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Midwestern Editorial Response
to the New Deal,
1932-1940
JAMES B. BEDDOW

In 1932 the American people rejected Republican
leadership and turned to Franklin Roosevelt and the
Democratic party to lead them out of the depression. Results in
the upper Midwest mirrored the Roosevelt landslide as FDR
became the first Democrat in American history to carry all six
states.' He swept the region with margins ranging from 69.6
percent in North Dakota to 53.6 percent in Kansas. As the New
Deal unfolded, however, his appeal melted away to the extent
that in 1940 he lost five of the six states. In terms of the
popular vote, his 1932 margin of 844,584 votes turned into a
deficit of 294,871 votes in 1940.^
|
A survey of midwestern editorial opinion reveals several
interesting themes pertinent to the reception of Roosevelt and
the New Deal; furthermore, these editorials expose a
self-perception of the importance of the region in the national
picture. While the overwhelming majority of editors opposed
the Roosevelt candidacy in 1932, 1936, and 1940, editorial
1. Twenty-three newspapers and periodicals from the states of Kansas, Nebraska,
Minnesota, North Dakota, South Dakota, and Iowa were surveyed. For the purposes
of this article, the term "Midwest" refers to the above six-state area.
2. Edgar Robinson, They Voted for Roosevelt: The President Vote, 1932-1944
{New York: Octagon Books, 1970), pp. 43-44.
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opinion changed markedly over the period. In addition, the
interests of the six states were quite similar, but the editors did
not agree on the relative merits and shortcomings of the various
New Deal programs.
In early October 1932 Herbert Hoover opened his reelection
campaign with a major speech in his native state of Iowa.
Shortly after Hoover's appearance. Governor Roosevelt
conducted a whistle-stop tour of the Midwest. The appearance
of the two candidates produced considerable commentary in
midwestern newspapers. Midwestern editors in general
commented favorably on Hoover's presidential years, as well as
the Republican's initial remarks in the 1932 campaign. The Des
Moines Register lauded the president for his promises to
refinance farm mortgages, to check needless foreclosures, and to
expand foreign markets for American agricultural products.^
Generally, the editors suggested that Hoover had done
everything possible to check the depression. Acknowledging the
discontent in the region, the editor of the Topeka Daily Capital
compared Hoover and Abraham Lincoln as two great presidents
who courageously faced crisis and unpopularity.**
Hoover did encounter some criticism for supporting the
protectionism inherent in the Hawley-Smoot Tariff. The Saint
Paul Pioneer-Press suggested that crops would not be "selling at
such ruinous levels" if the tariff was really beneficial to
agriculture.^ However, most editors still honored the traditional
assumption that a protective tariff was more desirable for
agriculture than a competitive tariff. The Sioux Falls
Argus-Leader praised protectionism and maintained that the
tariff had "done much to keep farm prices on a level higher
than those in foreign countries."^ The editor of the Fargo
Forum, Holger Paulson, cautioned his readers that it would be a
"grievous mistake" to vote for Roosevelt and a competitive
tariff •?
3. Des Moines Register, 5 Oct. 1932.
4. Topeka Daity Capital, 1 Oct. 1932.
5. Saint Paul Pioneer-Press, 5 Oct. 1932.
6. Sioux Falls Argus-Leader, 6 Oct. 1932.
7. Far^ Forum, 28 Oct. 1932.
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Three midwestern newspapers resisted the Republican
sentiment and endorsed Roosevelt. The Omalia World-Herald
emerged as the most caustic critic of the Republican record.
The editor, Harvey Newbranch, wrote that, "once every four
years the leaders of the Republican party remember the farmer
and proceed to make passionate love to him. It is just before he
casts his vote. Promptly after election day, they desert him.
Then, when another election comes around, they load up with
flowers and candy and drive around to shout the sweet words of
a renewed wooing under his window.^
Roosevelt was an unknown figure in the Midwest, and many
editors criticized his failure to offer specific proposals or
programs in his campaign speeches. The traditional midwestern
suspicion of the industrial East surfaced on numerous occasions.
