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ABSTRACT

Griffin, James P., The 1948 States' Rights Democratic

' Movement in Texas, Master of Arts (History), August, 1979,
v + 124 pp., bibliography, 38 titles.

The purpose of this paper is to examine, from a local
perspective, the reaction of the southern conservative
wing of the Democratic party to the liberal changes which
occurred in that organization as a result of the tran-
sitional decades of the 1930s and 1940s, In particular,
the study focuses on the growing sense of alienation and
the eventual withdrawal of a handful of Texas Democrats
from affiliation with the national body and their sub-
sequent realignment with other dissident Dixie Democrats
in the short-lived States' Rights party of 1948,

This work is based essentially on the personal recol-
lections of Texans who participéted in the States' Rights
movement and on those papers of the party's leaders which

have survived until today.
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- INTRODUCTION

In the 1930s and 19405, the national Democratic party
exgeriénceﬂ a disquieting reformation. Hisﬁorically.an ex~
ponent of decentralized government, of an agrarian Eecietg,
and 1ai$aez_faire, the Demacxatic party during the Great
Depression and Second World War became an;#dvocate of a
mixed economy, the welfare state, and a aﬁréng centralizaé
government. The vigorous preaidential 1eader5hip of
Franklin D, Rooaevalt, th& charismat&c leqahee of twentieth
century progressive liberaliSm, was larqaly responsible for
this transfermatxen. Buring his tenure as prasident, FDR
suecessfully created a atrong, effectxv&, liberal coalition
which subsequently challenga& the con&&rvatives for party -

control, and which continued to coalesce ghxgughont the
administration of President Harry 8. Truﬁén.  The challenge
preéent@d by.thiﬁ political association of the urban
working classes, disaffected Negxeéa, and liberal intel-
1ectﬁals was most keenly felt in the S@utﬁ,{a region of the.
country with a tradition éf conservatism easily traced to
pre-revolﬁtianary colonial Amarica; |

Initially assenting te the metamorphmrsxs of the party
under the premise that unity was reqnired in erder to
survive the economic and social chaos of thg depzeﬁsieﬁ,

southern conservatives realized too late the conseguences
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of their acquiescence and futilely attemgﬁed to restore
their traditionally dominant position within the party.

In 1948, unable to reestablish their influence with the
inner-coﬂnéila of the party, many southern Democrats
resorted to the ore remaining political weapon available

tc them for presexving the traditions they cherished: the
creation of a third party. 7The story of the 8tates' Rights
Democratic movement in Texas can serve as an example of the
plight which the southern conservative wing of the Demo-
cratic party faced in 1948 as a result of the transitional
decades of the 1930s and 1940s.

The study of the States' Rights Democratic movement in
Texas bagan_with a careful reading of Gary Ness's disser-
tation, "The States' Rights Democratic Movement of 1948."
Ness's comment that mmre'study was needed on the movement
in Fleorida, Arkanaas, and Texas prompted the challenge of
this current work. Helpful appendices in the dissertation
contained the names of a few Texans who played significant
roles in the movement in the Lone Star State. The Direc-
tory Asgistance of the Dallas Public Library was then used
to trace these individuals, Letters of introduction were
sent to the available addresses explaining the project and
gseeking assistance. Following this, many survivors and
former party leaders of the movement here in Texas responded
and agreed to provide what help they could. Trips were

then made to many sections of the state to conduct personal
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interviews, and these contemporaries provided invaluable
assistance, First, their shared reminiscences brought to
life the trials and tribulations they experienced in 1948,
Also, many of these persons suggested other possible pri-
mary sources which were subsequently traced and utilized in
this thesis. And finally, some of these individuals had
carefully preserved their personal and poiitical papers of
1948 and obligingly opened them for analytical study and
historical interpretation. As a result,.this wcrg is based
essentially on the persdnal recollections of Texaﬁs who
participated in the States' Rights movement and on those
papers of the_party's leaders which have survived until

today.



CHAPTER I

PROLOGUE TO DISENCHANTMENT: ROOSEVELT, TRUMAN,
AND TEXAS DEMOCRATS, 1933~§947
The ascendancy'of'Franklin D. Roosevelt as President
| of the United States in 1933 generally pleased both
_libetal and conservative Democrats in Tex&s. The liberals,
:gratified.at the similarity between the new preéident and
Woodrow Wilson, believed that RdoSevelt'sﬁelection heralded
- the dawning.of'a'néw "progressive era." The conserﬁatives,
barely recovered from the ruinous‘candidaéy.of Al Smith in
1928, confidently expected that the new chief executive.
Wwould reuniteiboth the country and the party. Initially,
Roosevelt did not disappoint either wing Qf;the Texas Demo~
cracy as he moved quickly*throngh the "first hundred days"
of his administration. His confidence ané determination to
bring the country's worst economic depreséion uhdér control
assured Texans that his leédership was the éxact antidote
needed to cure the nation's ills. But asjp¢pular as the
‘New Deal was in the LonefStar‘State,.criticiSm of éome of
Roosevelt's damestic.policiés began to surface as Texans

were pressured to conform to the demands of an expanding

..................

lWilliam J. Brophy, "Origins of the;$outhern Conserva=~
- tive Revolt, 1932-1940" (Master's thesis, North Texas State
University, 1963), p. iii.- ‘
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The initial thrust of opposition to the New Deal in
Texas came from entrenched political and economic interests
which conceived the president's programs as a threat to
their future., Early in 1934, many farmers and businessmen
voiced the opinion that Roosevelt's agericies were depriving
them of their economic independence and local initiative..
Likewise, conservative Texas politicians criticized the
increasing size of the federal bureaucracy, the growing
centralization of governmental power in Washington, ahd the
administration's axcasaiva.expenditur@s.z‘ Another source
of opposition came from a few individual Texans who thought
Rocsevelt's administration "was unduly sympathetic to labor
unionism, reform of the sharecropping system, and, worst of
all, the aspirations of the southern Negro." To many old-
line Texas Democrats the president's policies were violating
"some sacred right,” and "the federal government was some-
how tampering with something which it ought not.*> 1t
should be noted, however, that most of thisadisaensicn,
while vocal and in some casés widespread, was une;ganized

and did not represent the majoiity of Texas Democrats, who

Ibid., William Jean Tolleson, "The Rift in the Texas
Democratic Party--1944" (Master's thesis, University of
Texas, 1953), pp. 2-3; Seth Shepard McKay, Texas Politics,
' 1906-1944 (Lubbock: Texas Tech Press, 1952)7 p. 382,

3Rehart A, Garson, Tharnemcaratic Party and the Poliw-
" ties of Sectionalism, 1941-194% (Baton Eaﬁga:"iﬁhiﬁi&na

State University Press, 1974), pp. 4-5; Tolleson, "The
Rift in the Texas Democratic Qarty, Pelide




weré instead, “mere.impreﬁsed by the benefits of Roose~-
velt's policies then they were disturbed by their assumed
shortcomipgs.*4 | |

The 1936 presidential campaign only confirmed the
popularity of Roosevelt and the New Deal in Texas. That
summer, at the-aémacratic National Convention in Philadel-
phia, the Texas delegation, led by Governor James A. Allred,
Senator Tom Connally, and Rules CQmmitteemah Beeman Strong,
_gave only token resistance to the abrogation of the party's
one hundred year old two-thirds rule, the%device by which
the South had traditionally controlled the balance of power
in the nominating process, Most Texas.daiggates believed,
as did other southerners, that the rule had become super-
fluous since the party had begun to reflec¢t a truly
national image.s But a handful of anti~-administration
Texas conservatives disagreed with the delegation's perfor-
' mance, They viewed the abrogation of the two-thirds rule
as a clear indication that FDR was insensitive to the his~-
torical legacies of thé South and that he was determined to
liberalize the party at the region's expense. This small
~group of dissidents subsequently organized their protest in

the Constitutional Democrats of Texas, and although the

4Garsan, The Democratic Party and tha Palztxcs of
- $ectionalism, p. 6.

Spallas Mormin News, 24, 25, 26 June 19363 New York
- Times, 25 June




movement failed to attract anyﬁsignificanﬁ following and
initially included only a few concerned Texans, it does
suggest, even in the light of Roosévelt's o#erwhelming vig-
tory in the Lone Stax‘Stﬁte, that the president and his
policies were not universally accepted by Texas Demoerata.ﬁ
The election results of 1936 indicate that most Texas
Democrats were naﬁ inclined to oppose thejnétional paxty.
Although conservatives knew that ROosev&lﬁ was unreservadiy
accepting support from‘liberal inﬁelleetuéls, Negroes, and
the urban working classes, his policies‘m&d@ no substantial
threat to the existing atatﬁé Qua. Besides, most 6f the
president's rhetoriec, the@gh it frightened some Texans,
promised a return to normaley without endangering conser-
vatism. The ﬂupréma Court's invalidation!of several
portentous New Deal programs likewise cha@gioned the cause
of canaexvative.constituti@nai‘governmentian& moderated any
fears that the natiocnal government could inﬁiscximinately
usurp state authority'hy:énacting ohnaxioési#ederal lggisQ
lation;7 "But in the early'days of Februaéy; 1237, this
| tranquility and trust were shattered. Rmésavelt; riding
high on the crest of the greatest presideétial election

- wvictory in Amepican history, conceived his achievement as a

GTmllesen, “The Rift in the Texas Deﬁo@ratid Party,"
pp. 5-8, |

7Gaxsdn,‘The ﬂemacratic‘Partzfand”thé‘?ﬁliticsfgg ‘
Sectiocnalism, p. 8; Brophy, "ﬁonsarvafivegnevalt,""b. i01.




mandate "to press harder for reform lggislation and to re-
‘move all possible obstacles to his‘des;i.gns.”8 As a result,
he propoéed reorganizing the federal judiciary, and in
1938, he attempted to purge the party of disloyal Democrats
who interfered with the implementation of;hiS‘program.
Texans were almost unanimously opposed to the presi-
dent's ‘court packing” scheme, and their repugnance was
most noticeably demonstrated in Washington. 1In the nation's
capital, Texas Congressman Hatton Sumners, Chairman of the
House Judiciary Committee, and Sam Rayburn, Speaker of the
House, worked together closely to insure the defeat of the
proposal. In the Senate, Vice President John Nance Garner
and Senator Tom Connally advanced the cause of constitu~
tional government by helping épearhead a strong conservative
bloc in opposition to the plan. The defection of these pre-
- viously moderate supportérs, especially Connally, clearly
signified the antipathy many Texans felt toward Roosevelt's
attempt to change the constitutional system to insure the
sanctity of his progfams. It should be notéd, howe#er, that
despite the uproar this plan created, very little sectional
- rhetoric was employed‘during the debate.  Texans simply did

not consider this issue reg:.onal.9

rxvdvlqdu‘orlu-u<-Allr«kwqt{!lwx‘llvl{?lflPullol-.—bl!!\x‘vbwrru

8Garson, The Democratic Party and the Politics of
" Sectionalism, pp. 8-9.

gBrophy,,FConservativeiRevelt,F pp. 30-33,



Roosgevelt's efforts ta’ramoveroppositicn elements from
the Democratic party likewise met stern resistance. Texas
Democrats believed that the president had no business |
interfering in the election of members ef‘Céngress, whatheﬁ
. they were'libarals,hmmﬁerates, or canservatives. Roosé-

- velt's efforts to eliminate intraparty opposition, to have
all members conform to his every wigh, théy.baliaved, was a |
dangerous usurpation of party prerogative and an unwar-
ranted encroachment into state politics. Again, however;
as_with:the plan to pack the Supreme Court in 1937, the
attempted purge was national in scope, not regional. Con-
sequently, ogpositiqn oratory failed to reflect a sectional
bias; a truly southern position did not emaxqa.lo

'Fﬁa‘s proposal to reorganize the federal judiciary and
his subseguent bid to realign the Democratic Coagress ended
in resounding defeats., To entrenched interests in Texas,
however, these were not the enly ostensible threats to
their secﬁxity. During 1937 and 1938,_a$3economic-prohlems
continvgd, troubles erupted between labor and management in
many industrial sections of the country. Organized labor
was not firmly rocted in Texas, and as a result, the state
was sp&rﬁd the consequences of industrial conflicts. That

did not preclude the pdaaibility of future_difficultias.

10Tollesan, "Rift in the Texas Democtatic Party,"
p. 11; Garson, The Democratic Farty and the Politics
‘af’Se@tianalzsm, p."Iﬁ. .




The Congress of Industrial Organizations, a recent amalga-
mation of industrial unions, was contemplating organizing
Texas o0il workers. The prospect of the CIO succeeding in
such an endeavor and the fact that Roosevelt had refused to
intervene in previous labor-management disputes gave some
Texans reason to worry about the safety of their interests,
Governor Allred, who questioned the legality of CIO methods,
particularly the sit-down strikes, believed the president's
aloofness suggested he favored the unions' cause. To Texas
business interests, already skeptical about many New Deal
policies, Roosevelt's passivity was inexcusable.ll
By the election campaign of 1940, conservative Texas
opposition toward Roosevelt that had bgguﬁ as simple vocal
discontent in the 1930s became substantially more antago-
nistic. Joining forces with other anti-New Dealers, Texas
conservatives, in the name of tradition, opposed the
growing movement to renominate FDR for a.ﬁhird term. In an
atmosphere lacking in sectional rhetoric, the Lone Star
delegation attended the national convention instructed to
nominate John Nance Garner for president. But in éhicago
their efforts were thwarted. Roosevelt's forces, ﬁorking
behind the scenes, controlled the ﬁarty machinery, and the
President easily swept the convention; The conservative

factlon of the Texas delegatlon was fur;ous at the

............................................................

l;Brophy, "Conservative Revolt;" pp..56~57.



manipulation of the nomination and returned to the Lone
Star State bitterly disagpointed.lz

In Texas, anti-administration conservatives reacted
angrily to Roosevelt's nomination. 1In late July, some mem=
bers of the conservative wing of the State Democratic party
organized anti~third term Democratic clubs throgghout the
state, and in August, allied themselves With the remnants
of the 1936.€onstitutional Democrats. The resulting orga-
nization was called the Nd-Third-Term Pemocratic Party, and
it worked assiduously, albeit‘unsucdessfu;ly, during the
campaign to weaken the shackles of party regularity that
bound Democratic stalwarts. Still, most Texas Democrats,
although growing restive with the increasingly liberal
course taken by the administration, believed that to break
with the party "and to defy Raoéevalt would be tantamount
to repudiating the South's yolitieai heritage.“ls

During thé thirties, it is apparent that dissident
Texas and Southern Democrats had little reason to consider
abandoning the party of their forefathexﬁ; - FDR's pelicies,

while éiaturbipg to consexrvatives, were designad to relieve

12Tollaﬁon, "Rift in the Texas Damoc*atic Paxty,
pp. 13-15; James MaeGregor Burns, Rooseve t: The Lion and
the Fox (New York: Harcourt, Brace & World , Inc., 1956),
PpP. 426-428; Brophy, "Conservative Revolt’ pP. 95-97.

laTallesan, "Rift in the Texas Democratic Party,"
pp. 16-17; quote is from Garson, The Demacratxc Party and
the Politics of Sectionalism, p. IZ,




poverty and misery brought on by the dépréssién,_not to
subjngaté southern 1ife$tyleé and'traditiené_ Although the
urban coalition had’groﬁn'stroﬁger and_co@ti'uallylgained
favor with the president, Roosevelt had d%?; matically
avoided compromising situations and had rési ted demands
which might have jeopardized his relationship with Dixie
Democrats. . The undercurrent of oppoéition ﬁ ich appeared

- during the decade did not argue against the administration
by using séctional rhetoric, but rather, exp essed itself
in terms of economic and constitutional pgin iples. Resis~-
tande in Texas and the South, therefore, see to have been
more firmly xopted in conservatism than sout ernism. Hence,
the Democxatic party belo&.the Potomac was still secure as
the shadow of war approaéhed in_the early forties.

' The need to utilize.manpower_and reséur es for the de-
fense program in 1§40-4l_géve antinadminiéti tion Texans
the impression that the New Deal was ebbihg and that busi-
ness activity was beginning to normalize.: But in order to
,gﬁarantee productive stahility in this time; f crisis, FDR
created a séries'cf war agencies whidh-coﬁéérvatives feared
could be used to promote §ocial reform, pérticularly in
labor-management relations. The National Defense Mediation
Board's capitulation to tﬁelpay diffémential‘demands of ﬁhe
United Mine Workers twice in 1941 oﬁly reinforced these

‘misgivings. = Anxieties were accelerated later in June, when
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the pxesiﬁent, faced with a civil rights prétest march on
Washipqten, inaugurated the Fair Employment Practices Com~
mittee (FEPC), the administration's "first open commitment
to a policy of racial equality in employment practices,"

Roosevelt's apparent acquiescence to the demands of labor
and Negroes, "at the expense of that padestal of the Demo-
. cratic party, the South,” intensified ahti-administration

14 Thus, by the midterm

santimenﬁ in the Lona,Sﬁar gtate,
elections of 1942, several Texas candidatés for national
office, netabiy sanatgrial candidate W.-Lée O*’Daniel, began
using decidedly sectional rhetoric rather than conventional
.anti~Roo&@velt themes in their campaign oratory to defeat
their New Deal opyonents.ls

Further grohlems_erﬁ@ted in the nation’s industrial
centers during the early months of 1943, Labor unicns,
“eager to exploit the political and economic advantages
which the military crisis affnrded,'nrdered_walkouts and
strikes in many of the country's vital inﬁuatrieé. Roose~-
velt's inclination to placéte‘the unions, ostensibly in the
interest of ﬁahianal.uaity,.displeased wexaé and southern
conservative Democrats who thought his action smacked of

pelitical coddling. Sﬁbéequantly, Senator Connally, in

14Garson, Tha Democratic Party and the Polxtacs of
' Bectionalism, pp. 13=15, 16=26,.

;sﬁcKay,"Taxa3'9ﬁlitica, p. 382,
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collaboration with Congressman Howard W. Smith of Virginia,
initiated legislation to prohibit labor disputes from
interfering with war production and to make political con-
tributions by unions illegal. Connally's efforts clearly
reflected Texans' desires "to prevent labor from securing
more political and economic gains from the war," and to
discourage "the growing partnership of the Democrats and
the labor unions." The ensuing struggle @vér the Smithe
Connally Act (the president vetoed the bill but was
overriden) exemplified the growing division between the
administration and the conservatives, and exposed the in-
creasing influence of the urban coalition within the
councils of the Democratic party. This revelation and its
attendant suggestion "that the administration and its con-
gressional supporters were now more susceptible":to the
demands of liberal intellectuals, union organizers, and
civil rights advocates, presented an ominous threat to the
political structure of the South, including Texas. Con-
sequently, southern conservatism rapidly evolved "into a

- reinvigorated, self-conscious southernism, "

During 1943 and 1944, a series of potentially explosive

political events intensified sectional identity and

broadened the base of mppéaition to FDR's administration

leGaraon;‘Tha ﬁﬁmbcfutic‘Fartz'and”theiPolitics;gg
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among Texas Democrats, In the summer of 1943, CIO leader-
ship, convinced that the Sest means cf.achiaviag their
aspirations was through the direct influence of government
policy, created the Political Action Committee (PAC) to
serve as labor's political arm. Designe&itq.farmulate and
publicize labor's legislative programs, raise election
campaign contributions, and meobilize voters, the CIO-FAC
claimed to be nonpartisan.17 But the close relationship
between President Roosevelt and Sidney Hillman, chairman of
the PAC and former head of the Office of Production Manage~
went, predluded in the minds of most conservative Texané
any possibility of the organization's neutrality or of the
adminigtration's detachment, Thus, the PAC's endorsement
of FDR for a fourth term in 1944 came as no surprise. The
announcement formalized the labor~Democratic party alliance
and reaffirmed for anti-New Deal Texans the declining pres-
tige and authority of the South within the councils of the
Democratic garty;la_

Likewise ominous was Roosevelt's vacillating asso-

ciation with the Negro community. Negroc leaders since the

beginning of'the war had pressured the'prasidegt to

17,

lonzo L. Hamby,"Ba%en&’theﬁﬁ@ﬁ'ﬁaals‘ﬁarrg S.

