able to examine. If
he had been able to do so perhaps more light would have
been shed on the early years of the party. Another
source of information which the writer did not utilize
fully was the memory of Mr. H. R. Martinson. MNr.
Martinson was personally sequainted with most of the
events dealt with in this paper, and many of the in-
accuracies in 1t are no doubt attributable to the fact
that the writer was able to interview him only once.
The writer does not pretend that this bibliography 1=
exhaustive, but comprises merely what he consulted in
the writing of this paper.
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