Several newspaper editors expressed concern that rural America
would be sliglited if Roosevelt was elected. The Sioux Oty
Journal protested that Roosevelt promised to "devote himself
to the cause of agricultural rehef but he did not mention how
the problem would be solved."^ The editorial consensus
suggested that it was not an appropriate time to replace a
known executive with "untried and experimental" leadership.
Despite this sentiment, most midwestern editors did not react
to the Roosevelt victory with surprise or much concern.
In view of the desperate economic conditions of the region,
the midwestern editors closely monitored the unfolding of the
New Deal. Generally, editorial response supported Roosevelt's
early moves. The journalists discounted concern about a
dictatorship voiced by many conservatives. The Omaha
World-Herald acknowledged that New Deal programs were
"radical and without precedent," but argued that conditions
eompelled such measures."^ The editor of the Sioux City
Journal, Frank Allen, conceded that "perhaps Mr. Roosevelt is
becoming some kind of dictator." However, the editor added
that "maybe that is the only way some of the problems can be
solved. Let Mr. Roosevelt make his demands on Congress and
become a dictator if that will improve the lot of the American
8. Omaha World-Herald, 2 Oct. 1932.
9. Sioux City Journal, 1 Oct. t932.
10. Omaha World-Herald. 5 May 1933.
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people." ^^ At this early date, few editors expressed concern
over a loss of checks and balances. "We feel much safer with all
that power in the hands of President Roosevelt than we should
have felt if Congress had clung to it," commented one Iowa
editor. In concluding that the president "should not be
handicapped," he pointed out that the congressional delegation
of power equipped the chief executive with the necessary tools
to restore "economic normalcy."'^
A number of commentators speculated that most New Deal
programs would be temporary. However, the editor of the Des
Moines Register, W.W. Waymack, grasped the revolutionary and
enduring nature of the New Deal. He concluded that, "we shall
never go back to the theoretically 'free competition' days that
trust busting aimed to perpetuate.... We shall never go back to
industry functioning without some degree of government
supervision. . . . The hint is that we have ended an era and are
about to start a new one.
As part of the myriad of early New Deal programs, the
passage of the National Industrial Recovery Act evoked little
comment from midwestern journalists. The few references to
the National Recovery Administration were generally favorable.
However, once the program was implemented and the emotions
of the first hundred days subsided, opinion changed drastically.
The Omaha World-Herald in May 1933 cited the N.R.A. as "a
program for tremendous change. . . .But we know, as a matter
of fact, that unrestrained competition can become an evil and
harmful practice. . . .Anyway, we are on our way to the new
order of the new deal."^"* Two years later when the Supreme
Court struck down the N.R.A., the same editor applauded the
decision stating that the program had been drafted in too great
a haste and probably "went too far, attempted to do too much,
and imposed too onerous restrictions." '^ A Kansas editor in
11. Sioux aty Joumat, 3 Oct. 1933.
12. Cedar Rapids Gazette, 30 Apr. 1933.
13. Des Moines Register. 6 May 1933.
14. Omaha Wortd-Herald, 19 May 1933.
15. Ibid., 28 May 1935.
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1933 pictured the N.R.A. as a "revolution in the American
industrial system." He added that possibly "modern industrial
civilization has reached a stage where it is too intricate to be
allowed
to develop except under supervision
from
government.'"^ In May 1935, he attacked the "paralyzing
bureaucratic restrictions" of the N.R.A. and stated that the
program had been a "genuine detriment to business as well as
the public." 17
The editor of the Sioux City Journal, Allen, claimed that
the decision of the Court signaled "the collapse of the New
Deal." Two years before he had remarked that a dictatorship
might be necessary. Now, while praising the Court's decision,
the editor characterized Roosevelt, Moley, and Tugwell as men
"drunk with power" attempting to remake the economic
structure of the country overnight.*« In sharp contrast to 1933
statements, the Journal and other newspapers now expressed
grave concern about protecting constitutionalism and checks
and balances.