- Pyyman and American LibeYalism (New York: Columbia

tUniversity Press, 1973), Pe 34

181nterview with Mrs. F.R. Carlton, Dallas, Texas,
20 August 1574,
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institutionalize the democratic ideals that the country was
fighting for overseas. Careful with what he realized could
be a potentially volatile relationship, the president dis-
creetly steered to the middle of the road, anxious not to
offend either Negroes or southerners. But Roosevelt's
cautious approach to Negro leaders arcused resentment among
many Texas conservatives whe believed that his ambivaient
position on racial issues was an ungualified solicitation
for their support. Further, his equivocal deprecation of
racial violence in the Squth during the summer of 1943
(which included a two~day riot in Beaumcnﬁ), the social wele
fare proposals mentioned in his 1944 sState of the Union
address, and the administration's surreptitious overtures
lmade to &@groes, convinced many Texans that FDR placed a
high priority on the support of influential Negroes. Even
though no formal alliénca emerged betwéen Negroes and the
a&miniatratidn; gectional rhetoric flourished as Texans'
- confidence in Roosevelt éateriarateﬁ_furhher.lg

Additional confirmation that the administration was
courting the favor of the urban coalitionméacurred in March
1944, when the Supreme Court declared thai the exclusion of
Negroes from the Texas Democratic primaries was unconstitu-

tional. Texas Democrats had contended that party primaries

lgGaxson,?Th& ﬁemmcratidjﬁzrty“an&“tﬁ&:Fdxiticg of
Sectionalism, pp. 60-72, $1-90; interview with Mrs, Nowlin
Randolph, Austin, Texas, 13 Saptemher 1974.
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were private functiong of the party, not elections, and
that Negro participation in such activities was prohibited
on the grounds that they were ineligible for party member-

ship. The Smith v. Allwright decision, however, concluded

that the party primaries were an integral function of the
state's election machinery, and while not an election as
such, they were an important step in the electoral process.
- To deny Negroes the opportunity to share in that process,
therefore, was a violation of khe ¥ifteenth Amendment,
Because the president had appointed most of the Supreme
Court justices, and because he was an alleged pawn of civil
rights advocates, anti-New Deal forces in the Lone Star
State reasoned that Roosevelt had played & significant role
iﬁ the Court's ruling. The subsequent enfranchisement of
. the Hegro, they feared, wpuld set a precaéent, and, conse~
quently, encourage the so-called Roosevelt coalition to
push for further reforms in both the political and social
structure of the Sauth.zo

In the 1940s, during presidential election years,
Texas Democrats held two state conventions, one in May, the
other in September. The spring meeting, or Presidential
convention, selected delegates to and devised strategy for

- the national canvention and named the party's presidential

ngnterview with Merritt H. Gibson, Lbngview, Texas,
13 July 1974,
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electors.  The fall convention, or Governor's convention,
certified the proceedings of the May gathering and any
state primaries held during the intervening menths. With
the specter of Reconstruction rising from the past, anti-
administration Texas conservatives gained control of the
State Presidential Convention in May 1944, and headed for
the ﬂemaeratic'ﬂatiqnal émnvention ih Chicago determined
to free the party from the subjugation of the northern
uxhanwliberalwcaalitichZI

In the Windy Citﬁ, the national credentials committee
faced rival delegations from Texas, one consexrvative, the
other liberal, and both claiming to be the legitimate voice
of Lone Star Democrats. Unable to reconcile the apposing.
factions, the committee suggested that both delegations be
seated and their‘votea'équally divided. When the con-
vention accepted this recommendation, the conservative
delegation walked cut in protest, dramatically demon-
strating the depth of anti-administration feelings among
Texas Democrats. Later in the fall, these anti-ﬂew-ﬁealérs,
failing to maintain control of the state party, exeateé an
independent thif#d party known as the Texas Regulars, Their
campaign to teach Texas voters the importance of voting

their principles rather than a party label failed initially

21Tollesan, "Rift in the Texas Democratic Party,"
pp. 22, 34~54; interview with Arch H. Rowan, Fort Worth,
Texas, 20 July 1974.
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to achieve its goal; the election results proved Roésevelt
still had inccntestable'control of the party. Nonetheless,
the Texas Regulars movement s;gnificantly‘confirmed the
deep schism which had been developipg within the Democratic
party since 1936 and ominously foreshadowed_the party's
future in the Lone Star State,2> |
Superficially, much of the party fancor of 1944 sub-
sided in 1945, especially.after the death of Roosevelt in
April, His successor, Harry S. Truman, was a man about
whom little was known, but who was friendly with all
factions of the party. Truman's senatorial friendships
with Sam Rayburn, Tom Connally, and John Nance Garner, led
anti~New Deal Texans to trust him with their confidence.
They also supported Truman because he did not seem liberal;
he simply did not fit the.Roosevelt pattern as a "liberal
crusader.“23 Consequently, Texas conservatives believed
that chances for the restoration of southern influence in
the pafty under Truman's direction were excellent, and that
future relations with the executive bianch and the national

24
party would be undoubtedly affable,

F T T T T T T B T T T A R T L R R A

22Tolleson, "Rift in the Texas Democfatlc Party,"
pp. 56=61, 69-108; McKay, Texas Politics, PP+ 444-454;
Gibson 1nterv1ew.

23Herbert S. Parmet, The Democratss The Years After
' FDR (New York: Macmillan Publishing Co., Inc., 19767,
P 18; Hamby, Beyond the New Deal, pp. 41, 45-47,

Glbson 1nterv1ew.
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Truman's honeymoon with Texas and southern Democrats,
however, was short~lived., As World War II drew to a close,
- the need to design substantial demobilization and recon-
version policies baéame more urgent if serious unemployment
and écenamic‘contraction‘waxa to be aveoided., After an

equivocal bout with Congress over creating a permanent Fair
.Emyloymant Practices Commission, a preliminary scrimmage
which pleased neither southern conservatives nor civil
rights advocates, Truman announced in September a 2l-point
program for recopvéxsion. In a lengthy message to Congress,
the president broadly outlined his postwar economic program
which included a recommendation for full employment legis-

. lation, a reguest to axténd price controls, and an appeal
for legislation to settle industrial diéputas. This pro~
hgram,claarly &emoﬁstratad Truman's "intention to preserve
the concept of a dynamic executive who would guide the
dire&tion of legislation,"” and who wanted to insgtitu~
tionalize and expand the reform spirit of the New Deal.

The enthusiasm which this plan generated among civil rights‘
~groups, labor unions, and social improvement organizations
left no doubt that Truman was aligning himself with the
urban coalition. As a result, many Texas Democrats became

disaffected with the administratian.as

25Garaon, The Democratic Party and the Politics of
' gectionalism, pp. l36-6l, 165; interview With W Clyde
Odeneal, Dallas, Texas, 17 August 1974.
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The Taft—Hartley Labbr-Manggement Relations Act passed
by Congress ih'midwsummer'1§47 was the first opportunity
disenchanted: Texans and other southern Democrats had to
change the direction of Truman's policies., A highly contro-
versial measure, the act substantially curbed the economic
power and political influence of the labor unions, and
equalized the advantages of management with those received
by labor during the New Deal. Because labor leaders and
liberals so strongly opposed this bill, anti~administration
Texans believed that if Truman would only sign it, he could
reinstate himself with the southern conservative wing of
the party.26 President Truman, however, concerned with
impressing the liberals of his qualifications as standard-
bearer for the 1948 election, vetted the bill., Although
Coagress.acted swiftly in overriding the veto, Truman won
the praises of middle-class liberals and organized labor
for his deéisive action. He created the opposite reaction,
however, from a growing coierie of.antimTruman Texas Demo~
crats who considered his veto a deliberate disregard of
presupposed southern support.27

Texas' relations with Washington became even more

stralned over the 1ssue of tldelands ownershlp. In early

...........................................................

2GCarlton interview

2-]\’b-‘:azrfsc»rx, The Democratic Party and the Politics of
" Sectionalism, pp. 214*19: Carlton, Odeneal interviews.
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September 1945, President Truman decided, in the interest
of conserving valuable offshore oil deposits, to place ﬁhe
country's coastal tidelands under the jufisdiction of the
federal government, A chorus of protest immediately arose
from Texas, California, and southern politicians who «
claimed that to remove the tidelands from the management of
the states would mean surrendering the revenues from oil
leases to the federal govermment. This income, they said,
was invaluable to the fiscal administration of their states.
Texas Congressman Hatton W. Sumners led the opposition to
the administration's scheme and introduce& guit claim legis-
lation calling on the fedexaligavernm&nt to renounce its
rights to the disputed coastal axeaa.h President Truman,
however, unable "to approve a measure aimed to nullify his
own proclamation,” vetoed the resolution in July, 1946.%8
Initially, the tidelands controversy was national in
gcope. In the summer of 1947, however, when the Justice
Department filed suit in federal court against the offshore
claims of Texas and Louisiana, the issue took on regional
implications. It represented to many opponents "a prime
example of the much~feared widening of tﬁaﬁdmmiﬁ&on of the
29

federal government.” The question of states' fights

IZBGarson,JThe BﬁMburatic‘Partx‘and“the'?olitics‘gg
' gectionalism, pp. 161-163. |

2%1pid., p. 163.




versus national rights, "“the lagguage of the sectional con=-
Ktxoversy," rapidly became paramount, At ﬁhe‘SQuthern
Governors' Conference held in Ashville, North Carolina, in
October, the question of tidelands ownership received con-
siderable attention., Governor Beauford Jéster of Texas
assuwed leadership and earnestly pleaded @ith his col=-
leagues "for regional solidarity in defenéa of regional
causes." Other southern governors guickly realized "the
theoretical implications of the 'loss' of land previously
thought to be [their] own," and pledged their support
against further encroachment of the federal govermment into
areas of state control. The tidelands issue thus succeeded,
where other conﬁroversi&é had not, in unifying southern
thought and awakening within southerners é sense of col~
lective identity. Govarnbr Jester, for his part, “appeared
to be the southern governor whose oppositian te federal
policies was most apt to persist and, perhaps, haxrden into
outright resistance."Be
Anti-~administration Texas Democrats $o¢n had further
évi&enee that Truman was aggressively 5&&31@@ the support
of the urban ccalition. Quietly in December 1946, after
numerous occurances of racial violence in the South during

the summer and early fall, Truman created the President's

30Gary clifford Ness, "The States' Rights Democratic
Movement of 1948" (Ph.D. dissertation, Duke University,
1972)’ ppi 17*190



21

Committee on Civil Righté “tolinveatigateilaw enforcement
proceduxés and reccmmén& measures to aafeéuard-the civil
rights of minorities. ">t Potentially,‘tkis committee, com-
posed of several distinguished liberals, constituted a
serious threat to the social fabric of the South, although
Truman hoped southerners would accept the committee as
merely an investigatory bedy. Hany Taxané,‘hawevwr, had
little doubt about Truman's ideological predilections, and
they knew that in the interest of attracting Negro support,
the pieai&éﬁt's move was "an irreveraibleéacmmitment to the
cause of civil rights.“sz |

Tﬁice duaring 1947, ?ruman?s'xhatoric{seemed to reaf~
firm this commitment. On June 30, addras%ing an NAACP
rally in Washington, Truman advocated the%nged for legis~
lation to end &iécximinaﬁion. The president did'nbt commit
hinself to any Specific‘recommendations, @uﬁ Negro leader-
ghip, nenetheless,.axﬁremsed confidence in his intentions,
- Also during this time,‘the'Pkesident‘s Committee on Civil
Rights had been deliﬁ&ratingf and in October published its

report with the inauépidimus“title;‘§3’8e¢ure These Rights.

This ra30rt.ho$d;y indicted Jim Crow as tﬁe source of

'BLHarvard Sitkoff, "Harryry Truman and the Election of

1948: The Coming of Age of Civil Rights in American Poli-
tias,“‘ﬁburual‘gg’svuthern'ﬁistcry 37 (November, 1971): 599,

BEHamby,‘Béypndftha‘NEW‘Eéal}:p.'183} Gibmon'interview:
quote is from Garson, The Democratic Party and the Polities
" of Sectionalism, p. 202. ’
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minority group problems and shrewdly suggested several pro-
cedux&é that the government could inaugurate to elimiﬁate
racial discrimination., President Truman éxamined the rec-
ommendations and, subsequently, announcéthis satisfaction
with the findings. Here again,i:however, he made no overt
promise to implement any of the pr@posals;ag |

Until Truman's incursion into therrace issue in 1947,
Texas Democrats who felt alienated from the administration
and the inner councils of the party had little reason to
seriously contemplate bolting the national dxganization.'
Hostility to Truman's policies was far from unified; senti~
ments in most areas rénged from a passive disapprévalof
national interference in state affairs to a mildly active
antagonism to its spread. The list of grievances which
Texans allegedly suffered during the Roasévelt_and Truman
years, while lengthy, lacked catalytic properties capable
of kindling a full-scale rebellion., But in the spring of
.1948; President Truman #Bdcheé a nerve which sent the Dixie
wing of the Democratic party into convulsdons.

On February 2, acting upon campaign strat?gy for the
approaching election, Truman asked Congress for legislation
to guarantee the civil rights of minorities. The votes of

the urban coalition he was told were morejimportant to his

33Gan§on,"The‘ﬁemﬁ¢rafi¢ ?art%_an&jt%efPalitics‘gg
' Sectionalism, pp. 227, 221-25; Sitkoff, THarry Truman and
the Election of 1948," pp. 599-600.
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chances of success than those of the South. Likewise, he
could confidently initiate any policies he wished; the South
was so bound to party traditions that it was powerless to
rally any significant unified resistance.34 But Truman's
strategists underestimated the strength and depth of poli-
tical dimcontent which had been steadily growing since the
early days of the New Deal., The president's speech clearly
constituted a threat to the social, political, and economic
structure of the South of greater magnitude than had been
theretofore realized, The civil rights méssgge bridged the
gap of disunity and became the spark which ignited the fuse

. .18
to the southern Democoratic rebellion of 1943.35

34Garsang Tﬁe‘EémwcraticfPaggz‘and”thefvdlitica'gg
" Sectionalism, pp. 230-31; Hamby, Beyvond the Kew Deal,

35Gibson interview; Ness, "The States' Rights Demo-
cratic Movement of 1948," pp. 37-38.




CHAPTER II
A SEASON OF RHETORICAL DISSENSION: SPRING, 1948

Harry S. Truman was the first president gince Recon-
gtruction to recommend ﬁa Congress a totally comprehensive
legislative program on.civil rights. Incorporating most of
the proposals suggested by his Committee on Civil Rigbts,
President Truman, on Pebruary 2, 1948, called for abolition
of the poll tax, anti-lynching legislation, prohibition of
digcrimination in interstate transportation, curtailment of
segregation in the armed forces and civil service, and a
permanent PEPC, With this-proclamation, fruman unegquiv=-
acally'committa& his adminigtration "to the advancement of
equal opportunity and legal rights for Negroes," and simul-
ﬁaneéusiy spawned a storm of protest from Dixie Democrats.l

In Texas, Governor Beauford Jéster néted that the
civil rights message was indicative of the liberal trend
threatening to degﬁroy the principles of ﬁhe feﬁeﬁal system
upon which the United States was founded. ' Likewise, Repre-
sentatives.emar Burleson of Anson aﬁﬁ_Eﬂ @oas@tt of Wichita
Falls criticized the President for his aem@gqquery and his
crass surrender to the caprices of the uxban coalition at

the expense of southern fidelity. Senator Tom Connally

IHamby,*B@ycnd;tha'ﬁaw Deal, p. 214.

24



25

‘also railed against Truman's program calling it a viclation
of the Constitution, a total disregard for Democratic party
traditions, and an unambiguous invasion of states' rights,
Thus, while liberals and Negrosleaders hailed Truman's pro-
posals, official Texas reaction was noticeably nggative.2
It is instructive to note that just a ﬁéw weeks before
Truman's address, several Texas and southern Democrats, who
were disenchanted with the administration, had met.in con-
ference at New Orleans té discuss e;ganiziag‘grass roots
opposition to the President.3 - Prominent ﬁm@nq the partidi~
pants were Merritt Gibson of Longview andjpalmer Bradley of
Houston. Gibson, a conservative attorney who had gerved
two terms in the Texas State Legislature and twice as the
County Judge of Gregg County, was a member of the State
Democratic Executive Committee in the early 1940s, and then
director of the Texas Regulars movement in 1944. Gibson's
lifelong residence in East Texas, an area of the state
politically, philosophically, and geographically contiguéus
to the South, undoubtedly had a compelling effect upon his

adherence to traditional Democratic party principles, and

2Neas, "The States' Rights Democratic Movement of
1948," pp. 38~39; Dallas Morning Wews, 4 February 1948;
- Wew York Times, 29 FeEruary 1 ¢ Pe 1,

3Marritt H., Gibson to Arch Rowan, l4 January 1948,
Box 2, Folder "Correspondence," Palmer Bradley Papers,
Houston Metropolitan Research Center, Houston Public
Library, Houston, Texas (hereafter cited as Bradley
Papers).



26

~gave him a perspective on congtitutional government that
clearly reflected the region's condeptual?d&votion to
states' rights. His political and gersonél'éxpexiences
made him a natural leader at tﬁe New Orleans conference,
and even before Truman issuved his e¢ivil rights'manifesto,
Gibson believed that the administration could be successe
fully challenged without abandoning the Démocratic party.%
Palmer Bradley was a lawyer by profassion and an |
authority on oil and_gas law; During the 1920s, with a
few friends from the Houston area, he helped create a
small bﬁi profitable petroleum enterprise. A native of
Tioga, a hémlet fifty milgs-north_gf Dallas, Bradley had a
atrdng sentimental éttachment to the COnfgderacy aﬁd was
adamanﬁlg devoted to the principles for wﬁidh it stood.
- This loyalty made'him aﬁt#gonistic tawardgthe Republican
party and increasingly hostile toward theinemacratic’partye
for ité treatment of the South during the 1930s and 1940s,
Although he was sympathetic toward the elderly and sup-
portive 0£ such‘measures as 6l&~age pensiéﬁs and social
security, Bradley was, nonetheless, distrﬁstful of the
federal government's interference in the affairs of the
states and the people. Like Gibson, Bradley was greatly

concerned with the growing influence of the urban-liberal

'QGibson interview; Gibson to author, 25 November
1974, -
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coalition, but he was initially resigned to defying Truman
without deserting the party.s

At the New Orleans conference, the tidelands guestion
and the issues raised by the President's Committee on Civil
Rights became the central themes of opposition. Plans were
laid to unify regional resistance at the forthcoming Demo=-
cratic national convention, and Governor Jester, who had
emerged as the champion‘of states' rights in the tidelands
fight at the October Southern deernors' éonference, was
chosen as the peraonaliﬁy around which the resistance would
revolve, Truman's civil rights message, coming as it did
shortly after this maetiﬁg, only added tinder to an
already smoldering £ire.S

The President's civil rights mésaage?stiffened anti=
administration opposition in Texas, and an atmosphere of
regentment and outrage swiftly replaced the confident calm
of the New Orleans meeting. Because national party leaders
failed to compromise Truman's proposals, many anti-Truman
Texas Democrats aligned themselves with Mississippi Gover-~
nor Fielding L, Wright when he called for a South-wide

conference to organize plans for an all-out fight against

SRohert L. Bradley to author, 6 November 1974; inter-
view with Robert L, Bradley, Houston, Texas, 7 August 1974.

6Gibson to Rowan, 14 January 1948, Box 2, Folder
"Correspondence,” Bradley Papers, Jester was not in
attendance at this meeting, ;
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the administratien.7

More ceynical and zealous Texans,
enraged over the administration's appareht indifference
to 3outbern traditions aﬁd life styles, freely encouraged
"unbridled fears of federal encroachment and racial amal-
=gamatioxi.“a Rumors that Texans might again participate in
an independent movement similar to the Texas Regulars of
1944 spread ragidly as Governor Jester wag urged to endorse
Governor Wright's petitién and support "a favorable program
for Southern political emanciﬁétion.“g

By February 7, this mood of indignation was trans-
mitted to Wakulla Springs, Florida, where nine southern
‘governora; including Jester, met to consider the region's
problems with Negre education. The issues raised by the
President's proposals, however, became the focus of their
.attention as they cautiously considered how best to handle
the potential crisis. The group eventually decided that a

special committee should confer with National Party

7Telegrams, J. Hart Willis to Fielding L, Wright, and
Gibson to E.B. Germany, 10 February 19248, Foldexr "1948
Correspondence,” and clippings, Scrapbock #1, Mrs. F.R.
Carlton Papers, Residence, Dallas, Texas (hereafter cited
as Carlton Papers).

