
NOTES 

Introduction 
1. Richard Rovere, Senator Joe McCarthy (New York: Meridian 

Books, 1960), pp. 3-6. 
2. Cf., for example, Thomas A. Bailey, “The West and Radical 

Legislation 1890-1930,” American Journal of Sociology, Vol. 38 
(January 1933), pp. 603-611; Edgar Eugene Robinson, “Re-
cent Manifestations of Sectionalism,” American Journal of 
Sociology, Vol. 19 (January 1914), pp. 446-467. 

3. Cf. Richard Hofstadter, The Age of Reform (New York: Knopf, 
1955); Seymour Martin Lipset, Political Man (Garden City, 
N.Y.: Doubleday, 1960); Edward Shils, The Torment of Se-
crecy (Glencoe, Ill.: Free Press, 1956); Peter Viereck, The Un-
adjusted Man (Boston: Beacon Press, 1956); William Korn-
hauser, The Politics of Mass Society (Glencoe, Ill.: Free Press, 
1959); Daniel Bell, The End of Ideology (Glencoe, Ill.: Free 
Press, 1959); Daniel Bell (ed.), The New American Right (New 
York: Criterion Books, 1955). The New American Right con-
tains essays by Bell, Hofstadter, Lipset, Viereck, Talcott Par-
sons, David Riesman, and Nathan Glazer. It has been repub-
lished with some new material as Daniel Bell (ed.), The 
Radical Right (Garden City, N.Y.: Doubleday, 1963). Cf. also 
Will Herberg, “Government by Rabble-Rousing,” The New 
Leader, Vol. 37 (January 18, 1954), pp. 13-16; Oscar Handlin, 
“American Views of the Jews at the Opening of the Twentieth 
Century,” Publications of the American Jewish Historical So-
ciety, Vol. 40 (June 1951), pp. 323-344; Edward Shils, “Au-
thoritarianism: Right and Left,” in Richard Christie and Marie 
Jahoda (eds.), Studies in the Scope and Method of the Au-
thoritarian Personality (Glencoe, Ill.: Free Press, 1954). 

4, David Riesman and Nathan Glazer, “The Intellectuals and the 
Discontented Classes,” Daniel Bell, “Interpretations of Ameri-
can Politics,” and Peter Viereck, “The Revolt Against the Elite,” 
in Daniel Bell (ed.), The New American Right, op. cit., pp. 68, 
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27, and 95; Peter Viereck, The Unadjusted Man, op. cit., p. 201; 
Seymour Martin Lipset, Political Man, op. cit., p. 168; and Ed-
ward Shils, The Torment of Secrecy, op. cit., pp. 98-99. 

Chapter One 
1. Many pluralists published books in the late 1940’s sharply at 

variance with their views of a few years later. Hofstadter, for 
example, ended his introduction to The American Political 
Tradition (New York: Knopf, 1948) by defending himself 
against “pietistic biographers” of our national heroes. “A demo-
cratic society, in any case,” he wrote (p. xi), “can more safely 
be overcritical than overindulgent in its attitude toward public 
leadership.” Seven years later, Hofstadter focused on the dan-
gerous American tendency to be suspicious of power and over-
critical of political leadership. Similarly, Lipset’s first book, 
Agrarian Socialism (Berkeley, Calif.: University of California 
Press, 1950), like Philip Selznick’s first book, TVA and the 
Grass Roots (Berkeley, Calif.: University of California Press, 
1949), is not concerned with the threat to stability posed by 
mass movements. Lipset and Selznick rather focus on the power 
that narrow groups have to erode the influence of mass move-
ments and prevent the realization of broad goals. 

2. Compare Hofstadter’s treatment of Bryan in The American Po-
litical Tradition, op. cit., pp. 186-205, with his analysis of Popu-lism seven years later. 

3. Edward Shils, The Torment of Secrecy (Glencoe, Il.: Free Press, 
1956), pp. 38-41, 46, 98-108, 169-184; William Kornhauser, 
The Politics of Mass Society (Glencoe, Ill.: Free Press, 1959), 
pp. 59-60, 102-103, 131-134. 

