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a very severe test, will here and there find a fellow spirit
and a vote’.?°7 The Democratic papers were more lenient
in their characterization of the new party, probably feeling
that they might lose less by its inauguration than the Re-
publicans. The Des Moines Leader said that both the Dem-
ocratic and the People’s parties agreed “‘that the policies
of the republican party are ruinous to the country’’, but
that the ‘“former are conservative while the latter are fan-
atical’’, and later added that ‘“while the populistic pater-
nalists and plutocratic paternalists are waging a war to
determine whether the millionaires or the tramps shall
hereafter be the beneficiaries of class legislation, demo-
cracy will repeal all elass legislation?’’,208

The Iowa State Register stated in August that ‘“the eIl-
tire Democratic vote of Towa will be cast for ‘Calamity
Jim’ and the People’s state ticket’’, but it changed its mind
in November and predicted that “‘all the Demoerats in
lowa will vote for Cleveland’’, as the People’s party was
being used solely as a “‘stool pigeon’’ for vepublican
voters.*?® A few days before the election, a partisan paper
predicted that the ‘‘only hope of success the Democrats
have is that Weaver may get enouch Western States to
prevent an election by the people and throw the decision
imto the hands of Congress’’,210

The Republican papers frequently asserted that the
People’s party claimed they could break up the ““Solid
South’’) but that their purpose was merely to deceive the
northern Republicans, and by dividing the North elect a

207 The Iowa State Register (Weekly, Des Moines), August 19, 1892,

208 The Des Moines Weekly Leader, June 2, October 20, 1892.

200 The Iowa State Register (Weekly, Des Moines), August 5, November 4,
1892. ““Fusion of all ins and isms against Republicanism is the mongrel
order of this year’s campaign in Towa’’, said this paper.— The Iowa State
Register (Weekly, Des Moines), August 5, 1892,

210 Jowa City ”'f-;ﬂ'f_u H{-‘;H{h“t'r!ﬂ, November 1, 1892,

- m——,
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Democratic President.?'* Additional proof for the Re-
publican contention that the South was still solid was found
when General Weaver and Mrs. Lease were forced to drop
their campaigning in the South, due to mob violence. Aec-
cording to the Republican papers, General Weaver, him-
self, said that Cleveland would lose votes in the North as a
result of ‘‘the intolerance of the South’’, while Mrs. Lease
declared: ‘“the South will be solid for Cleveland’’ and the
North ‘“should be solid for Harrison’’.212

Neither party stressed the currency issue, during this
campaign in Towa, both probably fearing that they would
lose the support of some of their members if they said much
on the question. The People’s party, which expected to
secure most of 1ts support from the South and West, where
mmflation sentiment was strong, was not confronted with
such a dilemma, and could stress the silver issue during the
campaign. The Democrats were suspected of being more
friendly to the free comage of silver than the Republicans,
but Cleveland’s opposition to such action probably destroy-
ed any benefit which they might derive from this fact. The
Republicans were in a slightly more favorable position.
Harrison had not definitely committed himself on the issue,

211 The ITowa City Weekly Republican, April 20, August 10, 1892; The Iowa
State Register (Weekly, Des Moines), October 14, 1892.

212 The Iowa State Register (Weekly, Des Moines), October 14, 1892; The
Iowa City Weekly. Republican, October 19, 1892, The Des Moines Leader
(Democratic) also mentions the fact that Mrs. Lease was trying to elect
Harrison and Reid and stated that ‘‘when it comes to a ‘showdown’ on any
test' of principle, the plutoeratic paternalists and the philanthropic paternal-
Ists are one and the same party’’.— The Des Moines Weekly Leader, October
27, 1892. The Register at about the same time asserted that Mrs. Lease and
General Weaver spoke in Polk County, so it seems probable that Mrs., Lease
continued to support Weaver.— The Iowa State Register (Weekly, Des
Moines), October 21, 1892. It was also stated that General Weaver’s treat-
ment had ‘‘turned thousands of People’s party men in Kansas back into the
Republican party’’.— Fort Dodge Messenger (Weekly), October 13, 1892;
T'he Iowa City Weekly R publican, October 19. 1809
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but was thought to be opposed to free coinage, unless the
leading nations of the world should decide in favor of bi-
metalism. He had called an international monetary con-
ference and his invitation was accepted by the leading na-
tions of Europe.?’® This invitation which was issued dur-
ing the campaign, gave the Republican papers an oppor-
tunity to urge silver men to vote for Harrison, since the
widest coinage of silver had been obtained through the Re-
publican party and that ‘‘party was committed to free
coinage if the international silver conference suceceeds’’.214

While neither the Republicans nor the Demoecrats paid
much attention to the silver question, the Democratic plank
recommending the repeal of the ten per cent tax on state
bank issues attracted much more attention. The Repub-
licans greeted this recommendation as an attempt to se-
cure the return of State ‘“wild cat’’ banking, and frequently
printed accounts and cartoons describing the uncertainty
of the value of money during the period of our ‘“State
Bank System’’ in an effort to frighten the voters away
from their allegiance to the Democratic party.©?®* The Re-
publicans did not fail to point out that while prices had de-
creased during the previous fifteen years ‘“‘the per capita
amount of money’’ had increased and quoted from the re-
ports of the Secretary of the Treasury to prove their con-

2138 The Nation, Vol. LV, p. 1.

214 The ITowa State Register (Weekly, Des Moines), November 4, 1892, A
bill providing for the free coinage of silver had passed the Republican Senate
of the Fifty-second Congress twice but each time failed to secure the concur-
rence of the Democratic House.— Rhodes’s History of the United States, Vol.
VIII, p. 370.