Midwestemers,
like all Americans,
followed
the
development of all the new proposals emanating from
Washington, but unquestionably, their greatest concern
centered upon programs related to agriculture. Editors
speculated continually about how the New Deal would relate to
America. Frequent references to "eastern industrial interests'*
and slighting of agricultural problems dotted the editorial pages.
Editors pointed out that rural America had been depressed since
1920, and now the general depression caused conditions to be
deplorable. A South Dakota editor expressed an opinion
harbored by many midwestemers when he suggested that
leaders in Washington and New York had a "strictly urban and
industrial viewpoint." i9
|
In view of the previous reluctance of the government to act
on behalf of agriculture, the Agricultural Adjustment Act was
16. Kansas Oty Star. 23 May 1933.
17. Ibid., 28 May 1935.
18. Sioux CityJourmt, 29 May 1935.
19. Sioux Falls Argus-Leader. 19 Apr. 1933.
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greeted with great enthusiasm in the Midwest. A survey of
editorials concerning the A.A.A. reveals that the decision of the
government to act was just as important as the provisions of the
program. Editors expressed uncertainty about the impact of the
A.A.A., but regarded the passage of the bill as a great victory.
The editor of the 5a/"/ Paul Pioneer-Press wrote that "the farm
bill which went to the White House Wednesday really represents
the culmination of eleven years of political effort to obtain
recognition of agriculture's right to have an equal place with
industry in the national economic policy."20
The implementation and performance of the A.A.A. during
1934 and 1935 received favorable reviews. Some editors noted
the farmers' loss of freedom due to the controls and power the
A.A.A. granted the secretary of agriculture, but most journalists
saluted the assistance of the act to the drought-plagued
residents of the Midwest. Few editors believed the A.A.A. was
the permanent answer to the fami problem, but they vigorously
defended the immediate continuation of the program.
20. Saint Paul Pioneer-Press, II May 1933.
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Discussing the A.A.A. in May 1935, the editor of the Sioux
Falls Argus-Leader, Fred Christopherson, summarized the
editorial consensus:
As long as the industrial regions insist upon retaining the tariff,
the farmer has a perfect right to ask for the A.A.A. or some other
methods of elevating his income. The tariff is in effect a
government subsidy and as a result of its existence, the farmer
and everyone else is compelled to pay more for the industrial
products that he must purchase. As long as we are to have the
tariff it is quite essential that the agricultural section of the
nation receive some privilege to serve as counterbalancing
influence. 2'
The decision of the Supreme Court striking down the
A.A.A. drew a varied response from midwestern editors. The
lead editorial of the Lincoln Star labeled the decision a "Death
Sentence for Agriculture." 22 Conversely, the editor of the
Cedar Rapids Gazette commented that there was "no reason for
farmers and businessmen of Iowa to be alarmed." ^^ Editors in
general agreed that the A.A.A. was unconstitutional, but they
called for an immediate replacement urging continued
government activism on behalf of agriculture.
In addition to the A.A.A., tariff policies initiated in
Roosevelt's first term also evoked great interest in the Midwest.
During the 1932 campaign Roosevelt had pledged to revise the
prohibitive rates of the Hawley-Smoot Tariff. In 1934, Congress
passed the Reciprocal Trade Agreements Act authorizing the
president to negotiate trade treaties and giving him the power to
raise or lower tariff rates. The emergence of the trade
agreements program reopened a continuing midwestern dialogue
on the relationship of the tariff to agricultural prosperity.
Editors of several leading midwestern newspapers and farm
journals supported the reciprocal trade agreements. The editors
related high tariffs to the disappearance of foreign markets
previously open to products from the American farm. They
repeatedly emphasized that trade was based on the interchange
21. Sioux Falls Argus-Leader, 25 May 1935.
22. Lincoln Star, 7 Jan. 1936.
23. Cedar Rapids Gazette, 7 Jan. 1936.
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of goods and thus, the United States must accept imports in
order to create a foreign market for its own surplus
commodities. In their minds reciprocal trade agreements would
be employed to renegotiate tariffs and thus open foreign
markets.^'' The Des Moines Register, a leading midwestern
newspaper, conducted a vigorous editorial campaign in support
of the reciprocal trade agreements proposal. The Register
pictured Congress as "incapable of framing a tariff based on
national considerations." The editor called upon Republicans to
drop all partisanship and support the bill.^^
Even though editorial opinion in general favored the
reciprocity proposal, the response was by no means unanimous.