4. Others not concerned with McCarthyism and agrarian radicalism 
have also called themselves pluralists. Most notable are those 
political scientists whose pluralism derives primarily from their 
attention to local politics. Although their pluralism has some 
points of contact with the doctrine developed here, they are 
not the main focus of attention: Cf. Robert Dahl, Who Governs 
(New Haven, Conn.: Yale University Press, 1961); Nelson 
Polsby, “How to Study Community Power: The Pluralist Alter-
native,” Journal of Politics, Vol. 22 (August 1960); Edward 
Banfield, Political Influence (New York: Free Press of Glencoe, 
1961); James Q. Wilson, The Amateur Democrat (Chicago: 
University of Chicago Press, 1962). _ 

5. For a list of pluralist writings, see the Introduction, note 3. Cf. 
also Gabriel Almond, “Comparative Political Systems,” Journal 
of Politics, Vol. 18 (August 1956), pp. 391-409; Emil Lederer, 
The State of the Masses (New York: Norton, 1940). Let me 
stress that the pluralist writers have a variety of different em-
phases. Shils, for example, is relatively less interested in groups 
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and more interested in broad traditions. Lipset has a Marxist 
heritage and retains an interest in class analysis. Viereck, al-
though his objections to mass movements are pluralist, relies for 
an alternative not on groups but on a substantively conservative 
and elitist tradition. 

6. I would be the last to deny that modern pluralists value liberty. 
Their very concern with stability is to safeguard individual 
freedom. But their interest in the freedom of the nongroup 
member and in the problem of freedom within the group is 
minimal. Because the pluralists are so quick to see dangers to 
stability, their concern for liberty in practice can become secon-
dary. Thus for the authors of The New American Right, the 
great danger of McCarthyism was its attack on social stability. 
The damage done to innocent individuals received much less notice. | 

7. José Ortega y Gasset, The Revolt of the Masses (New York: 
New American Library, Mentor Book). 

8. Cf. Edward Shils, “Daydreams and Nightmares: Reflections on 
the Criticism of Mass Culture,” The Sewanee Review, Vol. 54 
(1957), pp. 587-608; Daniel Bell, “The Theory of the Mass 
Society,” Commentary, Vol. 22 (July 1956), pp. 75-83. 

9. José Ortega y Gasset, The Revolt of the Masses, op. cit., 
. 35. 

10. Ortega, ibid. (p. 84) wrote, “America is the paradise of the 
masses.” On the relation between the two theories of mass so-
ciety, cf. William Kornhauser, The Politics of Mass Society, 
op. cit., pp. 15-37. For pluralist defenses of industrialization, 
cf. William Kornhauser, ibid., p. 231; S. M. Lipset, Political 
Man (Garden City, N.Y.: Doubleday, 1960), pp. 45-76; and 
Daniel Bell, The End of Ideology (Glencoe, Uil.: Free Press, 
1959), pp. 372-375. An excellent discussion of the relation be-
tween pluralism and industrialization is Ludwig Mahler, “Ide-
ology and History in America,” New Politics, Vol. 1 (Fall 
1961). Many pluralists are friendly to Britain because of its 
preindustrial (aristocratic) elements. But they tend to believe 
that increased industrialization will dissolve the problems exac-
erbated on the continent by the early stages of industrialization. 
They believe that, in the protection of constitutional stability, 
mature industrialism is the functional equivalent of the British 
aristocratic tradition. 

11. I have selected from Weber’s total view those aspects most con-
genial to pluralism. Weber himself was by no means completely 
happy about the demystification of the world. See, for example, 
“Politics as a Vocation,” in H. H. Gerth and C. Wright Mills 
(eds.), From Max Weber: Essays in Sociology (New York: 
Galaxy Books, 1958). 

12. Cf. Joseph Talmon, The Origins of Totalitarian Democracy 
(London: Secker and Warburg, 1952). 
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13. Emile Durkheim, The Division of Labor in Society (Glencoe, 
Ill.: Free Press, 1947). See especially, “The Anomic Division 
of Labor,” pp. 343-373. 

14. David B. Truman, The Governmental Process (New York: 
Knopf, 1951). Adam Smith’s political views are far more com-
plex than the brief references in the text imply. 

15. William Kornhauser, The Politics of Mass Society, op. cit., 
pp. 43-49. 

16. Daniel Bell, “Interpretations of American Politics,” in Daniel 
Bell (ed.), The New American Right (New York: Criterion 
Books, 1955), pp. 25-28. 

17. S. M. Lipset, “The Sources of the Radical Right,” and Richard 
Hofstadter, “The Pseudo-Conservative Revolt,” in Daniel Bell 
(ed.), The New American Right, op. cit., p. 168 and pp. 43-45. 

18. T. W. Adorno et al., The Authoritarian Personality (New York: 
Harper, 1950). 

19. S. M. Lipset, Political Man (Garden City, N.Y.: Doubleday, 
1960), pp. 97-130. Lipset does recognize the importance of 
nonpsychological variables (see later). Note also Bell’s friendly 
treatment of psychological explanations of Soviet behavior in 
End of Ideology, op. cit., pp. 310-320. In The Age of Reform 
(New York: Knopf, 1955), pp. 23-93, Richard Hofstadter 
analyzes farmer psychology to explain the meaning of Populist 
political activity. In all three cases, the influence of social condi-
tions is crucially mediated through psychological malformations. 