215 The Iowa State Register (Weekly, Des Moines), October 21, 28, No-
vember 7, 1892: The Iowa City Weekly Republican, October 5, 26, November
O, 1892+ Fort Dodge Messenger (Weekly), October 20, 1892. It was an-
nounced that Fred White, the Democratiec candidate for Congress in the Sixth
Iowa District had repudiated ‘‘the ‘wild cat’ currency plank of the National

Democratie ]JI;t!ful‘m",— - The lowa City Weekly Republican, August 21, 1892,
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tention.*’® They asserted that the adoption of ‘‘the
People’s party plank calling for an issue of currency up to
$00 per capita by Congress would lead to speculation and
unrest.””*'*  Thus it is evident that the Democratic pro-
posal for the repeal of the State bank tax was the only
phase of the currency question that attracted much atten-
tion on the part of the Iowa voters, and the effects of this
issue were probably rather insignificant, when compared
with the tariff or ‘““war traditions’’.

In the election of 1890, the Democrats had been able to
use the appropriation record of the previous House of
Representatives against the Republicans, but when they se-
cured control of the House, they proceeded to spend more
money than their predecessors, and thus laid themselves
open to the same charge of extravagance. The opposition
press duly emphasized this fact.?’® Some of the Repub-
lican papers, on the other hand, accused the Democrats of
‘“baletul economy”’. It was pointed out that ‘“the redue-
tion by the Democratic House of nearly one-half of the ap-
propriation to prevent the spread of contagious diseases
1s seriously embarrassing the Treasury Department’’ in
its attempts to check the invasion of Asiatic cholera and
that as a result of this false economy ‘‘the capital may be
ivaded by cholera and public business deranged’’.?1?

The voters seemed to be entirely unaware of the real
conditions of the treasury, and did not realize that the oold
reserve 1n the treasury was rapidly shrinking. The Dem-
ocratic papers, however, must have printed some rumors

216 The Iowa State Register (Weekly, Des Moines), April 29, 1892.

217 Fort Dodge Messenger ( Weekly), October 27, 1892,

*18 Spirit Lake Beacon (Weekly), May 20, 1892; The Iowa State Register
(Weekly, Des Moines), January 29, 1892; Fort Dodge Messenger (Weekly),
July 28, 1892,

210 The ITowa City Weekly Republican. September 21, 1892,
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that the treasury was ‘“on the verge of bankruptey?’’, for
T'he Iowa State Register denied these rumors and insisted
that since ‘“‘the Republicans are pledged to reduce the sur-
plus and keep the money in circulation. . . . They are
doing 1t’’.22¢

The two major parties made strenuous efforts to secure
the support of the foreign voters. The tariff furnished a
convenlent issue for the Republicans to use as an appeal
for Irish votes, since the majority of the Irish were bitterly
opposed to England. Quotations, taken from English pa-
pers stating that the McKinley tariff was ruinine the in-
dustries of England, were frequently run in the Republican
papers.**! T'he Irish, it was said, should vote against the
Democratic party, which stood for ‘“English free trade’’
and prosperity for England.?** The London Times was
quoted as having said that ‘“one Irishman in the United
otates wearing English broadeloth and votine free trade is
worth more to England than fifty Irishmen at home?’’. This
Statement was frequently reprinted in the Republican pa-
pers.”** The Democrats tried to counteract this propa-
ganda by denouncing the ‘“Anglo-mania’’ of the Repub-
lican papers and insisting that free trade was not an Fing-
lish doetrine, and that it would not aid Eneland. but would

cnable us to destroy the English ecarrying monopoly.22

220 The Iowa State Register (Weekly, Des Moines), April 15, 1892,

221 The Iowa State Register (Weekly, Des Moines), :\I.’L:I,' 6, June 17, 1892,
{lilntmi extracts from the London Engineering News. The I‘t'i'i]il'm'it}* t"]:llj:if:,
sald another paper, is ‘‘taking the South American trade from England’’.—
Fort hr’.rrff,’f JI(H.H’!"H‘U’E r [”1.‘1.'{":_-](]‘1,']‘ October 6, 1892,

222 Fort Dodge Messenger ;u'p‘-.]{]}v ), October 6, 1892: The Iowa State
Register (Weekly, Des Moines), January 1, 15, May 20, 1892; The Clinton
Weekly Herald, November 5, 1892,

228 The Towa State Register (Weekly, Des Moines), January 1, 15, February

0, 26, March 18, 1892,

224 The Des Moines Weekly Leader, August 18, 1892,
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Moreover, it was declared, we should not pay any attention
to British opinion as ‘‘we are intelligent enough to decide
for ourselves what we want’’.?*> It is perhaps question-
able whether this Republican propaganda had much effect
on the Irish voters, who are usually Democratic.

Both parties angled for the German vote. The Ger-
mans — especlally the German Lutherans — in the nearby
States of Wisconsin and Illinois, had deserted the Repub-
licans because they disliked certain features of the com-
pulsory education laws in their respective States, and had
aided in electing the Democratic State ticket in both of
these Republican States. The Democrats appreciated the
value of these voters and placed a plank satisfying them
in the Democratic national platform. They insisted that
this issue was still alive and would cost the Republicans
many votes.”*® The Republicans insisted that the German
Lutherans had changed their political sentiment since 1892
and would again vote Republican. They seemed to get
considerable encouragement from the fact that the Ger-
mama of Milwaukee, the organ of the German Lutherans
of Wisconsin, had come back to the support of the Repub-
lican ticket.??” While Towa did not have a school question

225 Jowa State Press (Weekly, Towa City), October 26, 1892.

226 Porter’s National Platforms, pp. 163-165; The Des Moines Weekly
Leader, August 1, October 27, 1892; Iowa State Press (Weekly, Iowa City),
July 29, September 28, 1892. The Republicans seem to have been worried over
the defection of the Lutherans. The Towa P;fu II’-.E".:‘_"?:F?; }fﬁi;uhﬁpﬂn! :\,[a:;r 29,
1892, maintained that ‘“the German Lutheran leaders of Illinois are making a
serious mistake in declaring in favor of the Democratic party’’, and later
tried to minimize the German defection. declaring that while ‘“the appeal of
Carl Schurz and other German Democrats in the East for Democratic votes
may possibly have some effect upon the New York Germans . . . . it will
have little or no weight with the German-American Republicans in the West’’,
— The Iowa City Weekly Republican, August 21. 18902. The Democrats made
frequent appeals to the German voters.— Clinton Weekly Age, July 26, Sep-

tember 2, 9, 1892,

227 The Iowa State Register (Weekly, Des Moines ), October 14, 1892; The
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like Illinois and Wisconsin, it is probable that the Germans
In Iowa sympathized with their kinsmen in Illinois and
Wisconsin, and would therefore be more likely to vote
Democratic because of this issue.