North Dakota and South Dakota editors in particular attacked
the trade agreements program. ^^ One South Dakota editor
wrote repeatedly about the present alarming rate of agricultural
imports and predicted a virtual flood of imports if the
reciprocity bill became law. According to the editor, in light of
the "present emphasis upon factory employment in Washington, agriculture may be forgotten while such deals are being
negotiated." When President Roosevelt signed the bill into law.
the editor bemoaned that "it is a measure that moves sharply in
the direction of dictatorship. History will record this step as one
of the most drastic in the New Deal."^'' The Republican party
made the trade agreements program its major campaign issue in
the Midwest in 1936 and flooded the region with materials
highly critical of the program. Nonetheless, a number of
midwestern journalists wbo opposed Roosevelt's reelection and

24. Kansas City Star. 30 Apr. 1934; Nebraska Union Farmer. 2! ( 11 July 1934);4;
Bureau Farmer, 9 (Sept. 1934): 7; Kansas Farmer, 72 (5 June 1934): 5: Wallace's
Farmer, 61 (30 Jan. 1934): 5; Omaha World-Herald, \0 Mar. 1934; Dodge City Daily
Globe, t3 Jan. 1934; Topeka Daily Capital, 29 Api. \934; Minneapolis Jourtiai 2\ May
1934.
25. Des Moines Register, 2, 4, 18 Mai. 1934.
26. Editors of the Sioux Falls Argus-Leader, Fargo Forum, Grand Forks Herald,
Nebraska Farmer, Sioux Oty Journal, and Bismarck Leader in particular opposed the
proposal.
27. Sioux Falls Argus-Leader, 3 Jan., 21 Mar., 6 June 1934.
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much of his New Deal defended the Reciprocal Trade
Agreements Act.^s
As Roosevelt's first term drew to a close, midwestern
editors were divided on the qtiestion of the desirability and
effectiveness of the New Deal. As noted, several New Deal
programs received editorial support; yet, only two of the
nineteen major midwestern newspapers endorsed Roosevelt's
reelection. ^9 j h e presence of a midwesterner on the
Republican ticket obviously influenced some editors. But most
journalists voiced serious reservations about the performance of
various New Deal programs and the uncertain future course of
the Roosevelt administration. Editors criticized New Deal
deficit spending and expressed disappointment that the radical
programs had done little to defeat the depression. In addition,
the increased government role in society and the "apparent
centralization of power" in Washington alarmed many editors.
Roosevelt also drew considerable criticism for misleading the
American pubHc in 1932 when he offered only generalities in
the campaign.
Two of the three newspapers that had supported Roosevelt
in 1932 withdrew their backing and endorsed Alfred Landon.
The editor of the Saint Paul Pioneer-Press admitted that many
of Roosevelt's programs and reforms had been valuable, but he
concluded that the country did not need further reforms and
experiments. The editor suggested that it was time for
consolidation, and he believed that Landon was best suited for
this task. 30
The editor of the Omaha World-Herald also deserted
Roosevelt. In 1932 the World-Herald had attacked the
Republican failure to act decisively to end the depression. After
initially supporting the activism of the New Deal, the editor of
the World-Herald became disillusioned. Several weeks before the
election, the editor attacked Roosevelt's "wasteful spending and
28. The Kansas City Star, the Omaha World-Herald, and the Des Moines Register
continued to support reciprocity.