20. Edward Shils, “Authoritarianism: Right and Left,” in Richard 
Christie and Marie Jahoda (eds.), Studies in the Scope and 
Method of Authoritarian Personality (Glencoe, Ill.: Free Press, 
1954), pp. 43-45. 

21. Richard Hofstadter, Age of Reform (New York: Knopf, 1955), 
pp. 137, 144-153, 215-216; David Riesman and Nathan Glazer, 
“The Intellectuals and the Discontented Classes,” in Daniel Bell 
(ed.), The New American Right, op. cit., pp. 58-63. For a 
pluralist critique of policy made out of the jumble of special 
interests, cf. Daniel Bell, “The Three Faces of New York,” in 
Dissent, Vol. 8 (Spring 1961), pp. 230-232. 

22. Cf. Richard Hofstadter, “The Pseudo-Conservative Revolt” and 
Talcott Parsons, “Social Strains in America” in The New Ameri-
can Right, op. cit., p. 53 and p. 139; Edward Shils, The Torment 
of Secrecy (Glencoe, Ill.: Free Press, 1956), pp. 48~49. 

23. William Kornhauser, The Politics of Mass Society, op. cit., 
p. 44. 

24. Ibid., pp. 43-44. 
25. Ibid., pp. 48-49. 
26. Emil Lederer, The State of the Masses, op. cit., pp. 17-31. 
27. Cf. Bernard R. Berelson et al., Voting (Chicago: University of 

Chicago Press, 1954), pp. 19-20, 27, 129-132, 283-285; Angus 
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Campbell, The Voter Decides (Evanston, Ill.: Row, Peterson, 
1954), pp. 130-132, 157-164, 202-203. 

28. Angus Campbell, ibid., pp. 130-132, 157-164, 202-203. 
29. Stanley Rothman, “Systematic Political Theory: Observations 

on the Group Approach,” American Political Science Review, 
Vol. 54 (March 1960), p. 22. 

30. Robert Michels, Political Parties (Glencoe, Ill.: Free Press, 1949 
[First published 1915]). 

31. The influence of the study by Samuel Stouffer, Communism, 
Conformity, and Civil Liberties (Garden City, N.Y.: Double-
day, 1955) has been crucial. It should be noted, however, that 
Lipset and Glazer have written a critique of this study. They 
point out that many factors intervene between the expression 
of an attitude and its translation into action. Cf. Nathan Glazer 
and S. M. Lipset, “The Polls on Communism and Conformity,” 
in Daniel Bell (ed.), The New American Right, op. cit. 

32. For example, cf. S. M. Lipset, “The Political Process in Trade 
Unions: A Theoretical Statement,” in Walter Galenson and S. 
M. Lipset (eds.), Labor and Trade Unionism (New York: 
Wiley, 1960), pp. 238-239; S. M. Lipset, New Politics, Vol. 2 
(Fall 1962), pp. 148-149. 

Union Democracy, by Lipset, Martin Trow, and James Cole-
man, applies pluralist analysis to the internal structure of a 
voluntary association and defends a stable system of elite com-
petition (democracy) within the International Typographical 
Union. But the authors conclude that the factors producing 
democracy within the LT.U. are not duplicated in most other 
voluntary associations, that complex unions could not survive 
and be effective without an oligarchy controlling membership 
conflicts, and that the members would abridge minority rights 
more than the leadership. Cf. Seymour Martin Lipset, Martin 
Trow, and James Coleman, Union Democracy (Garden City, 
N.Y.: Doubleday, 1962), pp. 15, 89-90, 338-339, 346-347. 

33. Stanley Rothman, loc. cit; Joseph R. Gusfield, “Mass Society 
and Extremist Politics,” American Sociological Review, Vol. 27 
(February 1962), p. 29. 

34, Hofstadter, Age of Reform, op. cit., pp. 10-21, 303-324, espe-
cially pp. 315-316. 

35. Writing in 1963, Bell noted that McCarthyism had not been an 
organized movement but an “atmosphere of fear.” From the 
pluralist point of view, if McCarthyism was not a mass move-
ment it nevertheless generated mass appeals. Cf. Daniel Bell, 
“The Dispossessed,” in Daniel Bell (ed.), The Radical Right 
(Garden City, N.Y.: Doubleday, 1963), p. 4. 

36. Cf. C. Vann Woodward, “The Populist Heritage and the In-
tellectual,” American Scholar, Vol. 29 (Winter 1959), p. 61. 