Little attention seems to have been paid in Iowa to the
matter of President Harrison’s Indian policy,**® which was
sald to have cost the Republicans thousands of Catholie
votes, although the Towa City Weekly Republican denounc-
€d the Democrats for ‘“making attempts to stir up religious
prejudices between Protestants and Catholies?”’ by making
‘“‘political capital out of previous difficulties which arose
between Indian Commissioner Morgan and the Catholic
Church over Indian schools’?,229
Iowa City Weekly Republican, October 26, November 9. 1892. The Repub-
licans maintained that the Germans would vote Republican because they
favored protection and honest money.— The Iowa State Register (Weegkly,

Des Moines), April 8, 1892; The Iowa City Weekly Republican, August 3

1892,

228 For years the government had maintained what were known as contraect
Indian schools, the contracts providing that the churches educate the children.
While all churches had an equal opportunity to secure these schools, the Cath-
olic church had obtained g« larger per cent of them. The American Protective
Association (an anti-Clatholie organization) directed a fight against these
schools. When General Thomas J. Morgan, a Baptist minister, was appointed
Indian Commissioner by President Harrison, he at once began to abolish con-
tract schools. His drastic policy aroused a strong protest from the Catholie
church, but Harrison, fearing ecriticism from other denominations, did not
remove him. Father Stephan, a priest who had spent much time among the
Indians, now secured letters from prominent Catholic prelates, and went out
and told leading Catholics what the Harrison administration had done in re
gard to these schools. His work had considerable influence wherever he went
At the same time, Illinois and Wisconsin had passed laws which were obnox-
10us to both Catholiecs and Lutherans.— Dunn’s From Harrison to Harding,

IJII' l"\‘__::— H,i’ E!"\

229 It was stated that a circular had been sent out to Catholic priests ‘‘try-
ing to besmireh the Indian office’’ but that the charges were really ground
less, since Archbishop Ireland of St. Paul had approved of the change made
by Commissioner Morgan and other prelates would also approve ‘1t when they
understood the truth of the matter.— The Jowa City Weekly Republican,

August 31, 1892.
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There were a few charges of fraud mentioned, but largely
of occurrences in other States which were reprinted in
Towa for their news value or political effects. The Demo-
cratic press frequently mentioned the work of Dudley and
his ‘‘blocks of five’’ in the election of 1888, evidently en-
deavoring to show that the Republican leaders would not
hesitate at bribery in order to win the election.23°

A number of Republican State officials, including the
oecretary of State, Treasurer, and Attorney General, had
been guilty of nepotism. The Democratic papers published
the facts of their actions during the fortnight before the
election and contended that these officials deserved no sort
of charity or mercy from the State of Towa for such ‘‘salary
grabs’’.*8t  The Iowa State Register asserted that these
officials were economical and stated that ‘‘there had been
nothing in the transactions of the various state officials as
far as finances are concerned, upon which a ecandidate or
set of candidates can be elected. . . . It is a desperate
and losing cause whose devotees begin to rake up filth and
filth at that which exists only in their own rattled brains’’.
It was also asserted that Governor Boies and other Dem-
ocratic officials had hired relatives, a procedure which was
perfectly proper since there was no law against it.232 It is

]

doubttul if this last minute raking up of scandals really

230 The Des Moines Weekly Leader, September 29, October 20, 1892; The
lowa City Weekly Republican, July 27, August 10, October 26, 1892; Iowa
State Press (Weekly, Towa City), October 12, 1892. The Democrats also
charged that money was being used in a brazen effort to elect the Republican
congressional candidate in the Sixth District.— Des Moines Weekly Leader,
H{_'I'rtt‘lli]ll‘]' 24. 1892,

231 A number of relatives of these officials held office, but were said to do
little or no work.— The Des Moines Weekly Leader, October 27, November 3,
1892; lowa State Press (Weekly, Towa City), November 2, 1892; Clinton
Weekly Age, November 4, 1892,

232 The Iowa State Register (Weekly, Des Moines), October 28, November

4. 1892.

-
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aided the Democrats very much. since the election seems to
have been fought out largely on national issues.

The central committees of the various parties arranged
for and held a good many rallies and speeches 1n the State.
Among the prominent Republicans, who spoke in Towa were
Senator William B. Allison,?**® Governor William MceKin-
ley, Governor Joseph B. Foraker, Senator William P.
Frye, and Congressman Thomas B. Reed of Maine.2%4 Re-
]Jll].lli(‘illlh' ]'t*]!l‘t*ﬁtﬁlltlllg‘ the various lorelign elements also
spoke in the State. Among these were Marcus Kavanaugh,
an Irishman of Chicago, and Rudolph, Blankenburg, a Ger-
man 1mporter of Philadelphia.?*® Governor Horace Boies
took an active part in the Democratic campaign in the
State.??® A geries of joint debates were arranged by the
chairmen of the Republican and Democratic State com-
mittees, each side being represented by a speaker.??” (Gen-
eral Weaver and Mrs. Lease spoke in Iowa for the People’s
Ilill't}'.::m

Some complaints were made prior to the election that
the Australian ballot used during this election lacked def-
initeness, and it was asserted after the election ‘‘that be-

238 The Iowa City Weekly Republican, September 7, 1892: The Clinton
Weekly Herald, September 3, 1892,

*38 The Iowa City Weekly Republican, September 14, November 9. 1892 ;
The Clinton W ee kly Herald, August 6, October 8, 1892,

285 The Towa City Weekly Republican, October 19, November 2. 1802.
236 C'linton ”rff“," H e ,l"r]'.'rr'?, :“;{'I.rTi'IIIII{_*I' _lT. 1892,

237 The Des Moines Weekly Leader, September 8, 1892. TFor examples of
debates see above, also Spwrit Lake Beacon, August 19, 26, September 9, 1892
Fort Dodge Messenger (Weekly), October 20, 1892: The Clinton Weelkly
Herald, October 8, 1892; The Iowa City Weekly Republican, October 12, 1892.

