
 

 



A CHOICE  NOT AN  ECHO 

is a clear, concise statement of the issues of the 
1964 presidential campaign, including the hidden 
issues within the Republican Party. It gives a fas- 
cinating inside account of Republican National 
Conventions since 1936. If is full of authentic de- 
tails never before assembled. It answers such ques- 
tions as: 

Who really picks your presidential  candidates? 
How are political conventions stolen? 
Who are the secret kingmakers? 
How do "hidden persuaders" and propaganda 
gimmicks influence politics? 
Will the Republicans win in 1964? 

* * * * *  

PHYLLIS SCHLAFLY is the President of the Illinois 
Federation of Republican Women, an office she 
has held since 1960. She is a Phi Beta Kappa with 
a Master’s Degree in Political Science. She was an 
elected Delegate to three Republican National 
Conventions, and many of the events described 
in this book are from first-hand experience. 

In selecting her this year as "Woman of Achieve- 
ment in Public Affairs", the ST. LOUIS GLOBE- 
DEMOCRAT said: "Phyllis Schlafly stands for ev- 
erything that has made America great and for 
those things which will keep it that way." 
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"A CHOICE NOT AN ECHO made a ma- 
jor contribution to the victory of Senator Gold- 
water at the Republican Convention in San Fran- 
cisco. If read by enough people, I am confident 
it will help elect him to the Presidency and thus 
preserve our heritage of freedom and decency 
in human relationships ... It is absolutely the 
finest collection of evidence I have seen." 

� General A. C. Wedemeyer, U. S. Army (Ret.)  

"Phyllis Schlafly has written the book of the 
year . . . Although the book is written primarily 
to alert Republican voters, it will be of equal 
interest to Democratic voters." 
�Major General Thomas A. Lane, U. S. Army (Ret.)  

"The distribution of a half-million copies of 
A CHOICE NOT AN ECHO in California 
prior to the June 2 primary was a major factor 
in bringing victory to Barry Goldwater against 
the terrific assault of the press, the pollsters and 
the paid political workers of the opposition." 

� Gardiner Johnson,  Republican  National 
Committeeman for California 

"Mrs. Schlafly gave us a tool when we need- 
ed it most. It was a magic wand that really con- 
verted people to Barry Goldwater." 
� Mrs. Edgar Eisenhower  



Chapter One 

The Billion Dollar Robberies 

Newspapers still headline stories about the $7 
million London train robbery of 1963 and the 
earlier $1.2 million Brink’s robbery in 1950 in 
Boston. Yet the press is strangely silent about 
the $13 billion robbery of 1940, the $98 billion 
robbery of 1944, the $39 billion robbery of 1948, 
or the $81 billion robbery of 1960. 

In each of those years the American people 
were robbed of their constitutional birthright to 
a Presidential choice. At stake was control of 
the annual Federal spending which rose from $13 
billion in 1941 to $100 billion in 1964. 

The advance planning and sense stimuli em- 
ployed to capture a $10 million cigarette or soap 
market are nothing compared to the brainwash- 
ing and propaganda blitzes used to insure control 
of the largest cash market in the world: the 
Executive Branch of the United States Govern- 
ment. 

Most Americans think the next president of 
the United States will be selected on the first 
Tuesday after the first Monday in November 
1964 when we go to the polls to vote. Most 
Americans think they will vote for a candidate 
who has been selected in their Party’s political 
convention by Delegates who voted their honest 
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6 A CHOICE NOT AN ECHO 
convictions and chose the man best qualified to 
lead their Party to victory. This may be what is 
taught in the schoolbooks, but this ideal is fre- 
quently contrary to political reality. 
From 1936 through 1960 the Republican pres- 
idential nominee was selected by a small group of 
secret kingmakers who are the most powerful 
opinion makers in the world. They dictated the 
choice of the Republican presidential nominee 
just as completely as the Paris dressmakers con- 
trol the length of women’s skirts. In the 1940’s 
when the decree went out from Paris that all 
women’s skirts should be only fourteen inches 
off the floor, every family budget in the United 
States was unbalanced in a frantic effort to 
achieve the "new look". 

Each fall 66 million American women don’t 
spontaneously decide their dresses should be an 
inch or two shorter, or longer, than last year. 
Like sheep, they bow to the wishes of a select 
clique of couturiers whom they have never seen, 
and whose names they may not even know. 

It is easy to predict that, when skirts get 
about as short as they can possibly go, a Paris 
edict will be handed down again, and otherwise- 
sensible American women, even when they cannot 
afford such extravagance, will throw or give 
away perfectly gopd dresses in order to buy new 
ones which will meet the fashion dictates of a half 
dozen dressmakers in Paris. 

In the same way, a few secret kingmakers 
based in New York selected every Republican 
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presidential nominee from 1936 through 1960, 
and successfully forced their choice on a free 
country where there are more than 34 million 
Republican voters. Fantastic? In this book, we 
will examine the record and see how they did it. 
The strategy of politics, like an iceberg, is eight- 
ninths under the surface. 

But, first, let us look at the issues of the 1964 
election year. 



Chapter Two 

Who’s Looney Now? 

Every newspaper, every newscast on radio 
and television, every statement of public offi- 
cials � testifies to the numerous important poli- 
tical issues of the 1964 campaign year. 

I. DEFEATS AROUND THE WORLD. A 
map of the world reveals the collapse of Ameri- 
can foreign policy everywhere. 

LAOS, as a result of the troika coalition 
government forced upon our friends by Ambassa- 
dor Averell Harriman, is now under Communist 
control. This is in spite of the fact that Laos 
received more United States foreign aid per 
capita than any nation in the world, and was the 
scene of the dedicated private charity of the 
heroic Dr. Tom Dooley. 

VIET NAM, slipping fast into Communist 
clutches, is now embroiled in a bloody war in 
which American boys are fighting and dying with 
little hope, under the policies of the present Ad- 
ministration, of winning. 

CAMBODIA, which has received generous 
amounts of foreign aid, has ordered our diplo- 
matic representatives out of the country. 

PAKISTAN and INDIA are angry at us for 
the military aid we have given the other. 

GREECE, the country we saved from Com- 
munism under the Greek-Turkish Aid Program, 

8 



WHO’S LOONEY NOW? 9 
has been the scene of rampaging anti-American 
mobs which burn President Johnson in effigy. 

FRANCE and ENGLAND, our old friends, 
have broken with American policy, recognized 
Red China, and told President Johnson they will 
trade with Cuba and the Soviet Union whether 
we like it or not. 

We have lost the friendship of our NATO ally 
PORTUGAL because our State Department 
sided with Portugal’s enemies when they seized 
Goa and attempted to seize Angola. 

We have lost the friendship of our NATO 
ally the NETHERLANDS because the Demo- 
cratic policy under Bobby Kennedy encouraged 
Sukarno to steal Dutch New Guinea. 

The CONGO, as a direct result of the coali- 
tion policy forced upon it by the Democratic 
State Department through the UN, is in utter 
chaos, with gangs of savages terrorizing and kill- 
ing missionaries and other white people. 

In ALGERIA, Communist Ben Bella, who 
was welcomed to America by the Democratic 
Administration with a 21-gun salute on the White 
House lawn, is building a Castro-like state. 

In 1960 the Democratic presidential and vice 
presidential candidates made a major issue of 
our "image" abroad. They promised to increase 
respect for America among foreign countries. 
Four years later, Americans are more hated by 
more people than ever in our history. In many 
countries on every continent, the American Flag 
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is being  dragged  down,  American  property  is 
being confiscated,  American  citizens  are being 
seized and humiliated. 
II. CASTRO AND CUBA. After the Bay 
of Pigs invasion that turned into a triumph for 
Castro, and after the phony "blockade" of Octo- 
ber 1962 that turned into a triumph for Khru- 
shchev, the problem of Cuba is still with us. The 
Johnson Administration apparently has no plans 
for doing anything to solve it. No one knows 
how many Soviet missiles are still in Cuba, aimed 
at targets in the United States. No one knows 
how many Soviet troops and "technicians" are 
directing military operations in Cuba and train- 
ing Latin Americans for subversion. 

We do have documented evidence that Castro 
is a fountainhead for subversion in Panama, 
Venezuela, throughout Latin America, and all 
the way to Zanzibar. 

On January 17, 1964, Khrushchev repeated his 
claim that he had moved missiles out of Cuba 
only in return for a United States pledge not to 
invade that island. He said: 
"We got a pledge that there will be no 
invasion of Cuba."1 

Not a single responsible official of the John- 
son Administration denied Khrushchev’s boast. 
The American people can only conclude that the 
Democrats in fact did make such a pledge, and 
that the Johnson Administration intends to ful- 
fill it, Worse, the Democrats not only pledged 
no invasion of Cuba by the United States, but 
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they are using our Navy and Coast Guard to 
prevent the Cuban Freedom Fighters from con- 
ducting guerrilla warfare against Castro. 

The slogan of the Johnson Administration 
seems to be: 

"Don’t worry about the Reds � they are 
still 90 miles away!" 

How long can we tolerate this Communist 
base in Cuba, with Castro insulting and harassing 
us, spreading his infection throughout the West- 
ern Hemisphere giving the Soviets the oppor- 
tunity to zero in their missiles on American 
cities? 

III. SURVIVAL. Hitler told the world his 
plans for world conquest in MEIN KAMPF. 
Western leaders refused either to read or to be- 
lieve his clear design for aggression. The Com- 
munists also have laid out their blueprint for 
world conquest. 

On November 18, 1956, Khrushchev told 
Western diplomats at a Moscow reception: 
"Whether you like it or not history is on 
our side. We will bury you."2 

Each year Khrushchev has accelerated his time- 
table. On July 6, 1960 in Kaprun, Austria, he 
said: 
"In the short time I still have to live, I 
would like to see the day when the Com- 
munist flag flies over the whole world."3 

On January 17, 1961, Khrushchev predicted that 
the "victory of world Communism is no longer 
far off."4 In Bucharest,  Romania on July  19, 
1962, Khrushchev boasted: 
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"I am convinced that tomorrow the Red 
flag will fly over the United States. But, we will not fly the  flag. 
The American people will hoist it themselves."5 

Khrushchev has tested and exploded super hy- 
drogen bombs many megatons more powerful 
than ours. Communism controls one-fourth of the 
earth’s land surface and one-third of its popula- 
tion. In the last three years, our enemy has ac- 
quired missile and submarine bases in Africa and 
in the Western Hemisphere. 

The most important national problem is the 
survival of American freedom and independence 
in the face of the Communist threat. Instead of 
promising to protect our Republic from the great- 
est threat in our history, the response of the 
present Democratic Administration is summed up 
in three policy documents: 

1) State Department Publication 7277 entitled 
"Freedom From War", which lays out the offi- 
cial policy of the present administration to abol- 
ish our Army, our Navy, our Air Force and our 
nuclear weapons, and make us subject to a "Unit- 
ed Nations Peace Force."6 

2) The Rostow Report, a master plan on for- 
eign policy and disarmament authored by Walt 
W. Rostow, chairman of the State Department’s 
Policy Planning Board.7 The thesis of the Ros- 
tow Report is that the Communists are "mellow- 
ing", that we must abandon our first-strike wea- 
pons, that we must not seek victory of the United 
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States over the Soviet Union or of capitalism 
over Communism, that we must never give any 
encouragement to revolts behind the Iron Cur- 
tain, that we should deny U. S. foreign aid to 
countries in order to force them into coalition 
governments with the Communists as was done 
in Laos, that we must work toward general and 
complete disarmament, and that the Administra- 
tion should embark on a systematic publicity 
campaign in order to sell Congress and the Amer- 
ican people on disarmament. These are now the 
policies of the Johnson Administration. 

3) The Phoenix Report, prepared for the U.S. 
Arms Control and Disarmament Agency.8 The 
thesis of the Phoenix Report is that we should 
abandon the old objectives of "containment" 
and "coexistence" in favor of a "detente" or 
"interdependence" between the U.S. and the So- 
viet Union, that we should have only parity of 
military force with the USSR, that the President 
should trick the American people into unilateral 
disarmament by a tax cut which would force a 
decrease in spending on national defense, and 
that we should seriously consider "unification" 
of the U.S. and the USSR. 

The American people would never vote for 
State Department Publication 7277, the Rostow 
Report or the Phoenix Report if given a chance 
at the polls! The big question is, can the John- 
son Administration with help of the New York 
kingmakers put these policies into effect without 
the American people realizing it until it is too 
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late? 
IV. THE PANAMA CANAL. In early Jan- 
uary  1964, Communist-led mobs rioted in Pana- 
ma and marched on our  Panama   Canal.  The 
role of Red agents trained by Castro has been 
confirmed by our Secretaries of State and the 
Army.9 Since  Castro’s  unsuccessful  invasion of 
Panama in 1959, he has built up a cadre of 700 
hardcore agents operating inside Panama.10 

After the rioting Khrushchev bellowed: 
"Get out before it is too late, before you 
are chucked out. . . We side with the peo- 
ple of  Panama."11 

The Communist apparatus throughout the world 
echoed the Red line. 

What did the Johnson Administration do? Did 
LBJ announce that America’s vital interests in 
the Panama Canal would be defended? Did he 
tell the world that the Panama Canal is a law- 
fully-purchased American territory, just like the 
Louisiana Purchase and Alaska, and that we 
have been more than generous with the Pana- 
manians ? 

No, LBJ said on January 23 that the U.S. is 
willing to engage in "reconsideration of all is- 
sues" between the U.S. and Panama and on 
March 21 to consider "every problem which the 
Panamanian government wishes to raise." 

Americans should beware of the Johnson-Rusk 
State Department entering into negotiations 
about the Panama Canal. Based on past history, 
it looks as though the State Department is soft- 
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ening public opinion for another giveaway of 
free-world rights and territory that will rank 
with the tragic Roosevelt and Truman conces- 
sions at Teheran, Yalta and Potsdam. 