37. Daniel Bell, “The Dispossessed,” in Daniel Bell (ed.), The 
Radical Right, op. cit., pp. 2-3, 22. 
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38. In addition to the works cited in note 3 of the “Introduction,” 
cf. Angus Campbell et al., The American Voter (New York: 
Wiley, 1960), pp. 425-440; Leslie A. Fiedler, “McCarthy,” En-
counter, Vol. 3 (August 1954), pp. 10-21; Victor C. Ferkiss, 
“The Populist Influences on American Fascism,” Western Po-
litical Quarterly, Vol. 10 (June 1957), pp. 350-373: Victor C. 
Ferkiss, “Populism: Myth, Reality, Current Danger,” Western 
Political Quarterly, Vol. 14 (September 1961), pp. 737-740. 

39. In a limited sense, this interpretation can be used to relate 
agrarian radicalism to McCarthy’s strength among urban work-
ers. This support showed up in nationwide survey data and 
in Trow’s study of support for McCarthy in Bennington, Ver-
mont. Workers are not farmers, but their support for McCarthy 
could have been analogous to rural support for agrarian radi-
calism. Trow suggested that pro-McCarthy workers, motivated 
by status envy, found sustenance in McCarthy’s attack on pres-
tigious persons and institutions. At the bottom of the industrial 
hierarchy, many workers resented the whole structure. This is 
an urban form of “status politics,” of which agrarian radicalism 
could be a rural counterpart. Cf. Martin A. Trow, “Right-Wing 
Radicalism and Political Intolerance: A Study of Support for 
McCarthy in a New England Town,” unpublished Ph.D. dis-
sertation, Department of Political Science, Columbia University, 
1957, p. 212. 

40. S. M. Lipset, Political Man, op. cit., pp. 131-133. 
41. Ibid., p. 140. 
42. Martin Trow, pp. 23-29. Trow summarizes his important find-

ings in “Small Business, Political Tolerance, and Support for 
McCarthy,” American Journal of Sociology, Vol. 44 (November 
1958), pp. 270-281. Lipset used Trow’s data alone to justify 
his assertion that opinion surveys supported the fact “that Mc-
Carthy appealed to the same social groups as did ‘left-wing’ 
populism.” Lipset, Political Man, op. cit., pp. 168-169. How-
ever, more recent data reported by Lipset for a nationwide 
sample found no association between “nineteenth century lib-
eralism” and support for McCarthy. The data did provide 
further evidence of small business support for the Wisconsin 
senator. Cf., Seymour Martin Lipset, “Three Decades of the 
Radical Right: Coughlinites, McCarthyites, and Birchers,” in 
Daniel Bell (ed.), The Radical Right, op. cit., pp. 333-336, 340-
341. 

43. See the works cited in note 38 of this chapter and note 3 of 
the “Introduction.” 

Chapter Two 
1. Cf. David E. Apter, “The Role of Traditionalism in the Political 

Modernization of Ghana and Uganda,” World Politics, Vol. 13 
(October 1960), pp. 45-68. 
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2. Here should be noted the pervasive influence of Daniel J. 
Boorstin, The Genius of American Politics (Chicago: Uni-
versity of Chicago Press, 1953). Starting from Boorstin’s anal-
ysis of the pragmatic character of the American Consensus, 
one can either interpret the reform movements as ideological 
exceptions or absorb them into American politics alongside the 
various interest groups. 

3. Cf. Talcott Parsons, Structure and Process in Modern Societies 
(Glencoe, Iil.: Free Press, 1960), pp. 173-174; Seymour Mar-
tin Lipset, “A Changing American Character,” in Seymour 
Martin Lipset and Leo Lowenthal (eds.), Culture and Social 
Character (Glencoe, Ill.: Free Press, 1961). Lipset quotes Hof-
stadter in support of his point of view, p. 161. 

4. Cf. Norman Pollack, “Hofstadter on Populism: A Critique of 
the Age of Reform,” Journal of Southern History, Vol. 26 (No-
vember 1960). 

5. Alexis de Tocqueville, Democracy in America, Vol. 1 (New 
York: Vintage Books, 1960), p. 266. 

6. Louis Hartz, The Liberal Tradition in America (New York: 
Harcourt, Brace, 1955). 

7. A politics of narrow self-interest is certainly possible without 
a consensus and can even flourish in the absence of one. The 
politics of interesse in southern Italy is a good example. But a 
society with such politics cannot begin to solve its problems 
and is only kept from entirely flying apart by externally im-
posed force. Cf. Edward Banfield, The Moral Basis of a Back-
ward Society (Glencoe, Ill.: Free Press, 1958). Again in France, 
the politics of narrow favors (incivisme) is only the other side 
of the coin of fundamental social conflict. Since politics can-
not solve problems, individuals seek only narrow favors from 
the state. American politics is distinguished from French not 
by its pragmatism but by the agreement on ends which makes 
that pragmatism workable. 