288 The Iowa City Weekly Republican, September 7, 1892. This paper
quotes the Omaha Bee as saying that ‘‘Mrs. Lease’s fog-horn voice is re-
sounding in ITowa these days, reminding the people of that State that they are
miserable and down-trodden. even if they do have money in the banks, own

. g 1 1 ’'}
their own homes, and are educating their children at college
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tween 4,000 and 5,000 ballots in Towa were thrown out be-
cause they were not properly marked’’.23® The Australian
ballot, however, had the advantage of making bribery dif-
ficult, for the voter was enabled to keep his vote secret.

Both the Democratic and Republican newspapers stated
that the campaign had been very quiet; many voters felt
that the results in New York would decide the election, and
1t was therefore useless to do much in other States. 240

RESULTS AND CONCLUSIONS

Both major parties seem to have had hopes of winning
the election, but the national results were so decisive that
they probably surprised the victors nearly as much as the
vanquished. Cleveland not only carried the doubtful
States of New York, Indiana, New Jersey, and Connecti-
cut, but also carried the hitherto supposedly solid Repub-
lican States of Illinois, Wisconsin, and California, and
came so near to carrying Ohio, that one of his electors
slipped in over the lowest Republican elector. Cleveland
recerved a total of 277 electoral votes, Harrison 145, and
Weaver 22. The popular vote was Cleveland 5,556,543,
Harrison 5,175,582, and Weaver 1,040,886.241

The Republicans were more successful in Towa. They
arried the State by a plurality only 7,756 votes less than
their 1888 plurality. The Republicans elected all of their

239 JIowa State Press (Weekly, Towa City), November 9, 1892; The Weekly
Iowa City Republican, November 23, 1892,

240 The Iowa City Weekly Republican, October 26, 1892; Clinton Weekly
Age, November 4, 1892,

241 Stanwood’s 4 History of the Presidency, pp. 615-517; MecPherson’s 4
Handbook of Polities, 1894, pp. 272, 273. The popular vote given is taken
from Stanwood and differs slightly from that given in McPherson. It must be
borne in mind that the Democratic vote 1s understated, and the People’s vote
overstated as a result of the fusion in 2 number of the Western States. A
similar fusion in some Southern States affected the results of the People’s
party and Republican votes in these States.




THE ELECTION OF 1892 IN IOWA 437

State officers and all of their Congressmen except one —
Walter I. Hayes of the Second District was the only Dem-
ocratic Congressman elected. The Republican vote for
President in Towa was 219.795. the Demoecratic 196,367, the
People’s party 20,595, and the Prohibitionists 6,402, 242

ASs soon as election was over the various lowa editors
began to give their explanations for the tremendous defeat
suffered by the Republicans in the national contest. 1T he
Clinton Weekly Herald attributed the defeat to the vote
suppression 1n the South, Tammany Hall, the Chicago an-
archists who went to the polls to support Governor Altgeld,
the People’s party, and the school laws in Illinois and Wis-
consin, which caused the German Lutherans and other Ger-
mans of these two States to support the Demoecratic tickef
almost in a body.23

In the opinion of The Iowa State Register, the Republi-
can defeat was due to ‘“‘the enormous corruption funds?’’
which backed the Democrats, added to the fraud and intimi-
dation in the South.2** Most of the editors considered the
protective tariff as one of the most important if not the
chief reason for the defeat of the Republicans: the people
had demanded a reversal of the protective policy,?45

One Iowa paper attributed the Republican defeat to the
fact that the people had become suspicious of the party.
That 1;;11’[}', 11 H;]_Ifl, ‘“‘had been HIIH[I{*:_"T{'_H[ of ('t‘lllH{'lI‘[iIlg with
designing men’’ for twenty years. ‘‘Its great strength had
gone out in a sinful and lustful way to combinations of cap-
ital. . . . The country was and is wonderfully pros-

242 Jowa Official Register, 1893, pp. 193-198, 203, 204.

243 The Clinton Weekly Herald, November 12, 1892,

244 The Iowa State Register (Weekly, Des Moines), November 11, 1892.
This paper added that Democratic free trade had triumphed for the time.

245 The JTowa Citu H'Hf.fy Kepublican, November 16, 1892 . S,“Er‘t'f Lake
L’;-r”q,”! November ]f--,, 1892« Clinton ”'H-‘r.r'j'.f ,-lg;r_ November 11, 1892,
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perous. The publie, however, decided to entertain the sus-
picion that all of this great prosperity was too one-sided
in its application, the bulk of it going to the few and the
modicum to the many. . . . It has temporized too long
with men and measures, and combinations that were not
clean, wholesome or inspired by patriotism’’.24® Tt seems
probable that the protective tariff policy of the Republican
party was the chief cause of its defeat. The dissatisfaction
of certain classes with the distribution of wealth, and the
economic policy of the country reacted against the party
I power, especially since many of the voters considered
that party closely connected with the corporate interests.
Cerfain other factors such as the Homestead riots, the
Wisconsin and Illinois school question, and Harrison’s In-
dian policy all aided in making the Republican defeat more
decisive.

A number of the editors endeavored to explain why ITowa
had not drifted toward the Demoecratic party like most of
the other States. The Fort Dodge Messenger claimed that
the reason Towa went Republican ‘‘is found in the universal
prosperity which is enjoyed in Towa. The cries of the cal-
amity howlers were unavailing against the positive knowl-
edge that times were never so prosperous before’’.247 The
lowa City Weekly Republican attributed the Republican
viectory in Towa to the fact that ‘‘the tariff question was

246 The Saturday Evening Post (Weekly, Burlington), November 12, 1892.
The Review of Reviews gave a similar opinion. It attributed the Republican
defeat to the fact that the voters considered the Republican party too favor-
able toward the corporate interests and the concentration of wealth. ¢‘The
trouble at Homestead created a widespread feeling among working men that
the Republican party was not sincere in urging protection as a means of
maintaining American wages. . . . This campaign involved to some extent
a movement of the poor against the rich, and that the Republican party was

more generally thought to stand for the rich’’.— The American Review of
Reviews, Vol. VI, pp. 517-519.