29. The Huron Huronite and the Lincoln Star endorsed Roosevelt.
30. Saint Paul Pioneer-Press, 12 Oct. 1936.
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So What?
unbalanced budgets" and the "mounting bureaucracy of
government employees." Even more serious was the editor's
charge that the New Deal offered only "the prospect of a
permanent policy of paternalism that threatens to undermine
character and self-reliance and lead great masses of people to
depend, more and more, upon government for their
support."^' The Lincoln Star, the only major midwestern
newspaper to endorse Roosevelt in all three elections, criticized
the World-Herald for abandoning the New Deal and suggested
that the Omaha editor had fallen under the influence of the
31. Omaha World-Herald, 21 Oct. 1936.
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"great wealth and great financial institutions" seeking to defeat
the president.^^
On the eve of the election, midwestern journalists portrayed
a clear choice between two philosophies of government—one
desirable and one undesirable. The editors pictured the election
as a referendum on the New Deal. In an editorial endorsing
Landon, Frank Allen of the Sioux City Journal informed his
readers that no question existed concerning the proper choice,
"in this campaign, one side is right and one is wrong."•'^ Voters
in the Midwest ignored the editorial sentiment of their region
and Roosevelt carried the six-state area by a margin of 774,416
votes, which represented a loss of only 70,000 votes from his
1932 margin.^"* Apparently, the thousands of midwesterners
who received checks through the A.A.A. and other New Deal
agencies were more concerned with survival than with the
"centralization of power" or the "reckless experimentation"
editors associated with Roosevelt.
After 1936, midwestern editors found little to support in
the Roosevelt administration and their columns became
increasingly critical of the New Deal. Roosevelt's proposal in
early 1937 to reorder the Supreme Court unleashed a storm of
protest from midwestern journalists. One South Dakota editor
called the proposal "the most alarming and the most astounding
recommendation in the history of the New Deai."^^ J\ÍQ Sioux
City Journal suggested that Roosevelt's plan posed "one of the
gravest dangers in governmental administration . . . since the
civil war."^* The editor of the Kansas City Star, who was
usually reasoned and temperate in his evaluation of the New
32. James Lawrence, editor of the Lincotn Star and close friend of Senator George
W. Noms, was the only strong "New Dealer" among prominent midwestern editors.
Roosevelt appointed Lawrence to the state advisory board of the Federal Emergency
Relief Administration in 1933. The Lawrence Papers at the Nebraska Historical
Society, Lincoln, contain considerable correspondence between the president and
Lawrence during the period from 1933 to 1940.
33. Sioux City Journal, 1 Nov. 1936.
34. Robinson, They Voted for Roosevett, pp. 43-44.
35. Sioux FathArgus-Leader, 6 Feb. 1937.
36. Sioux CityJoumat. 12 Feb. 1937.

i
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Deal, commented that the recommendation was particularly
distressing since Congress was already subservient to the
executive branch. He cautioned that the plan would wipe out
the last vestige of separation of powers. ^"^
The editor of the Lincoln Star, James Lawrence, was the
only midwestern journalist to support Roosevelt's court reform.
He pointed out that Supreme Court justices had to be approved
by the Senate, and thus, any talk of dictatorship was "a bit
premature." However, he did admit that "it was an unfortunate
move on the President's part to inject the court issue at this
time." 38
During his first term, midwestern editors had saluted
Roosevelt's concern for, and attempts to deal with, the plight of
rural America. However, after 1936, editors became increasingly
disenchanted with New Deal agricultural policies. In 1933,
many journalists had praised the A.A.A. as a "dawn of a new
age for agriculture." The creation of the second A.A.A. stirred
no such response. Actually, midwesterners were hard pressed to
interpret the new farm bill accurately. One Minnesota editor
noted that considerable "mental fog" surrounded the
sixty-thousand word Domestic Allotment Bill. He printed a roll
call vote of midwestern congressmen that revealed a nonpartisan
division. 3^
Several editors expressed concern about the power granted
the secretary of agriculture and about the bureaucracy
threatening to entangle the farmer. The Sioux Falls
Argus-Leader complained that, "the independent farmer who
has been the backbone of America does not seem to fit into this
picture of a quota system imposed by the Secretary of
Agriculture residing in Washington.''*' An Iowa editor envisioned that the new A.A.A. would bring "an army of
government men, squinting, estimating and checking up on the
farmer's honesty." "*'
37. Kansas aty Star, 6 Feb. 1937.
38. Lincoln Star, 9 Feb. 1937.
39. Minneapolis Journal, 15, 17 Feb. 1938.
40. Sioux Falls Argus-Leader, 11 Feb. 1938.
41. Cedar Rapids Gazette, 22 Feb. 1938.
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Even those editors not outwardly critical of the new farm
program failed to demonstrate much enthusiasm for the plan.