8. Take the following example: I have been suggesting that the 
politics of American reform came out of the same American 
consensus that produced the economic actions of capitalists. It 
is currently fashionable to stress the guilt-ridden character of 
reformers as evidence that they were not concerned with reform 
but with expiation of their guilt. But guilt and concern with 
results are not mutually exclusive. Capitalists, too, were moti-
vated by guilt. As their spokesman Elbert Hubbard put it, “Life 
without industry is guilt.” But capitalist guilt meant a frenetic 
concern with results. One should not assume that, in the shift 
to politics, concern with results disappeared. The important 
question is not so much whether reformers were guilt-ridden as 
what changes were required to assuage their guilt. 

9, Cf. Max Weber, The Protestant Ethic and the Spirit of Capi-
talism (New York: Scribner’s, 1958), p. 105. 

10. Cf. Sven Ranulf, Moral Indignation and Middle Class Psychol-
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ogy (Copenhagen: Levin and Munkegaard, 1938), pp. 60-95. 
There is limited survey evidence supporting the authoritarianism 
of those with a commitment to puritan ideology. Gwynn Nettler 

reasoned that the belief in individual responsibility for actions 
was a Puritan notion that indicated punitive attitudes. On a 
questionnaire administered to social workers, belief in indi-
vidual responsibility was related to the measures of authori-
tarianism utilized in The Authoritarian Personality and related 
studies. Cf. Gwynn Nettler, “Cruelty, Dignity, and Determin-
ism,” American Sociological Review, Vol. 24 (June 1959), 
pp. 375-384. The special nature of the population sampled may, 
however, vitiate the significance of this finding. 

11. In the Second Treatise, Locke seems to justify private property 
by the fact that great inequality will not exist, since no one is 
entitled to more than he can use before it spoils. But a few 
pages later, by the characteristically Lockean democratic myth 
of tacit consent, he introduces the use of money. This destroys 
his own limit on wealth. Cf. John Locke, Of Civil Government 
(New York: Dutton, Everyman’s Library), pp. 131, 139-140. 

12. Daniel J. Boorstin, The Lost World of Thomas Jefferson (New 
York: Henry Holt, 1948), pp. 43, 139. 

13. C. Wright Mills makes a similar point, namely that the freedom 
and rationality which had been united in eighteenth and nine-
teenth century thought split apart under the impact of a bureau-
cratic society. Rationality became located in large institutions, 
from where it challenged both the freedom and the rationality 
of the individual. Cf. C. Wright Mills, White Collar (New York: 
Oxford, 1956), p. xvii. 

14. Cf. Joseph A. Schumpeter, Capitalism, Socialism, and Democracy 
(New York: Harper, 1950), pp. 81-106. 

15. Antiauthoritarian attitudes on survey questionnaires always ex-
press the optimistic side of the equation. Often, indeed, the op-
timism is unwarranted (Does the average man really have a 
lot to say about what goes on in Washington?). But it is 
nevertheless antiauthoritarian. The Stouffer study is instructive 
here. The greater the fear of an internal Communist threat, the 
lower the political tolerance. Cf. Samuel A. Stouffer, Commu-
nism, Conformity and Civil Liberties (Garden City, N.Y.: 
Doubleday, 1955), pp. 188-210. For a discussion of the conse-
quences of “realistic” attitudes, considering the character of the 
American consensus, see Chapter 9. 

16. Cf. Marvin Meyers, The Jacksonian Persuasion (New York: 
Vintage Books, 1960); David W. Noble, The Paradox of Pro-
gressive Thought (Minneapolis, Minn.: University of Minnesota 
Press, 1958). 

17. Cf. Sidney Fine, Laissez-Faire and the General Welfare State 
(Ann Arbor, Mich.: University of Michigan Press, 1956); 
Robert Green McCloskey, American Conservatism in an Age 
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of Enterprise (Cambridge, Mass.: Harvard University Press, 
1951); Benjamin R. Twiss, Lawyers and the Constitution 
(Princeton, N.J.: Princeton University Press, 1942); Richard 
Hofstadter, Social Darwinism in American Thought (Boston: 
Beacon Press, 1955). 

18. On the latter question, cf. Reinhard Bendix, Work and Au-
thority in Industry (New York: Wiley, 1956), pp. 254-340. 

19. On this last point, Adams, for example, wrote, “There is no 
special providence for Americans, and their nature is the same 
with that of others.” Cf. Works of John Adams (Boston: Little, 
Brown, 6 vols., 1851-1865), Vol. 4, p. 401. Indeed, it is instruc-
tive to compare Adams on this point with Jefferson. Later in the 
Defense (at p. 487), Adams continued, “In the present state of 
society and manners in America, with a people living chiefly by 
agriculture, in small numbers, sprinkled over large tracts of land, 
they are not subject to those panics and transports, those con-
tagions of madness and folly, which are seen in countries where 
large numbers live in small places in daily fear of perishing for 
want. We know, therefore, that the people can live and in-
crease under almost any kind of government, or without any 
government at all. But it is of great importance to begin well; 
misarrangements now made will have great, extensive, and dis-
tant consequences; and we are now employed, how little so 
ever we may think it, in making establishments which will affect 
the happiness of a hundred millions of inhabitants at a time 
in a period not very distant.” 