8Ness, "The states’ Rights Democratic Movement of
l1948," p. 39.

palias Morning News, 5, 7 February 1948; telegrams,
Arch Rowan to Jester, and Rice Tilley to Jester, 6 Feb-
ruary 1948, Box 4-14/93, Folder "Southern States' Rights
'Revolt' Data," Governor Beauford H, Jester Papers, Texas
State Library and Archives; Austin, Texas (hereafter cited
as Jester Papers).
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Chairman J. Howard McGrath, and inform him of the region's
determination to seek retaliatory action if Truman did not
reverse his civil rights policiea. Governar‘a. Strom Thur-

mond of South Carclina was selected tm chair the committee
which would reconvene at the Southern Govaznoxs' Conference
scheduled for March 13 in Washington, D.C., and recommend a
course of action to the united body. Anti-administration
Texas Democrats, generally pléased with tlhe governors'
action, subsequently pledged their full support to Jester
who had also been selected to serve on this special
committee.lo

The support which Jester received as a result of his

participation in this meeting was not unexpected. Jester
was an exceedingly aggregaive'individual with a politically
keen mind, and it wéaAgenerally ackncwle&ééd that the
Coriscana native had won the 1946 governor's race by virtue
of a large anti~-CIO/PAC vote., His campaign pronouncements
on Negroes and labor unionism indicated he occupied a de-
cidedly conservative position. His subsaquant'denunciation
of Truman and the Supreme Court for its stand on the v
qgeatian of tidelands ownership revealed a strong determi-

nation to resist the incursions of the fédexa15government

: 1enalraa‘Moxn1n News, 8, 9 February 1948; New York
Times, 7 February I§§8, P. 1, and 8 February 1948, p. 1;
clippings, Scrapbook #1, Carlton Papers; Tilley to Jestar,
9 February 1948, Box 4-14/93, Folder "Civil Rights
(Favoring Governor's Stand)," Jester Papers.
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into state affairs, It was not idle talk when Jester's
name was mentioned as a leading seuﬁhern'opponent to Pres-
ident Truman's policies.ll

Although desiring a compromise from national party
leaders to close the breach within the Democracy, Jester,
nevertheless, wanted the South's position to be clearly
understood. Not only was the issue of civil rights
agitating the region, he believed, but the controversy
over tidelands waﬁ-likeﬁise unresolved and clearly a
matter of contention between the coastal states and the
federal government. Jester saw both issues as an invasion
of states' rights, ana he wanted the administration to
realize that if it continued to pursue pclicies repugnant
to the South, southern support of Truman at the July
national conventiocn would be éeriously jeopardized. Before
the meeting with MoGrath, however, he declined to apenly'
commit himself t6 a party bolt, hoping instead that a
settlement agreeable to all factions within the party could
be reached.lz

Shortly before the special committee was to meet with

McGrath, Democratic congressmén from Mississippi and Scouth

llCIippzngs, SOrapback #1, Carlton Fagers; Gibson
interview; Caflton interview; Odeneal interview.

lzJeﬁter to Governors Thurmond, Laney, Cherry, and
William M. Tuck, 20 February 1948, Box 4-14/93, Foldex
"Civil Rights," Jester Papersy Ballas Morning News,
11 February 1948,
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Carolina urged sodthérn congressiocnal delegations to unite
behind the governors in‘a éanéemnaticn of Truman's ciﬁil
‘rights proposals. The Texas delegation, however, was
reluctant to follow this spggegtion, choosing instead ic
'maintain'its traditional practice of not Eindinq,indivﬁﬂnal
members to bloc action§.  Nevertheless, seven Texans, Ed
. Gossett of Wichita Fails;.Tom Pickett of Palestine, Olin
Teague of College Station, W.R., Poage of\ﬁa&e, 0.C, Fiahér
of San Angelo, Wingate Lﬁcaﬁ of Grapevine, and Lindley
Beckworth of Gladewater, attended a caucus ‘of fifty~-three -
southern House Dammcrats.' Goasatt, as spakesman for the
Texans, offered é r@&oiution which "decried the proposed
civil rights legislatxon ag ‘an invasion of the sovereignty
of the states and {an} enlargemant of fedaral power far
beyond its clear limitation by t he'CcnstLtutien.'“la The
éaucus‘summarily ado@ted this and other resclutions, and
appéinted a ﬁwelv@-man ﬁelegation, including Gossett, to
accompany the southern gévernbrs when thag presented their
protest to McGrath.14 _ |

On February 23,_the‘éontherﬁlécvernoxs‘ special
‘committee and the House &élegation.of'nixée.nemocrata

conferrad with the naticnal party Qhairmaﬁ for an hour

13
Dallag Mornmn% Newﬁ, 18, 20 February 1948. Quote
is from 21 February 9

4pia., 22 February 1948.
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~and a half, The méatingrwas cordial but unproductive,
MeGrath was "accommodating and reasurring,” but he stead-
fastly declined to advise the administration to make any
changes in its civil rights or tidelands policies, He
offered to support the adoption of the weak civil rights
plank of 1944 in the 1948 party platfa:m,]but suchfaction,
he confessed, would change ﬁothipg.ls Governor Thurmond
was.likewiaa ﬁnyialding and promised that the leaders of
the Democratic party "will soon realize that the South is

1€ Governor gester agreed with

no longer 'in the bag'.”
the South Carolinian and noted that the conference had
widened "the breach in party ranks.“17

The'refusal of Chairman McGrath to méve toward compro-
mise with southerh Democrats on the question of civil
rightspgavé'new-nrgency‘te the problem of how to induce
the national ﬁemoératic party'té be more considerate of
the desires of its southern members., Texans were by no
means united on how best to achieve this goal. Some party

leaders suggested working the problem out in the state and

15A short, informative description of the conference
based on the transcript of the meeting is found in Garson,
" The Democratic Party and the Politics of Sectionalism,
P. 2309,
- 16

Mpallas Morning News, 24 February 1948,

New York Times, 24 February 1948, p. 1.
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support of the President and the national party organi-
zation., A considerable portion of the State Democratic
Executive Committee, including Chairman Rébert W. Calvert
of Hillsboro, a leader of the Democratic loyaliats in . the
intraparty feud 6f 1944, pledged themselves to follow
Governor Jesﬁer'a leadership., Only a faw;Texas Democrats
advocated unilatéral action or a bolt of th&‘party.la

While official reaction from key staﬁe leaders and
party functionaries tended to confuse tha'political land-
gcape, grass roots iﬁsuxgénts who desired a complete b:eak
from the national party, moved independently of the state
organization to unite and sustain the growing hostility to
the President. Eager to capitalize on Jester's conspicious
animosity toward Truman,'administration foes such as Palmer
Bradley, Merritt Gibson, and Lloyd E. Price of Fort Worth,
adviged the gdvernox to take "forthright and open action
against the national organization that has repudiated and
seceded from the timeless principles on which the party
wl®

wag founded.,

181pid., 25, 26 February 1948,

19833 telegram, Gibson to Jester, 24 February 1948,
Box 4-14/93, Folder "Civil Rights (Favoring Governor's
- Btand)," letter, Bradley to Paul H. Brown, 8 March 1948,
and memo, Brown to Jester, 10 March 1948, Box 4-14/93,
Folder "Southern Governors' Conference," Jester Papers.
Quote is from Lloyd Price to Jester, 25 February 1948,
Box 4~14/93, Folder "Civil Rights (Favoring Governor's
Stand) ," Jester Papers.
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organizations, unified only by their opposition to Truman,
discusseé the crisis facing southern Democrats and urged
Jester *to fight for the Scouth in her last stand to pre-
serve state.sovereignty.“ze 7

Typical of local opposition groups was the Southern
Democratic Club of pallas. Since organizing in April,
1944, to block "the domination of the Democratic Party by
the radical element under the leadership of Henry Wallace,"
‘the Smuthexn?nemoeratie Club had worked tirelessly to pro-
mote grass roote participation in county, state, and
ﬁational politics in an attempt to return loccal self-

government to the §aople;%l

Led by club president J. Hart
Willis and executive committee chairman E,B. Germany, both
prominent Da@las attornies, and,exacutive.viceupreaident

Mary Carlton, secretary-treasurex of the Lone Star School-

book Depository, the club's 200-p1u$‘membérship successfully

promoted the ideals of conservative southern Democrats
throughout Dallas and the neighboring counties. As early
as 1945, the1orgénizatioﬁ's'leaders had considered creating

a conservative southern political party, but no affirmative

zeTelegram, J. Hart Willis et al to Jester, 27 Feb-
ruary 1948, Folder "1248 Correspondence," Carlton Papers.

2lcariton to Editor, Wichita Daily Times, 4 March
1946, Folder “Correspondence to 1948," Carlton Papers.
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22 Shortly after McGrath rejected

action had been taken,
the southern governors' request that Truman reconsider his
proposed civil rights reforms, however, the club met in
executive session and.initiate& plans for eventually con-
trolling the state party machinery and propagating the
ideology of conservative southern Demccrats.zs

| Governor Jester, meanwhile, found himself occupying
an unenviable political position., Although applauded by
some for his sharp criticism of Truman's civil rights pro-
posals and the administration's general position on the
question of tidelands ownership, the governor worried
about the support he would receive from the State Executive
Committee, Torn by schisms which erupted in 1944, the
executive committee was rife with conservative and liberal
factions, each competing to dominate the party machinery.
Jester desperately needed the backing of the state organi-
zation if hé intended to win reelection in the fall; to
alienate unnecessarily oheigroap at the expense of the

othar cauld have a profaund effect upon that ambltlon.24

charlten to E.B. Germany, 5 April 1%45, and Carlton
to E.E. Tawnes, 20 september 1946, Folder "Correspondence
to 1948;" Carlton to Gibson, 30 January 19248, Folder "1948
Correspondence,® Carlton Papers,

23pinutes, Executive Committee Meeting, Southern
Democratic Club, 10 March 1948, Folder "States' Rights
Migcellaneous," Carlton Papers.

24zowan interview.



the continuation of the present poiicy of treating the-
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‘ While'thebgovernor wrestled with this dilemma, Party Chair-

man Calvert was in Dallas addressing a meeting of the
County Democratic Executive Committee. In his speech,
Calvert intimated that Texas Democrats might desert Truman
but not the party. "The only hope of salvation for the
South," he said, "lies in remaining in the Democratic party
and fighting aggressively for party policy whicﬁumeets the
approval of the people of the South." He suggested that
Texas Democrats could best voice their protest against
Truman by sending an uninstructed delegation to the Demo-
cratic national convention, Jester subsequently endorsed
Calvert's plan in an effort to maintain control of the
state party while still displaying his regugnance for
Truman's policies. In so doing, he began steering a course
to the middle-of-the-road,?>

Merritt Gibson and Palmer Bradley, fearing that the
lessons of 1944 were being ignored, quickly castigated
Jester for his decision tb follow Calvert's lead. Gibson
was concerned most with the fact that Jester failed "to
take a firm étand or to advocate any plan of action beyond
the Philadelphia convention." If the leaders of the Demo-
cratic party in Texas "take this position in advance of

the national convention,® Gibson said, "we may be sure of

‘zsnﬁllas'Mbrning‘NQWs, 29 February and 6 March 1948,
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South with contempt and scarn."zs

Bradley, likewise dis-
tuxbed by Jeéter's position, echoed Gibson’s anxiety. In a
letter to his friend Paul Brown, Texas Secretary of Sﬁaﬁe,
he said, "Any protest that we make will be entirely inef-
fective unless we are prepared to go beyond the Philadelphia
convention." Without such preparation, Bradley aéded, "we
are going to be morally b¢un& to support the nominee of the
convention," The Houston lawyer did not want to "let
matters drift," but instead desired to aeé Jester commit
fhe_&tata‘ﬂemacratic party to a long-range course of action,
one reflecting the dissidence of Texas Democrats.?’
Cognizant that the support of cﬁnaarVaﬁiv& Texas Demo=-
crats was beginning to waver, Governor Jester traveled to
washington on March 12 for the gathering of the southern
governors, a8 agreed at Wakulla Springs. Upon arriving,
Jester quick;y discevared that the temperament of the South
“generally paralleled the anti-adminiatration sentiment
expreaséd in Texas, and that the number of southern gover-
-nors willing to initiate reprisals had increased since
their m@etihg on February 23. An atmosphere of dissatis-
faction with MeGrath's intransigence and Truman's continued

advocacy of civil rights permeated the conference and

26@ibson to Bradley, 7, 6 March 1948 Box 2, Folder
"Correspondence,” Bradley Papers,

27Bradley to Brown, 8 March 1948, Box 4-14/93,
Folder "Southern Governors* canference,“ Jester Papers.




38

helped the participants focus their efforts on deciding how
best to répu&iate the aéminiatration.zs _

After a day of discussion led by Strom Thurmond, the
eight southern governors who-atﬁended the conference issued
an eleven page manifesto "added at keeping Mre Truman'or
any other advocate of hig civil rights pr@gxam from being
nominated or elected,"2’ Specifically, the document
labeled Trum&n's actions as an attempt "to break down the
tradiens, cu§toms and laws of the states dealipg with sepa-
“ ration of the races." It called‘ugon.souﬁhérners, working )
within the party stxuatu%e; to repﬁdiate the éxistipg party
leadership, to oppose the civil rights pxdgxam‘and those
who sympathized with it,~and tQiuxgeﬂﬂwha‘reétoration of-
the two~thirds rule in the Democratic nat;oﬁal convention.
The method through which this action might be implemented
was left to the individual states because of their varied
election laws and party procedures, The ﬁcst gignificant
resolution, and the one which most clearly suggested the
poasibility'of a southern revolt, was tha;gcvexners' recom-
mendation to southerners that they withhold their states’
électoral eollége=v0tes from any nominee of the national

Democratic party who advocated "such invasions of state

zBDallaa‘Mﬁxnin"Newa, 13 March 1948; Ness, "The
States' Rights Democratic Movement of 1948," pp. 53-57.
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Dallag Morning News, 14 March 1948.
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sovereignty as those proposed [by Truman]." Each signatory
pledged to exert his influence in his respective stﬁta to
achieve thialgoal. In signing this document, Governor
Jester made a firm commitment and placed Texas directly in
in the front lines in the battie against Truman.ao

The following week, Governor Jester proceeded to make
comments portending continuous resistence to Truman and his
policies. The southern governors' deélaration of March 13,
Jester said, made "'a clear case that Democratic leaders
have moved away from the principles of party and of Consti-
tutional government.'" Unless the President was willing to
"change his ways," the governor predicted, he would find
himself facing an uninstructed, and possibily hostile, Texas
delegation at the natiehal convention iﬁ July.al Despite
these remonstrations, hdwever, the governor continued to
counsel resolving the guarrel within the party. Jester's
reluctance to support a third party movemént or a ?arty

4bolt greatly disappointed Texaa Dechratlc insurgents.32

BOCoyy,:Committee Report Adopted by Southern
Governors' Conference, 13 March 1948, Box '2, Folder
"Miscellaneous," Bradley Pagexs.

alnallas Morning News, 20, 16 March 1948,

325, Hart Willis to Governor William Tuck, 12 April
1948 Box 4-14/93, Folder "Civil Rights (Favoring Gover-
nor's Stand)," Jester Papers; Roy Sanderford to Wright
Moxrrow, 13 Aprll 1948, Folder "Political File," Roy SBan-
derford Papers, Residence, Temple, Texas (hereafter cited
as Sanderford Papers}.
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On the weekend following the Southern Governors' Con-
ference in Waghington, the State ?grty Chairmen of Arkansas
and Mississippi issued an invitation to all "States' Rights
Dém@cxata from all the States," to attend a conference in
Jackson, Mississippi on May 10. The purpose of the meeting
was to draft a statemeni-of “basicZAm&ricanIyrinciples of
States’ Riqhts,“ and to take decisive staps "as may be
deemed proper and necassary for the presenvatxen of Congti-
tutianalfgovexnment.“ In effect, tha=con£erence.wouldr
consider creating a separate political pamﬁy, and "holding
« « . a Southern Democratic convention to nominate Dixie's
own candidates for President and Vice-Fresident."33

At the same time the Jacksdn canfeteﬂca invitation was

submitted, a state-wide opinion survey was released which

indicated Texans‘ overwhelming opposition to Truman's civil

_rlghts proposals and their willxngness to vote a southern

Democrat president. Although the survey faxled to note
attitudes toward a third party movement, it was clearly

evident that Texans desired some kind of anti-administration

actian.34 Undouhtedly, Eerritt Gibaan coésiderad this when

I
4

SBGapy, Call for Canfexence of States"Rxghts Demo~
crats, 20 March 1948, Folder "Political File," Sanderford
Papers; Dallas Morning News, 24 March 1948,

34Mary Ellen Kublmann, “A Camparisonlof Texas and
National Public Opinion from August,/ 1946 Through,kugust,
1948" (Master's thesis, The University of: Texas, 1949},
PP 45 and 89,
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he accepted the invitation and announced ﬁhat Lone Star
Democrats would be represented at the Jackson m.eeting.35
Thus, Texas Democratic insurgents joined other southern
dissidents and took a s;Qnificant step toward buttressing
their rhetorical threats with resolute action.

As maﬁy Texas Democrats looked forward to answering
President Truman'é challenge at Jackson, local party
officials began to develop strategies for controlling the
upcoming preoinci and county conventions éo be held early‘
in May. Such control was important for it promised them

considerable influence at the state convention where the

_ party’s position on national issues would be formulated.

But while anti-administration feelings ran high, consid-
erable confusion and disunity prevailed on How best to
fhwart Truman's alledged invasion of states' rights., The
Dallas County Democratic Executive Comﬁi@ﬁee, for‘ekample,
began meeting in late March to discuss the direction in
which to steer its delegation to the state convention. The
group unanimously opposed the Presi&ent'siprogram, but was
divided on how best to demonstrate its anﬁagonism. The
dilemma facing the Democratic org&nizatioﬁ in Dallas County

was not‘unique. Around the state, other County Democratic
36

Executive Committees faced the same predicament. -

3Spallas Morning News, 24 March 1948,

36611gp1ngs, Scrapbook #1, Carlton Papers.
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To help reduce thisfindeciaion within local party orga-
nizations and to moderate growing dissent between evolving
rival factions, Governor Jester announced plans to launch a
state-wide grass—rootg campaign to create unity within the
party so that the voice of Texas Democrats would have an
impact at the national convention. In addition, Jester
rromised to deliver a major addresé at a fund-raising party
barbecue in Fort Worth to clarify what he believed should
be the position of Texas Democrats regarding a possible
party bolt, should Truman win the nomination,>’

Jester's optimistic call for party harmony, however,
failed to ﬁissi@ate the gathering cloude of dissension.
From the left, charges of party disloyalty were hurled at
both the governor and the State Democratic Executive Commit-
tee, Determined to pledge the Texas delegation to Truman,
Woodville Rogers of San Antonio, a former state senator,
and Dallas attorney Howard Dailey, leaders of the liberal
Democratic faction, denounced the Jester affair as a gath-
ering of anti~Trumanites and invited tru&lraxas.nemQCrats
to a xival barbecue to be held near Waco.>® on the right,
the Southern Democratic Club and other Loﬁe S8tar conser=—

vatives who oppesed Truman's nomination, invited Vigpginia

37na11as‘marning News, 30 March and 9 Zpril 1948,

381pid., 4 April 1948; Clippings, Scrapbook #1,
Carlton Papers.
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Governor William M. Tuck to address a party rally in Dallas
prior to the precinct and county conventions. In addition,
they urged Governor Jester to adhere to the pledge he made
in signing the sauthernngv&rnora',rasolution on March 13,
Instead of clearing, political skies over Texas were
becoming darker¢39

In the early evening of aprillzo, almost 1200 Texas
Demecrats gathered at Will Rogers Auditorium in Fort Worth
for music, square dancing, and barbecue., At the climax of
the festivities, Governor Jester strode to the microphone -
and delivered a speech that had a profound effect on Texas
Democratie politics in 1948.40_

In his opening remarks, Jester annouﬁced that "We
Southerners are troubled in our own house," and then, for
the remainder of his fifteen minute address, he castigated
what he believed waes the source of the xegien's problems:
President Txuman; his policies, and the n#tﬁonal Denocratic
party. Alluding to the urban-liberal coalitiqn's.growing
influence within.the national party, Jester claimed that
Truman had deliberately "] aunched a campa§gn of aggression

upon the sovereignty and Civil Rights of the Southern

States in the vain hope of winning the votes of

39Telegram, J. Hart Willis to Tuck, 1 April 1948,
Scrapbook #1, Carlton Papers; Sanderford to Jester, 13
April 1948, Polder "Political File," Sanderford Papers.