V. COMMUNIST AGENTS IN THE 
STATE DEPARTMENT AND THE CIA. 
State Department Security Officer Scott Mc- 
Leod listed 648 State Department employees as 
having had Communist activities and associations 
and 94 as perverts. His successor Otto F. Otepka 
was fired by Dean Rusk for cooperating with the 
Senate Internal Security Subcommittee. Top So- 
viet secret police defectors Yuri Nossenko and 
Michael Goleniewski have described the Red pene- 
tration of our State Department and CIA.12 Con- 
gressman Michael Feighan quotes Goleniewski as 
saying that, when he went to be debriefed by 
high CIA officials, he found "one of my own 
agents sitting in front of me."13 President John- 
son and Dean Rusk are trying to sweep these 
facts under the rug for fear of another Alger 
Hiss scandal in an election year. 

VI. AMERICAN JETS SHOT DOWN BY 
THE SOVIETS. On Januarv 28, 1964 the Rus- 
sians shot down an unarmed American trainer 
plane that had wandered over East Germany 
during a storm. The crew of three was killed. 
After issuing a perfunctory protest, the next 
day the State Department announced "the in- 
cident is closed". 

On March 10 the Communists shot down an- 
other American plane. Western radar watchers 
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report there have  been  95   Red  violations   of 
Western air space in the last two years. Yet no 
Red plane  has ever been shot down, or even shot 
at, by the West. 
How long will  the  Communists  continue  to 
kill Americans and humiliate us before the world? 
The Johnson Administration has no answer. 

VII. THE OPPENHEIMER AWARD. One 
of Johnson’s first acts after becoming President 
was personally to present the Enrico Fermi 
Award, which carries with it a tax free purse of 
$50,000, to J. Robert Oppenheimer. 

When anyone tries to say there is no dif- 
ference between Republicans and Democrats, 
remember this case of J. Robert Oppenheimer. 
The Eisenhower Administration, with Lewis 
Strauss as Chairman of the Atomic Energy 
Commission, revoked Oppenheimer’s security 
clearance. Some of the evidence against Oppen- 
heimer was summarized by William L. Borden, 
Executive Director of the Congressional Joint 
Committee on Atomic Energy, who testified that 
J. Robert Oppenheimer 
"was contributing substantial monthly sums 
to the Communist Party; ... his wife and 
younger brother were Communists; ... he 
had at least one Communist mistress . . . 
he was responsible for employing a num- 
ber of Communists ... at wartime Los 
Alamos . . ."14 

Oppenheimer admitted that he deliberately told 
a "tissue of lies" to a security officer of the U.S. 
Army about a contact with him attempted by a 



WHO’S LOONEY NOW? 17 
Soviet agent. 

This is the man whom President Johnson per- 
sonally presented with the Fermi award and 
$50,000. Not a single Republican attended the 
presentation ceremony at the White House. 

VIII. THE EDMUND WILSON AWARD. 
On December 6, 1963 President Johnson pre- 
sented the Presidential Medal of Freedom to 
Edmund Wilson. This is the highest award that 
any civilian can receive in peacetime. Edmund 
Wilson’s name is unknown to most Americans, 
so it is appropriate to tell who he is. 

He has had four wives. 
He is the author of a book so immoral that, 

even under our contemporary standards, its sale 
had to be stopped in many places. The banning 
of his book in New York State was even upheld 
by the United States Supreme Court.15 

By his own admission, Edmund Wilson voted 
the Communist ticket in 1932, and the Socialist 
ticket in every other election when Norman 
Thomas was a candidate. 
Edmund Wilson revealed his lack of patriot- 
ism in these words from his latest book: 
"I have finally come to feel that this coun- 
try, whether or not I continue to live in it, 
is no longer any place for me."16 

Finally, he did not file any income tax return 
for nine years. He wrote a book bragging about 
it called THE COLD WAR AND THE IN- 
COME TAX. 

Yet, one of LBJ’s first acts as President was 



18 A CHOICE NOT AN ECHO 

to present a Medal of Freedom to Edmund Wil- 
son. 
Failing to file  any   income  tax  return   is   a 
favorite failing of  Democrat liberals.  One  of 
the most prominent Democrats of our time, Al- 
ben Barkley, failed to file any income tax return 
for years, including all the time he was Vice Pres- 
ident and some of the years he was Majority 
Leader of the  Senate,   steering  Democrat tax 
increases through  Congress. 

Another prominent Democrat liberal who 
failed to file any income tax return for five 
years, although his income was more than 
$60,000 each year, was Dean James Landis, 
business associate and close personal friend of 
Joseph P. Kennedy. When the Government fin- 
ally caught up with him, do you think he re- 
ceived the sentence that any ordinary citizen 
would receive? Certainly not. He was given 
a 30-day rest in the finest suite at the most 
luxurious hospital in New York.17 Dean Landis 
held many high government positions under both 
the New Deal and the New Frontier. Under the 
Kennedy Administration, which was part of 
the time he failed to file any income tax returns, 
he was chairman of a special commission to 
draw up a code of ethics for Government em- 
ployees. 

IX. THE BOBBY BAKER CASE. President 
Lyndon Johnson admitted that he accepted from 
his friend and protege, Bobby Baker, a hi-fi set 
that cost $585 wholesale and was worth $800- 
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900 retail. Several years ago Sherman Adams 
was forced to resign when it was discovered that 
he had accepted a vicuna coat from Bernard 
Goldfine. Should not the same principle be ap- 
plied to LBJ? 

Bobby Baker, by his own sworn statement, 
rose from a net worth of $11,000 to $2,100,000 
� while he held a full time Government job ob- 
tained for him by Lyndon Johnson. He received 
a $100,000 loan from a bank which did not 
even inquire what his income was. He received 
a $54,000 loan from the Small Business Admini- 
stration under circumstances that no one else 
would have received a loan. 

When called to testify before a Senate Com- 
mittee, Bobby Baker took the Fifth Amendment 
many times, as did his secretary whom he falsely 
listed as his "cousin" in order to evade a District 
of Columbia zoning regulation. 

The public reacted vigorously in the election 
of 1952 against the mink coats and the deep 
freezes of the Truman Administration. These 
were minor compared to the insider deals and 
the extremely valuable favors given to the LBJ 
radio and television stations by Democratic of- 
ficeholders. 
* * * * * *  

A popular story of a generation ago concern- 
ed an escapee from a nuthouse who, upon learn- 
ing that the farmers had been ordered by the 
New Deal to plow under every third row of cot- 
ton and to destroy surplus wheat and oranges, 
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exclaimed "Who’s looney now?" 

There are a number of people in Washington 
today to whom this expression could apply. Here 
are a few of the many inconsistencies and con- 
tradictions in the policies of the present Admin- 
istration. 

While LBJ is turning out the lights in the 
White House to save a few dollars � he is also 
turning out the lights of freedom all over the 
world by spending $44 million on wheat for the 
Communist slavemasters. Who’s looney now? 

The Johnson Administration is sending Amer- 
ican boys 9,000 miles away to fight and die 
against the Communists in Viet Nam � but the 
Johnson Administration won’t do anything at 
all about the Communists only 90 miles away in 
Cuba. Who’s looney now? 

The Johnson Administration is spending $6 
billion per year to put a man on the moon � and 
incidentally the space center in Texas is the chief 
beneficiary of this boondoggle � but the John- 
son Administration won’t send a man to Guan- 
tanamo to turn on the water. Who’s looney now? 

The Democrat Administration had a pretend- 
ed economy drive and closed our 45 missile bases 
in Turkey and Italy, cancelled the Skybolt missile, 
the RS-70 reconnaissance strike bomber, and the 
Nike-Zeus anti-missile-missile because they are 
too expensive � but they tell us we can’t cut a 
nickel out of foreign aid to the pro-Communist 
dictators such as Tito and Nkrumah. Who’s 
looney now? 
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The Democrat Administration refused to see 

the anti-Communist Madame Nhu and, while she 
was visiting in America, gave the green light to 
her enemies to go ahead and murder her hus- 
band18� but on the other hand, the Democrat 
Administration lavished millions of dollars of 
American aid and every possible hospitality on 
the pro-Communist dictator Sukarno, providing 
him with three call girls (a Latin type, an Ameri- 
can type, and a Nordic type) as his travelling 
companions in violation of the Mann Act.19 

Who’s looney now? 
When the Communists rioted at the Panama 

Canal, and when the Soviets shot down an Amer- 
ican plane killing the crew, LBJ did nothing � 
but President Johnson went into emergency action 
and kept Congress in session on Christmas Eve 
in order to get approval to sell 64 million bushels 
of wheat to the Communists at a price cheaper 
than Americans pay. Who’s looney now? 

Many Democrats such as Senators Lausche, 
Dodd and Thurmond and their millions of sup- 
porters do not want to bury the issues of using 
U.S. tax collections to crush anti-Communists in 
Katanga and Viet Nam, and to subsidize the sale 
and transportation of wheat to our enemies. On 
March 14, 1964, Senator Lausche told Dean 
Rusk that such trade "is tantamount to telling 
the world we’ve gone to bed with the Commu- 
nists." And Senator Dodd rejected the attempted 
distinction Rusk and Under Secretary of State 
Ball made between Yugoslavia and Poland and 
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other Communist nations, saying: "All of us re- 
cognize they’re on that side and not on our side." 
Because of our two-party system, these anti- 
Communist Democrats are subject to direct and 
indirect restrictions in their freedom to criticize 
the Johnson Administration. But these anti-Com- 
munist Democrats hope and pray Republicans 
will fulfill the chief responsibility of the opposi- 
tion party � which is to oppose the present Ad- 
ministration. 



Chapter Three 

Republicans Can’t Lose�Unless  

With all these issues � issues which are vital 
to the survival and security of America � issues 
for which Republicans have the facts and argu- 
ments on their side � it looks as though there is 
no way Republicans can possibly lose so long as 
we have a presidential candidate who campaigns 
on the issues. 

But, the reader may ask, isn’t that what a 
presidential nominee is supposed to do � cam- 
paign on the issues? Yes, but let us look at the 
record and see what actually happened in past 
campaigns. 

In 1940 the Republican candidate, Wendell 
Willkie, did not campaign on the chief issue of 
that year, which was Roosevelt’s policy of con- 
senting to Stalin’s invasions of Poland, Finland, 
Latvia, Lithuania and Estonia � while commit- 
ting American boys to fight Hitler. When Will- 
kie finally made a few statements on this subject 
late in the campaign, voters instinctively knew his 
peace pledges were just "campaign oratory." The 
second major issue, Roosevelt’s violation of the 
tradition against a third term, was given only 
superficial mention by Willkie.1 

In 1944, candidate Thomas Dewey never men- 
tioned the best issue Republicans had that year � 
how the  Roosevelt Administration manipulated 
23 
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and invited the disaster at Pearl Harbor by the 

policy described by Roosevelt’s Secretary of War 
as "how we should maneuver the Japs into the 
position of firing the first shot without allowing 
too much danger to ourselves." At the personal 
request of General George Marshall (who was 
criticized by the Army Pearl Harbor Board for 
failing to warn the Pearl Harbor command 
after receiving the decoded Jap war messages), 
Dewey reneged on Republican plans to make the 
Pearl Harbor disaster a campaign issue. Dewey 
lost that year and a whole generation of Ameri- 
cans has grown up ignorant of how World War 
II began. 

In 1948, Republican candidates Thomas Dewey 
and Earl Warren did not campaign on the major 
issue of that year, which was Communist infil- 
tration in Government. The exposure of Alger 
Hiss, Harry Dexter White and other Commu- 
nists in high Government positions had given 
Republicans their best issue � but Dewey and 
Warren did not discuss it. By his "Little Sir 
Echo" campaign, Dewey snatched defeat from 
the jaws of victory. 

In 1952 Republicans were fortunate to have 
a candidate, Dwight Eisenhower, who squarely 
faced the issues of that year and approved a 
hard-hitting campaign. "Corruption, Commu- 
nism and Korea" were the three dramatic, ob- 
vious, winning issues that elected Eisenhower 
with 55 per cent of the popular vote and won a 
Republican majority in Congress. 
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In 1956 Republicans again offered the voters 

a clearcut choice over the liberalism of Adlai 
Stevenson. 

In 1960, Republican candidate Richard Nixon 
pulled his punches, thereby bringing about an- 
other defeat. He never mentioned what informed 
Republicans considered his best issue: the Senate 
record of Kennedy and Johnson, including Ken- 
nedy’s sponsorship of legislation helpful to the 
Communists, namely, the repeal of the loyalty 
oath provision in the National Defense Education 
Act, and the repeal of the Battle Act provision 
which prohibited the sending of strategic mate- 
rials to Iron Curtain countries, and Johnson’s 
killing of anti-Communist legislation such as the 
bill to restore to the states the right to punish 
subversion. In the first Nixon-Kennedy television 
debate (which had the largest audience of all) 
Kennedy said his objective was "to pick up where 
FDR left off." Nixon could have told voters 
where FDR actually left off � at Yalta. But he 
yielded his right to reply, and lost ground from 
then until November. 

How did it happen that, in four major Presi- 
dential campaigns, Republicans were maneuvered 
into nominating candidates who did not campaign 
on the major issues? 

It wasn’t any accident. It was planned that 
way. In each of their losing presidential years, 
a small group of secret kingmakers, using hidden 
persuaders and psychological warfare techniques, 
manipulated the Republican National Convention 
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to nominate candidates who would sidestep or 
suppress the key issues. 