For Adams, Americans must create a government that would 
have to work when America became like Europe. In letters to 
Madison and Adams twenty-five years apart, Jefferson expressed 
a consistently different view. Indeed, in the second letter he 
looked forward to a time when Europe, becoming like America, 
could enjoy the advantages of our uniquely American form of 
government: “Educate and inform the whole mass of the peo-
ple . . . they are the only sure reliance for the preservation 
of our liberty. . . . This reliance cannot deceive us, as long as 
we remain virtuous; and I think we shall be so, as long as 
agriculture is our principal object, which will be the case, while 
there remain vacant lands in any part of America. When we 
get piled together upon one another in large cities, as in Europe, 
we shall become corrupt as in Europe, and go to eating one 
another as they do there.” And again: “Before the establish-
ment of the American states, nothing was known to history but 
the men of the old world crowded within limits either small or 

, overcharged, and steeped in the vices which that situation gen-
erates. A government adapted to such men would be one thing; 
but a very different one, that for the man of these states. ... 
Everyone by his property, or by his satisfactory situation, is 
interested in the support of law and order. And such men may 
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safely and advantageously reserve to themselves a wholesome 
control over their public affairs, and a degree of freedom, 
which, in the hands of the canaille of the cities of Europe, would 
be instantly perverted to the demolition and destruction of every-
thing public and private... . But even in Europe a change has 
sensibly taken place in the mind of man.” (Cf. The Life and 
Selected Writings of Thomas Jefferson, Adrienne Koch and Wil-
liam Pedan (eds.) (New York: Random House, 1944), pp. 440-
441, 633.) 

The view of the Federalists adopted here follows Louis Hartz, 
The Liberal Tradition in America, op. cit., pp. 70-86. For con-
firmation from Adams’ writings of the specific points made, cf. 
Works of John Adams, op. cit., “A Dissertation on the Canon 
and Feudal Law,” Vol. 3, pp. 449, 450-451, 454, 463-464; 
“Thoughts on Government,” Vol. 4, pp. 193-196; “The Report 
of a Constitution or Form of Government for the Common-
wealth of Massachusetts,” Vol. 4, pp. 219-225; “A De-
fense ...,” Vol. 4, pp. 283-286, 292-293, 297-298, Vol. 6, 
pp. 50-62, 218; “Discourses on Davila,” Vol. 6, pp. 232-237; 
“Letters to John Taylor,” Vol. 6, pp. 457-458. 

20. The natural harmony Jefferson saw in society and the artificial 
harmony Madison thought to create through politics are not 
very different. For the European analogue cf. Elie Halevy, The 
Growth of Philosophic Radicalism (Boston: Beacon Press, 
1955), pp. 15-19. 

21. On Adams and lions, cf. Works of John Adams, op. cit., 
Vol. 4, p. 287. Consider also Madison’s famous refusal, in 
Federalist No. 10, to assign to every citizen “the same opinions, 
the same passions and the same interests.” Since Madison be-
lieved the causes of faction were inevitable, he relied on size 
and diversity to mitigate its effects. In fact, Americans had 
more homogeneous opinions, passions, and interests than he 
realized. Had Madison not ignored the Lockean consensus and 
exaggerated the majoritarian threat to property rights, his solu-
tion to the problem of faction would have been precarious in-
deed. In perceiving the unique character of America, Jefferson 
the idealist was more realistic than Madison (see note 19 of 
this chapter). 

22. Cf. Seymour Martin Lipset and Paul Seabury, “The Lesson of 
Berkeley” and Nathan Glazer, “What Happened at Berkeley,” 
in Seymour Martin Lipset and Sheldon S. Wolin (eds.), The 
Berkeley Student Revolt (Garden City, N.Y.: Doubleday 
Anchor, 1965), pp. 285-303 and 340-349; James F. Petras and 
Michael Shute, “Berkeley °65,” Partisan Review, Vol. 32 (Spring 
1965), pp. 314-323. 

23. Particularly interesting sources here are Marvin Meyers, The 
Jacksonian Persuasion (New York: Vintage Books, 1960), pp. 
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234-275; and Stanley Elkins, Slavery (Chicago: University of 
Chicago Press, 1959). 