40pa11as Morning News, 21 April 1948,
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anti~Scuthern minorities in the boss-ridden cities of the
Nurﬁh and East." As a result of this, he continued, the
South was beiné fdeprived of fair and eqguitable represen~
tation in the councils of the Party." ?uxtﬁer, Jester
gaid, the abrogation of the two~thirds rule “"has brought
about the desperate courtship of [northern] minority groups
at thé_eﬁpénsa of the Party's iife-long [southern] Demo=-
crats." In rafaranée to the President's civil rights
program, Jester charged that it was a "sharp totalitarian
dagger . . . concealed beneath a false eldak'ef Democracy,"
and that not since Reccastructién had thé South expeﬁienced
such "insidious encroachments . . . upon [its] sovereignty
and gocial institutions." The confiscation of Texas tide-
lands, also, theugovernaf condlu&ed, was é "dangerous blow
aimed at States' rights and local_selffgoﬁernmantg“ 8ig~
nificantly, the question of race relations was not the
paramount issue, but only one of many complaints that
§outhern*a@duTexas Democrats had against the President.
According to the governor, the most immsdiate guestion
facing Texans was, "How can we hold back the onrushing

tide of centralized government which threatens to sweep
41

away the liberties inherent in home rule?"” _

4le¢py, Address by Governor Beauford H. Jester,
Texas Democratic Barbecue, 20 April 1948, Box 2,
Folder "Speeches," Bradley Papers.
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Jester's answer to this question was surprising.
Despite his substantial list of grievances against the
Truman a&miniétraticn and the national party leadership,
he counseled fellow Democrats to make their protest in a
responsible, contrcolled manner, "However bitter we are in

the knowledge of our grievances," he said, "we must not

“retaliate blindly and rashly. Resolute determination is

more likely to sclve cur prohlams.“42

Resolute determination. What did it mean? To Jester
it meant many things, but first and foremosi, it meant not
bolting the party. "Being Democrats by birth, by tra~
dition, and by belief, we have no voice in the conduct of
national affairs save through the Démocxatic Party.”" If we
destroy that Party," Jester cautioned, "we will have de~
étrayed our franchise." Resclute determination alsc meant
instructing the Texas delegétion to the national convention
to write into the party platform a plank supporting the
principles of states' rights and home rule. And finally,
the governor's solution meant sending the Texas delegation

to Philadelphia uncommitted as to a specifiic candidéte.

HAddélegation instructed as to principles is without bar-

‘gaining power if it is also instructed as to candidates,"

Jester contended. "We have no means of persudding a can=-

~didate to stand upon the platform which we.dgsire if we |

421psa.



46 -

pledge aﬁr support to him in advance. . . . The principles
involved are far more vital to Texas and the South than any
| can&idahe."43 |

State-wide reaction to Jester's Fort Worth address was
predictably mixed. Many of the state's leading newspapers
‘generallg.supported the.govarnor’s'plan oﬁ attack, but
liberal and conservative opinion was conspicuously divided.
Woodville Rogers, for example, shaxply rebuked Jester for
fraternizing with "Dixie Clacghorns, the mimics of Bilbo and
Rankin, and all but joining them.,"  He also noted that any
"party official or . . . democratic office holder who must
'hold his nose' to support the party leader is no aaset."44

The bulk of criticism aimed at Jester, however, came
from party conservatives, For example, Rie@axd C. Andrade,
a prominent conservative and indeﬁgndent dii producer from
Dallas, congratulated Jester fdr his stanq against Truman,
but guestioned the.governer's wisdom in suﬁpoftipg the
President should he win the nomination, nikewisa, John Lee
Smith of Lubbock, former Texas Lieutenant Governor, comss ui
mended Jester for his opposition to Truman, but believed

tha method whlch he chose ta demonstrate hxs antagonzsm

43

44Misﬁiasippi's Senator Bilbo and Representative
Rankin, two of the South’s most ardent New Dealers, were
also two of the region's most vicious raczsts. Clippings,
Scrapbook #1, Carlton Papers.

Ibid.
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constituted "a pitiful surrender of {the]'splendia position
[he] had heretofore‘taken és one of the &pﬁnsors of inde~
pendent action on the part of the South." ‘J; Hart Wiliis,_
at a scheduled meeting of the Southern Democratic Club the
day following the Fort Worth barbecue, also declared his

disappeintment with the governor's pledge of party regu-

‘larity. Although Jester beliQVeé,that his announced

position was not a surrender of his principles, his critics
. . , 5
were not so easily conv1ncad.4
Less than two weeks after Jester had broadcast his

statement, precinct and county conventions convened acrogs

- the stabe and wrestled with the problems facing the Texas

Democracy. The biggest issue was the guestion of sending
an uninstructed delegatian to the natiocnal conventman as
Jester had requested. The state's more populous counties,
such as Dallag, Tarrant, ﬁarrla, and Bexar, found them=-

selves in especially tight battles over this matter. Most

States' Righters believed that they could support an unin-

structed delegation proVi&ad it opposed all candidates
favoring Truman's civil rights proposals. The moderates
endorsed Jester's request that tha'aelagation be sent unin-

structed as to candzdatea but pledged to suhsaquently

45pndrade to Jester, 22 April 1948, Box 4-14/111,
Folder “Correspondence 1948," and Smith to Jester, 27
April 1948, Box 4-14/93, rolder "Civil Rights (Letters
that have been carded) ," Jester Papers; Da;las Morning
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support the party's nominee whoever that might be. Party
liberals required a delegation faithfully committedlto the
President, After May 5, when the dust from the weekend
struggles,haé settled, it was apparent that the pro-Jester
forces would control the state convention scheduled te con~
vene in Brownwcod on May 25. Prospects for a harmonious
meeting, however, seemed most unlikely as conservative
Texans waited expectantly to see what southern Democrats
would decide about a party bolt at Jackson, Miasissippi.4e
On May 10, several delegations of conservative Demo-

crats from throughout the South gathered in Memorial

~Auditorium in Jackson, to develop a strategy for opposing

Truman's threatened uﬁurpation of states' rights and local
$elfegove£nment. Among the representatives from the Lone
Star State were special delegations from the Southern Demo-
cratic Club of Dallas and the Democratic States'rRights
Defense Committee of Houston, Many individuals from Fort
Worth, Waco, Longview, and other East Texas towns were also
present. GCovernor Jester, unable to attend because of a

pressing obligation in Chicago that same day, sent Palmer
47

Bradley as his personal representative, :

4éclippings, Scrapbook #1, Carlton Papers.

471bid.: Jester to Bradley, Box 2, Folder "Correspon-
dence, " Bradley Papers. Bradley and the governor had been
good friends in law school at the Univergity of Texas and

Bradley had worked in Jester's 1946 gubernatorial campaign

in Houston.
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The largest delegations at this South-wide conference
of States' Rights Demccrats came from Mississippi, Alabama,
South Carelina, and Arkansas. The remaining smaller

southern state deiagationa were present unofficially; their

- respective State Democratic Executive Committees had not .

sanctioned their participation. Nevertheless, the sparse
attenﬁance did not deter the conferées. Their enthusiasm
was adequately demonstrated when, moments before the
opening gavel, the Texas delegation burst into a chorus of

"The Eyes of Texas." Subsequently, Mississippi Governor

Fielding L, Wright opened the meeting with a stirring

address of welcome which boldly challenged the congre-

~gation "to chart a course which will bring the greatest

measure of success to our efforts.” Following Wright's

introductory remarks, the conference adopted a resolution

- creating a permanent organization, and elected Governor

Ben T. Laney of Arkansas permanent chairman and Mary Carl-
ton of Dallas permanent secretary. Merritt Gibson and |
E.E. Townes, a Houston attorney, former vice president of

Humble 0il, and Dean of the South Texas Collegé of Law,
48

»»»»»

4aGaraon, The Democratxc Party and the Politics of

‘Seatlonalmsm, p. 2623 copy, Minutes of Conference of

States’ Righta Democrats, Jackson, Mississippi, 10 May
1948, Folder "States' Rights Miscellaneous," Carlton
Papers; profile on Townes from Houston Pb&t, 1 February
1962, obituaries.
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Another Texan, Arch Rawan,'a Fort Worth rancher and oil
man, was named to serve on the steering commit;ea.49
When the formal organization was completed, Governor
J. Strom Thurmond mounted the platfqrm and gave an electri-
fying keynote speech., "We are guing to fight as long as we
have breath, for the rights of our étatés and our people
under the American Constitution,” Thurmond promised, "and
come what may, ve are‘geing to preserve our civilization in
the South."  The South Car¢linian then detailed how Truman's
anti=-poll tax, anti-lynching, anti-segretation, and FEPC |
proposals were inherently'unconstitu£ional, and how such
measures would violate the rights of Americans in general
and.sonthexners in particular. To avoid this, southern
electoral votes, he said, could be used aa‘“a powerful
weapen to restore the prestige of the South in the political
affairs of this Nation and preserve the American system of
free conatitutianal‘ge#arnment.“ Thurmond concluded with a
warning to Truman and the leaders of the national Democratic

party that if compromises were not secured in the civil =%

- rights program and if'the.principles upon which the party

was founded were not reinstated, they should not expect

southern suppert in the November election._sQ

'49waan'interviam.

5000py;'Keynote ﬁpeech of Governor J. Strom Thurmond,
10 May 1948, Folder “States®' Rights Miscellaneous," Carl-
ton Papers. '
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2mid thunderous applause for Thurmond's defiant stance,
Governor_Laney resumed his position on the platform and,
with Merritt Gibson's assistance, guided the adoption of a
declaration of principles and several resolutions, In this
statement, the conferees resoclved to "reestablish the Demo~
cratic Party on the principles for which it has always
stood and to make use of the electoral vote to again demon-
straie that no longer may the individual states be ignored
in party councils and in the formulation of party policies."
Specifically, the South was telling the leaders of the
national party to repudiate Truman's civi} rights proposals
and affirm their lcgalty to the party's traditional belief
in states' rights, If this ultimatum were disregarded and
if "a program [were] adopted at the Philadelphia Convention
inconsistent with the principles" advanced at‘Jackson,
southern Democrats threatened to reconvene in Birmingham,
‘AXabama, on July 17, and there select substitute presi-
dential and vice presidential candidates who would reflect
the traditional ideclogies of the Democratic party.51

Impediately following the recess of the conference,
E.E. Townes convened a caucus of the Texas delegation in

the Edwar&s Hotel to daczde how best to malntaxn the

......

SlCopy, Minutes of Canfarance of Statas' Rights
Democrats, and copy, Declaration of Principles of Con=-
ference of States' Rights Democrats, Jackson, Mississippi,
10 May 1948, Folder "States' Rights Miscellaneous," Carl-
ton Papers.
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momentum éf the Jacksdn'meeting in Texas. Townes suggested
this might be accomplished through a state-wide publicity
campal¢n aimed at soliciting the cooperation and support of
uninstructed and unpledged county delegations before the
state convention convened on May 25. The caucus accepted
the challenge and then elected Merritt CGibson chairman of
the campaign committee. A small sum of $225 was subse- |
guently collected to initiate the group's activities, and

a second committée was created to seek Governor Jester's
assistance "in having the Brownwood Convention submit to
the people of Texas the guestién of whether they desire to
follow the other SQchexn states in the @rpgram,adopted"

at Jackﬁon.sz

As the meeting adjourned, the Texans headed
home with the knowledge that their actions inauguratea
procedures for coordinating a unilateral, anti-adminis+

tration movement in the Lone Star State,

Szcopy, Minutes of Caucus of Texas Delegation
Following Conference of States' Rights Democrats,
Jackson, Mississippi, 10 May 1948, Folder “States'
Rights Miscellaneous," Carlton Papers.



CHAPTER 1IIX

THE ROAD TO REBELLION: BROWNWOOD TO BIRMI&GHAM
VIA PHILADELPHIA, MAY TO JULY, 1948 '

The birth of the States' Rights Democratic movement
at Jackson, Mississippi, was symptomatic of the deepening
political crisis in the South during 1948. Many conser=-
vative southern Democrats, who feared that their interests
in preserving home rule an& party principleszware being
ignored by the Truman administ#atien and by national party
leaders, voiced their protests at the Jackson meeting.
From this gathering the call went forth to the states to
stand tég&ther in opposition to the civil rights prapéaals
and té any presidential candidates who might support such
legislation. The task set before Merritt Gibson and the
Lone Star branch of the infant movement was to align Texas
with the other states which espoused states' rights. |

Without the support of Texas politicians, marshalling
registance to President Truman would not be easy. MNerritt
Gibson feasoned, therefore, that the state's political
leaders had to be convinced that the majority of Lone Star
Democrats opposed Truman and identified w#th_the newly
spawned States' Rights movement. If the conservatives
were successful, then the state's twenty~three electoral
vdtes could he bound to a presidential candidate who best

53
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reflected tha'trua s£ates‘ rights principlés of the Demo=
‘eratic party. To get the legitimate opinion of the voters,
however, involved submitting a_stateéwida réfefendum.at
the July primary; to do this, permission had to be grahted
by either the May state convention or the State Democratic
Executive Committee. ﬁensing that.the cénsdrvative anti- |
Trumanites would control the balance of pewer at the state
¢convention, and realmzan that time was short, Gibson de-
cided to submit his appaal’for a referendum at Brownwood. -
During the week before Texas Democrats were to gather
for their state convention, ahti—Truman ccnéexvétives
received waid that party. leaders wguld not oppose theif
referendum in the July pximaxy.z As confirﬁation, Party
‘Chairman Robert Calvert adn#eneé a "harmony conference”
_cf rival parﬁy factions on the eve of the state conventicn
in Brownwood. Representing the insurgents were Arch Rowan,
Palmer Bradley, and former state senator Roy Sanderford.
The most aignificant agreement reached at this parley was,
according to the cqﬁsexéativea, the decisioﬁ to have the

convention.QQnaidex‘graﬂting permission for a state-wide

1Copy, Minutes of Caucus of Texas Democrats Following
Conference of States' Rights Democrats, Jackson, Miss.,
10 May 1948, Folder "States' Rights Miscellaneous," Carlton
Papers; Gibson interview; clippings, Scrapbook #1, Carlton
Papers;’ Dallas Moﬁningkmews, 16 May 1948,

leoyd Price to Arch Rowan, 19 May 1948, Box 2,
Folder “Corréspendance,“ Bradley Papers. -
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referendum on the question of supporting party nominees
who favored Truman's civil rights program¢3 Acting upon
this understanding, States' Righters held an open caucus
and framed their resolution with the admonition that "the
people should be permitted to express their will at the
ballot box on important public isaues.“4

On May 25, Calvert, acting as temporary chairman,
called the State Democratic Presidential Convention to
order. = Organizing the convention was the first order of
business and required several hours to complete. Toward
early evening, after many turbulent hours of hagygling,
Albert Johnson of Dallas was elected permanént chairman.
Subseqguently, Houston attorney Wright Morrow, an anti-
Truman delegate closely identified with the 1944 Texas
Regulars, was elected Democratic National Committeeman.
Morrow's election to this extremely powerful and influ=-

ential position was a significant victory for the

‘BHalias‘Merning'Newa, 25 May 1948; clippingﬁ, Scrap~
book #1l, Cariton Papers.

'4Heuaton‘ﬁust, 2% May 1948; copy, A Resolution
Submitted At Brownwood Convention, 25 May 1948, Folder
"Texas," Merritt H. Gibson Papers, Residence, Longview,
Texas (hereafter cited as Gibson Papers).

'SmarlaS'Morning'Néwﬁ, 26 May 1948; Houston Post,
26 May 1948, '
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At this point, Chairman Jobnson presented the work of
the Resolutions Committee to the assembled delegates.
Aftey perfunc;ory'discuﬁsions, the convention adopted
seéveral reaolﬁtions. Caﬁaervative.principlea prevailed:
opposition tm.the fe&eral_gavernm&ht's seizure of Texas
tidelands; support for restoring the two-thirds rule; oppo-
sition to tha;civilﬁrights proposals; and opposition to any
attempt by the federal gevernment "to invaéeilthﬂ}-r;ghts
and powers of the states and the people thereof." Finally,
revealing how well the Jester forces and the conservatives
controlled thé.conventioﬁ;'the Texas delegation was directed
to go to-Philadaiphia'uninstruated_as to candidates. No
resolution was offered, however, on a referendum permitting
Texas voters ?o.axpxeaa their opinion on supporting a
presidential nominee who favored Truman's civil rights
proposals. It had been. defeated in cémmitteé;G |

The‘censervativas:w&re furious and charged Galﬁert
with reneging on his “"harmony conference" pxpmisé. Arch
Rowan, when h@ learned of the recreancy, immediately went
to Calveft and Johnson and demanded an explanation. Before

the anti*mrumhnites.cauld.drganize a floor fight, however,

809§y, Resclutions Adopted by Texas State Democratic
Convention, Brownwood, Texas, 25 May -1948, Box 2, Folder
"Miscellaneous,” Bradley Papers; Dallas Mown;ngrﬂews,
26 May 1948,
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the=nétianal convention delegates were selected and the
meeting adjourned. | |

The Texas Statea' Rights memcdr#ta weme:increﬂﬁlous.
They had adhered to every commitment made with respect to
the moderates. They had prevented their coterie "from
offering any.amendmenta‘[ta the proceedings] which would
have delayed th&.ccnvantioﬁ or created the impression that
there waé any disagreement between the Jester forces and
the.State.Riqhtslgroup.”s Why théngvernor had‘refuseé to
cooperate was inexplicable.  The unfortunate, unexpected
reversal at Brownwood would reguire a ievised strategy and
suggested that the States' Rightersg' struggle would have
to be carried to Philadelphia, and perhaps, beyond.

Althanghjsavarncr Jester had been a caustic critic of
the President since lat&l1947, his manipulation of the
gtate convention revealed an unmistakable reluctance to
agitate the anti-Truman issue., Texas insurgents, while
disappointed with the governor, were not unduly dis- |
cnuraged; Instead, they resolved to solidify their efforts
to control thé party and to coordinate more closely their

protest with other southern dissidents. '

7611pping$, Scrapbcak #2, Carlton Papers; Rowan
interview,

BRcwan to Jester, 27 May 1948, Box 2, Foldex
“Corraspondence,“ Bradley Papers,
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During the weeks preceeding the national convention,
recalcitrant Texas Democrats publicized their cause through-
out the Lone Star State. They organized an East Texas
States' Rights Pemocratic Club in Gregg County, formalized
plans for the Birmingham conference, and invited Ben 7.
Laney,‘gﬂ§arnor of Arkansas and chairman of the Cbnf@xenca
of States' Rights Democrats, to address a state-wide radio
audience from a fund-raising dinner in Dallas. On June 14,
they asked the Jester-controlled State Democratic Exec~
- utive Committee permission to submit their referendum in
the July primary. The requeat was denied, but the insur-
_gent's determination to restore the prestige of the south
in the Democratic party peraistea.g

The specter 6f a southern revolt hung heavily over
Philadelphia on the eve of the Democratic national con~
vention., Governcr Jester, asg chairman of a troubled and
divided Texas delegation, sensed the need for a strategy
session, and on July 10, he asked the delegates to meet
with him in order to unite the group's factious elements.

- The division within the delegation, however, could not be
go easily mended. States' Righters, while numbering only
twelve among the fifty-member delegation, were gaining

support for their demand that Texas join in a southern

901ippings, scrapbcokfﬁz; Carlton Papers; Rowan
intexview.
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walkout if the party nominated Truman. Governor Jester
and his iieutenantégmanggaé to tenuously maintain control,
however, and refused to be stampeded into an alliance with
the Dixie bloc.lQ

The governor's leaderxship only mmmantarilyréheckeé
the growing sentiment for repudiating the President. The
following day, July 11, faced with a widely supported anti-
- Truman resolution, Jester was forced to campromiée with the
insurgents, In order to prevent a complete break with the
- President, Jester agreed to tell Truman that the Texas dele=-
_gation would oppose his nomination unless he accepted the
principles of states' rights in the naticnal party plat~
form. WwWhile this move“génexally appeased most Lone Star
delegates, it further exasperated the dissidents.™t

Later that same day,'Ban Laney presided at a South-
wide caucus "designed to coar@inata the tggion‘a responses
as well as to encourage and remind the individual delegates
of the strength of their cause if they acted in.concert.“lz

Texans who attended the meéting realized a regional

10p511as Morning News, 11 July 1948,

llﬁnﬁezt Bradley to author, 20 August 1974; minutes,
First Caucus of Texas Delegation to Democratic National
Convention, 11 July 1948, Miscellaneous Files-1948, Folder
"Politics~National," Sam Rayburn Papers, Sam Rayburn
Library, Bonham, Texas (hereafter cited as Rayburn Papers).
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- unaninity with other southerners as they applauded numerous
anti-Truman speeches and helped draft pro~states' rights
resclutions. The qﬁestien of a walkout, however, remained
unresolved, and a consensus on candidates.to oppese Truman
was never achieved.la Nonetheless, the mood of the
gouthernerg and the apparent solidarity they expressed as a
region clearly demonstrated that many were willing to sac-
riﬁice their allegianca to the national mgggnization in
order to preserve the principles upon whiqh the Democratic
party was founded and restore what they-considered to be
Dixie's historic role in American politics.