The kingmakers and their propaganda appar- 
atus have launched a series of false slogans de- 
signed to mask the failure of their candidates to 
debate the major issues. Some of these are the 
following: "Politics should stop at the water’s 
edge." "We must unite behind our President who 
has sole power in the field of foreign affairs." 
"Foreign policy should be bipartisan." In the 
words of one great Republican leader, "Bipar- 
tisanship is just a $5 word for ... a two-bit 
word, ’me-tooism’."2 

The real motive behind these false and dan- 
gerous slogans is that the secret kingmakers do 
not want the New Deal-New Frontier foreign 
policy � in which they have a vested interest � 
debated, investigated, or submitted to the voters. 
Republicans should recognize the truth of the 
testament handed down by Senator Robert A. 
Taft shortly before his death: 
"We cannot clean up the mess in Washing- 
ton, balance the budget, reduce taxes, check 
creeping   Socialism,   tell   what   is   muscle 
or fat in our sprawling rearmament pro- 
grams,  purge subversives  from our  State 
Department, unless we come to grips with 
our foreign policy, upon  which all other 
policies depend." 
Politics makes strange bedfellows. The secret 
kingmakers have made common cause with the 
Democrats who had everything to gain and noth- 
ing to lose if the Republicans made a weak cam- 
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paign. 

One of the favorite tricks of the Democrats is 
to try to get the Republicans to pass over their 
strongest candidate and nominate instead a can- 
didate who will be easy to beat. For example, in 
1948 the Democrats cooperated with the king- 
makers to persuade Republicans to nominate a 
"me too" losing candidate, Tom Dewey, instead 
of the Republican Majority Leader, Bob Taft. 
The Democrats said they "hoped Republicans 
would nominate Taft" with the same reverse 
psychology that Brer Rabbit pleaded with the 
fox, "Oh, please don’t throw me into the briar 
patch!" 

After the 1948 election, the Democrats brag- 
ged about the trick they had pulled. Jack Red- 
ding, former publicity director of the Democrat- 
ic National Committee, in his book INSIDE 
THE DEMOCRATIC PARTY, quoted Demo- 
cratic National Chairman Robert Hannegan as 
saying in a Democratic strategy huddle: 

"If the Republicans were smart, they’d 
run Taft. He’d make a better candidate 
and would probably be harder for us to 
beat because he would fight harder. Don’t 
make the mistake of underestimating Taft. 
The fact is Taft is a fighter and will make 
a terrific fight for what he represents. 
Dewey will be ’me too’ all over again . . . 
Hit Taft hard and often; maybe we can 
stop him from getting the nomination and 
at the same time embarrass Dewey." 
Harold Ickes put it more bluntly. He said: 



28 A CHOICE NOT AN ECHO 
"With the bases loaded, the Republicans 
sent to the plate their bat boy. They could 
have sent in their Babe Ruth�Bob Taft."  

The question for Republicans at their 1964 
National Convention was: At this crucial point 
in American history, will we send in our bat 
boy? Or will we send in our Babe Ruth � a 
man who is not afraid or forbidden to take a 
good cut at all major issues of the day? 

America is best served when the two great 
political parties compete with one another to the 
fullest possible extent consistent with ethical con- 
duct. It was in the forum of vigorous political 
debate that the United States Constitution was 
hammered out by the Founding Fathers. Abra- 
ham Lincoln rose to greatness from the platform 
of hard-hitting partisan debates with Stephen A. 
Douglas over issues that were just as important 
to our country’s survival as any issues today. 

The secret of Anglo-American justice is the 
competitive, adversarial trial system. Truth is 
best served and favoritism eliminated by a pro- 
cedure which requires the litigants to compete to 
their maximum ability. There would be no justice 
in our courts if opposing lawyers went through 
an Alphonse and Gaston "me too" performance 
and agreed with their opponents on key points. 

Free competition has been the secret of Ameri- 
ca’s greatness. Honest competition between our 
producers, our transporters, our merchants, has 
made the American economic system the envy of 
the world. With only one-fifteenth of the world’s 
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population, we produce over one-half of the 
world’s goods. As sponsor of the great Sherman 
Anti-Trust Law, the Republican Party is es- 
pecially dedicated to preserving and fostering 
competition. 

Like trials, political campaigns should be com- 
petitive and adversarial. The Republican Party 
has a historic duty to demand that the major 
parties compete on foreign policy issues. Failure 
to compete in this field means a coverup of past 
mistakes. Free debate in this field will help us 
to avoid the same mistakes in the future and 
enable American voters to make the right choice 
on the basis of all the facts. 



Chapter Four 

The Smoke-Filled Room 

1936 

In early 1936 a little group of secret king- 
makers laid long-range plans to control the Re- 
publican Party. Their confidential meeting was 
in keeping with the political legend of the smoke- 
filled hotel room. 

The presiding genius of this secret gathering 
in a royal suite on the 21st floor of the Waldorf- 
Astoria Hotel in New York was Thomas La- 
mont, senior partner in J. P. Morgan and Com- 
pany, well-known international banking concern. 
Lamont was flanked to the right and left by 
Thomas Cochran, also of the Morgan firm, and 
by Alfred P. Sloan of General Motors. Five 
other prominent financiers and industrialists were 
also present. 

The purpose of this august gathering was to 
consider possible Republican candidates for Pres- 
ident against Franklin D. Roosevelt, who was 
then nearing the end of his first term. 

We know from an account of this meeting by 
Dr. Glenn Frank,1 President of the University 
of Wisconsin, who was present that the men in 
this select group spoke with the assurance that 
they would "decide" who the Republican nominee 
for President would be. The midwest was clamor- 
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ing for recognition, and the eastern elite had 
decided that they would support a candidate 
from the corn belt. 

Before the night was out, it was pretty well 
agreed that their support would be thrown to 
Governor Alf Landon of Kansas, who, of course, 
never stood a chance to win, because there was 
no beating Roosevelt for reelection in  1936. 

One of the kingmakers at this secret meeting 
summed up the purpose of the meeting in these 
words: 

"In the event we are not successful this year, 
we will select the candidate for 1940, and he will 
come from the East." 

Support for Landon by the Lamont clique was 
sop for the midwest in a hopeless Republican 
year. The real goal was 1940 when, with the 
midwest presumably satisfied, the East would 
claim the right to name the nominee. 

The choice of I andon was a significant one. 
The kingmakers such as "Ogden Mills, Eugene 
Meyer, Winthrop Aldrich recognized that . . . 
Landon might be adapted to their own pur- 
poses."2 Landon had boasted, "I have cooperated 
with the New Deal to the best of my ability," 
and had even issued public praise of New Deal 
radical Rexford G. Tugwell.3 It was not mere 
coincidence that the kingmakers passed over Her- 
bert Hoover as too conservative, and vetoed 
Colonel Frank Knox for first place on the ticket 
because, although a liberal, he had attacked 
Marxism and Socialism in the New Deal. 
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When Landon was buried under an avalanche 
of electoral   votes   in   1936,   the   New   York 
kingmakers  breathed a collective sigh of relief 
that the   Republican Party had escaped passing 
into control of the midwest. 



Chapter Five 

The Advertising Agent’s Holiday 

1940 

As the 1940 election approached, the secret 
kingmakers met again in a hotel room in the 
Waldorf-Astoria in New York to decide who 
would be the Republican presidential candidate 
that year. They wanted someone who would be 
their willing tool, and whom they could rely on 
not to change or challenge the Roosevelt foreign 
policy. If their eastern candidate could have the 
"image" of a midwesterner, this would help to 
sell him to Republicans. 

Suddenly someone suggested a New York law- 
yer named Wendell Willkie. 

The kingmakers paused to think about the 
possibility of Wendell Willkie. He was a regis- 
tered Democrat. Only five years before, he had 
been elected by Tammany Hall to the New York 
County Democratic Committee!1 As a student 
at Indiana University, he had been a member of 
the Socialist Club.2 He had never done anything 
in his entire life for the Republican Party. He 
was completely unknown outside his own lim- 
ited circles. He was the high-salaried head of a 
large utility company. He had risen in the world 
as a lawyer who had successfully defended a large 
public utilities corporation against hundreds of 
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personal-injury damage suits. 

With all these handicaps, it was unthinkable 
that such a man, with such a background, could 
receive the highest honor the Republican Party 
confers. Unthinkable, that is, unless you know the 
power of the secret kingmakers and the "hidden 
persuaders" they are able to wield through their 
financial and propaganda contacts. 

In spite of all his liabilities, the kingmakers 
decided Willkie was their man. They went to 
work to sell Willkie to the American public by 
a gigantic publicity spree. The columnist George 
Sokolsky called it "the advertising agent’s holi- 
day." Through their financial and other contacts 
throughout our communications media, they made 
it appear there was spontaneous public interest 
in Wendell Willkie. 

Willkie was catapulted into the political arena 
by an article in the SATURDAY EVENING 
POST. The big buildup gained momentum as ar- 
ticles suggesting Willkie for the Republican nom- 
ination suddenly began to appear in leading 
newspapers and magazines. His picture spon- 
taneously appeared on the covers of TIME and 
other popular magazines. He was given prestige 
in business circles by a favorable article in FOR- 
TUNE, and in popular circles by a feature ar- 
ticle in LIFE. This unknown lawyer mysteriously 
appeared as an author in Sunday magazines. 

There was no television in 1940, but there 
was radio, and the most popular program was 
"Information Please,"  then at  the peak of its 
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Hooper rating and boasting 12 million listeners. 
It was arranged for Wendell Willkie to be a 
guest on "Information Please," where he sur- 
prised everyone by having his hand up more 
often and answering more questions than all 
the experts, even John Kieran. This radio pro- 
gram was loaded with technical questions about 
the United States Constitution, which were tai- 
lored for Willkie, the only lawyer on the panel. 

On the chance that this program might be suc- 
cessful, the kingmakers were farsighted enough 
to have many pictures and a movie short made 
of it. After editing, the movie was shown in 
neighborhood movies all over the United States, 
and LIFE Magazine of April 22 featured a full 
page of pictures showing Willkie outsmarting 
all the intellectuals. 

The Willkie boom was engineered by top ad- 
vertising executives from Madison Avenue pub- 
lic relations firms such as Young and Rubicam, 
J. Walter Thompson, and Selvage and Smith.3 

Working individually and collectively, these pub- 
licity men planted news articles in magazines and 
newspapers, stimulated petitions, chain letters, 
advertisements, telegrams and fund-raising, and 
started Willkie Clubs and Willkie Mailing Com- 
mittees. The advertising manager of Johns-Mans- 
ville organized the Indiana Box Supper to pro- 
mote the legend of Willkie’s rural background. 

Seven weeks before the Republican Conven- 
tion, the Gallup Poll reported that Willkie was 
the favorite of only three per cent of Republican 
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voters. Like the new cold remedies on the market 
each winter, advertising turned Willkie into a 
60-day wonder. 

In 1940 the two leading contenders for the 
Republican nomination were Thomas E. Dewey 
and Senator Robert A. Taft. The New York 
kingmakers considered Dewey an unacceptable 
candidate because, in those days, Dewey was an 
isolationist who stressed his Michigan birth and 
education. 

Governor Harold Stassen of Minnesota had 
declared himself for Dewey and had invited 
Dewey into the Minnesota primary and even 
helped Dewey finance his campaign there. The 
kingmakers looked upon the Minnesota situation 
as a significant obstacle to Willkie because a de- 
feat there could be dangerous to Willkie’s mid- 
western image. 

The kingmakers are very resourceful, and it 
didn’t take them long to solve this problem. 
Thomas Lamont discovered he had a relative 
named John Cowles, who was publisher of the 
Minneapolis STAR, a large newspaper strate- 
gically important to Stassen’s future. After a few 
telephone calls, it was suggested to Stassen that 
he go to New York and confer with some very 
important people. 

A delectable plum was dangled in front of the 
ambitious Stassen: he was told he had been 
selected to be Temporary Chairman of the Re- 
publican National Convention, in which capacity 
he would deliver the Keynote Speech. In a few 
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days Stassen returned to Minnesota � no longer 
supporting Tom Dewey. 

In order to receive the appointment as Tem- 
porary Chairman and Keynoter of the Conven- 
tion, Stassen had to give a pledge to the Repub- 
lican National Committee that he would remain 
neutral between all candidates for the nomina- 
tion. Somehow this promise was forgotten; Stas- 
sen was so unneutral that he even served as 
Willkie’s Floor Manager during the Convention. 
This was the first of many chores that Stassen 
has performed for the secret kingmakers. 

As Convention time approached, one big stum- 
bling block remained for Wendell Willkie � Sen- 
ator Robert A. Taft. Knowledgeable observers 
could see that the race had narrowed itself to 
Willkie and Taft. Thinking that perhaps they 
might not be able to put Willkie over after all, 
and always wanting to have an alternate candi- 
date waiting in the wings, the kingmakers decided 
to make a try at buying Taft. 

The week before the Convention opened, Sen- 
ator and Mrs. Taft were invited to a dinner 
party in New York given by Mr. and Mrs. Og- 
den Reid, publisher of the NEW YORK HER- 
ALD TRIBUNE. The details of the dinner 
party are set forth in ONE MAN: WENDELL 
WILLKIE by C. Nelson Sparks. The major 
facts have been thoroughly corroborated by both 
Robert Taft and Wendell Willkie. 

The guest list for the Ogden Reid dinner party 
was carefully chosen. Present at this momentous 
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dinner party were Mr. Thomas Lamont, senior 
partner of J. P. Morgan Company, and Mrs. 
Lamont; Lord Lothian, then Ambassador to the 
United States from Great Britain; Mr. and Mrs. 
John Pillsbury of the Minneapolis milling family; 
and Mr. and Mrs. Wendell Willkie. It was an 
elegant dinner party, featuring the choicest duck 
served in the highest style, with a liveried lackey 
to wait on each guest. 

Over cigars and coffee, the small talk was sud- 
denly interrupted when the hostess announced 
that those present would be favored with a few 
remarks from Lord Lothian. The substance of 
his little speech was that it was the duty of the 
United States to go all out at once to aid Britain 
in the war. This was in June of 1940, a year and 
a half before Pearl Harbor. Thomas Lamont 
was then called on, and he expressed himself as 
fully in accord with Lord Lothian. Willkie was 
called on next. He enthusiastically endorsed 
everything that Lord Lothian and Lamont had 
said. Willkie went all out for war, maintaining 
that it was our duty to go to war at once to aid 
England. 