The editor, Waymack,of the Des Moines Register characterized
the program as "a defensive reaction by agriculture to the
degree of economic nationalism already established by our
manufacturers and others." He added that, "it does not
represent the farmers' basic preference. But it has become a
choice between that and disaster.'"*^
During Roosevelt's first tenn the majority of midwestern
editors either supported the New Deal tariff policy or refrained
from comment. However, developments within the reciprocal
trade agreements program in 1938 and 1939 enlarged tbe
antireciprocity sentiment and led to further criticism of tbe
New Deal. In 1938, the administration renegotiated a trade
treaty with Canada that included some concessions to Canadian
agriculture. More concern surfaced in 1939 when the State
Department announced plans to open negotiations with
Argentina for a trade treaty. Many midwestemers believed that
the Argentine negotiations could only lead to massive
importation of cheap Argentine beef and grain. On the heels of
these developments, reciprocity became "one of the most
controversial issues ever debated by farmers."**^
Early in 1940, Congress considered renewal of the trade
agreements program and midwestern newspapers were filled
with articles and commentary on the past and future impact of
the program. Several editors reversed their earlier positions and
vehemently opposed Roosevelt's tariff pohcies. '^'^ In a column
criticizing the reciprocity program, the editor of the Sioux City
Journal characterized the congressional tariff debate as "the old
story of tariff fighting between big eastern industrial interests
and the farmers."'^^ A Nebraska editor noted the antireciprocity sentiment in his region and speculated that renewal ofthe
42. Des Moines Register. 16 Feb. 1938.
43. American Faim Bureau Federation, Offieial News Letter 18 (24. Oct.
1939): 2.
44. By 1940, the Omaha World-Herald and the Topeka Daily Capital had reversed
their position on reciprocity.
45. Sioux aty Journal, 26 Feb. 1940.
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program might lead the administration to open American
markets to Argentine beef and grain.'^^
While the reciprocity program met with growing opposition
in the Midwest by 1940, several influential newspapers
steadfastly supported the program, while criticizing most other
aspects of the New Deal. Tht Des Moines Register cautioned its
readers to disregard the "preposterous charges" that American
agriculture had been "sold down the river."'*'' The editor of the
Kansas City Star suggested that midwestern economic
conditions would never improve substantially without new
foreign markets opened by reciprocal trade treaties."^
During the initial days of the New Deal, midwestern editors
46. Omaha World-Herald, 8 Apr. 1940.
47. Des Moines Register, 7 Jan. 1940.
48. Kansas Gty Star, 26 Mar. 1940.
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had praised Roosevelt's decisive action and leadership. Journalists had assured their readers that the president "knew where he