The Texas delegatian_held a second caucus on July 12,
and the rift which had been growing in the group aiﬁce it
arrived at Philadelphia became irreparable. Many of the
delegates were impatient with Jester's temporizing leader~
ship and were eager to formalize their opposition to Truman
and his anti-states' rights p@licies. Heated discussions
ensued as Governor Laney came to the meeting and addressed
the Texans with a leﬁgthy attack on the party's national
leadership. The delegation's leaders ées@erately tried
to reestablish their control. The dissidents, however,

finally had the upper hand, and by a narrow vote pledged

13

Dallas Morming News, 12 July 1948.
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the delegation's aupﬁert to a southern staﬁaa'-rights
: aandidata.l4

- On 3ﬁly 13, the second day of the convention, the
intense animosity many southern Democrats felt toward the
party's national leadersfand the northern urban coalition
began to coalesce as liberal factions tried to deny the
South an effective voice in the proceedings. The first
attempt was a minority report from the cr&&entials com=
mittee seeking to depfive the Mississippi=dalggatiqn of
their seats. The Misgissippians were accused of coming to
Philadelphia with the intention of disrupting the gathering
by walking out if Truman or any other anti-states' rights
- candidate was nominated. Although this effort was vetoed
by & voice vote, it was 3igﬁificant.that'many states with
large urban populations tried for several minutes to get
their support fox th&'m@awuke recordad¢15

The second effort came after Wright Morrow offered a

resolution for the restoration of the two-thirds rule.
Intense protests followed the Texan's remarks as 5peakats

from northern stata,delegations angrily denounced the

14M1nutas, Second Caucus of Texas Delegation to Demo-
cratic National Convention, 12 July 1948, Miscellaneous
Files=1948, Folder “Polxticawwational,f Ragburn Papers.

15E. Edgar Brown, ed., and. comp., Demoarac ‘at Work:
' The Official Proceedings of the Democratid National Con-
“ventlan, 1948 (Philadelpnias Local Democratic Poiitical

Committee ©f Pennsylvania, 1948), pp. 92-108,
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proposal as an attempt at reinstituting minority rule;
Morrow's resolution was overwhelmingly defeated as non-~
southerners successfully prevailed in limiting the South's
participation in effecting party deciaions.lG

The third demonstration of liberal hostility te the
conservatives came on July 14, In anrapparent effort to
mollify the South, the platform committee offered the con-
vention a generally innocuous plank on civil rights. It
stated that minorities "must have the right to live, the
right to work, the right to vote, the full and egual pro-
tection of the laws, on a basis of equality with all
c¢citizens as guaranteed by the Constitution.”l7 Southerners
disagreed with the inclusion of such a resclution in the
platform and desired to substitute instead an amendment
that would reaffirm the party's traditional beiiaf in
states' rights. To that end, former Texas governor Dan
Moody addressed the convﬂntion.l8 The liberals, however,
led by Hubert Humphrey of Minnesota, challenged the
southern resgolution and the original platform committee
recommendation. Humphrey rebuked the party for procrasti-
nating on civil rights, submitted a proposal of his own,

and then electrified the audience when he exclaimed "that

161pid., pp. 109-117.
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Ibid., ps 175.
Ibid., pp. 178-185,
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the time has arrived in America for the Democratic party to
 get out of the shadow of states' rights and walk forth-
rightly into the bright sunshine of human rights.“lg When
the vote was finally taken, the Moody resolution was deci-
sively defeated. The Humphrey proposal, urging Congress to
support Truman's commitment to protective legislation for

Negroes, woniby a narrow margin and became the platform

plank on civil rights;go Consequently, the destiny of

southern dissidents and their relationship with the national

party was no longer‘in doubt.

As the roll call for presidential nominations began
later that night, the Alabama and Mississippi delegations
announced thaé "we cannot with honor further participate
in the proceedings of this Caﬁvention," and walked eut.21
- The Texas delegation, however, remained in theilr seats.
They had pledged themselves to support a southern states'
rights candidate, not a walk out. Therefore, they stayed
in the ¢onvention and gave their support to Senator Richard
Russell of Georgia. Russell's candidacy, however, was pro-
moted only as a prétest, and in the ensuing balloting he -

lost overwhelmingly to Fresident Tquman.zz'

191pid., pp. 181-82, 192,
2l1hid., pp. 228-29.

22pa11as Mornming News, 15 July 1948.
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The results at Fhiladelphia were‘gaﬁerally what Lone
Star insurgents expected. The nofthern-unhan-liberal
- coalition had uncompromisingly controlled the convention
and Truman had been endorsed (although not by acclamation).
The attempt to reinstate the two~thirds rule had been
 qguashed, states' rights had been ridiculed, and civil
rights had been appended to the platform ésfa new tenet of
party philosophy. The outceome of the convention left
little doubt as to where the road led for disenchanted
southerners. Consequently, a number of Texas diasiéents
headed for Birmingham, Alabama, and the eanfarencé of
States' Rights Democrats "to evaluate alternatives and
select a response to the challenge posed by the actions
of the Democratic national convention.“23

The situation facing southern Democrats who assembled
in Birmingham was complicated and uncertain. The central
problem was whether they should propose a slate of southern
states' rights candidates to oppose President Truman and
Alben Barkley, the vice-presidential nominee, or maintain
their original strategy of selecting unpledged electors
free to vote their consgcience in,NQvemher; Most of the

leaders seemed to favor tha'formar plan. Thia presente&'

23anlin Randolph to Jack White, 15 July 1948, Folder
"Dixgiecrats," Nowlin Randolph Papers, Residence, Houston,
Texas (hereafter cited as Randolph Papers); Ness, "The
States' Rights Demogratic Movement of 1948," p. 153,
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a problem, however, in that there were few prominent
southerners at the meeting. Thus, the available list of
potential nemlnees wasg guite short.24

The second, and perhaps most pressing problem, was the
guestion of legitimacy. The representatives who gathered
at Birmingham came f£rom more than elevén gtates of the old
Confederacy. Only those from Migsissippi and Alabama,
however, were members of their state's legally elected
Democratic délegations. All othérs-whc attended, including
those from Texas, had no official state party sanction,
Realizing this, but hoping to maintain as much prestige for
their meeting as possible, the States' Rights leaders made
every effort to publicize the gathering as a "conference"
and not a "convention." Any individuals who might be
named to challenge Truman were not to be c@nsidered "nomi-
nated candidates," but “"recommended altefﬁatives.“zs

In an overflow crowd of more than 6,000 enthusiastic
southerners at Birmingham's Municipal Auditorium, twenty-
three Texag insurgents took their ass;gned'ﬁeats as the
conference of States' Rights Democrats convened on July 17.
The morning session wés ayeﬁt listenipq_to several speakers

harangue-President'Truman and hig civil r;ghts program.

24Ne5s, "The States' Rights Democratic Movement
Qﬁ 1548," p. 153,

251bid.; P{ 168-
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One such orator was Lioyd Price of Fort Worth. Recognized
for his scholarly legal abilities and effective public
speaking, Price, using words replete with racial overtones,
blamed the country's racial problems on northerners. Price
was not the only speaker to employ such rhetoric during the
conference, but he nevertheless exemplified a baser element
of the movement which, until Birmingham, had generally been
avoided.zs
As the morning session drew to a close, an informal
steering committee completed a task it had initiated the
night before., After carefully considering the options
facing the States' Rights movement, the group decided to
ask the assembied "delegates" to offer southern voters an
alternative to Truman in the November election., This
would consist primarily of campaigning locally and getting
electors pledged to States' Rights candidates placed on
the fall ballot. Subseqguent deliberation within the rebel
hierarchy resulted in the preference of Governors J. Strom
- Thurmond and Fielding L. Wright to serve as the movement's
contenderg for president and vice~-president., All that

xamaineﬂ_waa aalling the plan to the confarence.27

ZGHouatan Post, 18 July 1248; J. Barton Starr,
"ermingham and the 'Dixiecrat' Convention of 1948§,"
‘Alabama Historical Quarterly 32 (Spring and Summer,
19767 38-39,

27Nass, "The States' Rights Democratic Hovement
of 1948," pp. 160-62,
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By the afternoon session most of those in attendance
had learned of the decisions they would entertain later in
the day. Followi@g a short welcoming address from James
Folsom, governor of Alabama, the resolutions committee
made its report, First, it recommended the adoption of an
eight~point statement of principles pledging allegiance to
the Constitution and endorsing states' rights and racial
segregation. The document alsc blasted the national Demo~
cratic party for its villainous treason in supporting the
civil rights program at Philadelphia. The manifesto con-
cluded with a call to all "loyal Americans® to join the
movement to defeat President Truman and the Republican
candidate Thomas E. Dewey, and thereby crush the threat
of a "totalitarian police state.“za

The formula for achieving the 1attér ebjective was the
subject of the committee's second resolution. Vindication
of the South, ﬁhe'proposal&explained, would come in Novem=
ber if southerners could be convinced to vote for electors
pledged to support persons for president and vice~president
who were States' Rights Democrats, namely J. Strom Thurmond

and Fielding L. Wright. The "delegates" could hardly con-

- tain themselves at the announcamant, and a tumuituous

demcnatrationuensuad.- Althapgh“denied‘thawgﬁgarMun&ty to

281b1d.; PP. 163-64; &tates' Rm hts Eggormatlon and
Speagkers Handbook, pp. 4-5, Box 2, ?ola@r Speeches,-
Bradley Paygrs.
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formally nominate anyone, the conference managers permitted
- various individuals to deliver "seconding® 8?&&0h@8329
Palmer Bradley, leader of the Texas delegation, endorsed
Governor Thurmond, and in a subsequent radio interview, he
paiqnantly‘exprasﬁed the gentiments of all Lone Star dis-
sidents. "I owe nothing to the convention at Philédelphia.
I am bound by no allegiance to it. i am bound only by my
conscience and to the Democratic party mf.Texas.“30
Early'that evening, Thurmond and Wri@ht came to the
auditorium filled with.théusands of excited southerners to
accept the honor and responsibility delggatad‘to them by
the conference. After reiterating many of the ideas con-
tained in the adopted statement of principles, the pair
ieft the platform sc that the managers could spend the last
few minutes completing the States' Rights organization.
An executive committee was created with both Palmer Bradley
‘and Arch Rowan named as membexrs to represent the Lone Star
State, Curtis Douglass of Pampa, a distinguished attorney
and political activigt in the Panhandle, was chosen to
direct the-campaign'in Texas., The steering committee was
then expanded and Merritt Gibson, because of his dedication
to traditional Democratic principles and his leadership in

the 1944,Texasuaegularanmavem&nt,‘wasmdesignated national

29011ypinga, Scrapbook #2, Carlton Papers.

39H6uat0ﬁﬁyﬁst, 18 July 1948,
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campaigmgairector. Shorily afterwards, the conference
adjourned and southern iﬁsurgants,:at last, had a legiti~
mate vehicle through which to voice their dissension and
challenge the national Democratic party.31

In the eight weeks h&tween'Brgwnwbc&'and‘Eirmiﬁgham,
the conservative wing of the Texas Democratic party moved
to formalize its alliance with other diseﬁchanted southern
Democrats and to complete the metamorphosis from rhetorical
protest to outright rebellion. Although defeated in their
'efforts to secure intraparty gsupport fromlaqvernor Jester,
Lone Star inguxgents were not discouraged. Instead, they
atill bélievea that thair_struggla.¢oulﬂ be waged from
within the party, and that if southern.polatlcal power and
- life styles were to be preserved, then quiqk, decisive
action was reguired, regardless Qﬁ the indifference of the
state's party leaders. Thatefnxe,vTexas dissidents,
. anxious to prevent what they:conceiva& to be external
interference in thé.region'a txaditicnal_aconomic, social,
and political interéats,lacted in concart_with'qther recal-
- e¢itrant southerners and‘launched a ﬁali-aqala assault on

the bastions of the national organization.

..............

31Qllpp;ngs, 8cxapbaak %2 Carlton Papers, Ness, "The
States' Rights Democratic Movament of 1948," p. 256; Mrs,
Curtis Douglass to author, 7 November 1974; J. Strom Thur-
mond to author, 15 July 1975.




CHARTER IV

THE BEARCH FOR LEGITIMACY, MID~-JULY
TO MID-SEPTEMBER, 1948

The primcipal goal set by States' Rights Democrats at
Birmingham was to &afeat~?zesi&ant'wxuman and the civil
rights platform., Their success depended upén their ability
te capture enough electoral votes for Thurmond and Wright
in the fall balloting so that the election of 1948 would be
thrown intoc the Eouae_ofSEepreaeﬁtatives. Few Dixie dis-
sidents deluded themselves with the idea that their ticket
- gould win the presidency outright. HNevertheless, if the
election could be decided by cépgress, then manipulation of
political and regional alliances would allow the insurgents
to secure concessions fmr‘tﬁair principles, strip the
northern urban-liberal coalition of its influence, and
- restore the prestige of the South in national politics.

To succeed, this plan required the cooperation of

every southern state's Democratic party organization. Each

' must pledge ite presidential electors to Thurmond and

Wright in&taad-af.mruman.ﬁn& Barkley. Such a course was
1awfu1,mxécalcitrants argued, bécnuse.thﬁ-natianél Demo-
cratic party was confederate in nature.  Therefeore, the

state pafties, being virtually autcnomous, could act

70
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independently of the national organization and alter or
- veto any-di&ggxeeahle,diractivas-mr-palieies.l

such action, however, posed a difficult problem for
the Texas branch of the movement. The Brownwood convention
in May bound the gtate's twenty-three Democratic electors
to su@yoﬁtxth@.nbmineés of the party, whomever they’m@ghﬁ
be. To comply with the?Biﬁmipgham sﬁraﬁggy,‘the allegiance
of Texas' Democratic electors would have to be switched to
‘the States' Rights ticket, Devising and implementing a
legal‘mathod whereby this change might be effected became
. the principal activity of Lone Star insurgents during
August and early September, 1948,

Amid the excitement and celebration in Birmingham,
"'E.E., Townes had called the delegation of Texas dissidents
together to consider solutions to their predicament.

After considerable discussion, the group decided upon two
strategies. One was to meet with the State Democratic
Executive Committee 6n August 9 to seek.authorizati9n to
place a referendum on the ballot in the August 28 run-off
primary., The referendum would allow Texas Democrats to
express their preference for Txumaﬁ-ﬁarkley or Thurmond-
Wright as the official nominees of the Democratic party

in the Lone Star State. while the referendum would not

lnewey~w. Grantham, Jr., "The South and the Recon~
struction of American Politics,"™ Journal of American
" History 53 (September, 1966): 230,
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be binding on the Governor's convention which met in Seps
texber, it nevertheless would be an accurate reflection of
Democratic voter sentiment. The second sﬁratégy called
upon all Texas Democrats concerned with the preservation of
state sdvexeignty and traditianal party principles to work
to cnntxol\the upcoming precinct and county conventions,
If successful, States' Rights Democrate would dominate the
fall convention and, cansequ@ntly,=substimﬁ£e'Thnrmaad and
Wright electors for those pledged to Truman and Barkley.
- Though daring, the conserxvatives believed ithese plans
could su@aeed;z

When the Texas insurgents returned friom Alabama, they
directeé their attentzmn to contxolling tha precinct and
- county conventions scheduled to convene on July 24 and
Jﬁly 31, Coordinating such an effort was difficult since
the States' Rights Democrats lacked a formal organization |
in Tekas. But-assistance'from‘lgeal groups, such as the
Southern Democratic Club which already haéiplans underway
for capturing the Dallas Cmugty-party.machinery; and frém
individuals vho wished "to see the Southland unite behind

2ﬁallaa Morning News, 18 July 1948; Houston Post,
18 July 1948.  The %egai grounds upon whmch insurgents
based this strategy was the 1944 Texas Supreme Court
decision in Seay v. Latham which declared @& political
party a voluntary association erganlzeﬁ for the purpose
of effectuating the will of its members and having the
inherent power to determine its own policies. It also
~declared that what one political convention had done, a
subsequent convention could change., (Gibson interview,)
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Thurmond and Wright," helped momentarily to offset that
deficiancy.3

The results of the July 24 precinct conventions were
~generally inconclusive, However, after the county con-
ventions met a week later, the possibility that Texas
States' Righters might swing the party to Thurmond and
Wright appeared more feasible, An Associated Press post-
convention survey of Texas' most populous counties showed
thirty-five counties loyal to President Truman, eight
clearly in the States' Rights column, and nine with unin-
structed delegations. However, the counties with the
largest voting bloes in the state convention, Harris and
Dallas, and two others with considerable strenghh, Tafrant
and Harrison, all of which were controlled by States'
Righters, were not included in the tally. In each of these
- counties, liberal delegates had walked out in protest to
conservative domination of the proceedings. They then held
runp conventions, elected slates of del@gates,'and promised
to challenge the credentials of the States’ Righters at the
Fort beth.&onventinn; Despite this threat, the insurgents
were comparatively optimistic., They believed if they could
swing the uninstructed delegates to their cause and with-

 atand_the chaxges of the liberals at Fort Woxrth, they could

3pallas Morning News, 23 July 1948; Hall E, Timanus
to Palmer Bradley, 28 July 1948, Box 2, Félder "Correspon-
dence," Bradley Papers. Co
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carry the state convention in September and secure Texas
for Thurmond and Wrightj4
The struggle to line up eonntyﬁconventinns behind the

Dixie Democrats was an important tactic in the strategy to
capture the Texas Democracy for the southern cause. S5till,

. the need to gain support for approving an August 28 States’
Rights referendum was more crucial. Grass roots insurgents
agreed with the proposition and urged party leaders to
endorse it as the only “ﬁaik and democratic way to decide
the issue now threatening to disrupt the Democratic party
of Texas¢“5 Major publications across the state also spoke
out boldly and insisted that the people be given an
opportunity to express themaalvas.s The c¢limate of opinion
among state party leaders, however, waé_not encouraging.
Party Chairman Robert Calvert, for example, maintained that
the State Democratic Executive Committee had no legal
authority to sanction the special ballot., Despite pressure

fxachonservatlves, he remained unmoved. Gavernox Jester

4pallas Mormin News, 1 August 1948; Randle Taylor
to Nowlin ﬁanaeipﬁ, 2 August 1948, and Randolph to Taylor,
n.d., Folder "Dixiecrats,™ Randolph Paperg; V.A. Collins
to Merritt Gibson, 2 August 1948, Folder "Teéxas,” Gibson
vapers.

sTaleqram, J. Hart Willis et. al. to.Beauford Jester,
19 July 1948, Scrapbook #2, Carlton Papers,

: ﬁﬁditorlals, Pallag %orni ¥ News, 21 July 1948, Fort
" Worth $tar~wele-rmm, 22 July 1948, and Hﬁu&ﬁon Post,
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' was likewise pressured. Palmer Bradley and Arch Rowan
lunched with the governor on July 27 in an effort topgain
his support for approving their referendum. Jester, like
Calvert, however, refused to give in.’
Jester's decision to deny the States' Rights movement
his support was based largely on his concept of party in-
tegrity. As head of the party in Texas, he felt obligated
- to maintain a united state organization regardless of his
personal feelings toward the policies of the national
party's néminaa. He also believed it would be impolitic
to deny allegiance to the party which bad renominated him
for another term aadgovexnox.a And finally, there was the
question of %tampering with the electorate." Jester feared
that if the referendum succeeded and the party’'s electors
subsequently switched,'many‘votars would go to the polls
and cast their ballot for the Democratic party thinking
they were voting for Truman, when inzreality they would be
voting for Thurmond., Regardless of what motivated Jester,

it was now ahundantly-alear that he totally opgosed tha

7c1ippings, Scr&gb@»l $#2, Carlton Payers: Axrch Rowan
to Calvert, 24 July 1948, Box 4-14/112, Folder °Referendum
{County Canvantiens),“ Jester Papersj ﬁallas Mbrn;nq News ,
28 July 1948; Houston Post, 28 July 19

aJe&ter to Mrs. R.P, Thompson, 12 August 1948, Box
4-14/112, Folder "Referéndum (County Conventions,® and
Jester to Mrs., H.C. Lowry, 31 July 1948, Box 4~14/111,
Folder “Correspondence 1948,“ Jester Fapers.
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insurgent&! efforts to deny President Truman his position
on the ballot as the legal nominee of the Democratic
paxty.g

Response to Jester's refusal to help get the refer-
endum approved was swift, The governor's office was
quickly inundated with letters that disclosed a pervading
concern that his action would cause the very split in the
- Texas Democracy that mest factions wara‘wmrkin to avoid.
In additian, many newspapers around the state believed
that Jester was denying Texas voters an opportunity to
exercise their demeciatic-grerpgative. Encadraged by
such reaetions, anti-Truman Texas Democrats now turned
their attention to preparing an assault on the party
' 10

machinery, the State Democratic Executive Committee.