247 Fort Dodge Messenger (Weekly), November 17. 1802
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L4

fairly and squarely placed before the people by the Repub-
lican papers and speakers and the MeKinley measure was
endorsed. There was no school or silver question to em-
barrass the Republicans as in some other States’’ 248

Governor Boies claimed that ‘““minor issues’’ were re-
sponsible for the Democratic defeat in Iowa, while other
Democrats claimed that the free silver Demoecrats had vot-
ed for Weaver.?*® An analysis of the vote by counties
brings out the fact that the People’s party probably in-
jured the Democratic party fully as much as it did the
Republican.250

It 1s probable that the higher prices of farm products
during 1891-1892 added to the Republican votes. Towa was
comparatively prosperous in comparison with some of the
States farther west, while she had no industrial population
to be affected by such industrial riots as the Home-
stead strikes. The ‘“war traditions’’ must also not be
overlooked, for they undoubtedly aided considerably in
keeping the soldier voters and their sympathizers in the
Republican ranks. The average Iowa voter had been in
the habit of voting Republican and since there was no Very
pressing reason during this election to make him change his
vote, he voted for the ‘“‘grand old party”’,

248 The ITowa City Weekly Republican, November 23. 1892.

249 The ITowa City Weekly Republican, November 23. 1892

250 Of the 37 counties in which the People’s party vote was over 5 per cent
of the total vote, the Democratic vote was proportionately larger in 1892 than
in 1888 in 10 counties and smaller in 26, the Republican vote was larger in
only 1 and smaller in 36, while in the 62 counties with less than 5 per cent
Populist votes, the Democratic vote was proportionally larger in 46 counties
and smaller in 10, the Republican larger in 2 counties and smaller in 58.
[t appears that in this election the People’s party drew more votes from
the Republican party than from the Democratic, but that while in some
counties the dissatisfied voters voted Populist, in others they voted Democratic,
Had there been no third party in the field, the majority of these voters would
I_‘II“H]'I:I}I}}' i!.’l‘.'t' Tn[wi ]h_'rn!.u'r‘:ttifn TIJU ]}t'HHu'I‘;If'H ]:_”'EIIIHII]}' ]u.‘-:f'. I'li';lli}' a8

many votes because of the third party as the Republicans did.
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The foreign vote had always been a numerous and im-
portant part of the Iowa electorate. A careful study of the
results of the election of 1892 gives an index of how these
citizens cast their votes. In 1890, the German-born males
over 21 years of age numbered over 15 per cent of the
total number of males in 22 counties. The Democrats car-
ried 15 of these 22 counties in 1892, while they carried only
13 of the other 77 counties of the State. Thus it appears
that the Germans as a whole voted Democratic muech more
frequently than their neighbors. A study of the vote in the
different counties in the State from 1880 to 1892 also shows
that the drift of German voters from the Republican to the
Democratic party was more rapid than that of the other
voters of the State.

The explanation of this drift toward the Democratic par-
ty 1s probably found largely in the opposition of the Ger-
mans to prohibition, which had been supported by the Re-
publicans during this period, although the school issues in
the neighboring States of Wisconsin and Illinois probably
alded somewhat in influencing them toward the Democratic
party.

In the eleven Iowa counties in which the census of 1890
reported 15 per cent of the males of 21 or over born in
Scandinavian countries, the Republicans were victorious,
as they had been in all three of the previous State elec-
tions. The trend was away from the Republican party,

L

however, for in all but three of these counties, the Repub-

lican vote reached its lowest level for these four elections,
although the Democratic vote was smaller than in 1884 in
all but two of these counties.

In the election of 1892 the Republicans carried eight of
the ten counties which had the smallest percentage of
foreign-born residents in 1890. There seemed to be a shght

trend toward the Democratic party during this period on




the part of the native-born voters. but this was much less
than among the Germans. and slightly less than among
the Scandinavians. The Seandinavians appear to have
been strongly Republican, the native-born ecitizens while
usually Republican were trequently Democratie, while the
Germans were oftener Democratic than Republican.

Although the Demoecratic party elected their presidential
candidate and secured control of both houses of Congress
in 1892, the People’s party also derived some comfor from
the election. As one paper put it: ‘“A party that ean carry
four or five States in a presidential election certainly has
reason to hope. When all of the nondeseript elements that
properly belong with that party get safely marshalled un-
der its banners, and they will all now go to it then it will
have good fighting strength. . . . Wae think if probable
that the People’s party will advance to second place by
the action of the farmers, who will not ally themselves to
any extent with the Democratiec populations of the city. It
looks now as if the readjustment of political lines micht
divide the city from the country and deliver the cities into
the keeping of the Democratic party’’.251  Another Repub-
lican paper of the time spoke less optimistically of the fu-
ture of the new party, characterizing it as ‘“a nine days’
wonder that will pass away and be known only as a mem-
ory, along with the Greenback, Anti-Monopoly, and various
other crazes that have come and gone?’ 252

There was much discussion as to the future of the new
party. Would the party inecrease in streneth and ultimate-
ly take the place of the Republican party? Or on the other
hand, would the new party follow the example begun in
1892, and fuse with one of the major parties either partial-
ly or completely? The party ultimately followed the latter

261 The Saturday Evening Post ( Weekly, Burlington), November 12, 1892,

262 Clinton Weekly Herald, November 12, 1892.
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alternative, captured the Democratic party in 1896, wrote
an endorsement of ‘‘the free and unlimited coinage of silv-
er’’, the chief issue of the People’s party, in the Demo-
cratic platform, endorsed William Jennings Bryan, the
Democratic candidate, and made silver the paramount is-
sue of the campaign. Certain of the demands of the
People’s party such as the direct election of the United
States Senators, a graduated income tax, and postal sav-
ings banks have since been written into the national statute
books, while other reforms like the initiative and referen-
dum have been adopted by many of the States.