By this time, the plot was pretty clear to Taft. 
He realized that he had been invited to the Reid 
dinner for the purpose of ascertaining whether 
he were willing to pay the price to get the sup- 
port of the secret kingmakers for the Republican 
nomination, namely, an all-out war declaration 
that would satisfy the New York banking inter- 
ests and the British Ambassador. Taft knew that 
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if he endorsed the remarks of Lothian, Lamont 
and Willkie, he would make himself acceptable 
to the powerful financial interests and thereby 
greatly improve his chance of winning the nomi- 
nation. 

Taft was a man of principle and he declined 
this rare opportunity to win the support of the 
kingmakers. When called on, he simply observed 
that he could add nothing to his remarks in the 
Senate, where he declared that Americans did 
not want to go to war to beat a totalitarian 
system in Europe if they were to get Socialism 
here when it is all over. Then Senator and Mrs. 
Taft left the party as soon as they could grace- 
fully do so. A few days later, THE NEW 
YORK HERALD TRIBUNE announced its un- 
equivocal support for Wendell Willkie with a 
three-column appeal to the delegates on the front 
page calling Willkie "Heaven’s gift to the nation 
in its time of crisis." 

When the Republican National Convention 
opened in Philadelphia, Willkie only had 105 
Delegates. Even the Gallup Poll reported that 
Willkie was the favorite of only 17% of Republi- 
cans. Only the politically naive could believe that 
hundreds of Delegates suddenly went overboard 
for Willkie out of sheer fascination with the 
gravel voice and personality of "the barefoot 
boy from Wall Street." 

A few Republicans saw through the publicity 
blitz at the time. Forty Republican Congressmen 
called  for   a   "real   Republican."   Congressman 
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Usher Burdick declared: 

"I believe I am serving the best interests 
of the Republican Party by protesting in 
advance and exposing the machinations and 
attempts of J. P. Morgan and the other 
New York utility bankers in forcing Wen- 
dell Willkie on the Republican Party . . . 
There is nothing to the Willkie boom for 
President except the artificial public opinion 
being created by newspapers, magazines, 
and the radio. The reason back of all this 
is money. Money is being spent by someone 
and lots of it. This is a good time to find 
out whether the American people are to be 
let alone in the selection of a Republican 
candidate for the Presidency, or whether 
the ’special interests’ of this country are 
powerful enough to dictate to the American 
people."4 

Willkie had the support of the New York 
kingmakers whose long fingers of money and 
propaganda reached into every state. Their pro- 
paganda buildup for Willkie began to pay off 
in Philadelphia where Thomas Lamont set up 
headquarters. In addition, the kingmakers open- 
ed their bag of tricks for use at the Convention 
itself. The "hidden persuaders" really went into 
action. 

The "get on the bandwagon" psychology was 
played to the nth degree. The galleries were 
packed with noisy Willkie supporters admitted 
on forged tickets who chanted "we want Willkie" 
to stampede the Convention. This chant was 
used with the same repetition technique that ad- 
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vertisers developed for cigarettes. 

Five dollar bills were given to taxi drivers to 
talk up Willkie. When Delegates would grab a 
cab to the Convention hall and ask the driver the 
obvious question, "How do things look?" the 
driver would reply, "It looks like everything is 
going to Willkie." 

"Operation Telegram" was the most success- 
ful gimmick of the Willkie blitz. Nearly a million 
wires poured into Philadelphia for Willkie be- 
tween Saturday and Tuesday.5 In many of the 
larger cities all over the United States a few days 
before the Convention opened, pleasant female 
voices were calling prominent citizens and saying, 
"This is Western Union calling. Would you let 
us send the following telegram to your Delegates 
at the Convention in Philadelphia in behalf of 
Wendell Willkie?" The people called were pro- 
minent or important financially, but not politic- 
ally wise. They were flattered at the thought of 
mixing in a small way with stirring political 
events. They did not realize they were paying for 
the telegrams; but they found them later on their 
phone bills. 

Another phase of "Operation Telegram" was 
to shower a Delegate with wires from his clients 
or customers back home. For example, one Dele- 
gate was a successful automobile dealer who had 
gone to the Convention pledged to vote for an- 
other candidate. He received a telegram advocat- 
ing Willkie’s nomination from almost every man 
or woman to whom he had sold a Packard auto- 
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mobile. Many telegrams were  not sent by the 
persons whose names were signed to them, and 
wires from all over the country showed unusual 
similarity in wording and misspellings. After the 
Delegate returned home and inquired, it was too 
late. 

The kingmakers sought to influence Delegates 
by having the mortgage holders and bankers to 
whom they owed money call them in behalf of 
Willkie.6 For example, one Delegate was called 
long distance by a miller in his home town who 
had annually advanced him money and seed on 
his season’s crops. The miller, a Democrat, de- 
manded that the Delegate vote for Willkie. Later 
the same day, the Delegate’s banker who held 
the mortgage on his farm, called with the same 
demand. The Delegate voted for Willkie because 
he felt he had to. 

The Willkie campaign was richly-financed, and 
money was spent freely before and during the 
Convention. The chairman of one delegation 
stated that he was offered $19,000 for the ex- 
penses of his delegation if he would deliver his 
state’s vote for Willkie.7 Another state was told 
to name its own price as payment for announcing 
a switch to Willkie. Powerful economic interests 
brought pressures on state delegations to force 
officeholders in line if they wanted to keep their 
jobs. 

And so, the blitz was a success. The Republi- 
can Party, in Convention assembled, nominated 
Wendell Willkie for the presidency, with Taft 



THE ADVERTISING AGENT’S HOLIDAY�1940  43 
a close second and Dewey farther behind. Willkie 
had no grassroots appeal and he ran a poor race, 
trailing the rest of the Republican ticket in most 
states. He failed to carry eleven states which at 
the same time elected Republican governors. His 
showing was pitiful in spite of the fact that he 
had the support of a long procession of promi- 
nent Democrats including two former Democratic 
presidential nominees, John W. Davis and Alfred 
E. Smith; former FDR braintrusters General 
Hugh Johnson and Raymond Moley; and many 
Democratic Governors and Senators. In no elec- 
tion since the Civil War had so many party lead- 
ers deserted their own party for the opposition. 
Many other senior Democrats were hostile to 
Roosevelt, but silent to preserve their party mem- 
bership, including James A. Farley and Vice Pres- 
ident John Garner. 

After the election, Willkie was exposed as a 
complete phony. He cynically admitted under 
oath to a Senate committee that pledges he had 
made before the election were just "campaign 
oratory."8 He hired an identified Soviet agent to 
ghost-write his book ONE WORLD. He eagerly 
donated his legal services to defend a top Com- 
munist named Schneiderman and take his case 
to the United States Supreme Court. 

Those who might think Willkie’s defeat both- 
ered the New York kingmakers who had blitzed 
his nomination, just don’t understand politics. 
The kingmakers did not care whether Willkie 
won or lost. All they cared was to make sure 
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that they had on both tickets an eastern inter- 
ventionist candidate who would continue Roose- 
velt’s foreign policy so that the voters would not 
have a choice on the great issue of entering the 
European War. Their objective was to make sure 
that, if by chance a Republican should win, he 
would be a man the secret kingmakers could con- 
trol. Their attitude was like that of the old time 
Philadelphia political boss who, when told his 
candidate could not win and would wreck the 
party, replied: "Yes, but we will own the wreck- 
age." 



Chapter Six 

The Pollsters and the Hoaxers 

1944 

The New York kingmakers realized they could 
not capture the 1944 Republican nomination 
cither with Willkie or with the same type of last- 
minute blitz they had used in 1940. This time 
they went into action earlier. They discovered 
and developed a new political weapon: the Gallup 
Poll. Dr. George Gallup began asking a lot of 
questions of a very few people, and � funny 
thing � he usually came up with answers that 
pleased the New York kingmakers. 

The Gallup Poll has been used repeatedly as 
a subtle propaganda machine to sell the Repub- 
licans on the false propositions that the GOP 
cannot win unless it (1) continues the New Deal 
foreign policy and (2) names candidates who 
will appeal to left-leaning Democrats and liberals. 

The Gallup Poll worked so well that, in 1944, 
there was hardly any need to have a Republican 
Convention. The Gallup Poll had already an- 
nounced that Dewey had 68 percent of Republi- 
can voters in his camp, and that he was the only 
Republican with a chance to win. The Convention 
was cold, dull and colorless. The Delegates met 
merely to ratify the Gallup Poll decision. 

Why did the kingmakers support Dewey in 
1944 when they had fought him in 1940? Very 
simple. Dewey observed what happened in 1940 
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and how one gets to be the Republican nominee. 
Dewey decided to pay the price that Senator Taft 
had refused to pay at the Ogden Reid dinner. 
Dewey abandoned his isolationist views, joined 
with the New York internationalists, and himself 
became one of the powerful kingmakers. 
It may be that, with World War  II in full 
swing,  no Republican  could have been  elected 
that year.  Nevertheless,  Dewey made   a weak 
campaign and refused to mention, because of the 
personal request of George Marshall,1 the best 
issue the Republicans had: how  Roosevelt had 
invited and encouraged the Pearl Harbor attack. 
Dewey  knew   that  Roosevelt   had   refused   to 
negotiate with the pro-American government of 
Prince Konoye of Japan, and had given its suc- 
cessor an ultimatum which meant war. Dewey 
knew that we had broken the top Japanese code 
before Pearl Harbor. He knew that President 
Roosevelt, his Secretaries of War and Navy, and 
his Chief of Staff George  Marshall,  had  ad- 
vance warnings of the Japanese attack. He knew 
that Pearl Harbor was a disaster for which the 
Commander-in-Chief should be  held personally 
responsible. Yet, he said nothing � and the vot- 
ers failed to learn the truth. 

After the votes were counted, the Roosevelt 
foreign policy was safe again from any effective 
challenge for four years. Roosevelt traveled to 
Yalta where he sold out our allies in Eastern Eu- 
rope and China, and gave Stalin three votes in 
the United Nations. 



Chapter Seven 

Snatching Defeat from the 
Jaws of Victory 

1948 
The 1948 Republican nomination was a covet- 

ed prize. Two years earlier, the slogan "Had 
Enough?" and public reaction to price controls 
had given the Republican Party its largest vic- 
tory of our time. On the principle that "coming 
events cast their shadows before them," Repub- 
licans confidently anticipated a sure win. 

There was much resentment among conserva- 
tive Republicans against the "me too" campaign 
Dewey had waged in 1944. There was a strong 
Republican Party tradition against nominating 
a loser, on the principle best expressed by Theo- 
dore Roosevelt’s daughter, Alice Longworth, that 
"you can’t make a souffle rise twice." But the 
Gallup Poll again hoaxed Republicans into nom- 
inating the choice of the New York kingmakers, 
Thomas E. Dewey. 

To secure the nomination, the Dewey forces 
spent money and made deals and promises that 
Taft would never make. Offers were made of 
Federal jobs that Delegates could not resist. 
Mississippi’s delegation was headed by a Taft 
man, but his Delegates voted the other way. 
After the vote, one Delegate ran for a train and 
died of a heart attack on it. He had $1,500 in 
fresh money on him  and the   other Delegates 
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claimed it should be divided among them.1 

One of the deals made by the Dewey managers 
was with Congressman Charles Halleck, who 
was promised the Vice Presidential nomination 
if he could deliver the Indiana delegation to 
Dewey. It wasn’t easy, but Halleck delivered, 
confident that he would have second place on 
the ticket. 

In the hours after Dewey was nominated Pres- 
ident, the New York kingmakers, determined 
to continue the Roosevelt foreign policy, stepped 
in to scotch the deal. Speaking through their 
house organ, THE NEW YORK TIMES, the 
kingmakers declared: 

"Surely not Mr. Halleck! Mr. Halleck 
would bring into the campaign the perfect 
record of a Republican isolationist. Mr. 
Halleck voted against Selective Service in 
the summer of 1940 � Mr. Halleck voted 
against Lend-Lease ... He voted against 
the British loan. He voted against the Hull 
reciprocal trade program in 1940 . . . With 
Mr. Ta’ber he led the fight to cut appro- 
priations under the Marshall Plan . . ." 

Here was a good summary of what kind of a 
candidate the New York kingmakers will not 
tolerate. They will not permit a candidate on the 
ticket � even in second place � unless he has a 
foreign policy acceptable to the New York fin- 
anciers and banking interests who profit so 
greatly from the New Deal foreign policy. 
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Dewey and the kingmakers chose Earl Warren 
of California as the Vice Presidential nominee. 
Before starting out on the campaign trail, Dewey 
and Warren promised each other that neither 
would mention the hottest issue of the day � the 
one on which the Democrats were most vulner- 
able � the issue of Communist infiltration in the 
Federal Government. 

Even with the benefit of 20/20 hindsight, it 
is hard to see how Dewey could have lost. The 
Democrats were hopelessly split, with the South- 
erners supporting Strom Thurmond and the left- 
wing radicals supporting Henry Wallace. 