The consensus of opinion among Texas States' Rights

Democrats was that getting their referendum placed on the

August 28 run-off primary ballot would virtually assure
Strom Thurmond the state's Democratic nomination. Palmer
Bradley was confident that Thurmond could then carry

the Lone Star State "if the people's true views can be

glhi&., Jester.ta %E%moeratic County Chairmen],
August 1948, Box 4-14/112, Folder "Referendum (County
Conventions),”

102 wide sampling of correspondence opposing the
_governor's stand may be found in Box 4-14/112, Folder
"Referendum (County Conventions)," Jester Papers; for
newspapey reactions see Dallas Morn;ng Hewa, 29 July

1948 and Houston Post, 30 duly
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xaqistﬁre&.“ll But getting those sentiments recorded waé
another matter. The State Democratic Executive Committee
was scheduled to meet in Austin on August 9. Thid gave
the insurgents less than two weeks after their meeting
ﬁith Jester to prepare a convincing praséﬁtaticn and to
stimulate sufficient public support for their cause.

The initial task facing the dissidenﬁ faction was the
‘campegition of a sound, authoritative lggéx‘bxief. Lloyd
Price of Fort Worth, considered by the group as an expert
on Texas constitutional law, was asked to draft the
petition and supporting argument. Price was also delegated
responsibility for circulating the document to the state's
leading lawyers for their endarsem&nt.lzl

While Price worked out the details of the group's
petition, Palmer Bradley exhorted his fellow Democrats to
communicate their wviews to the party leaders. Prior to the
county conventions, he had urged his influential friends
around the state to encourage delegates to the conventions
to work for a resolution requesting the Democratic Exec-
utive Committee to submit the Truman-Thurmond referendum on
the August ballot. . To some extent, Bradley's efforts were

sueceasfulz gseventeen of the state's fifty largest counties

'1;Brad1ey‘to,houis 3; Poth, 26 July 1948, Box 2,
Folder "Correspondence,® Bradley Papers,

12551128 Morning News, 2 August 1948.
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adopted sﬁch a resolution.13 The outspoken Houston attor-
ney then continued his crusade in a state-wide radio speech
in which he focused attention on the potential dangers to
southern life-styles inherent in President Truman's civil
- rights proposals. Bradley urged his listeners to "demand
that [the governor] et the people speak on this question
that is life or death for our Texas way of l-ife.“14
Other States' Rights leaders were also hard at work.
E.E. Townes, whb had assumed leadership of the Texas Com~
mittee of States' Rights Democrats, used the Texas press to
publicize Governor Jester's breach of trust with Lone Star
Democrats.ls In addition, Nowlin Randolph, President of
The Houston Bar Association, broadcast to a state-wide
audience the dangers presented by Truman's policies.l6 The

. combined media blitz was so effective in promulgating the

plight of Texas and the South that, on August 8, the Dallas

13see Bradley to Thomas Afflect, Jr., 28 July 1948,
Bradley to Hall Timanus, 29 July 1948, and Bradley to
Fred Dibble, 30 July 1948, Box 2, Folder "Correspondence,"
Bradley Papers; clippings, Scrapbook #2, Carlton Papers.

l4pagio Address, 4 August 1948;.Box 2, Folder
“Speeches, " Bradley Papers.

15$amples of Townes's.ad are found in the Dallas
" Morning News, Houston Pbst;gand'Fort‘WbrthLStarhTEEEanm,
August 1948, - '

- 16padio Address, 6 August 1948, Folder "Dixiecrats,®
Randolph Papers.
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+ « o fear far more than anythlﬁg else lies

behind the unwillingness of the Truman faction

in Texas to permit an August primary expression

by Texas Democrats. . . . If the encumbant is

really the choice of the majority, what have
they to fear?l?

On %pguét 9, the State Democratic Executive Committee
met in Austin to hear arguments from the conservative wing
of the party for their pxesiﬁentiai preference referendum.
Lloyd Price and Austin attorney Joe Hill represented the
anti-Trumanites and spoke in favor of submitting the refer-
endun, The committee, they said, had an obligation to
insure that the voice of Texas Democrats #as not strangled,
but clearly heard by state party leaders. Price contended
that the propeaed‘:eferendum was not only legal, "but
utterly apt and appropriate for the aettlémﬁnt of the
controversy that has torn the Democratic party in Texas
in twain.”ls .

For more than two hours an intense debate ensued as
Jerome Sneed, Jr., of Austin and District Judge Clyde Smith
of Weodville spoke againsﬁ approving the special referendum.
Through the long afﬁexnmon‘héth gides expressed unsw&rving
loyalty to the Democratic party while strongly criticizing

Pxesi&eat Truman and his palic;es. N&vexgheless, the party

”ml’-xw Norning News, 8 August 1948.

wcugsp:.ngs, Scrapbook $2, Carlton Papers;. cepy,
Petition and krgument, 9 ﬁugust 1948, Folder “"Texas,"
Gibson Papers.
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leaders, indsgite of Lloyd Price's forensic brilliance,
were not pﬁeparad to surrender to theﬁaicﬁaﬁes of what they
considered to be a minority faction. By an overwhelming
margin of 42 to 18 the garty lovalists refuéad to place the
referendum on the Anguétlﬁs run-af£ primary ballot, With
this vote, the efforts of Texas Stétes' Righters to keep
their struggle within the party were, far:thé most part,
doomed. 19 | o |

The conservative wing of the Texas Democracy, although
dismayed at the Executive Committee's decision, had little
time to contemplate its full significance; jShortly after
the Birmingham confarenee; States" Rights;s#rat@gists,
- under Marritt Gibason's direction, had dasigﬁated August 11
as the date to launch their rational campaign. After care-
ful study they éhose Houston as the.éonvagtion site and the
Lone Star branch of the movement as host, ﬁexaa was con=
sidered to be "the key state in the States' Righters'
efforta to.&ominate the South's representation in the
electoral eellege1“2o

In a stuffy Sam Houston Memorial Coliseum, amidst
blaring hands; reﬁel yells, and éxﬁberant.fiagﬂwaéing, the

national;gathéring of States’ Rights enthusiasts commenced

Vpouston Post, 10 August 1948; clippings, Scrap-
book #2, Carlton rapers.

N - 20¢1ippings, Scrapbook #2, Carlton Papers; Ness, “The
States' Rights Democratic Movement of 1948," p. 198.
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on the evening of August 1ll. An audience of about 10,000
partisan southerners representing fourteen southern and
border states were in attendance to witness Strom Thurmén&
Fielding Wright formally.aacagt the presidential and vice-
pregidential nominations of the Democratic parties of South
Carolina, Misgissippi, and Alabama. The executive commite
tees of these three states had removed Truman's name from
their party ballots and wexe now ready to officially
endorse Thurmond and Wright.zl

After brief nominating and seconding speeches, the

States' Rights candidates were escorted to the platfidrm to
address the audience. Governor Wright's speech centered on
. the historical importance of home rule., He also offered an
explanation of how the national party leaders, in an effort
- to attract minority votes, abandoned the traditional prin-
ciples of the party. Both nominees were highly critical of
the influence of the urban-liberal coaliticn in the councils
of the party. However, Governor Thurmond's remarks dealt
at length with Pxésident Truman's civil rightes proposals.
In addition, he denounced the national government's attempt

to usurp the states' riﬁhts to handle local Qroblems,zz

213&11&5 Morning News, 12 Aucust 1948; Garson, The
' Democratic Party and the Politics of Sectxonallsm, pe 284,

Clipﬁlngs, Scrapbook #2, Carlton Papers; Thurmond
and Wright's speeches are contained in the Btates" nghts
Information and Speakers Handbook, Box 2, Faiaer
wSpeeches,” ﬁiﬁa ey Papers.
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As Governor Thurmond finished, a.cantagiaus.enthusiaémf
quickly swept the coliseum. In typical southern fashion, a
"multitude of Confederate flags filled iha air as steaming
delegates snake-danced, churned, and paraded through the
jam-packed aisles, marching to the strains of “Dixie“.23

Tekas leaders of the movement, while pleased with the
fervent demonstration of support, realized that the success
of their cause required more than just zeal. Achievement
of southern goals necessitated a sound, state-wide organi-
zation to plan and execute campaign strategy. Anticipating
this need and hoping to profit from the enthusiasm generated
by the Houston convention, a meeting of Lone Star dissidents.
convened early on August 12. Guided by Roy Sanderford of
Belton, about tﬁa hundred insurgents began making plans
that would finally give the Texas States' Rights movement
direction énd puryose;24

Because the State Executive Committee had withheld con-
sent for the Truman~Thurmond referendum, the most promising
tactic left to the conservatives geemed to be to capture
control of the party at the September convention and reverse
the proceedings of the Hay convention, just as the party
liberals had done to the Texas Regulars in 1844, Such a

zsﬁhvﬁtbﬂ”?bﬂt}'12.ﬁggu$t 1948,

‘2éclippingsr Scrapb@ok #2, Carlton Papers,
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leadership. Also, it was rumored that Governor Jester,
”using a loyalty pledge, might try to steal the Fort Worth
convention away from thosé county delegations legitimately
controlled by States' Rights Democrats., Should Jester suc-
ceed, the States' Righters would have to campaign outside
the mantle of the party as independents. This prospect

25 Therefore,

held little appeal for the movement's leaders,
at the spggestion of Robert W. Milner, Jru,.of Houston, the
_group created an advisory committee to organize the campaign
and map strategy for controlling the September convention.
Placing Palmer Bradley in charge of the committee, the
organization officially adopted the name "States' Rights
Democrats." Bradley's committee subsequently convened for

a short meeting and announced the selectionuof Bowlen Bornd,
a former state legislator and the District Attorney of Free-
stone County, as state campaign director. That the campaign
would be a hard-knuckled contest there was little doubt, and
as the group adjourned they were admonished to do their best
to keep their fight "on a high plane to attract all classés
of people in all sections on the issue of preservation of

constitutional government and individual r;’.ghts.“26

25DallasberﬁingfNéWs,gl3 August 1948; Arch Rowan to
E.E. Townes and Palmer Bradley, 10 August 1948, Box 2,
Folder "Correspondence," Bradley Papers.

25Hbu§tbn»Pust, 13 August 1948; Rowan interview;
' Dallas Morning News, 13 August 1948,
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The Houston national convention of States' Rights
Democrats did much to awaken the uncancerna& to the alleged
efforts of President Truman to subvert constitutional
~government. In addition, when the news was hroadcaat that
the Truman~Thurmond referendum had been denied approval for
the Angust.pximaxy,'many,Texans beaama an#ious that Gover-
nor'Thurmond's name appear on the November ballot, even if
it had to be as a third gartg;zv When Palmer Bradley re~
ceived confirmation that party leaders would disqgualify any
county'dalggatian to the fall convention ﬁhat'réfused to
support Truman as the party'é nominee, he @uickly sét_the
advisory committee in mbtién. First, state headquarters
was set up in Houston and‘a convention cbﬁm@n& post was
established in Fort‘wdrth, Plans were then made to bring
: Strom<Thﬁrmon&.to Dallé& the week.yracediﬁg‘tha state con- .
vention for a speaking apgggemant.za _

As Bradley ceordinated_activiﬁies in Houston, Bowlen
Bond joined Arch Rowan in Fort Worth. Their job was to
supervise other advisory éommittee;mamherﬁ in lining up
“uninstructed county delegations to supgepﬁ the.stateé'

~ Rights r&pxesentatives at.tha September_ednéentien.  The

1

271@.;&. Kilpatrick to aradley, 14 mgust 1948, Box 2,
Folder "Cerespondence,” Bradley Papers.,

zaRanﬁla Taylor to Eradley, 17 August 1948, Box 2,
Polder “chrespen&enca,? Bradley Bapers- Uallas Mbrnzng
‘News, 19 Auguet 1948,
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reports which came into Fort Worth and evnnﬁually to
Houston, however, were.not'ancouxggipg. Curtis Douglass,
reporting from Pampa, had little hope that much support
from the Panhandle would be forthcoming. Persons seeking
political office on the Democratic ticket headed too many
uninstructed delegations in thig area and did not want to .
jeopardize their peaition'by supporting the States' Rights
Demneratﬂ.zg Much the same news came from Southwest Texas.
In all probability, Bradley rgported, counties in this
- region would remain loyal to~Trumaﬁ. Even Bowlen Bond
could not offer much encouragement. The Democratic
loyalists, he aonfes&eé, would prebably control the Fort
Worth meeting. Then, he added, they could "put us in the
lmght of boltlng the convention when tha pledga to support
Truman-sarkley is put to us." w30

The progpect of anti-Truman Democrats controlling the
fall convention continﬁea to dim in late August. Conse-
guently, States' Rights strategists began to give serious
consideration to the idaafof creating a third party. Arch
Rowan told E.E. Townes and Bradley that "we should be pre-

pareé to.prctect our cause if we.ar& disfranchised by ;he

ngxaaley to W.B. Bates, 21 kugust 1948, and curtls
Douglass to Bowlen Bond, 23 August 1948, Box 2, Folder
"Correspondence,” Bradley Papers.

BeBxadley to Douglass, 25 August 1948, and Bond to
Bradley, 24 August 1948, Box 2, Folder "correspondence e
Bradley Papers,
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September aanvention.“31 Curtis Douglass and Lloyd Frice
agreed with Rowan's assessment and suggested the organi-
zation take immediate action to insure Thurmond and Wright
a spot on the November hallot.32 |

The national office of the mavémant.at Jackson,
Mississippi, carefully monitored the problems that the
beleaguered Texans were having in getting the official
Democratic party endovsement for Thurmond and Wright. Con=
sidering the close delegate count, the troublesome threat
of a loyalty pledge, and a public opinion poll showing
Dewey leading in Texas, Mexritt Gibson wrote Bradley urging
him to commence plans for.ihe c#eatiem of a States’ Righﬁs'
party. Bradley, although not wanting to see their fight
- carried on outside the auspices of the Texas Democratic
party, séon realized that circumstances were leading his
faction in that direction, ‘By late August, he admitted
reluctantly that such a move seemed inevitable.33

On August 28, Bradley traveled to Birmingham, Alabama,

to attend a m@atxng of the natxonal atates‘ Righta Executive

31Rowan to Townes and Bradley, 10 August 1948, Box 2,
Folder "Correspondence," Bradley Papers.

3250ugla$a to Bond, 23 August 1248, and Price to
Bradley,and Townes, 26 _August 1948, Box 2, Folder
"Corvespondence," Bradley Papers.

33¢ibson to Bradley, 25 and 27 August 1948, Bradley
_ to Douglass, 25 August 1948, and Bradley to R. He McLeod,
25 August 1948, Box 2, Polder "Correspondence,” Bradley
Papers.
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Committee, While in Birmingham, the Houston attorney spent
considerable time conferring with Gibson. During their
discussions, the two men ocutlined plans for organizing the
Texas States' Rights 9arty. They critically evaluated the
situétion in the Lone Star State, and they discussed a
suitable date and location for holding the States' Rights
meeting. They also decided to call the Texas leaders of
the movement together to appraise these arrangements and
issue the call for a state conveation.34

on August 31, members of the Texas States' Rights.
Advisory Committee gathered in Houston to consider the
- campaign strategy Gibson and Bradley had devised at Birming-
ham. However, while Bradley was out of the state, three
- Texas counties, Harris, Harrison, and Braza:ia; on their
- own initiative; had included the Truman~-Thurmond referendum
in the run-off primary. In.eﬁch case, the States' Rights
candidate had won by a margin of better than 2-to-l,
Although the prevailing sentiment at the meeting was to
adopt the Gibson-Bradley plan for a separate political
party, the success of the August 28 referendum could not be
ignored. Many committee members believed that the momentum

which tha xefaxendum victoxykgenezated might;bafeangghﬁto

34Gihsen suggested this agenda to Bradley pxior to
. their meeting im Birmingham. Gibson to Bgaéley, 25 and
. 27 August 1948, Box 2, Folder "Correspondence," Bradley
Papers,




88

swing the pendulum in their direction at the September con-
vention. As a réault, the group designed a dual strategy.35

The advisory committee believed that the most urgent
need was to insure that Thurmnnd's name appeared on the
November ballot, Since the deaﬁliﬁe for certifying the
names of party nominees to the Secretary of State was Sep-
tember 17, just.three days following the state convention,
it was decided that a separate political party had to be
created béfora the Democrats convened at Fort Worth., The
decision to create the new party was not a loss of faith in
the plan to control the September convention butirather it
was insurance in case that strategy failed., Therefore, one
~group of States' Righters would continue to pursue the
original gbal of controlling the state meeting while the
other made arrangements to legitimize their movement as a
third party.36

Soon after the advisory committee meeting, Bradley
issued the call for a state convention., He announced that
the gathering would be held at Dallas' Fair Park Auditorium
the afternoon of September 8, It would be open "to all

citizens of Texas who believed in individual freedom, local

35Dallas MbrhlhngGWS, 29 August 1948; Hﬁuston.?ast,
1 September 1948, _

36Hmaston Post, 1 September 1948; Dallas Morning News,
2 September 1948; Bradley to Douglass, §3iAu ust 1948, and
Randle Taylor to Bradley, 1 September 1948, Box 2, Folder
*Correspondence,” Bradley Papers.
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self~government, and the other rights guaranteed by the
,Constituﬁion."37

The week preceding the scheduled gathering of Texas
States' Rights Democrats was a whirlwind of activity at the
organization's Houston headquarters. Priorities centered
on preparing for the Dallas convention and on organizing a
campaign tour through Texas for Governor Thurmond. Palmer
- Bradley took charge of the convention preparations while
Nowlin Raﬁéelph,and Robert W, Milner planned Thurmond's .
speaking i:mn:*.B8

.at'miﬁ-aﬁternocﬁ on September 7, Governor Thurmond's
private plane touched down at Dallas Love Field, After a
few brief remarks to a sizeable partisan crowd, the South
Carolinian departed for radio station KLIF to make a
scheduled broadcast., In his thirty minute talk, Thurmond
- cited the imminent dangers Americans faced if either Truman,
Dewey, or Wallace were elected in November., He also hit
hard at the South's loss of power in the councils of the
party and accused the urban-liberal coalition of defering
to Northern minorities. Although portions of his remarks
were embarassingly demagogic, the emphasis was on the sub-

terfuge implicit in Truman's civil rights proposals which,

376&11 for Convention, Box 2, Falderinﬁismellaneous,“ :
- Bradley Papers. o '

3£B§¥I33'Mbruinq3%QW$}us and 7 September 1948,




90

Thurmond implied, were a.cover-up to usurp authority and
centnalize_govefnment,contrél in Washington.39

It is doubtful that Governor Thurmond’s'radio'address
did much to encdurage.attendance at the subsequent meeting
of States' Rights Democrats in Dalias. Névertheless, a
resPecﬁéble crowd of 300 supporterS'aSSembled in Fair Park
Auditorium on September 8. Although‘minimal, represen-
tatives were present from every section of the state, 1In
marked contrast to other gatherings of Stﬁtes' Righters,
the Dallas meeting was held without fanfare or display.
Instead, the assemblage avoided the spectacle typicai of
most conventions, and organized itself in a businesslike
manner., *°

Palmer Bradley called the meetingzﬁé;order and gave
the keynote addréss. In his remarks, the:Hbuston‘leader
told the group they constituted "the real Democrats of
Texas," and that they were called to Dall&sito insure_the
voters an opportunity in'Noveﬁber_to.vote for Governor Strom
. Thurmond., At the coﬁclusion of‘his oration, Br#dleylguided
the convention through.thé election of Dailas attorney

Marion Church as permanent chairman and John Crim, Jr., of

39EHIra§ Mb:hihg‘ﬂéWa,f& September 1948; radio
address, Thurmond, Dallas, Texas, 7 September 1948, Folder
- "speeches 1948 States' Rights Campaign," Gibson Papers.