The Populist vote was comparatively small in Iowa.
They polled slightly less than 5 per cent of the total vote of
the State for their presidential candidate in 1892 or slightly
less than half as large a percentage of the total vote as the
Greenback party drew in 1880. They did not even keep
their ratio in the counties in which the Greenback vote had
been strong.?** While the Populists did not in the majority
of cases keep up their ratio in the counties in which the
Greenback vote had been large, they did draw their chief
strength from these counties. It was only in the northern
and far western part of the State that the Populists made
important gains over the Greenback vote of 1880.25¢ The
frontier had moved westward durine the twelve years
from 1880 to 1892, and the tide of radicalism had gone with
1t.

The People’s party appears to have gained little support
from the German voters in Towa. Bremer was the only

253 Of the 33 counties in which the Greenbackers received 10 per cent or

more of the popular vote in 1880, the Populists kcpt their ratio in 11, and

drew less than 214 per cent in 10 of them.

264 Notably Lyon, Sioux, Osceola, O’Brien, Dickinson, Clay, Buena Vista,
Pocahontas, Winnebago, Hancock, Worth, Cerro Gordo, and Floyd in the
North. It will be noticed that none of these counties are in the northeast

where in 1880 the Greenbackers received a considerable vote.
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county with a heavy German population which had given
the Greenback party as large a vote as their Statewide
average, while over half of the German counties gave them
less than 30 per cent of their State average. 'The People’s
party did not fare much better, getting as large a percent-
age as their State average in only one county, Muscatine,
and securing less than 3 per cent of the vote in 19 of the 29
German counties. The German voters, it appears, would
not vote for a third party, but when they became dissatis-
fied with the Republican party went over to the Demo-
crats.

The People’s party gained only slightly more support
from the Scandinavian voters. The Greenback party had
drawn over 10 per cent of the vote in three of the eleven
Scandinavian counties, Story, Webster, and Hamilton, but
the voters in these counties seemed to have gone back to the
old parties by 1892, the People’s party vote being less than
o per cent in each of these counties. The People’s party
vote did increase in a few of the Scandinavian counties,
notably in Winnebago.

It was among the counties which had a very small for-
eign element that the third parties drew their largest vote.
Fight of the ten counties with the smallest percentage of
foreign-born citizens,?”® had given the Greenback party
over 10 per cent of its vote in 1880 — in one of the other two
it was over 8 per cent and in the other nearly 6 per cent.
The People’s party vote was also strong in these counties.
There was also a strong sectional bias in the third party
vote, the Greenback-Populist stronghold being in the south
central part of the State,25¢

The election results in Towa were not Very encouraging

265 Liess than 10 per cent of the males of 21 or over in 1890 were born in a
foreign country.

256 Haynes’s Third Party Movements Since the Civil War, p. 326,
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for the new party. The small percentage of their total
vote and the fact that the foreign voters would not support
them to any great extent made it improbable that the
People’s party would ever develop much strength in the
State. lowa, it appeared, was no longer a frontier State,
subject to frontier third-party movements.

The chief issue of the campaign had been the protective
policy of the Republican party, and while the nation as a
whole had rejected it, Iowa had endorsed it. It was evi-
dent that neither the People’s party or the anti-prohibition
movement toward the Democratic party during the later
eighties and early nineties would succeed in wresting Iow:
from the Republican party. As was forecast by their ac-
tion in 1892, the Republicans dropped prohibition in the
next State election and won the election by an increased
majority.25?
Governor.

Finally, the election of 1892 marked the first election in
which the Democrats secured control of both Houses of
Congress and the presidency since the administration of
James Buchanan. Cleveland’s election in 1884 rested on a
slender majority in New York, which was probably due to

Towa has never since elected a Democratie

Burchard’s unfortunate remarks in New York and could
be considered accidental, but in 1892 the Demoecratic victory
was complete and decisive.

THE FOREIGN VOTE

The foreign vote constituted a numerous and important
element of the Iowa electorate in 1892. In 1890, 16.95 per
cent of the inhabitants of the State were foreign born and
26.84 per cent more had one or both parents foreign
born.?’8 Of the 324,069 foreign born inhabitants of Iowa,

267 Cole’s A Haistory of the People of Iowa, pp. 483, 484.

258 Fleventh Census of the United States, 1890, Population, Pt. I, p. 88.

o
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136,902 were Germans (including Austrians and Dutch),
72,873 were Scandinavians, 37,560 were British (Ineluding
Scotch and Welsh), and 37,353 were Irish.2%® An analysis
of the foreign element by counties furnishes some interest-
ing sidelights as to how the various foreign elements tended
to vote 1n the presidential elections from 1880 to 1892. In
some parts of the State, especially in the southern coun-
ties, the foreign element made up only a very small portion
of the total population. In ten of these less than ten per
cent and 1 twenty-seven less than twenty per cent of the
males over twenty-one years of age, in 1890, were foreign
born. In other counties the foreign born were in the ma-
Jority or else constituted a strong minority of the total in-
habitants. In two counties over sixty per cent, in six coun-
ties over fifty per cent, and in nineteen counties over forty
per cent of the males over twenty-one in 1890 were foreign
born.2¢9

The largest group of foreign born voters in Iowa were
the Germans. In twenty-two counties fifteen per cent or
more of the males were German born.?®* The Republicans
arried ninefeen of these German counties in 1880, eleven
n 1884, eleven in 1888, and only seven in 1892, the Demo-
This total of 43.79 per cent foreign born or born of foreign parents was less
than half the similar element of North Dakota, only slightly over half as

large as that of Minnesota, Wisconsin, or South Dakota, and less than that of

Michigan or Illinois.
260 Eleventh Census of the United States, 1890, Pt. II, Population, pp. 628-
630,

200 Fleventh Census of the United States, 1890, Population, Pt. I, pp. 777

O
1 18.