Truman pitched his campaign against the Re- 
publican 80th Congress. Dewey made a fatal 
mistake when he did not defend it. The Republi- 
can 80th Congress, under the leadership of Sena- 
tor Robert Taft, had made the greatest record 
of any Congress in the 20th century. For the 
first time since the start of the New Deal, it 
reduced taxes, balanced the budget, and reduced 
the national debt. It exposed Alger Hiss, Harry 
Dexter White and other Communists in the New 
Deal. It launched the Greek-Turkish Military 
Aid Plan which under General Van Fleet crushed 
the Communist guerillas in Greece. It enacted 
the Taft-Hartley Law over Truman’s veto. It 
rejected Truman’s plan to draft railroad strikers 
into the Army. It authorized the Hoover Com- 
mission to reorganize the Government. It passed 
the 22nd Amendment to the Constitution limit- 
ing the President to two terms. By any standard, 
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it was a constructive, responsible Congress, and 

would have been a winning issue for Republicans. 
By his incredible "me too" campaign, by his 
refusal to debate the issues of the 80th Congress 
and Communism in Government, Dewey truly 
snatched defeat from the jaws of victory.2 Re- 
publicans found to their sorrow that Dewey could 
not Gallup into the White House as he had Gal- 
luped into the nomination. 

But again, Dewey’s defeat did not bother the 
kingmakers at all. All they wanted was to make 
sure there was a candidate on both tickets who 
would rubberstamp their America Last foreign 
policy. 

The 1948 election results should have destroy- 
ed the Gallup Poll as a weapon which could again 
capture the presidential nomination. Gallup pre- 
dicted that Dewey would be elected in a land- 
slide. Leading liberal opinion-makers such as 
Walter Lippmann were so carried away by mis- 
placed confidence in Gallup that they suggested 
we dispense with the election, save that national 
expense, and simply declare Dewey the winner 
over Truman. 

It is time the American people wake up to the 
inaccuracy of the Gallup Poll. In ancient times, 
superstitious people used to go to the temple 
and beg a prophecy from some priestess who be- 
longed to an elite cult. The batting average of 
these ancient frauds was at least as good as the 
Gallup Poll. The famous Delphic Oracle built 
up a phony reputation as a prophet by giving 
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trick answers subject to contradictory interpre- 
tations. To the question: Who will win the war 
between Athens and Sparta, the Oracle answered: 
"I say to you Sparta, the Athenians will conquer." 

Likewise, the Gallup Poll has built its reputa- 
tion by asking trick questions. Ask a loaded 
question and get a loaded answer. 

Author and political analyst Svend Petersen 
made a thorough statistical analysis of the presi- 
dential polls taken by George Gallup and com- 
pared them with the presidential polls taken by 
the old LITERARY DIGEST which went out 
of existence after predicting that Landon would 
defeat Roosevelt in 1936. His conclusion: the 
LITERARY DIGEST scored three victories and 
one failure; the Gallup Poll achieved one victory, 
one failure, and in two elections Gallup reported 
such a large percentage of voters "who had not 
made up their minds" that his poll could not be 
called either a success or failure.3 

It is too bad for American politics that the 
Gallup Poll did not have the good grace (like the 
LITERARY DIGEST) after its abysmal failure 
in 1948, to fold its tent and silently steal away. 

It should be noted that the LITERARY DI- 
GEST polled millions, while George Gallup polls 
only a few hundred � so few that the exact num- 
ber is a dark secret which Gallup will not reveal. 
Were he to reveal the pathetic paucity of his 
pollees, the myth of the Gallup Poll would join 
the myth of the Delphic Oracle in the limbo of 
history. 



Chapter Eight 

The Big Steal 

1952 

For long in advance, it was easy for everyone 
to see that 1952 would be a crucial election year, 
and a good year for Republicans. The Truman 
scandals, the Korean War, Communist infiltra- 
tion in Government, the fact that for the first 
time since 1932 the GOP was not faced with an 
incumbent President � all these factors combin- 
ed to make the Republican nomination an even 
greater prize than in 1948. 

The obvious choice was Senator Robert A. 
Taft, the man who was the acknowledged leader 
of the Republican Party in good years as well 
as bad, who had one of the most honorable and 
distinguished records of Government service of 
any man alive, who was respected by both friends 
and enemies, who was the choice of the over- 
whelming majority of organization Republicans. 

The kingmakers vetoed Taft. It has been said 
that "Hell hath no fury like a woman scorned." 
What the American public was to learn in 1952 
was that "Hell hath no fury like the New York 
kingmakers scorned." Taft had scorned them at 
the Ogden Reid dinner party in 1940. The king- 
makers knew he was not one of them. They could 
not control him. He was dedicated to reduce the 
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level of Federal spending. Most important, he 
would never condone the America Last policy 
of the New Deal. Taft’s own book A FOREIGN 
POLICY FOR AMERICA was based on this 
simple premise (which was anathema to the king- 
makers): 

"The ultimate purpose of our foreign poli- 
cy must be to protect the liberty of the peo- 
ple of the United States." 
The kingmakers’ propagandists launched a po- 
tent word missile: "I like Taft, but Taft can’t 
win." This slogan was cleverly designed to drive 
a wedge between Taft and his supporters, and 
it probably did affect many people. Of course it 
was completely false, as Taft had the best vote- 
getting record of any Republican in the country, 
and had proved this ability in Ohio in his tre- 
mendous  1950 victory, in spite of dire predic- 
tions  to  the  contrary.   During  the preferential 
primaries held in 1952, Taft polled more popular 
votes than any other Republican candidate. 

The kingmakers selected their 1952 candidate 
carefully�General Dwight Eisenhower. It 
should be made perfectly clear that nothing in 
these pages is meant to cast any reflection what- 
soever on Eisenhower. He was an amateur in 
politics; he did not have the slightest idea of the 
tactics used by the little clique determined to 
steal the nomination and push him into the Presi- 
dency. 

Eisenhower was a long-time favorite of the 
kingmakers. Several years before, they had plac- 
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ed him in an important non-political job to keep 
him in the public eye, but not require him to take 
a stand on controversial questions such as the 
Taft-Hartley Act and Communists in our Gov- 
ernment. They had installed him as President of 
Columbia University. With all due respect to 
Ike’s many talents, he was not suited for this 
position. Yet, the kingmakers found Ike’s lack of 
qualifications no handicap because some of the 
kingmakers were trustees of Columbia Univer- 
sity. 

In order to make sure they retained control 
of the 96-vote delegation at the 1952 Republican 
National Convention, the kingmakers persuaded 
Thomas E. Dewey to run for a third term as 
Governor of New York in 1950. By orders of 
Winthrop Aldrich of the Chase National (Rock- 
efeller) Bank, Lieutenant Governor Joe R. Han- 
ley, who was to have been the candidate, was 
bludgeoned into withdrawing. Hanley revealed 
in a letter which leaked out that he had been 
"humiliated" and was "disappointed and heart- 
sick" over the pressure put on him, but he had 
withdrawn on the promise that his debts would be 
paid and he would be given a fat state job. 

The secret kingmakers never put all their eggs 
in one basket. They always have a stand-in wait- 
ing in the wings. Just on the outside chance that 
they might not be able to sell Ike to the Republi- 
can Party, they had placed their second choice, 
Harold Stassen, on ice as President of the Uni- 
versity of Pennsylvania. Stassen was  even less 
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qualified to be a University president than Eisen- 
hower. 

The New York kingmakers reactivated the 
whole propaganda apparatus that they had creat- 
ed to publicize Wendell Willkie. The Madison 
Avenue public relations firms, the big national 
magazines, and four-fifths of the influential news- 
papers in the country turned themselves into 
propaganda organs to build the Eisenhower im- 
age. For months and months, Ike’s picture was 
on the cover of magazines and we were inundat- 
ed with articles proposing him for the Republican 
nomination. 

But even all this fantastic propaganda buildup, 
arranged through the diverse financial contacts 
of the New York kingmakers, could not have 
won the nomination for Eisenhower had it not 
been for the vicious and dishonest "hidden per- 
suaders" used just prior and during the Conven- 
tion itself. Of course thousands of sincere people 
were genuinely for Eisenhower; just as thousands 
of sincere people were for General Douglas Mac- 
Arthur. The point is that Eisenhower could not 
have been successful without the vicious tactics 
used by the New York kingmakers determined to 
destroy Taft. 

These tactics started early in 1952 in the New 
Hampshire primary, although we didn’t learn 
about these "hidden persuaders" until long after. 
Ike-supporter Tex McCrary himself admitted 
that he had used dirty tactics against Taft in that 
crucial primary. He said: 
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"I planted people in every Taft audience. 
I would have mothers get up to say, ’I have 
a son who is being drafted � and he wants 
to ask you why your voting record is the 
same as Marcantonio’s’." 

Of course this was a loaded question, as Taft’s 
voting record was the opposite of pro-Communist 
Marcantonio. But such tactics had their effect, 
and New Hampshire was Taft’s first setback.1 

Taft was beset by repeated attacks that had 
no regard for truth and decency. Arthur Hays 
Sulzberger, publisher of the NEW YORK 
TIMES, said that his newspaper was opposing 
Taft’s presidential nomination "because it is so 
frightened at the thought of Mr. Taft."2 

As time for the Republican Convention ap- 
proached, it became apparent that Taft had 
enough Delegates to win the nomination on the 
first ballot. Eisenhower was at least 150 Dele- 
gates short. The New York kingmakers were 
desperate. They had to come up with some trick, 
some gimmick, some "hidden persuader", to cap- 
ture a crucial few Delegates from Taft. 

The opportunity presented itself in Texas. 
They devised a scheme whereby they would ig- 
nore the legally-elected Taft Delegates, hold 
rump meetings to which they would invite Demo- 
crats who had no intention of voting for any 
Republican in the November election, and have 
this illegal body "elect" Eisenhower Delegates, 
who would then try to unseat the Taft Delegates 
at the Convention. 



THE BIG STEAL�1952  57 
The Eisenhower managers ran advertisements 

in Texas newspapers, and mailed vast quanti- 
ties of postcards addressed to "Occupant", which 
invited Democrats to come to Republican Party 
meetings and "vote" for Eisenhower. These ads 
stated: "You are not pledged to support the 
nominee of the Republican Party nor does it pro- 
hibit you from voting in the July Democratic 
Primary nor does it prohibit you from voting for 
whomever you please in the November election." 

These advertisements fraudulently represent- 
ed that Democrats � who intended to remain 
Democrats � could elect Delegates to the Repub- 
lican National Convention. Such a procedure was 
clearly contrary to Texas law. The advertise- 
ments and postcards urged voters to do what 
Texas law expressly prohibits. 

(One of the reasons why this is wrong was 
aptly stated by one Republican: "If this proce- 
dure were allowed, all Republicans would need 
to do to win would be to send their members into 
Democratic primaries and party conventions and 
nominate Alger Hiss!") 

When Taft and his supporters protested this 
illegal action, one of the kingmakers’ hatchet 
men came up with a brainstorm � accuse Taft of 
stealing Delegates! 

The first newspaper to shout "the big steal" 
was the HOUSTON POST, whose owner, Oveta 
Culp Hobby, was later rewarded by appointment 
as Secretary of Health, Education and Welfare. 
Suddenly, as though someone had pressed a but- 
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ton, the whole propaganda apparatus of our 
country went into action to slander the character 
of the most honorable man in public life. Our 
whole communications media echoed with the 
slogan "Thou shalt not steal." The "big steal" 
issue was expanded to take in Georgia and Louis- 
iana, too. TIME Magazine came out with a spe- 
cial edition on Monday of Convention week so 
that every Delegate could be provided with the 
issue accusing Taft of the "big steal". Masked 
bandits with guns paraded the streets of Chicago 
carrying placards which read "Taft steals votes", 
and oversize signs appeared proclaiming RAT 
stands for Robert A. Taft. 

How the liberal press picked up and spread 
the smear against Taft can be best described in 
the words of Allen Drury in ADVISE AND 
CONSENT: 

"All the vast publicity machine that always 
goes onto concerted action for a liberal 
cause had gone to work . . .; an operation 
so honed and smoothed and refined over 
the years that none of its proprietors even 
had to consult with one another. The in- 
stinct had been alerted, the bell had rung, 
the national salivations had come forth on 
schedule." 

Eisenhower had no real knowledge of the tac- 
tics used by his supporters to steal the nomina- 
tion. When he learned of what was happening in 
Texas, he stated at a press conference: "I my- 
self would never have put in such advertisement 
in such a paper."3 This, in effect, constituted a 
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repudiation of all the claims of "dishonesty" and 
"fraud" made by Henry Cabot Lodge, Sherman 
Adams and the Eisenhower managers. This, in 
effect, was an admission by Eisenhower that it 
was his own supporters who were guilty of fraud 
in Texas. 

When the illegally-elected Eisenhower Dele- 
gates arrived at the Republican National Conven- 
tion in Chicago, the job was to get them officially 
seated in place of the Taft Delegates, in order 
to take away Taft’s narrow margin of victory. 
By high-pressure propaganda and hypocritical 
bleating about the moral issue, the kingmakers 
brought about a change in the rules under which 
every previous Convention had functioned. Al- 
though this rules change was contrary to common 
sense as well as every principle of parliamentary 
procedure, it was called the "fair play amend- 
ment." 

After the rules were changed, the second battle 
at the 1952 Convention was over the seating of 
the contested Delegates. By promising Earl War- 
ren the first appointment to the Supreme Court 
and Richard Nixon the Vice Presidency, the 
kingmakers persuaded the California delegation 
� without hearing any of the evidence � to 
vote to expel the Georgia, Louisiana and Texas 
Delegates and seat the Eisenhower Delegates. 

The California delegation, as well as the New 
York and other crucial delegations, were told to 
vote for the Eisenhower Delegates in the con- 
tests, regardless of the merits of the case, regard- 
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less of the evidence, regardless of the judicial 
determinations of party conventions in the states 
and supporting court decisions, regardless of the 
hours of open hearings in the Republican Party’s 
own tribunals, the National Committee and the 
Credentials Committee. This was called "fair 
play." 