24, America does have a patrician-in-politics tradition, but the 
patricians have had to couch their political appeal in demo-
cratic terms, Moreover, at the turn of the century the big 
business elite was not yet sufficiently established to produce its 
own patricians. One need only compare Nelson Rockefeller with 
John, Henry Ford II with Henry Ford I, and the Carnegie 
foundation with Andrew Carnegie. Influential Republican patri-
cians at the turn of the century tended, like Henry Cabot Lodge, 
to be similar to other conservative Republicans — or else they 
were themselves progressives. 

25. Cf. Louis Hartz, The Liberal Tradition in America, op. cit., pp. 
89-113. 

26. Lee Benson, The Concept of Jacksonian Democracy (Princeton, 
N.J.: Princeton University Press, 1961), p. 10. Cf. in addition 
pp. 11-54, 86-106, and Louis Hartz, Economic Policy and 
Democratic Thought: Pennsylvania, 1776-1860 (Cambridge, 
Mass.: Harvard University Press, 1948). 

27. Andrew Carnegie, Triumphant Democracy (New York: Scrib-
ner’s, 1887), pp. 5-6. 

28. Louis Hartz, The Liberal Tradition in America, op. cit., pp. 203— 
227. The whole treatment of conservatism here owes much to 
Hartz. 

29. Philip Selznick, T.V.A. and the Grass Roots (Berkeley, Calif.: 
University of California Press, 1949). 

30. When one notes the brilliant use conservatives have made of an 
apparently democratic rhetoric, it is most difficult to argue that 
these “leftist values” have placed American conservatives on the 
defensive. The ideology of democratic capitalism has been at 
least as friendly to conservative as to liberal ends. But cf. Sey-
mour Martin Lipset, Political Man (Garden City, N.Y.: Double-
day Anchor, 1963), pp. xxi, xxv. 

31. Cf. Lee Benson, The Concept of Jacksonian Democracy, op. cit.; 
Louis Hartz, Economic Policy and Democratic Thought, op. cit., 
p. 309 and passim. 

32. Cf. Sidney Fine, Laissez-Faire and the General Welfare State, 
op. cit., pp. 3-29, 96-125; Louis Hartz, Economic Policy and 
Democratic Thought, op. cit., pp. 3-33, 289-320. 

33. B. R. Twiss, Lawyers and the Constitution, op. cit., p. 158. 
34, There is no intent to accuse all conservatives of failing to appre-

ciate the importance of shared power. But the tenor of the 
ideology is not as moderate as might first appear. 

35, B. R. Twiss, Lawyers and the Constitution, op. cit., p. 114. 
36. Ibid., pp. 197-198. Note that lawyers have often been referred to 

since de Tocqueville as the aristocracy of America. Moreover, 
modern critiques of Populism emphasize antagonism to lawyers 
as a revealingly irrational aspect of Populist ideology. 
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37. Hammer v. Dagenhard; 247 US, 251. 
38. Andrew Carnegie, Triumphant Democracy, op. cit., p. 48. 
39. This has often been noted. For an excellent analysis of the 

industrializing ideology of Britain, cf. Reinhard Bendix, Work 
and Authority in Industry, op. cit., pp. 22-116. 

40. Andrew Carnegie, Triumphant Democracy, op. cit., pp. 281-282. 
41. William G. Cornwall, Free Coinage from the Businessman’s 

Standpoint (Buffalo, N.Y.: Matthews-Northrup Co., 1891), pp. 
7-8. 

42. Henry Cabot Lodge, “The Meaning of the Votes,” North 
American Review, Vol. 164 (January 1897), p. 2. Fear of the 
anarchist “conspiracy” dominated conservative thinking. Recall 
conservative reaction to the trial of the Haymarket anarchists 
and also the attitude toward the Pullman boycott and other labor 
union activity. 

43. Walter R. Nugent, “Populism and Nativism in Kansas, 1888— 
1900” (unpublished Ph.D. dissertation, Department of History, 
University of Chicago, 1961), p. 37n (now published as The 
Tolerant Populists [Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 
1963]). For further evidence of anti-Populist conservative hys-
teria, cf. Norman Pollack, The Populist Response to Industrial 
America (Cambridge, Mass.: Harvard University Press, 1962), 
pp. 129 ff. 

44. Robert L. Morlan, Political Prairie Fire (Minneapolis, Minn.: 
University of Minnesota Press, 1955), pp. 61, 68, 103. 

45. The Authoritarian Personality, quoted by Richard Hofstadter, 
“The Pseudo-Conservative Revolt,” in Daniel Bell (ed.), The 
New American Right (New York: Criterion Books, 1955), p. 35. 

Chapter Three 
1. Peter Viereck, “The Revolt Against the Elite,” in Daniel Bell 

(ed.), The New American Right (New York: Criterion Books, 
1955), pp. 93-95, 112. 