¥

261 Eleventh Census of the Umnited States, 1890, Population, Pt. I, pp. 777
778, Pt. II, pp. 628-630. In five counties — Jackson, Benton, O ’Brien, Cedar,

and Hardin — the percentage of German born of all ages was less than 15 per
cent of the total population, but this estimate is conservative for the per-
centage of males over twenty-one was about double the percentage of the

foreign born of all ages, most of the children being native born,




446 IOWA JOURNAL OF HISTORY AND POLITICS

crats in each case carrying all the others. In only one of
these counties — Lee — was the Republican vote as great
in 1884 as it had been in 1880, while the Democrats gained
i every county.?®? It appears that there was a marked
drift of the German voters from the Republican to the
Democratic party in these twenty-two German counties in
1884. The Republican vote in 1888 was less than that in
1884 In fourteen counties, and more in eight, even gaining
over 1880 in two counties — Clayton and Lee. The Demo-
crats i 1888 just about held what they had won in 1884,
gaining in eleven counties and losing in eleven. In 1892
the Republicans lost in every county except Dubuque, while
the Democrats gained in nineteen counties and held their
own i the other three — Lee, Jackson, and Des Moines.
From 1880 to 1892, the Republican vote in the State as a
whole decreased six per cent, while in fifteen of these Ger-
man counties it decreased over ten per cent and in only
four did it decrease less than six per cent. During these
twelve years, the Democrats increased their vote in the
State as a whole over eleven per cent,?®® and in fourteen of
these German counties, the Democratic gain was greater
than eleven per cent, while in Scott County their gain was
thirty per cent. The Germans as a group seemed to have
left the Republican party in greater numbers than the av-
erage voters of lowa. This change may have been due to
the attitude of the Republicans on Prohibition. 26+

262 The term gain as used here is made to apply to proportional gain. The
returns from elections are figured in percentages and these percentages com-

pared. The Republican vote in Sioux County was 65 per cent of the total in
1580, 60 per cent in 1884, 57 per cent 1n 1888, and 52 per cent in 1892.

203 The fact that the Democrats gained more than the Republicans lost 1is
explained by the fact that the Greenback party in 1880 polled over twice as
large a percentage of the total vote as the People’s party did in 1892.

204 For election returns for 1880-1892, see the following: American Al-
manac, 1885, pp. 216, 217; Iowa Official Register, 1889, pp. 76-192, 1893, pp.
119-203.
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In eleven counties of Towa over fifteen per cent of the
male residents over twenty-one in 1890 were born in one of
the Scandinavian countries.?®> The Republican party car-
ried all of these counties in each presidental election from
1880 to 1892 inclusive. In 1880 and 1884 in ten of these
counties and in 1888 and 1892 in all eleven of them, the
Republican vote was proportionally greater than the Re-
publican vote in the State as a whole. Winnebago, which
had the largest percentage of Scandinavian voters in the
State, gave nearly eighty-eight per cent of her vote to the
Republican party in 1880, nearly seventy-six per cent in
1884, nearly seventy-nine per cent in 1888, and over S1Xty-
seven per cent 1n 1892.2°® Ags was the case in most of the
counties of the State, the proportion of Republican votes
to the total vote declined considerably in the Scandinavian
counties between 1880 and 1884, but while the Republican
vote in Iowa declined still more from 1884 to 1888, it in-
creased 1n nearly all the Scandinavian counties, though it
did not reach the level of 1880. Since the Republican vote
in 1888 in the Scandinavian counties increased over the to-
tal vote four years before, while their vote in the State at
large declined, it would seem probable that most of the
Scandinavian voters who had left the Republican party
in 1880 had returned by 1888. The fact that the Repub-
lican vote did not reach the 1880 level is explained by the
fact that the other voters in these counties had not all re-
turned to the party. The Republican vote in these coun-
ties was proportionally smaller in 1892 than in 1888, and
in all but three reached the lowest level of any of these four
elections.

The Democratic vote in each of these Scandinavian

265 Eleventh Census of the United States, 1890, Population, Pt. I, pp. 777
778, Pt. 11, pp. 628—-630.

266 Winnebago County gave the Populist party over 10 per cent of her vote
in 1892, which explains most of the Republican loss.
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counties inereased in 1884 as compared with 1880. While
the Greenback-Democratic fusion in that year explains part
of the Democratic gain, the fact remains that in each coun-
ty, Cleveland drew a larger percentage of votes than the
Greenback and Democratic total in 1880. In 1888 the Dem-
ocratic vote declined over four years before but was greater
than 1t had been in 1880, showing that although the Scan-
dinavians were gradually returning to the Republican par-
ty, they had not all returned. In 1892, the Democrats again
gaimed in eight of these counties and lost in three, although
they reached their high water mark in 1884 in only two
counties. The above figures bring out the fact that the
Scandinavians as a group were strongly Republican and
during this period did not swing toward the Democratic
party as their German neighbors did.

It will be worthwhile to compare the returns from the
foreign counties with those from the counties which had a
very small foreign element. It must be borne in mind,
however, that part of the difference between the political
affiliations of the native born ecitizen and the foreign born
may have been due to geographic influences, since the na-
tive born element was strongest in the south-central part
of the State, while the Germans and Scandinavians were
mostly in the northern part of the State or along the ex-
treme southeast or southwest of the State.

In 1890 ten counties of Towa reported less than ten per
cent of their male residents born in a foreign country. The
Republicans carried nine of these counties in 1880, seven
in 1884, eight in 1888, and eight in 1892; the Greenbackers
carried one in 1880; the Democrats carried three in 1884,
two 1 1888, and two in 1892. Although the Republican
vote 1 the State as a whole declined 4 1/2 per cent between
1880 and 1884, that party gained in five of these counties,

held their own in two more, and lost in only three, and in
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no case was their loss over three per cent. It seems that
the Republicans gained somewhat in this election as a re-
sult of the Greenback-Democratic fusion. Apparently
some of the Greenbackers refused to be delivered to the
Democrats by the fusion of 1884,

The Democrats, probably due to their fusion with the
Greenback party, inereased the proportion of their vote
1 nine of these ten counties in 1884 and lost in only one,
but were not so fortunate in the next eleetion, gaining over
1884 in only one county and losing in nine. In 1892, they
imereased their vote over 1888 in only two counties and lost
in eight. In only one county was their vote greater than
in 1884. The rise of the Populists probably had something
to do with the faet that the Democrats did not oalin 1n
1892, since the new party secured considerable support 1n
these counties.