4°Undeliﬁered speech, Curtis Douglass, Marshall,
' Texas, 7 May 1949, Curtis Douglass Papers, Residence,
Pampa, Texas (hereafter cited as Douglass Papers).




91

Kilgore as secretary. Bradley then recommended that the
convention formally o?ganize as the "States' E;ghta Party,”
designate twenty-three presidentlal electers, and nominate
candidates for President and Vice-?resldent. He then
stepped from the platform to help coordinate the remaining
business;4l | |

The convention committees worked diligently thxbpghout
the afternoon, carefully following Bradley's suggestions to
insure that any and all proposed actions éoulﬁ'be legal in
the eyes &f Texas state law. Curtis Dogglass.and Bowlen
Bond were selected as chairman and secretary, respectively,
of the party's Executive,COmmittaa, and twenty~three anti-
 Trumanites who had not attended the Brownﬁe@é.convantion in
May were named as pzeaid@ntial electors, ,Fihally, an eight-
.innt,declaratian cf-pxincipies in line with the precepts
of individual liberty and states' rightﬁﬁﬁon uhanimous
;aﬁproval as the party plaﬁform; At the cdnclusion of the
. committee report#, Goverﬁnra=Thurmond and Wright were nomi-
nated and prbciaime& the candidates of_thgiTexas States'
Rights yarty.42

That evening, "[a] crowd several times larger than the

afternoonigroup“.cangregatad ih Eair Part;Auﬁitorium-tc

419&11&3 Morning Wews, 9 Saptember 1948; clippings,
Scrapbook %2, Cariton Fapers.

421h1&. The strategy in selectxng presidential elec-
tors was devised to avoid possible: 1itlgatien.




92

witness Strom Thurmond accept thé nomination. = Although
there was little that was new in his speech, Thurmond's
maésage was reéeived with enthusiasm, esgécially when he
departed from his prepared remarks to chiée the Truman=-
Jester faction in the Texas Democracy for insisting on
blind paxty'loyalty. “The only loyal Dempcréts.wexe those
loyal to principles and those who stand firm.against,governw
ment by self-styled specialists in-Washinéton,” the South
Carolinahgo#ernor agsserted. The4gatharipg agsured Thurmond
by their response that they would "stand firm to support
his cause." |

Immediately following tha.eonvenﬁion, stéps Qere taken
to certify Thurmond ahd-W:;th to the Secretary of State as
the party's candidatés. A document explaining the creation
of the States’ Rights party, listing the presideﬁtial elec-
tors, and declaring Thurmend and Wright as candidates was
prepared and notarized. Palmer Bradley then retained
possession of the document until it could be déetermined
whether it would be needed.’® ,

The following day, September 9, Gova#nar.Thurmcn& left
Dallas far'a two~day tour of Wﬁst Texas. In Lubhock, he

addreﬁsed a crowd of l 50& at an epen-amr maeting arranged

-------------------------------------------------------------------

43ﬂallas morhinq,HBWQ, ] Sagtember 1948.

4400931 Candidate Certificatxen, Falder *States?
Rights Miscellaneous,® Carlton Papers.
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by the South Plains States' Rights Democratic organization.,
After hitting hard at the Northern wing of the Democratic
party for its treatment of the South and alerting the audi~
ence to the dangers inherent in his opponents' policies,
Thurmond carefully clarified the objectives of his party.
Basically a justification for his party's existence, Thur-
mond's Lubbock speech was most noteworthy for its moderate
tone, Its appeal to intellectual reasoning rather than
emotional reaction was a significant departure from his
earlier campaign statements made in Houston and Ballas.45
The doctrine of states' rights versus a centralized
. government continued to be the theme of Thurmond's speeches
throughout his tour. Everywhere he went the size of the
crowds and their enthusiasm was encouraging. By the time
he left West Texas, Thurmond was genuinely pleased with the
experience and optimigtic at his progpects for carrying the
Lone Star State in Novembar.46
Governor Thurmond returned to South Carolina just
before Texas Democrats gathered in Fort wWorth for the state
convention. On the weekend of September 11 and 12, the

credentials committee assembled to hear testimény from

rival delegations. representing Dallas, Harris, Harrison,

45pubbock Avalanche-Journal, 9 and 10 September 1948,

460119pi9gs;:Scraphquﬁ#z; Carlton Papers; Thurmond to
Nowlin Randolph, 13 September 1948, Folder “"Dixiecrats,®
Rendolph Papers.
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and Tarrant Counties, After serious deliberation, the com~
mittee subsequently recommended that the Qonvéntion seat the
pontested States' Rights delegations. Upon hearing this,
the‘péauTruman forces promised to take the issue to the
floor of the convention. The States' Righters, on the other
hand, having won the first round, gained confidence that
their cause might yet triumgh,47

On Séptember 14, the convention convened under the
gtern hand of Party‘Chairman Robert Calvert in Fort Worth's
Will Rogers Memorial ﬁnditoiium. Almost at once settlement
of the liberal-conservative feud became the major issue,
After Calvert called the session to order, Bryon Skelton,
a party loyalist from Temple, challenged the right of the
Harris County delegation to remain in the convention.
Inmediately a storm of protest erupted'fram.anti-Truman
. delegations throughout the hall who knew that the removal
of the Houstonians, the largest group in attendance, wduld
be the first step toward purging other States' Rights dele-
~gations. &as order was regtored, Skelton continued his
indictment of the representatives from Harris County,
claiming they were a "political cancer,“ and that it was
the responsibility of loyal Democrats "to cut out this

48

“malignancy now. and keep. it .out forever." " ... . ..

ETI

47011@§Epgs;553raph00k‘#2;_Caxlteg Fapers;

48pa11as Morning News, 15 September 1948,
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Boos and bellows cascaded throughout the auditorium as
several speakers followed Skelton to offer their advice on
his motion to remb#e the.Harris County group from the
certified list of county delegation$. Joe Hill, a former
.atate senator, took the microphone to speak for the conser-
#ativas, but because of his rabid racist remarks and wild
platform antics, he probably did more to denigrate the
States' Rights cause than help it. In rebuttal, Tom Tyson,'
a pro-Truman delegate from Corsicana, told the seething
érowd there was only one issue whieh.needqd‘considerationz
whether "we shall keep within the fraternity of this party
those who are attempting to cripple its leadership.“49

For better than an h¢ur; speeches and demonstrations
continued, Finally, Calvert entertained a motion to vote
" on Skelton's recommendation. After denying the Harris
County delegation the right to vote on its own qualifi-
cations, a time-consuming roll call was ma&a and Skelton's
proposal was adopted by a considerable margin., A goodwill
Igesfure to allaw'tha deiggation to take anlmyalty pledge
and remain in the_canventibn.aléq failed gubstantially.so
The €onservatives' hopes of eQntrelling the meeting for

the cause mﬁ Qtates’ r;ghﬁsahad\bgen cruaheé.‘ They lost

49c1ippings, Scragbook #2 Carlton Papers; Dallas
J Mbrning News, 15 September 1948.

50

Clippings, Scrapbook #2, Carlton Papers.
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every test vote. When it was obvious that further struggle
was futile, Calvert yielded the floor to J. Hart Willis,
leader of the Dallas County delegation. = The assemblage,
Willis contended, had "abolished the last vestiage of fair
government in Texas,” and had "buried the Democratic party
in Texas for all time." When he announced he was leaving
with Harris County, wild applause erupted as several States'
Rights delegations, proudly waving Confederate flags and
Thurmond~Wright banners, withdrew from the auditorium. Im-
mediately, pro-Truman dalégationﬁ which had waited anxiousgly
outside the building throughout the imbroglio rushed in and
claimed the vacated seats, The cleavage between the States'
Righters and the Trumanites was now complete.51

In the short span'of two months, much had happened to
steer the Texas Eranah of the States' Rights movement in a
direction that many had originally hoped could be avoided.
The conservative faction made a deliberate and conscious
attempt to maintain their struggle within the party. Men
of aifferent political principles, however, controlléd the
p&rty machinery and at aﬁery_turn thoroughly outmaneuvered
and frustrated the States' Righters. At last, the Lone
Star anti-Trumanites had been forced to assume a separate
identity and complete the breach with the &tate Democrats

theg.haé.wished“tomavmid,mmh_.w.-.wwu T

51pallas Morming News, 15 September 1948.




CHAPTER V
THE CAMPAIGN OF INERTIA: FALL, 1948

The outcome of the Fort Worth State convention created
a critical situation for recalcitrant Texas Democrats., The
strategy to capture the party machinery by controlling the
fall convention had been fundamentally sound. However, it
had hindered the creation of an efficient, well-organized
state~wide effort to promote the candidacies of J. Strom
Thurmond and Fielding L. Wright. It had dlso fusta&ed ine
ternal dissension. If they were to have a chance to carxry
Texas in November, Lone Star conservatives would have to
exert themselves to overcome these obgtacles and make a
unified, concentrated effort to perfect the local organi-
zation and redeem the time losgt. The remaining six weeks
of the autumn campaign severely tested their determination
to succeed,

At first, the ouster of the anti~Trumanites looked as
though it might backfire on the regular Démdcrats and
attract new supporters to the Thurmond ticket. "Obéiously
when the delegates overwhslmipgly-electeﬁ;by one county
can be excluded by thosge elected overvhelmingly by a group

of other counties," the Dallas Morning News editorialized,

"there is no democratic process worth the name."” In like
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manner, the Houston Fost called the_convantion "a demon-

stration hnworthy of real Texas'dempcracyg“: Palmer Bradley
wag optimistic about what the results of the convention
might mean for the eventual success of the movement,
"Péople all.ov&rﬁthe étate,” he ﬁxote to ﬁexritt Gibson,
"are very sore about the disenfranchisement of the voters®
at Fort Worth., Even Governor Thurm@na-was encouraged by
what he heard. “"From what I can learn mflthe situation,“
he said, "the sentiment of the peoplé out there will be.
with us rather than wiﬁh Trﬁman.“l

In aniaffort to prevaht a loss of any more time, an&
seeking to capitalize on the apparently widespread ?ublic'
reaction, Palmey Bradléy summoned top party leaders to
Houston to completely restructure the campaign organi-
zation. On September 20,.it was decided to;xecast the
campaignleommittee ﬁuerto'fhe‘incraasad responsibilities
which most of the original members had aégﬁﬁed'at the
Dallas convention. Hame&'go‘the new committee were Irene
Davis of Houston, Curtis Dall of San Antonio, and Horace
Blalock of Marshall, Arch Rowan was designated chairman
and state campaign director. The’meétiag-also cdnfirmed.'

the agpointmant-ofaﬁlenn‘McCaxthy,nauHouaton atternay, as

lDallas Mornzngrmﬁws, 16 September 1948y Hbuston Post,
17 september 1048; Bradiey to Gibson, 17 September 1948,
and Thurmond to Bradley, 20 September 1948, Box 2 Foldex
*Correspondence,” Bradley Papers,
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finance chairman, With reorganization completed, the Texas
States® R;ghts‘cémpaign was ready to commﬁnce;z

The reconstituted campaign committee, ﬁawever, was
beset with problems from the beginning. A major difficulty
which plagued the committee's effectiveness was a serious
lack of internal cohesion within the party. One group of
Dallas States' Righters, for example, desgaifing over their
chances outside the Democratic party, talked of supporting
the Republican ticket, Other anti-Trumanites, incensed
over their treatment by the Jester~Calvert forces at Fort
Worth, wanted to challenge all state and local Democrats
with a separate slate of States' Rights aan&idatas in
November. These disagreements threatened to scatter the
resources of the organization, and if they continued, would
be detrimental to the success of the movement. Fortunately,
Lloyd Price and Palmer Bradley, working through Mary Carlton
and-J. Hart Willis in Dallas, persuaded dissenters of the
futility'af their schemes, and a degree of harmony wasg
restored, However, other potentially divisive internal

matters still existed.3

'2Brad1ey to Gibson, 17 September 1948;.Box 2, Folder
"Correspondence," Bradley Papers; Curtis Douglass to John
Price, 28 COctober 1948, Douglass Papers.

3Brad1ey to John ?riae; 17-Septemhar:l948; and Lloyd
Price to Bradley, et al, 17 September 1948, Box 2, Folder
“"Correspondence,” Bradley Papers. ’
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The chief problems overshadowing théfafforta to move
the campaign forward were related to questions of economics.,
Throughout the previous months, most of the money expended
by States' Righters for trips, radio broadcasts, or politis
cal advertising had come from their own pockets, The
party's leaders were embarassed that more money was not
available to support a full-scale camggign. In Mid-quust,
shortly after the Houston convention, Palmer Bradley eased
his organization's financial woes somewhat by soliciting a
sizeable "loan" from H.R. Cullen, a wealﬁhyzanti~mew Deal
Houston oilman.? Cullen's assistance was a welcome addition
to a depleted treasury, but because many bills were out~-
standing, the money did not last long. To make matters
worse, in mid~$e§tember, Jack Porter, a popular Houston
oilman, accepted the Republican nomination for the Bniﬁe&
States Senate. "[Porter's] entry inﬁo tha‘pictura,“ Bradley
admitted, "is going to complicate our finances no end
because the oil fraternity is going to help him.“s The
_grou@'s financial situation by late Septa@bar was seriously

jeopardizing the movement's future.

'4€u11en to Bradley; 16 and 17 Auvgust 1948, Box 2,
Folder "Correspondence," Bradley Papers.

'5Nowlin_Ranéalph to Thurmmnd;-?.ﬁctoher 1948, Folder
“Dixiecrats,” Randolph Papers; Bradley to Gibson, 17 Sep~-
tember 1948, Box 2, Folder "Correspondence," Bradley Papers.
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Another matter which also created dissension was the
question of achieving financial stability prior to under-
takiﬁg an'extensive campaign, Party leaders Palmer Bradley
and Arch Rowan, for example, supported the proposition tﬁat
a substantial war chesﬁ-had'to be established before any
wide~spread campaign could be launched.6 States' Righters
such as Nowlin Randolph and Lloyd Price, however, believed
it was more important to put thé aamyaign'into cperation
and solicit money as it yrpgressed;7 This disagreement
not only helped render the anti-Truman crusade financially
impdtent_far the greater part of the campaign, but it sub-
sequently contributed to a further deterioriation of the
movement's unity and continuity.

Closely related to the above problem was another
manifestation of internal friction that was particularly
costly for the sguccess of the movement, When Arch Rowan
accepted the position of campaign director, he explained
that he could not simultaneously iaise funds and organize
campaign activities, Therefore, he decided to first shore
up the party's weak financial structure and look into

creating a tighter organization later. Immediately, he

'&Bradley to John Priae; 17 September 1948, Box 2}

Folder "Correspondence," Bradley Papers; Rowan to Glenn
MeCarthy, 23 September 1248, Douglass Papers.

7Ran&olph'to Thurmond, 7 October 1848, and Price to
Randolph, 27 September 1948, Folder "Dixiecrats," Randolph
Papers, '
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set about soliciting contributions, but he failed to com~
‘municate his decision to anyone elge in the party. 2as a
result, when organizational activities lagged, heavy criti-
cism poured into his office, most of it'céming-from other
members of his campaign committee, Already sensitive to
the criticism of his family and business associates, Rowan
reacted sharply to this iﬁpiieﬁ repximand'and resigned his
position as campaign director within a week of assuming it;s
Rowan's resignation threw the campaign into chaos for
nearly two weeks., "The campaign is not going very well,"
Nowlin Eahdolph wrote to Governor Thurmond., "There is very
subgstantial internal dissension, and no one seems able to
' take charge of the situation and iron out the.vﬁxieus dif~
ferences so that the campaign can go forward." Several
attempts were made to convince Rowan to resume his'duties,
but the most he would give the movement was his promise to
help raise campaign fun&s.g Thug, the Texas States' Rights
party which had existed so tenuously since mid-August seemed
headed for an apparent breakdown. If such a disaster were
_ to be averted and the movement survive, a new strategy had

to be devised and the campaign once again reorganized,

8rowan to Curtis Dauglasa;,24 September 1948,
Douglass Papers; Irene Davis to Rowan, 26 September 1948,
Box 2, FPolder "Correspondence," Bradley Papers.

gaandolph‘to.Thurmond; 27 September 1948, Folder
"Dixiecrats," Randolph Papers; Lloyd Price to Curtis
Douglass, et al, 27 September 1948, Douglass Papers.
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By early October, the outlook forithe States’ Riéhts
movement in Texas was not encouraging. Had it not been for
the tenacity of Howlin Randolph and Lloyd Price, the entire
anti-Truman Texas c¢rusade would probably have co11apsed.

Neither Randolph nor Price wished to see the efforts
of the past several months abandoned because one individual
regigned, Rand&lph immediately informed the nationél head~
guarters of Texas' problems and requested that someone be
sent to Houston "for the purpose of ironihg out the local
differences and getting something effective underway.“le
Strom Thurmond was understandably annoyed at the bickering,
but he promised Randolph that a representative would soon
be sent to "meet witﬁ oux‘friends in Texas to see if we
could get things straightened out there and on the move.“ll
Meanwhile, Lloyd@ Price communicated with several local
leaders and suggested a new strategy to resusciate their
struggling movement. In as much as the local groups were
in better shape than the parent state organization, Price
called for the decentralization of the movement into re-
_gional headquarters. It was also important to name a new
state campaign director who would act chiefly as "a sort of

clearing house,” rather than assume total responsibility

lﬁRandalph'to Thurmond, 27 September 1248, Folder
"pDixiecrats," Randolph Papers.,

llehurmond to Randolph, 1 October 1948, Folder
"Dixiecrats," Randolph Papers.
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Price in promoting this plan.lz

for managing the entire campaign. Randelph aooyeraﬁed with
Like an infectious virus, the resoclve of Randolph and
Price spread to other States' Righters who guickly took in-
ventory, recovered their purpose, and decided to push on
with the revised strategy. Curtis Dall and Randle Taylor

in 8an Antonio worked diligently to prepare their Southwest

Texas regional office s¢ it could "aggressively attack the
opposition in any and every manner best calculated to
achieve-r&sults for the States' R¢ghtﬁ.?axty.”13 In a like

manner, Curtis Douglass and John Lee Smith labored to per-

fect théir organization in the Panhandle. On September 29,

Douglass made a gignificant radio address to keep the igsues

before the'public while the party ironed out its problems

behind the scenas.14 Palmer Bradley was encouraged that

signs of life were stiriipg in the oxganization.ls

Nowlin Randolph and Lloyd Price were not the only ones

troubled over the beleaguered condition of the movement in

12price to Curtis Douglass, et al, 27 September 1948,
Douglass Papers; Randolph to Randle Taylor, 1 October 1948,
Folder "Dixiecrats,® Randolph Papers.

133a11 to Price, 30 September 1948, Box 2, Folder
"Correspondence,” Bradley Papers.

14Eradleg to-Price,s%.Qctébar 1948, Box 2, Folder
"Correspondence,". Bradley Papers; radio speech, Douglass,
Amarillo, Texas, 29 September 1948, Douglass Papers.