The pressure put on Delegates on the issue 
of the contested Delegates was apparent to spec- 
tators at the hearings held by the Credentials 
Committee. The Pennsylvania representative on 
this committee was a fair-minded judge who, 
although in the Eisenhower camp, voted to award 
the contested Delegates to Taft because he be- 
lieved that was the just verdict after hearing the 
evidence. The following day, he returned to the 
hearing and reversed his vote. Pressure from 
Governor John S. Fine had turned him into a 
shaken and humiliated man, required to vote 
against his conscience. Fine himself had been 
brought into line by the kingmakers with the 
promise that he could dispense all Federal pat- 
ronage in Pennsylvania.4 

Tom Dewey was there reminding his New 
York delegation that he would remain governor 
for another two and a half years, and that he 
had "a long memory."5 He reminded the Dele- 
gates of the control he had over state jobs. Any 
Delegate who disobeyed Dewey had to be prepar- 
ed to lose his job, or have his relative or friend 
lost his job. Taft had pledges from 17 New York 
Delegates but, after the Dewey ukase, only four 
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dared to vote for Taft on the contested Dele- 
gates, the same courageous four who had attend- 
ed General Douglas MacArthur’s Keynote Speech 
on the first night of the Convention, in defiance 
of Dewey’s orders. None of the other 92 Dewey- 
controlled Delegates was permitted to attend the 
Keynote Speech of the Convention they were 
elected to participate in. 

Sherman Adams was there, presumably making 
the same kind of deals with state delegations that 
he later made with Bernard Goldfine for a vicuna 
coat and a Turkish rug. Winthrop Aldrich, Presi- 
dent of the Chase Manhattan Bank, was there; 
for his pre-Convention services he was appointed 
Ambassador to England. Henry Ford II was 
there, with his yacht in Lake Michigan equipped 
to entertain wavering Delegates, and to provide 
a fleet of Mercuries with drivers for the use of 
pro-Ike Delegates. Eisenhower managers whis- 
pered that Delegates who held out for Taft 
would be marked for life. 

When the Convention opened, the Taft head- 
quarters had the signed pledges of 604 Dele- 
gates, the narrow majority he needed out of 
1,203. Eisenhower had only 400 plus. But the 
attrition of the "hidden persuaders" whittled 
away at Taft’s majority and cost the margin of 
victory. The Taft headquarters received reports 
of Delegates who were bodily put on the train 
for home, leaving their alternates to vote for 
Ike. Delegates were threatened with loss of their 
jobs and calling of their bank loans, unless they 
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voted for Eisenhower. Money flowed in great 
quantities everywhere. 

One of the Chicago newspapers summed up 
the Convention like this: 
"While yelling, ’Steal!’, they stole. While 
piously condemning evil, they entered the 
bagnio with it, With holy airs, they pre- 
judged the issues, and with piety � and 
a hope of patronage � they cried corrup- 
tion while corrupting their own small souls. 
It was a sickening spectacle. 
"On Monday the cry was ’fair play.’ On 
Wednesday all pretense of  fairness  was 
forsaken. On Monday the old rules of 1948 
were bad. On Wednesday the bad old rules 
and precedents of 1948 were cited by the 
same people, and now they were good. The 
rule of seating Delegates in 1948 was la- 
mentable on Monday. On Wednesday the 
precedent  of   1948   was   invoked   to   seat 
Delegates, so long as they were for Eisen- 
hower."6 

So the Convention, by a small margin, without 
hearing any of the evidence, overruled the Cre- 
dentials   Committee,   overruled   the   Republican 
National Committee, threw out the Taft Dele- 
gates from Georgia, Texas and Louisiana, and 
seated Eisenhower Delegates. 

After the votes were counted on the issue of 
the contested Delegates, it was all over but the 
shouting. On the first ballot, Eisenhower receiv- 
ed 595 votes�nine short of victory. Suddenly 
Harold Stassen’s Minnesota banner waved fran- 
tically and swung to Ike the winning bloc of 16 
votes. 
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In the fall of 1952, Senator Robert A. Taft 

prepared his own analysis of why he lost the 
Republican nomination the preceding July. He 
correctly and forcefully described the reasons as 
follows: 

"First, it was the power of the New York 
financial interest and a large number of 
businessmen subject to New York influ- 
ence . . . Second, four-fifths of the influen- 
tial newspapers in the country were opposed 
to me continuously and vociferously and 
many turned themselves into propaganda 
sheets for my opponent. 
"The making of a moral issue out of the 
Texas case was only possible because every 
internationalist paper sent special writers 
to blow up a contest which ordinarily would 
have been settled fairly by the Nation- 
al Committee and the Credentials Com- 
mittee.... If there had not been these 
issues, the publicity firms would have in- 
vented others to be shouted by the pro- 
Eisewhower press."7 

Eisenhower was not responsible for any of the 
vicious tactics used to win his nomination. Taft 
did not blame him, and no responsible Republi- 
can blames him. He repudiated the illegal tactics 
used by his managers in Texas. 

After the nomination, the Eisenhower man- 
agers started to lead Eisenhower through the 
same empty campaign and meaningless oratory 
that had characterized Willkie and Dewey. Some 
forthright spokesmen in the Eisenhower camp 
began publicly to express their concern. The pro- 
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Ike Scripps-Howard newspapers cried out in an- 
guish that Eisenhower’s campaign was "running 
like a dry creek." 

As a result, General Eisenhower personally 
seized control of his campaign and called on 
Senator Taft for help. On September 12, 1952, 
they met in New York and issued a campaign doc- 
ument which gave the voters a choice on foreign 
policy, the first choice in 20 years. This docu- 
ment, called the Morningside Declaration said: 
"General Eisenhower will give this coun- 
try an administration inspired by Republi- 
can principles of continued and expanding 
liberty for all as against the continued 
growth of New Deal socialism which we 
would suffer under Governor Stevenson, 
representative of the left-wingers, if not a 
left-winger himself." 
Speaking in Buffalo, New York, General Ei- 
senhower promised to "clean out the State De- 
partment from top  to bottom."  He  approved 
the campaign slogan: "Corruption, Communism, 
and Korea." General Eisenhower and all Republi- 
can candidates in 1952 campaigned on the Re- 
publican Party Platform adopted by the  1952 
Convention which promised: 

"We shall eliminate from the State De- 
partment and from every Federal office, 
all, wherever they may be found, who 
share responsibility for the needless predi- 
caments and perils in which we find our- 
selves. We shall also sever from the public 
payroll the hoards of loafers, incompetents 
and   unnecessary   employees  who   clutter 
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the administration of our foreign affairs. 
... The Government of the United 
States, under Republican leadership, will 
repudiate all commitments contained in 
secret understandings such as those of 
Yalta which aid Communist enslavements. 
. . . We shall again make liberty into a 
beacon light of hope that will penetrate the 
dark places . . . We shall see to it that 
no treaty or agreement with other countries 
deprives our citizens of the rights guar- 
anteed them by the Federal Constitution. 
. . . There are no Communists in the Re- 
publican Party . . . We never compromis- 
ed with Communism and we have fought 
to expose it and to eliminate it in govern- 
ment and American life. A Republican 
President will appoint only persons of 
unquestioned loyalty. . . . Reduction of ex- 
penditures by the elimination of waste and 
extravagance so that the budget will be 
balanced and a general tax reduction can 
be made." 

To the dismay of the kingmakers, as well as 
of the liberals and Democrats, the Republican 
Party closed ranks. Aided by Senator Joseph Mc- 
Carthy’s television analysis of candidate Steven- 
son’s soft-on-Communism record, Republicans 
offered the people the choice they had been de- 
nied for four presidential elections. The result is 
history. 

The kingmakers were somewhat nonplused at 
Eisenhower’s victory and its meaning. His elec- 
tion in November was a clear mandate to repu- 
diate the New Deal foreign policy, stop coddling 
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Communists, win the war in Korea, end corrup- 
tion in Government, and cut Federal spending. 

The kingmakers are very resourceful. They 
moved quietly and efficiently to guarantee that 
the Republican campaign pledges of 1952 would 
not be fulfilled. Their task was made easy be- 
cause Eisenhower was, admittedly, an amateur 
in politics. He was as out of his depth as Taft 
would have been as Commander of SHAEF. 

Eisenhower did his best and loyally stood by 
Ezra Taft Benson and Richard Nixon when the 
kingmakers tried to force them out of his official 
family. But after eight years, the objective ob- 
server has to admit that we still had the same 
America Last foreign policy, there was no house- 
cleaning in the State Department, we accepted a 
stalemate instead of victory in Korea, and Feder- 
al spending was higher than ever. 

Moreover, those eight years saw steady de- 
terioration in the strength of the Republican 
Party. Eisenhower never could transfer his mag- 
netism to other Republican candidates. Eisen- 
hower could not elect a Republican Congress in 
1954, 1956 or 1958 and could not elect his hand- 
picked successor, Richard Nixon, running against 
a little known Senator from a small state in 
1960. 

In 1951, before Eisenhower’s election, there 
were 25 Republican Governors. In 1959 there 
were only 14. In 1951, there were 47 Republican 
Senators and 199 Republican Congressmen; in 
1959 there were only 34 Senators and 153 Con- 
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gressmen. In 1951 there were 754 Republican 
State Senators and 2566 Republican State Rep- 
resentatives, in 1959 there were only 592 and 
1942 respectively. After seven years of President 
Eisenhower’s leadership, the Republicans had lost 
24% of the vital offices they had held BEFORE 
his election. 

Taft was one of the first Republicans to wake 
up to how the kingmakers, after using Eisen- 
hower to win the election, promptly used him 
as a cover for the perpetuation of the Roosevelt- 
Truman foreign policy and the failure to fulfill 
the Republican Platform of 1952. In the White 
House on April 30, 1953, before a dozen Con- 
gressmen and others, Taft told President Eisen- 
hower: 

"You’re taking us right down the same 
road that Truman traveled. It’s a repudia- 
tion of everything we promised in the 
(1952)  campaign." 

As the years passed, most of those who had 
stolen the Republican nomination for Eisenhower 
departed involuntarily from the political scene. 
In the same election that Eisenhower won, Sena- 
tor Henry Cabot Lodge was defeated for re- 
election by John F. Kennedy. Sherman Adams, 
Ike’s chief administrative assistant, had to beat 
a hasty retreat from public life after revelations 
that he had accepted a vicuna coat and a Turkish 
rug for interceding for Bernard Goldfine. Oveta 
Culp Hobby resigned as Secretary of Health, 
Education and Welfare, after her Department 
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had to take responsibility for the costly pre- 
mature licensing of the Salk polio vaccine. Her- 
bert Brownell resigned as Attorney General after 
legal scholars pointed out that he gave President 
Eisenhower bad advice on Little Rock and should 
have used marshals instead of Federal soldiers.8 

Donald Eastvold, Attorney General of the State 
of Washington, who was the star speaker for 
the kingmakers on the issue of the contested 
Delegates, warning the Delegates of the grave 
moral turpitude they would commit if they seated 
Taft’s southern Delegates, abandoned his polit- 
ical career and left his own state. Paul Hoff- 
man, one of those who had persuaded Eisen- 
hower to enter politics, failed in his efforts to 
keep the American Studebaker plants operating 
and finally married a prominent liberal Demo- 
crat, Anna Rosenberg. Harold Stassen has since 
sustained a steady succession of lopsided de- 
feats in the primaries, proving that his king- 
maker support was not shared by the voters. 



Chapter Nine 

Here Comes That Man Again 

1956 

As the Republican Convention of 1956 ap- 
proached, the renomination of President Eisen- 
hower was a foregone conclusion. There was a 
little flurry about Ike’s heart attack, but the pros 
never considered the possibility of running any 
other candidate. Republicans looked forward to 
a joyful Convention in San Francisco. 

The uncertainty about Eisenhower’s physical 
condition, however, did give the kingmakers 
serious concern about the Vice Presidential nomi- 
nee. The kingmakers had accepted Richard Nixon 
in 1952 because he had helped to deliver the 
California delegation to the Eisenhower faction 
on the first crucial issues. 

But the kingmakers never really trusted Nixon 
for two reasons: (1) he was not a creature of 
their own making, therefore he was not beholden 
to them; and (2) he had risen to fame as an 
anti-Communist investigator, as one of those 
chiefly responsible for the prosecution of Alger 
Hiss. For this, the Democrats hated him with 
the unreasoning partisan reaction that caused 
Harry Truman to call the Hiss case "a red her- 
ring"; the Liberal Establishment would never 
forgive  him;   and  the   secret kingmakers  were 
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afraid of him because they consistently oppose 
raising either the domestic or foreign issue of 
Communism. They fear that it will open a Pan- 
dora’s Box of public reaction which might bring 
about a change in the America Last pro-Com- 
munist foreign policy in which they have a vested 
interest. 

With the reins of the Presidency held only 
by the strings of Ike’s injured heart, the king- 
makers decided to dump Nixon from the Re- 
publican ticket. 

The kingmakers whistled, and again came 
forth their faithful friend and ally, Harold Stas- 
sen, who was at the time Special Assistant on 
Disarmament Problems, a position that gave him 
Cabinet status. At a formal news conference on 
July 23, 1956, Stassen announced his support of 
Governor Christian A. Herter of Massachusetts, 
calling him "6%" stronger than Nixon as a Vice- 
Presidential candidate. Stassen was granted a 
four-week leave of absence from the Eisenhower 
Administration to pursue his campaign to per- 
suade the Republicans to drop Nixon.1 

To the general public, this appeared to be a 
one-man crusade that spontaneously picked up 
momentum as Stassen issued each new statement. 
To the discerning observer, however, there was 
more to this tactic than met the eye. There was 
behind-the-scenes support in very high places. 
There was mysterious financial support. In the 
background were a number of powerful but 
shadowy  figures.   One  of  these  was  identified 
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by the Chief of the UPI Washington bureau as 
General Lucius Clay.2 

The key to this maneuver was the choice of 
Christian Herter. Why was he, of all Republi- 
cans, selected? Herter was a man with no parti- 
cular talent or national following. He was a poor 
public speaker and, since he was badly crippled 
by arthritis, he was even less physically vigorous 
than Eisenhower after his heart attack. 