The above statistics seem to point out that although a
considerable number of the native born Americans voted
the Greenback ticket in 1880, they did not all 2o over to
the Democrats in the fusion of 1884, while some that voted
Democratic in 1884 went over to the Republicans in 1888.

3y 1892 the Germans as a group seemed to be oftener
Democratic than Republican, the Scandinavians were still
very strongly Republican, while the native born citizens of
ITowa, while voting Republican more than Democratie, did
not support the Republicans in as large a proportion as did
the Scandinavians.

Warter Errsworta NYDEGGER

WHEATON COLLEGE
WHEATON TLLINOIS




	July_V25_N30034_R
	July_V25_N30035_L
	July_V25_N30036_R
	July_V25_N30037_L
	July_V25_N30038_R
	July_V25_N30039_L
	July_V25_N30040_R
	July_V25_N30041_L
	July_V25_N30042_R
	July_V25_N30043_L
	July_V25_N30044_R
	July_V25_N30045_L
	July_V25_N30046_R
	July_V25_N30047_L
	July_V25_N30048_R
	July_V25_N30049_L
	July_V25_N30050_R
	July_V25_N30051_L
	July_V25_N30052_R
	July_V25_N30053_L
	July_V25_N30054_R
	July_V25_N30055_L
	July_V25_N30056_R
	July_V25_N30057_L
	July_V25_N30058_R
	July_V25_N30059_L
	July_V25_N30060_R
	July_V25_N30061_L
	July_V25_N30062_R
	July_V25_N30063_L
	July_V25_N30064_R
	July_V25_N30065_L
	July_V25_N30066_R
	July_V25_N30067_L
	July_V25_N30068_R
	July_V25_N30069_L
	July_V25_N30070_R
	July_V25_N30071_L
	July_V25_N30072_R
	July_V25_N30073_L
	July_V25_N30074_R
	July_V25_N30075_L
	July_V25_N30076_R
	July_V25_N30077_L
	July_V25_N30078_R
	July_V25_N30079_L
	July_V25_N30080_R
	July_V25_N30081_L
	July_V25_N30082_R
	July_V25_N30083_L
	July_V25_N30084_R
	July_V25_N30085_L
	July_V25_N30086_R
	July_V25_N30087_L
	July_V25_N30088_R
	July_V25_N30089_L
	July_V25_N30090_R
	July_V25_N30091_L
	July_V25_N30092_R
	July_V25_N30093_L
	July_V25_N30094_R
	July_V25_N30095_L
	July_V25_N30096_R
	July_V25_N30097_L
	July_V25_N30098_R
	July_V25_N30099_L
	July_V25_N30100_R
	July_V25_N30101_L
	July_V25_N30102_R
	July_V25_N30103_L
	July_V25_N30104_R
	July_V25_N30105_L
	July_V25_N30106_R
	July_V25_N30107_L
	July_V25_N30108_R
	July_V25_N30109_L
	July_V25_N30110_R
	July_V25_N30111_L
	July_V25_N30112_R
	July_V25_N30113_L
	July_V25_N30114_R
	July_V25_N30115_L
	July_V25_N30116_R
	July_V25_N30117_L
	July_V25_N30118_R
	July_V25_N30119_L
	July_V25_N30120_R
	July_V25_N30121_L
	July_V25_N30122_R
	July_V25_N30123_L
	July_V25_N30124_R
	July_V25_N30034_R
	July_V25_N30035_L
	July_V25_N30036_R
	July_V25_N30037_L
	July_V25_N30038_R
	July_V25_N30039_L
	July_V25_N30040_R
	July_V25_N30041_L
	July_V25_N30042_R
	July_V25_N30043_L
	July_V25_N30044_R
	July_V25_N30045_L
	July_V25_N30046_R
	July_V25_N30047_L
	July_V25_N30048_R
	July_V25_N30049_L
	July_V25_N30050_R
	July_V25_N30051_L
	July_V25_N30052_R
	July_V25_N30053_L
	July_V25_N30054_R
	July_V25_N30055_L
	July_V25_N30056_R
	July_V25_N30057_L
	July_V25_N30058_R
	July_V25_N30059_L
	July_V25_N30060_R
	July_V25_N30061_L
	July_V25_N30062_R
	July_V25_N30063_L
	July_V25_N30064_R
	July_V25_N30065_L
	July_V25_N30066_R
	July_V25_N30067_L
	July_V25_N30068_R
	July_V25_N30069_L
	July_V25_N30070_R
	July_V25_N30071_L
	July_V25_N30072_R
	July_V25_N30073_L
	July_V25_N30074_R
	July_V25_N30075_L
	July_V25_N30076_R
	July_V25_N30077_L
	July_V25_N30078_R
	July_V25_N30079_L
	July_V25_N30080_R
	July_V25_N30081_L
	July_V25_N30082_R
	July_V25_N30083_L
	July_V25_N30084_R
	July_V25_N30085_L
	July_V25_N30086_R
	July_V25_N30087_L
	July_V25_N30088_R
	July_V25_N30089_L
	July_V25_N30090_R
	July_V25_N30091_L
	July_V25_N30092_R
	July_V25_N30093_L
	July_V25_N30094_R
	July_V25_N30095_L
	July_V25_N30096_R
	July_V25_N30097_L
	July_V25_N30098_R
	July_V25_N30099_L
	July_V25_N30100_R
	July_V25_N30101_L
	July_V25_N30102_R
	July_V25_N30103_L
	July_V25_N30104_R
	July_V25_N30105_L
	July_V25_N30106_R
	July_V25_N30107_L
	July_V25_N30108_R
	July_V25_N30109_L
	July_V25_N30110_R
	July_V25_N30111_L
	July_V25_N30112_R
	July_V25_N30113_L
	July_V25_N30114_R
	July_V25_N30115_L
	July_V25_N30116_R
	July_V25_N30117_L
	July_V25_N30118_R
	July_V25_N30119_L
	July_V25_N30120_R
	July_V25_N30121_L
	July_V25_N30122_R
	July_V25_N30123_L
	July_V25_N30124_R