1SBradley to Price, 5 October 1948, Box 2, Folder
"Correspondence," Bradley Fapers.
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Texas. From Jackson, Mississippi, Meﬁrit§ Gihson kept a
watchful eye on the state and was anxidusfto see the situ-
ation improve. Writing to Palmer Bradley:bacause'theré was
no functienigg state-wide campaign organization with which
to communicate, he said, “$ha time has come when a decision
must be made immediately about whether the National Head-
quarters is to devote further efforts toward the campaign
in Texas." Concerned that no-furtﬁerltimé be lost, Gibson
infarmed Bradley that he was sending Tom Brady to Houston
to discuss plans wherehy thirty-fiﬁe or'fartg speakers from
the ath&r.southern:states would invade Texas in late OCtobei
to further promote the States' Ri@hts mov@m@nt.'-The Loné
Star branch of the movement would have to bear the expense.
of suéh a strategy; but, Gibsan'said, “if;ﬁtoperly exploited
by a public'relationm man, [this scheme] would give you |
pubiicity that you could not buy through aitﬁex-page ads or
radio broadcasts." Gibson did not like having to interfere
in the internal affairs of the Texas organization, but the
prevailing situation left him little alternative. “Time_is
now so short and so valuable," he concluded, "that we feel
compelled to say that unless this prggram;is adopted imme-
diately it will be necessary for us to devote all of our
nl

time. and resources to the .other states

lﬁﬁibson to“Bradley; 5 October 1948, Box 2; Folder
"Correspondence," Bradley Papers.
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After receiving Gibson's plan for sending an army of .
speakers into Texas, Bradley passed it on to atﬁar.ﬁtates'
Righters and asked for their views on revitalizing the
organization. The replies to his query all generally con~
tained the same suggestion: go ahead with Gibson's proposal
and have the remaining members of the_ﬁtaﬁe campaign com=
mittee “iﬁmediately appoint a state campaign manager and
« » » other regional campaign direetors.“l7' Acting oncthis
advice, Bradley telephoned Curtis Dall, Irene Davis, and
Horace Blalock, The trio were unanimous in their choice,
and at a press conference on October 6, they introduced
Robert Milner as the party's new state campaign director.
"I think that our technical troubles are over," Nowlin Ran-
dolph advised Thurmond. "[A] few of us have worked very
hard in getting Mr, Milner chosen by the campaign committee
and I helieve that his seiection is the best possible so-
lution at this time aﬁd that it guarantees activity from
now on."18 In éﬁdition te introducing Milner, the campaign
conmittee disclosed plans to blanket Texas with approxi-
mately forty outstanding southern speakers, h#ginning at a
huge barbecue and fund-raising rally in Houston on October

| eighteenth. The tenative list of speakers. included such

17Pxice tn.Bradley;-ﬁ Cctober 1948, Box 2;_Folder
"Correspondence," Bradley FPapers.

18E6ﬁ§t¢ﬁ'ﬁ6ét, 7 October 1948; Randolph to Thurmond,
7 October 1948, Folder "Dixiecrats," Randolph Papers.
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notebles as Governors Ben Laney of Arkansas and Sam Jones
of Louisiana, former cherno? Frank M. Dixon of Alabama,
and United States Senator James O. Eastland of Mississippi.
It was also’aﬁnounced that Governor Wright would make four
agpearances in the state beginning October 21, and that
Governor Thurmond would conclude his southwide campaign
with a three~day speaking tour in Texas the weekend before
‘the national election. With ohly one month remainiag'to
campaign, the States' Rightﬁﬁﬁovement in Texas appeared to
be back on track.lg |

The two wéeks following Milner's appointment were
filled with a flurry of activity as Lone Star Stateé'
Righters prepared to launch Merritt Gibson's "Operation
Pexas.” The national and state headquarters jointly shared
the details of the extensive tour, Cibson and his national
campaign coﬁmittee tended to the problemiof securing |
speakers, while Milner and his group worked to ‘coordinate
local efforts to arrange transportation and accomodations,
and to eétabliah itinerarias.za

Communications rapidly crisscrossed the state ag local
leaders, in an unusual display of unity and determination,

advised the Houston headguarters on the wisdom of particular

ysuston Post, 7 October 1948; Dallas Morning News,
7 Cctober! - , o

'20Gib$on to Milner, 14 Octocber 1948, Folder "Texas
Speaking Engagements,” Gibson Papers.
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strategies for certain localities. For axamﬁle, Raron
‘Stu:geon of Pam@a'urgad Milner not to sen&.speakers into
the Panhandle as it was "a practical imyoésibility to get
any character of crowd out here.unless'thé occasion is an
extraordinéry one with a speaker of national reputation.”
Sturgeon believed the best technique tb insure broader
coverage in his area was to campaign haxdéét through local
newspapers and radio broadcasts. Similar advice from eise~
where around the state helped Milner and his committee
formulate what they hoped would be a ﬁouné,meffeative tour.
By October 18;_tha.blneprint was cémpleté;and the speaking
campalgn was réady to cqmmen&e.zl

A Houston rund-raising barbecue and ﬁallg was the
opening,saivo of a desperate all-out éffﬁﬁt‘to capture
Texas' twenty-three electoral votes for THurmond and Wright.
In the Sam Houston Memorial Coliseum, before an estimated
crowd of 2,500 States' Righté parﬁi&anﬁ, a score of southern
luminaries, and a state-wide radio audien¢e, former Alabama
Governor Frank Dixon and Arkansas Govafnor Ben Laney blasﬁad
President Truman and the national ﬁemocraﬁié partg and re-
iterated the theme of southern resistance to iha intrusions

of the fﬂderal,govarnment..wDixmnyﬁ;geduL¢n& Star dissidents

ZlStuxgeon to Milner, 1l Qctober 1948, Douglass Papers.
See Folder. "Texas Speaking Engagements,"@Gibeon®*Papersc and
Yolder "Dixriecrats," Randolph Papers for samples of local
communications.
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not to miss thié opportunity to "fight for the very life of
- the civilization of the South." Governor Laney, in the
main addrese of the evening, made an eloguent rebputtal to
those Democrats who demanded a liberaliziﬁg{of the party.
"Our cause i a worthy one," Laney said. “"All who partic-
ipate in it have every reason to be proud of their action.
It is democratic. It is American. It is right.”zz

In terms of forensic felicity, the Houston rally was
most impressive. The politicians and dignitaries demon-
strated repeatedly their rhetorical skille while imparting
their message. In terms of raising money, the mass meeting
was also succassful. Over §7,000 was contributed which was
enough to pay the expenses of the subsequent speaking tour.
Whether ii had gained supp@rt for the States' Rights Demo-
cratic mov@mant, however, remained to be aaan.zB

For the next ten days, the legion of distinguished
southern orators swaxmed over Texas spreading the gospel of
states' rights. Resident county leaders accompanied each
speaker while local personnel were allowed to make speeches
to support or reinforce those of their out-of-state

guests.,??

L |

22&6&5&0&'?65&} 1% October 1948,

231pia,

?4$uggestions.t¢.wakas Speakers, Folder "Texas,"
Gibson Papers,
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The regponse to this intrastate campéign, although not
overwhelming, was heartening. "People are showing a great
deal of interest," Wiliiam Hughes of Texarkana wrote to
Merritt Gibson. “Present campaign is taking holt [sic] of
public mind.* Curtis Dall informed Nowlin Randolph that
Governor Laney's meeting in San Antonio was "very good."

As a result, he was optimistic about Governor Thurmond's
planned appearance. “"The reports that I get over the étate
are very encouraging," E.E. Townes remarked just one week
before the national election. Even in West Texas, where
only a few speakers ventured, John Lee 8Smith could report
that the reaction was pxomising.zs

The highlight of "Operation Texas" was the appearance
~in the state of Governors Thurmond and Wright, Both men
were scheduled for intensive three-day tours during the
waning days of the campaign. Governor Wright flew into
Hoﬁstan on October 21, and Palmer Bradley chauffeured him
to Columbus where he addressed a five-county rally. While
at Columbus, Wright rapped the so-called ioYalist faction
for their failure to support the prihciplés of their fore~

fathers, and-then-laaheé out.at‘thefnewly adopted policies

zsﬁughas to Gibsan, 20 October 1948, Felder “Texas
Speaking Engagements," Gibson Papers; Dall to Randolph,
22 October 1948, Folder "Dixiecrats," Randolph Papers;
Townes to Oscar McCracken, 26 October 1948, Box 2, Folder
"Correspondence," Bradley Papers; Smith to Gibson,
29 October 1848, Folder "Texas," Gibson Papers.
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of the national Democratic party. "The Dammcratic party
has no more right to throw statas'frights:aut the window
and'put the F.E.P.C. in its plade than haé g Christian
church the right to_throw out the Bible and put the writings
of an atheist in its place," Wright insisted, The HMissis-
sippi governor then taék_his message to Plainview aﬁd'
Lubbock on Octoberx 22, and then to Wichitﬁ Palls on October .
twenty-third, where he arrived with a head cold. Despite
_ his illness,and fever, Wright urged a cr¢&d‘off125 persons
"not to vote for Truman.bécauﬂe of a feelinglfmr loyalty to
the Democratic Party." Instead, he suggested that devout
Denocrats should find themselves sdppaxtipg the States®
Rights ticket as the anly available expraﬁsien of true
Jeffersonian and Jacksonian ideals.za - |

The climax of.the-Statea' Rights campaign in the Lone
Star State was the arrival of Gav&rnaf Thurmond in East

Texas to address a tri~state rally at Texarkana the evening

of October 27, The meeting, which was the culmination of a |

three~day tour through Arkansas and Louisiana and the start
of é similar swing through Texas, was well-attended and
enthusiﬁstic. In his $peech which was hréa&caat statewide,
Thurmond declared that Truman and Dewey had carried their
parties "down the road toward centralization of power" and

the usurpation of states' rights. He asked his audience to

26 uoted in Dallas Morning News, 22, 24 October 1948.
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help him with their votes to “"restore the Democratic party
as a bulwark" against that tre_nd.27
The next morning Thurmond kegan a motorcade ﬁhrongh a

broad expanse of North Texas. After a breakfast meeting in

Clarksville, the States' Rights candidate moved on to Paris,

Bdnham, Sherman, Gainesville, ﬁenton, and later arrived in
Fort Worth., This section of the state contained a great
many disenchanted Demoﬁraﬁs who were leaning toward Dewey
as a protest vote, The strategy for this area then was to
equate the New York governor with President Truman, and to
explain that the only real alternative for dissatisfied
Democrats was to support the States! Rights‘ﬁicket;
speaking to several hundred pecple at each stop, Thurmond
warned that Dewey threatened to viélaie states' rights as
much as President Truman, and that a vote for either would
virtually insure the South a further loss of political
power and prestige from which the region would find it
hard to recover.2® |

The following day Thurmond's motorcade toured the
eastern edge of Central Texas, an area of the state which
had demonstrated strong party loyalty.  On this leg of the
tour, the South Carolinian made President Truman his main

' ta:gat.h~Evary~audiaﬂc&wheaxéwhim-claimuthat_“it is not the

27nyoted in Houston Post, 28 October 1948,

28pa17as Morning News, 29 Octoberil948.
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States' righters hut Harry Truman and h;a‘gapg that have
bolted the Democratic party." TraveliﬁQWQxOm Cleburne to
Hillsboro, Waco, Temple, Georgetown, and then to Austin,
Thurmond challenged his listemers to carefully scrutinize
thé Pemocratic party platform upon which Truman was nomi-~
nated and see if it contained the principleg which had made
the party great, In addition, Thurmond hammﬁxed away at
thescivil rights program which the President advocated,
claiming it was an unmistakable attempt “"to impose the will
of a central government over matters which should be under
gstate contxol."zg
On the last day of hig Texas tour, Qétqb@r 30, Gover-
nor Thurmond flew from an early morning meeting in San
Antonio teo Longview, K%;gﬁxe;'Lufkin, Tylexr, and later that
night to Houston because fog preverited his &ppaaxahce in
Beaumont, Throughout the day, East Texas audiences heard
Thurmond recite a well~worn, familiar theme., "All we ask,"
he said, "is that [northerners] keep their hands off the
South and let us run our affairs our own way‘“30 Stumping
through that region of the state which had most consis~
tently supported the States' R;ghtgémavem@nt, Thurmond
repeatedly referred to the Republican and Democrat's civil

rightahprpgramwagwﬂthelmoﬂtpdrasticausuxpation of your .

29uoted in ibid., 30 October 1948.

30nuoted in ibid., 31 October 1948.
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right of local government ever attempted in this country.”
He warned his audiences that "once you yield these rights
to a centralized government in Washington, you will never
again be able to guide ané develop your state according to
the needs and best interests of your peo§1e."3l
Early Sunday morning, October 31, Governor Thurmond
departed Houston for his ﬁoma in Columbus, South Carolina,
There he was scheduled to make a southwide radio broadcast
to conclude his campaign for the presidency. Although the
situation he left in Texas was still in doubt, local States'
Rights leaders expected a good showing. In particular,
Robert Milner, whq had‘accomyanied Thurmﬁnd‘during his tour
and observed the situation firsthand, noted with confidence
the candidate's chances. "The States' Rights party has
been encouraged by Mr. Thurmond's tour. It has a better
than even chance of carrying some of the large North Texas
counties." Other counties arouhd the state, he added, "are
predicting easy wins." "This election," Milner declared,
"may finish the one~party system in the Lone Star State."32
Whether Milner's prediction was correct remained to be
seen, MNevertheless, as electién.day.approaghed, dissident

Democrats around the state could take solace in the knowl=-

edge‘thatutheynhaduﬁenauthewbast\thay_coaldqmmnsiderinq.the

3louoted in Houston Post, 31 October 1948.

321434,
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circumstances. Since being denied the opportunity to keep
their struggle within the party in mid-September, the anti-
Trumanites had fought desperately against many hardships
tovkeep their movement afloat and to swing Texas into the
States' Rights column. Their success in overcoming their
problems would be measured on November 2. Until then theré

was little to do but await the final verdict.



CHAPTER VI
NOVEMBER JUDGMENT

"In view of the election returns from Texas, it is
with considerable trepidation that I write to you at all.
We made such a frightfully poor showing that I have ﬁhe
greatest reluctance to even think about it." With these
words to Strom Thurmond written the day fdilowing the
national election, NoWlih Randolph axpxasaéﬁrthe.general
sentiment 6f those who had worked assiduously to champion
the cause of states' rights in the Lone Star State.l The
pollsters had misjudged Truman's defeat on the national
level, but they were correct in predicting his victory in
Texas, much to the chagrin of the States' Rights leaders,
Thurmond polled only 9.3 percent of the state's popular
vote; Truman had received an overwhelming 66.3 percent;
and Dewey had received a surprisingly high 24.4 percent.
Underatan&ing why their loss had been so great confounded
the anti~administration conservatives and became the focus

. . 2
of speculation for the next few weeks. .

1Randelph,to Thurmond, 3 November 1948, Folder
"Dixiecrats," Randolph Papers.

?plexander. Heard and Donald. S. Btrong, Southarn
- primaries and Elections, 1920-1949 {MontgomeXy: Uni-
 Versity of Alapama Press, 1950), P. 186.
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Contemporary analyses 6f the inabkility of the States'
Righters to capture Texas' twenty-three electoral votes
fell into a few, well-defined categories. Several leaders;
such as Merritt Gibson and Palmer Bradley, believed there
had been insufficient time available to establish any sig-
nificant opposition and.that their "limited resources . . .
proved an insurmountable obstacle® to the success of the
movemant.a Nowlin Randolph, E4E. Townes, and others thought
that a "lack of cooperative organization" was the principal
reason for the‘gfoup's poor showing. Further, they blamed
the Republicans for destroying "whatever chances the States'
Rights Party had.” It was the GOP, they asserted, that
scared "thousands of antimrruman Democrats who would have
voted the States' Rights ticket," back into the Democzatic
ranks.4 |

Limited time, inadeqguate funds, a weak organization,
and the villainous Republican party undoubtedly shared some
responsibility for crushing the States' Rights Democratic
movement in Texas. But Palmer Bradley's reasoﬁiug that

party loyﬁlty affected the outcome of this election was the

'3Brad1ey to J.F. Dabney, 10 November 1948, and
Gibson to Bradley, 4 November 1948, Box 2, Folder
“Correspondence," Bradley Papers.

4Randclph_ta Thurmond, 3 November 1948, Folder
"Dixiecrats," Randolph Papers; Townes to Gibson, 15
December 1948, and Townes to Peter Molyneaux, 8 No-
- wvember 1948, Box 2, Folder "Correspondence," Bradley
Papers.
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most accurate assessment, “We have taught our people for:
eighty%ﬁiv& years that it is practically against the law to
vote anything but the Democratic ticket," he wrote to Thur~-
mond after the election, "and we can't expect to break this
tradition over ni@ht.“ﬁ Texans voted for Dewey because he
was the candidate of the Republican party'and for Truman
because he was the candidate of the Democratic party. They
would have voted for any éaﬁdiéate the party had nominated,
regardless of character or principle, because they were
convinced that their party was right; Texans were party
regulargs. The strength of this element in the election of
1948 was the largest aingia factor contributing to the
results.

In the November balloting, Governor Thurmond success-
fully carried South Carolina, Mississipyi, Alabama, and
Loudsiana; these were the only states where he appeared as
the official nominee of the Democratic party. The remaining
gtates in Dixie went for President Truman, The results of
the election clearly reveal how well the dissidents under-
stood the importance of capturing the party label for their
party'a candidates Thurmond and Wright. The situation in
Texas was no exception. For months Lone Star States’

Rightersuha&ustruggleaﬁtoukaethheixﬁfight_within-the~

SBradley to Thurmond, 16 November 1948, Box 2, Folder
"Correspondence," Bradley Papers.
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Democratic party, consideriﬁg their most important priority
. the support of the governor and the state party machinery.
But the axiom of party loyalty was inextricably woven into
every facet of political life in Texas., Consequently,
Beauford Jester refused to contribute to the insurgency of
recalcitrant Texas Democrats. Thefgov&rnér believed it was
more productive to seek change within the existing party
structure than to pursue a principle throﬁgh.a third party
movement., He preferred to fight the battle for staﬁes'
rights as a Democrat. This decision, dictaﬁad,by lcyalty
to the party, prevented the anti-Trumanites from effec-
tively controlling the Democratic state organization and
produced‘mmnﬁmental obataclés for the States' Rights Demo-~
cratic campaign in the Lone Star State.

The-overwhelming object of dissident Texas Democrats
was to preserve the rights of states as‘guaranteed by the
Constitution and to prevent the further centralization of
gov&rﬁm&nt power in Washiﬁgtmn and the extension of federal
authority into the private lives of ordinary people. To
achieve this goal, they.founa it necessary to forsake the
Democratic party and to joih in the crusade for States'
Rights. Lone Star'inﬁurgenta, however, had tremendous
problems to overcome before they could hope to succeed.
They had to win over and‘weld together an electorate with

strong party attachments, not an easy task, 0ld loyalties
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were difficult to break down. Leading anti-Trumanites
tried to do this by pointing out that the Democratic party
had repudiated the principles upon which it was founded.
Moreover, they claimed that the party had nominated a can-
didate who had abandoned traditional party principles in
exchange for the votes of northern minorities. 1In such a
situation party loyalty was misplaced loyalty. In the
final analysis, however, they'wgre unable to give voters
sufficient incentive to renounce the Damocr&tic party and
support an independent. Even though they focused their
attention on Truman's civillrights proposals as a threat
to constitutionalﬂgovernment, States' Righters could not
induce significant numbers of Lone Star Democrats to betray
their political allegiance. Party loyalty triumphed over
a deficient canmpaign.

The States' Rights Democratic movement in Texas fell
ghort of throwing the presidential election into the House
of Repxasantatives. However, the movement was not without
its achievements, It demonstrated that some Texans could
féllow an independent course when a principle was involved.
and that organized resistance was an acceptable approach to
threatened changes in the political, economic, and social
status quo, In fact, the,conservative; anﬁi—a&ministration
force's campaign in 1948 was a critical step toward emanci=-

pating Texas from the yoke of the one-party system in

v,

i
.
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presidential elections. Subsequent election returns reveal
considerable party realignment in the Lone Star State, In
the seven presidential elections since 1948, three have been
won by Repuklicans. Uwight D. Eisenhower captured Texas in
1952 and again in 1956, Richard Nixon carried the state in
1972, Statistically, in 1960, Nixon missed winning.Texas
by less than 50,000 votes. In all probability, according
to Merritt Gibson, he would have carried ;he state in 1968,
when Hubert Humphrey won by less.than 40,000 votes, had
George Wallace not polled half a million votes, After the
eieetion of 1948, presidential candidates, regardless of
party, never again took Texas' vote for granted.

The course which Lone Star States' Righters traversed
from early February 1948,wwhen'Truman announced his plan to
seek civil rights legislation, was an.odyésey filled with
adversity and challenge at every turn, Texas conser-
vatives, distrustful of government centralization and
strongly opposed to Washington's increasing intrusion into
a state's right to handle its own problems, eventually
organized in a formal effort to reduce that power, In one
sense, the movement was the culmination of a decade of
political unrest; in another, it was the onset of a

political reformation... . . ... ...l

®pexas Almanac (Dallas: A.H. Belo Corp., 1877),
p. 540; Gibson interview,
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