Herter was picked because he was a reliable 
ally of the kingmakers and the foreign policy 
they sought to preserve. As a Congressman from 
Massachusetts, he had sponsored in the House 
of Representatives the foreign aid bill which be- 
came known as the Marshall Plan, which proved 
to be so financially profitable to the kingmakers. 
He had helped to organize the Council on For- 
eign Relations which has been the chief sponsor 
of the disastrous America Last foreign policy. 

When the kingmakers discovered that Nixon 
was so strong with organization Republicans 
that they could not dump him without endanger- 
ing Ike’s own reelection, they gave up and Herter 
made the nominating speech for Nixon. When 
Herter completed his tedious speech at the Cow 
Palace, the Delegates breathed a sigh of relief 
that one so lacking in popular appeal was not 
their Vice Presidential candidate. 

Christian A. Herter was rewarded for his part 
in the dump-Nixon move by being named Under 
Secretary of State. When John Foster Dulles 
died, Herter was advanced to Secretary of State, 
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a post for which he had no known qualifica- 
tions� except that he had been cleared by the 
kingmakers as a certified sponsor of huge for- 
eign handouts. 

Herter presided over the worst blunder in the 
100-year history of the Republican Party. It was 
under Herter that the U.S. State Department, 
ignoring the reports from our Ambassadors to 
Cuba, assisted Castro to power. 



Chapter Ten 

Surrender in Manhattan 

1960 

Immediately after Eisenhower and Nixon were 
reelected in 1956, the secret kingmakers realized 
that Richard Nixon would be the front-runner 
at the 1960 Convention. They laid their plans 
early and carefully. 

This time their candidate was Nelson Rocke- 
feller, whose political career had been nourished 
at just the right speed as Governor of New 
York, and whose image had been carefully built 
by a full-fledged image-making organization with 
a staff of 70 persons comprising six divisions 
with  separate  functions. 

Rockefeller jumped with both feet into the 
1960 race, and ran hard. Rockefeller’s campaign 
was noteworthy for the way he removed himself 
from the "mainstream" of Republican policy by 
opposing the Eisenhower-Nixon position and 
agreeing with the Democrat position on such key 
issues as the mythical "missile gap", the U-2 in- 
cident, and medicare. 

A few weeks before the Republican Convention 
was to open in Chicago, the kingmakers survey- 
ed the situation. They faced the hard reality 
that Nixon had carefully built his political fences 
within the Republican Party for many years, his 
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organization support was solid, and he would 
be difficult if not impossible to defeat for the 
nomination. 

The New York kingmakers are resourceful 
and persistent. They decided that, if they couldn’t 
beat him, they would try to influence him. They 
fell back on the tactic they had tried with Sena- 
tor Taft at the Ogden Reid dinner in June of 
1940. 

And so it came to pass that, on the Saturday 
before the Republican Convention opened in 
Chicago, Nixon made a pilgrimage to New York 
where he met for eight hours at Rockefellers 
Fifth Avenue apartment. At the conclusion of 
that meeting, Nixon agreed to accept the changes 
in the Republican Platform that Rockefeller de- 
manded. 

The Republican Platform Committee had 
been meeting in Chicago for an entire week, 
laboriously pounding out the Platform which 
would reflect the views of Republicans from all 
the 50 states. Now the Platform Committee was 
handed the Rockefeller-Nixon orders: Throw 
out your week’s work, the money and time you 
have spent at your own expense to come to 
Chicago and hear witnesses and draft a document 
to submit to the Convention, throw it all out and 
accept the Rockefeller-Nixon Platform worked 
out in secret 700 miles from the Convention. 

Republicans everywhere understood the mean- 
ing and significance of the new Rockefeller- 
Nixon alliance. It meant much more than mere 
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changes of words in the Platform. It meant 
that Nixon had paid the price that Taft had been 
unwilling to pay. He had purged himself of his 
independence and made himself acceptable to the 
New York kingmakers. Rank and file Republi- 
cans knew that this forbode a turn toward the 
same "liberal me-tooism" which had twice defeat- 
ed Dewey. 

Senator Barry Goldwater promptly labelled 
the new Nixon alliance a "surrender to Rocke- 
feller".1 Goldwater said the entire Convention 
had been the victim of an "unprecedented last- 
minute attempt" to impose a platform dictated 
by "a spokesman for the ultra-liberals." Gold- 
water interpreted Nixon’s mission to New York 
as "paying court on the leader of the Republican 
left", and as "a bid to appease the Republican 
left." 

Goldwater continued with a statement that 
was remarkable both for its candor and its pro- 
phetic nature. He said: "I believe this to be im- 
moral politics. I also believe it to be self-defeat- 
ing." He predicted that the Rockefeller-Nixon 
agreement will "live in history as the Munich of 
the Republican Party" and will guarantee "a 
Republican defeat in November." 

As his part of the bargain, Rockefeller made a 
seconding speech for Nixon at the Convention. 
To the bewilderment of the television audience, 
Rockefeller nominated "Richard E. (for Mil- 
hous) Nixon". A Rockefeller intimate later ex- 
plained this mistake: "Rocky imagined he was 
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nominating Thomas E. Dewey." 

Nixon confirmed his new alliance by accepting 
as his running mate one of the darlings of the 
internationalist clique, one of the discredited hat- 
chet men of the smear-Taft maneuver in 1952, 
and also of the get-McCarthy cabal of 1954, 
Henry Cabot Lodge. 

Newspaper reporter Edward Lindsay summed 
up the surrender like this: 

"The Republican Party now stands not 
only left of the late Senator Robert A. 
Taft, but somewhat pointedly left of Pre- 
sident Eisenhower."2 

The result of Nixon’s surrender was that, like 
Willkie and Dewey before him, Nixon pulled his 
punches and failed to campaign on the funda- 
mental issues. He beat a steady retreat from the 
conservative and anti-Communist principles which 
alone could bring victory for Republicans. Nix- 
on’s surrender to Rockefeller was not productive; 
Rockefeller failed to carry his own state for 
Nixon. 

Republicans should remember that the king- 
makers are quite willing to have their candidate 
talk like a real Republican when seeking the 
nomination. But once he is nominated, then a Dr. 
Jekyll and Mr. Hyde transformation takes place, 
and he switches from a fiery fighter to a milk- 
toast "me too" candidate. Kingmaker candidates 
are brainwashed into acting like they would rath- 
er be anti-right than be president. 

Henry Cabot Lodge’s campaign disappointed 
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even the liberals. According to NEWSWEEK, 
"His laziness became legend. The Lodge en- 
tourage started the day late and shut up shop 
early. He canceled an upstate New York visit 
to take his wife to Niagara Falls on the Canadian 
side." He canceled five of seven appearances 
in Kansas City in order to watch TV.3 

After the 1960 election, it was not hindsight, 
but sorrow that his foresight had proved so 
accurate, when Senator Goldwater said the Nix- 
on-Lodge ticket lost "not because we were Re- 
publicans but because we were not Republican 
enough." Goldwater analyzed what happened to 
rank-and-file Republicans during the 1960 cam- 
paign like this: 

"Eighty per cent of the delegates to the 
Republican National Convention in 1960 
were Conservatives. They felt let down by 
the platform. ... In the campaign, they 
became disenchanted; Nixon appeared to 
be just another me-too candidate . .. These 
people do not feel that their concept of 
Republicanism is being reflected at the 
leadership level."4 

And the kingmakers? Did they shed any tears 
when Nixon and Lodge lost? Oh no; they were 
not unhappy at all. They never liked Nixon very 
much anyway, and Lodge always was considered 
expendable. The kingmakers breathed a sigh of 
relief, secure in the knowledge that Nixon was 
shelved, and the America Last foreign policy 
would continue under Kennedy and Johnson and 
their coterie of ADA advisers. 



Chapter Eleven 

The Obvious Choice 

1964 

By mid-1963, impartial observers could see 
that the Republican Party had one obvious, logi- 
cal, deserving, winning candidate. He combined 
the integrity of Robert A. Taft with the glamour 
of Dwight Eisenhower. He had proved his 
ability to win against heavy odds. He was truly 
a national candidate with a demonstrated follow- 
ing in all the 50 states. For the first time, Re- 
publicans had a candidate with genuine appeal 
to the youth of America. When Senator Barry 
Goldwater at long last announced he would be a 
candidate, this was in response to a genuine grass- 
roots movement � not the result of a publicity 
blitz. 

This obvious candidate had been a success at 
everything he has tried. Like Eisenhower, this 
obvious candidate is a General, and like Taft 
he has vast political experience. He is the epitome 
of American constitutional principles. 

He was a successful businessman. He is a suc- 
cessful author; his two books were best-sellers: 
THE CONSCIENCE OF A CONSERVA- 
TIVE and WHY NOT VICTORY? He had a 
distinguished World War II record; he has risen 
to the rank of Major General in the Air Force 
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Reserve, and he still pilots jet fighter planes, a 
remarkable feat for one of his age and position. 

He has been a tremendous success in politics. 
He was twice elected Senator from Arizona, a 
state where the Democratic registrations out- 
number Republicans two to one. He successfully 
held one of the most important jobs in the Re- 
publican Party: Chairman of the Republican 
Senatorial Campaign Committee. He is the most 
sought-after speaker in the United States today. 

The obvious nominee of the Republican Party 
in 1964 was Senator Barry Goldwater. 

Goldwater has the magic quality of leadership 
that is based on independence of thought and 
courage. An almost-forgotten incident in his le- 
gislative career proves how the Goldwater brand 
of leadership can prevail even when a minority 
of one. 

In 1959 the Senate passed what was popularly 
known as the Kennedy "sweetheart" labor bill 
by the staggering margin of 90 to 1. Senator 
Goldwater was the lone dissenter. He voted 
against the bill on the ground that it allowed 
Senator Kennedy, a presidential aspirant, to give 
the appearance of sponsoring labor reform legis- 
lation; whereas, his bill could be properly de- 
scribed as like a flea bite on the hide of a bull 
elephant. The entire press predicted that Senator 
Goldwater’s dissent was a futile gesture and that 
the Kennedy bill would pass the House quickly 
and become law. 

Then a  remarkable thing happened. Because 
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of the brilliant way that Senator Goldwater had 
focused attention on the issue of monopoly ver- 
sus freedom, our Congressmen began to hear 
from their constituents back home. 

As a result, it was not the Kennedy "sweet- 
heart" bill, but a real labor reform bill called 
the Landrum-Griffin Act, which passed the 
House and ultimately became law as a substitute 
for the Kennedy bill. 

Senator Goldwater gave us dramatic proof 
that conservatism is popular. He showed that a 
minority of one can ultimately be victorious 
against overwhelming odds. 

Any political leader can score a win if he has 
the votes in his pocket, just as any general can 
win if he has more men and more weapons. The 
true test of leadership is the ability to carry 
your side to victory when the odds are against 
you. This is the kind of leadership Barry Gold- 
water has demonstrated in a political way in 
Arizona, and in a legislative way in the Senate. 

This is leadership that can win elections and 
solve problems at home, and defeat the Commu- 
nists abroad. This is the leadership for which 
America yearns today. 

Most important, Barry Goldwater is the one 
Republican who can and will win � because he 
will campaign on the issues of 1964. He is the 
one Republican who will not pull his punches to 
please the kingmakers. He can be counted on to 
face the issues squarely. He will make the kind 
of forthright hard-hitting campaign that Ameri- 
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can voters admire. This is why he is the man the 
left-leaning liberals most fear. He is the only 
Republican who will truly offer the voters "a 
choice, not an echo". 

As Goldwater’s grassroots strength grew in 
1963 and early 1964, the leftwing propaganda 
against him grew in geometric proportion. 
LIFE Magazine put into words an anti-Gold- 
water argument that has appeared in one form 
or another in numerous magazines and newspap- 
er columns. LIFE said we must beware of Gold- 
water because he has one-sentence solutions for 
national problems. According to this peculiar 
line of egghead reasoning, present day problems 
are so complex that we must have sophisticated 
� not simple � solutions.  

Contrary to this argument, civilization pro- 
gresses, freedom is won, and problems are solved 
because we have wonderful people who think up 
simple solutions! It is not the complicated, round- 
about Rube Goldberg approach that accomplishes 
anything, but the direct approach that goes to 
the heart of the problem. 

The man who did as much as anyone to eman- 
cipate women from their daily drudgery was the 
inventor of the sewing machine. His invention 
depended on a very simple idea; just put the 
eye of the needle in the point instead of in the 
other end. 

Two brothers named Wright who ran a bicy- 
cle shop in Dayton, Ohio, had the ambition to 
invent an  airplane. They received long letters 
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from experts at the Smithsonian Institution and 
from Professors at European universities telling 
them that heavier-than-air flight was impossible. 
But the Wright brothers had two simple solu- 
tions � the curved wing to provide lift, and the 
propeller � and with these simple solutions, they 
built and flew the first airplane. Their simple 
solutions dominated air travel until the perfec- 
tion of the jet engine. 

When our infant Republic was threatened by 
the greatest military conquerer of the 19th cen- 
tury, our Minister to France said: "Millions for 
defense sir, but not one cent for tribute." This 
simple solution brought peace, not war. 

When an American citizen named Perdicaris 
was captured and held hostage by a bandit named 
Raisuli, President Theodore Roosevelt had a 
simple solution: just send a cable reading "Per- 
dicaris alive or Raisuli dead." It got results; Per- 
dicaris was promptly released. Today, American 
servicemen are held hostage by Red bandits from 
East Germany to Cuba, to Red China, and no 
one has tried to get them out by simple solutions. 

In 1958 the Chinese Reds made their big drive 
to take over Quemoy and Matsu. Appeasement- 
minded pundits at home urged that we evacuate 
these islands because "Why die for Quemoy?" 
President Eisenhower had a simple solution: he 
just went on television and told the world the 
United States would stand firm in the Formosa 
Straits. Shortly afterwards the Reds gave up their 
attacks, and for six years these islands have been 
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secure outposts of freedom. 