was going, what he was doing." As the years passed, Roosevelt's
decisive leadership became "reckless experimentation." One
Minnesota editor complained that "the nation needs a definite
policy in one direction, not a 'gee-haw' steering.'"*^
The Works Progress Administration was singled out by
midwestern journalists as being particularly ineffective and
wasteful and philosophically questionable. In particular, a
number of editors believed the W.P.A. was impeding the
revitalization of private enterprise. The editor of the Grand
Forks Herald. W.P. Davies, complained that "government
employment has become a sort of vested interest, and there are
many thousands now employed on W.P.A. projects who regard
that sort of employment as a permanent thing."so The Des
Moines Register noted that the average W.P.A. worker in Iowa
had been on the work rolls for 13.4 months. He suggested that
there had not been enough pressure on people to find private
employment, s I The editor of the Minneapolis Journal, viewing
a city paralyzed by a W.P.A. strike, stated that the government
had made employment "too attractive" to encourage return to
private industry. ^^
Several editors expressed dismay that, despite the multitude
of programs and massive deficit spending, the New Deal had
failed to restore the economy to its previous vitality. A South
Dakota editor observed that the brief recovery of the mid-1930s
was directly related to government spending, and when such
spending was reduced, the economy faltered again.53 In
reference to New Dea! spending, the Saint Paul Pioneer-Press
exclaimed that, "sooner or later even America must stop
making drafts against the future and begin to live within its
current income, big or small. Will the reformers run out of ideas
49. Minneapolis Journal, 21 Feb. 1938.
50. Grand Forks Herald. H July 1939.
51. Des Moines Regster. 24 June 1939.
52. Minneapolis Journal. 14 July 1939.
53. Sioux Falls Argus-Leader, 10 Feb. 1938.
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for the chastisement of business first, or will the government
run out of credit first?" ^'^
Only one journalist attempted to defend New Deal spending
and continuing current relief programs. The editor of the
Lincoln Star voiced concern that individuals would criticize
Roosevelt's efforts "to avert starvation and the growth of a
desperate spirit in this country." He chastised other Nebraska
newspapermen for suggesting that the will to work was being
destroyed and added that most people working for the W.P.A.
did so only to "span the gap" until they could find work in
private industry. ^5
Few editors had endorsed Roosevelt in 1932 and 1936, and
thus, the general support for Wendel! Willkie in 1940 was not
surprising. However, in 1940 editorials were far more vitriolic
than before and revealed the deep sense of disillusionment that
many journalists felt. In addition to the previous New Deal
record, the election of 1940 interjected several new issues that
contributed to the anti-Roosevelt sentiment.
Roosevelt's decision to ignore the two-term tradition was
54. Saint Paut Pioneer-Press, 1 Feb. 1938.
55. Lincoln Star. 23 Aug. 1938,14 July 1939.
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particularly disturbing to many midwestern editors. One editor
characterized the two-term tradition as the "bulwark of
American democracy."^^ Another likened Roosevelt to the
fascist dictators of Europe. The Sioux City Journal warned its
readers that a Roosevelt victory "would end democracy" in
America. ^"^ A Minnesota editor noted that the federal
government now employed millions and thus, Roosevelt was
developing a massive patronage system, which a third term
would institutionalize. ^^
A perception of Roosevelt as a dangerous internationalist
stirred traditional midwestern isolationism and led to further
criticism of Roosevelt's reelection campaign. Several editors
equated a vote for Roosevelt with a vote for war. The Omaha
World-Herald noted America's growing commitment to England
and warned that further aid, a certainty under Roosevelt, would
mean war. ^^ Several editors referred to the "secret"
destroyers-for-bases exchange with England and suggested that
Roosevelt would lead the United States into war by executive
action without congressional consent, and thus, the American
people would have no voice in the decision. ^^^
After ignoring the consensus of Republican endorsements
by the editors of the region in 1932 and 1936, midwestern
voters fmally concurred and rejected Franklin Roosevelt and his
New Deal in 1940. During the early years of the New Deal at
the depths of the depression, midwesterners were captivated by
the activism of the Roosevelt administration. Even traditionally
conservative midwestern editors were sympathetic to New Deal
proposals. However, as economic conditions improved somewhat and Roosevelt continued to "experiment," the editors
became increasingly critical of the New Deal. The changing
editorial sentiment reflected the shifting vote against the New
Deal, which in 1940 returned the region to the Republican fold
as in the years prior to 1932.
56. Cedar Rapids Gazette, 11 Oct. 1940.
57. Sioux aty Journal, 22 Oct. 1940.
58. Minneapolis Journal, 23 Oct. 1940.
59. Omaha World-Herald, 16 Oct. 1940.
60. Minneapolis Journal, 24 Oct. 1940; Topeka Daily Capital, 13 Oct. 1940;
Sioux aty Journal, 22 Oct. 1940.
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