Likewise, there are numerous simple solutions 
for most of the problems that confront our coun- 
try today. Barry Goldwater is the man who can 
cut through the egghead complexities in Foggy 
Bottom and solve these problems  for us. 

There is a very simple solution for what to 
do about Cuba�just reinstate the Monroe 
Doctrine. It would rid us of Castro and his sub- 
version. We should not submit to the internation- 
al blackmail of the false claim that using the 
Monroe Doctrine will start World War III. In 
140 years of use, the Monroe Doctrine never 
brought war; it brought only peace. It would 
bring peace today if only we had a President with 
the courage to use it. Barry Goldwater is that 
man. 

There was a very simple solution to what to 
do about the Berlin Wall. The Soviets started 
building it on Friday evening after our President 
had left Washington for a weekend holiday. By 
the time he returned to the White House on 
Monday afternoon, the Wall was built; the State 
Deparment wrung its hands and said: "There 
is nothing we can do now. What do you want to 
do, start World War III?" The solution was 
simple. A president with leadership could have 
made this announcement Friday night: "If the 
Communists close that door in Berlin, we will 
close the doors of the Soviet Embassy and consu- 
lates in our country." The Soviets would do 
anything to keep open these privileged sanctuar- 
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ies which serve as the headquarters of their sub- 
version, espionage and propaganda in the United 
States. 

There was a very simple solution to what to 
do about the Congo: let the Congolese solve it! 
When they had a chance, they got rid of the 
Communist Lumumba. They would have elimi- 
nated the rest of the Communists, if our State 
Department had not, in collusion with the UN, 
told the Congolese they had to be more demo- 
cratic and admit Communist followers of Lu- 
mumba into their government. 

There is a simple solution as to what to do 
about Southeast Asia: just follow the advice of 
our greatest military authority on the Far East, 
General Douglas MacArthur. He said that Red 
China’s aggressions could be stopped by announc- 
ing the end of the privileged Red sanctuaries re- 
quested by Attlee, granted by Acheson and still 
respected. General MacArthur thought it was 
wrong to send American boys to die in Asia, while 
refusing to use any of the 600,000 trained sol- 
diers of the Republic of China or other means 
available for victory. 

There is a very simple solution to what to do 
about the problem of world Communism: just 
stop helping the Communists. The Soviet empire 
would die of its own economic anemia if Demo- 
cratic Administrations didn’t keep giving it mas- 
sive blood transfusions, such as the sending of 
64 million bushels of American wheat. 

There is a very simple solution to the problem 
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of peace and disarmament. It was given to us by 
the Father of Our Country, George Washington. 
The formula is as good today as when he said 
it: "If we desire to secure peace ... it must be 
known that we are at all times ready for war." 
Finally, there is a very simple solution to what 
to do about the whole "looney" mess in Wash- 
ington today � elect Barry Goldwater, the man 
with the courage to give us simple solutions. 



Chapter Twelve 

Anybody But Goldwater 

After Barry Goldwater announced his candi- 
dacy, the big question was: Where did the secret 
kingmakers fit into the 1964 picture? Would 
they say: "We picked the Republican nominee 
at each of the last seven conventions, so it is 
only fair to let someone else have a chance?" 
Would the kingmakers concede: "We had New 
Yorker Wendell Willkie in 1940, New Yorker 
Tom Dewey in 1944 and 1948, New Yorker 
Dwight Eisenhower in 1952 and 1956, and Rich- 
ard Nixon who is now a New Yorker in 1960� 
and it is time for one of the other 49 states to 
name the nominee?" Would the kingmakers ad- 
mit: "Goldwater is the obvious choice, so we’ll 
sit this one out?" 

Anyone who thought these things was quickly 
brought to reality in 1964. The kingmakers rec- 
ognized Goldwater as a Republican they could 
not control. They started from the premise that 
the Republican Convention must nominate any- 
body but Goldwater. 

The chief propaganda organ of the secret 
kingmakers, THE NEW YORK TIMES, re- 
vealed this drive for anybody but Goldwater in 
a surprisingly candid article bylined by one of its 
Washington correspondents, Tom Wicker. This 
report said: 
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The   most   bitter   resistance   to   Senator 
Goldwater centers in the "eastern, inter- 
nationalist  power  structure that  for  two 
decades  has  dictated   Republican  nomina- 
tions. The members of that elite will not 
lightly   relinquish   their   party   to   Barry 
Goldwater."1 

Popular national magazines goosestepped for 
this "internationalist power structure" by featur- 
ing  anti-Goldwater  articles.  The  November  2, 
1963 issue of THE NEW YORKER, a slick 
sophisticated magazine beamed to the carriage 
trade, sandwiched a profile on Goldwater amid 
200 pages of luxury advertising. The author was 
Richard Rovere, a former editor of the Commu- 
nist magazine NEW MASSES. NEWSWEEK 
Magazine of November 4,  1963 featured a by- 
line   column   called   "The   Odds  Against  Gold- 
water" by Emmet John Hughes, who turned out 
a neat, but false, phrase,  and said that Gold- 
water would  not  win because  "he  had yet � 
seriously � to   face  his  foes   ...   to  face h is 
friends ... to face the issues. The fact is that 
no politician in either party has made his position 
as clear as has Goldwater, who has written two 
books defining his position on all major issues. 
THE  SATURDAY  EVENING  POST   of 
January   25,   1964,   featured   an   article   called 
"How the Republicans Can Win" by Arthur Lar- 
son,  the  originator of the  term  "modern   Re- 
publicanism."  Larson,  who never won an elec- 
tion, advised the GOP that it could win only if 
it appealed to the "Authentic American Center". 
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When he proceeded to define where this is, the 
only recent prominent figure he could think of 
who occupied the "Center" was President Ken- 
nedy who, like President Johnson, was recorded 
as voting conservative on only 10% of his Senate 
votes. 

Behind the scenes, the kingmakers prepared 
the publicity buildup of several candidates to 
replace Barry Goldwater. How can the average 
person spot the kingmakers’ candidates? Here 
is a sure litmus-paper test: 

1. A kingmaker candidate does not cri- 
ticize other kingmaker candidates. 

2. Kingmaker candidates criticize Sena- 
tor Goldwater more than they criticize 
Lyndon Johnson. 

3. Kingmaker candidates never criticize 
the Democratic foreign giveaway pro- 
grams. 

4. Kingmaker candidates never criticize 
the State Department or the conces- 
sions it has made to the Communist axis. 

5. Kingmaker candidates hardly ever raise 
the issue of Communism, either foreign 
or domestic. 

The first choice of the kingmakers was Nelson 
Rockefeller. Who else but Nels? But Rockefeller 
chose a second wife rather than a second chance 
at the presidency. He remained in the race on the 
off-hand chance that he might, by some stroke of 
luck, win the crown; but primarily his function 
was to be a "spoiler". The kingmakers used 
Rockefeller to make a direct attack on Goldwa- 
ter,  so  that,  as we went  into  the  stretch,  the, 
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word could be passed down from on high that 
"Goldwater and Rockefeller have both made so 
many enemies that what we need is a compromise 
candidate who will be acceptable to both sides." 
Rockefeller candidly admitted that when he 
was "the frontrunner, as I was, it’s natural to 
try to unite all wings of the party," but after 
Goldwater forged ahead, "I’m off the unity 
kick." His name-calling blasts at Goldwater in- 
cluded such intemperate language as "ruthless, 
roughshod intimidation . . . cynical expediency 
. . . betrayal of principles."2 

The second prong of the assault against Gold- 
water was to encourage state delegations pledged 
to favorite sons so that deals could be made at 
the opportune moment. Meanwhile the kingmak- 
ers engaged in a frantic search to dig up anybody 
� just anybody � to prevent Republicans from 
selecting their obvious candidate. 

About once a month, some spokesman for the 
kingmakers sent up a trial balloon to test public 
reaction to a new candidate. In 1963 a trial 
balloon was sent up for General Lauris Norstad. 
He is very handsome and has a fine head of hair 
which, while Kennedy was President, seemed to 
be important qualifications. 

Next came a boomlet for George Romney, 
Governor of Michigan. Like Rockefeller, and 
unlike Goldwater or Lyndon Johnson, Romney 
is handicapped by the absence of World War II 
military service. Even after he was dropped by 
the kingmakers,   Romney was  faithful  to   their 
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wishes. On June 7, he violated his long standing 
rule against politicking on Sunday to announce: 
"I will do everything within my power to prevent 
him (Goldwater) from becoming the party’s 
presidential choice." 

One day in early 1964, a reporter asked Rich- 
ard Nixon who he thought the next Republican 
nominee would be. Nixon replied that there were 
three strong candidates: Nelson Rockefeller, 
Barry Goldwater and Lucius Clay. The inclusion 
of Lucius Clay came as quite a surprise to rank- 
and-file Republicans. Why did Lucius Clay rate 
mention as one of the three top candidates ? Clay 
is one of the inner clique of secret kingmakers, 
and Nixon, allowing himself to be used as a 
spokesman, was sending up a trial balloon. 

As the Convention approached, the kingmakers 
had almost exhausted their list of "stop Gold- 
water" candidates: Harold Stassen, who hasn’t 
been elected in more than 20 years; Henry Cabot 
Lodge, Lyndon Johnson’s Ambassador to South 
Viet Nam, who was last elected to office in 
1946, and who has since suffered two major de- 
feats; and Richard Nixon, who abandoned Cali- 
fornia after his defeat for Governor and moved 
into an apartment building in New York owned 
and occupied by Nelson Rockefeller. 

The kingmakers realized the crucial nature 
of the California primary on June 2 and threw 
their vast financial and propaganda apparatus 
behind Nelson Rockefeller. The San Francisco 
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and Los Angeles newspapers, LOOK, NEWS- 
WEEK, TIME and LIFE magazines, the 
columnists and commentators, the pollsters, etc., 
all attacked Goldwater in every conceivable 
manner. Goldwater’s victory proved that even 
a fortune in paid workers and hidden persuaders 
could not match the tens of thousands of dedi- 
cated volunteer grassroots workers who didn’t 
stop  until the ballots were counted. 

Remaining after California was only William 
W. Scranton, Governor of Pennsylvania. Until 
the stimulated publicity started in early 1964, 
Scranton was unknown in national affairs. His 
entire political experience consisted of one term 
in the House of Representatives and one year 
as Governor. 

Four different groups of well-placed individ- 
uals in Harrisburg, in Philadelphia, in New 
York, and elsewhere in the Northeast had worked 
individually and in concert to promote Scran- 
ton as a presidential candidate. While the av- 
erage citizen could detect no formal coordination 
among them, there was no working at cross-pur- 
poses, and they all acted with Scranton’s know- 
ledge. Here are the four developments.3 

In Philadelphia, the kingmakers conducted 
a careful project of "exposure" � showing off 
Scranton to leading banking, industrial and com- 
munications figures in a series of private lunch- 
eons. The current representative of the Morgan 
Guaranty Trust Company of New York is its 
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President, Thomas S. Gates, former secretary of 
Defense. Gates of Morgan Guaranty is the king- 
maker successor of Thomas Lamont of J. P. 
Morgan and Company who masterminded the 
Willkie blitz. 

The host of these exclusive luncheons was Tho- 
mas B. McCabe, president of Scott Paper Com- 
pany and, more importantly, former chairman of 
the Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve 
System and Public Governor of the New York 
Stock Exchange. 

The McCabe luncheons exposed Gover- 
nor Scranton both to potential big money con- 
tributors and to key individuals. in the commu- 
nications field. Among the key industrialists and 
news media persuaders who attended these 
luncheons were former Secretary of Defense Neil 
McElroy, now chairman of the Proctor and Gam- 
ble Soap empire; Walter Thayer, former counsel 
of the Citizens for Eisenhower and now presi- 
dent of the NEW YORK HERALD TRIB- 
UNE; Arthur W. Dean, senior partner in the 
largest New York law firm, Sullivan and Crom- 
well ; David Kendall, former White House coun- 
sel, now a Chrysler corporation vice president; 
and James Hagerty, Eisenhower’s press secre- 
tary and now an American Broadcasting Com- 
pany vice president, in which capacity he defend- 
ed the television attack on Richard Nixon by 
Alger Hiss on Veteran’s Day, 1962. 

The money and publicity potential of these 
luncheons  was  more   than   adequate  to   launch 
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Scranton full-blown as a presidental candidate. 
The guest list at these luncheons included many 
of the important financial contacts McCabe has 
made in 47 years as a businessman and banker, 
all potential contributors when the time became 
ripe. Thomas S. Gates had also helped lay the fin- 
ancial groundwork with his important contractors 
and with bankers and businessmen in Philadelphia 
and New York. Scranton himself has an estimat- 
ed $9,000,000 fortune, enough to make a consid- 
erable contribution to the pre-Convention effort. 

In Harrisburg, Scranton’s hand-picked Re- 
publican State Chairman, Craig Truax, and other 
Pennsylvania Republican officials worked to soft- 
sell out-of-state Republicans on Scranton as the 
man who could bind up the GOP wounds ex- 
pected from the Rockefeller-Goldwater pre-Con- 
vention battle. Truax suggested to Goldwater 
supporters in the south and elsewhere that Scran- 
ton would be their best alternative if Goldwater 
did not get the nomination. 

In New York, a young lawyer named Warren 
J. Sinsheimer launched a "Draft Scranton" 
campaign in the pattern of the popular petition 
effort for Wendell Willkie in 1940. Sinsheimer 
conferred with close Scranton political con- 
fidants and, while he was given no official 
approval, neither was he told to stop. 

It is significant that Draft Scranton petitions 
carried the following wording at the top: 

"The undersigned urge Governor William 
Scranton of Pennsylvania to seek actively 