2. Cf. Leon D. Epstein, Politics in Wisconsin (Madison, Wis.: Uni-
versity of Wisconsin Press, 1958), Chapter 1. 

3. The seminal works here are Samuel Lubell, The Future of 
American Politics (New York: Harper, 1952), pp. 129-157; 
V. O. Key, Jr., and Frank Munger, “Social Determinism and 
Electoral Decision, The Case of Indiana,” in Eugene Burdick 
and Arthur J. Brodbeck (eds.), American Voting Behavior 
(Glencoe, Hll.: Free Press, 1955). 

4. A factor analysis was also carried out for a table of correlation 
coefficients of North Dakota elections from 1889 to 1928. This 
method is explained in Chapter 4 and Appendix B. 

5. State Representative Hall and the remnants of Populist leader-
ship in northern Wisconsin were closely associated with La 
Follette after 1900. Cf. Robert S. Maxwell, La Follette and the 
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Rise of the Progressives in Wisconsin (Madison, Wis.: State 
Historical Society of Wisconsin, 1956), p. 58. 

6. Donald R. McCoy, “The Development and Dissolution of the 
Wisconsin Progressive Party of 1934-1946” (unpublished Mas-
ter’s thesis, Department of Political Science, University of 
Chicago, 1949), p. 19. 

7. In this period, the progressive vote correlated only .22 with the 
percentage rural-farm, as the economics of sectional politics 
overcame rural-urban divisions in the state as a whole. 

8. The major exception is 1926, when progressive Blaine attracted 
German support with a probeer platform. 

9. Harold F. Gosnell, Grass Roots Politics (Washington, D. C.: 
American Council on Public Affairs, 1942), pp. 55-56. 

10. Nevertheless, one should not ignore working-class support for 
progressivism before the depression both in Wisconsin and other 
states. As early as 1920 Wisconsin progressive Blaine ran best 
in farm villages and working-class wards, although the German 
factor may explain the working-class vote. In Minnesota, 
Farmer-Labor candidate Shipstead got farm and labor support 
in 1920 and his major opposition came from the small towns. In 
the years after 1920, the Minnesota Farmer-Labor Party was 
strongest in the cities. Finally, workers in lowa supported in-
surgent Smith Brookhart in 1920. Cf. Stuart A. Rice, Farmers 
and Workers in American Politics (New York: Columbia Un1-
versity Press, 1924), pp. 153-163; Murray S. Stedman and Susan 
W. Stedman, Discontent at the Polls (New York: Columbia 
University Press, 1950), p. 138; Jerry Alvin Neprash, The 
Brookhart Campaigns in Iowa, 1920-26 (New York: Columbia 
University Press, 1932), pp. 76~78. 

11. Samuel Lubell, The Future of American Politics (New York: 
Harper, 1952), pp. 144-145. 

12. The 1942 Progressive vote for governor was a deviant election. 
It has a closer relation to the warborn progressive vote of 1918-
1930 than to the progressive vote of the depression. Like that 
earlier progressivism, it was unrelated to the modern Demo-
cratic vote. 

13. For other evidence of a nonethnic isolationist tradition, cf. Ralph 
M. Smuckler, “The Region of Isolation,” American Political 
Science Review, Vol. 47 (June 1953), and the reply in Samuel 
Lubell, The Revolt of the Moderates (New York: Harper, 1956). 

14. Richard Hofstadter, The Age of Reform (New York: Knopf, 
1955), pp. 298-299; Samuel Lubell, The Future of American 
Politics, op. cit., pp. 3, 34-39. 

15. Richard Hofstadter, The Age of Reform, op. cit., p. 298. In fact, 
the German components of the two votes made them fairly 
similar. Indeed, Hofstadter recognized the German support for 
both candidates. The implication is that when the Germans 
voted for La Follette in 1924 they were voting their reaction to 
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the war rather than “genuine” liberalism, but when they 
voted for Smith in 1928 they were pragmatic precursors of the 
New Deal (cf. pp. 281, 296-299). 

16. Samuel Lubell, The Future of American Politics, op. cit., pp. 
34—39 and passim; V. O. Key, Jr., “A Theory of Critical Elec-
tions,” Journal of Politics, Vol. 17 (February 1955), pp. 4-11; 
Duncan MacRae, Jr., and James A. Meldrum, “Critical Elections 
in Illinois: 1888-1958,” American Political Science Review, Vol. 
54 (September 1960), pp. 678-681. 

17. Lipset has pointed out to me that La Follette, as the most out-
spoken anti-Klan candidate, also received substantial Catholic 
backing. 

18. Baggaley has shown that the Catholic and anti-Catholic votes 
were bigger factors in the Smith election than in the Kennedy 
vote but that the religious issue was still very important in 1960. 
Cf. Andrew R. Baggaley, “Religious Influence on Wisconsin 
Voting, 1928-1960,” American Political Science Review, Vol. 56 
(March 1962), pp. 66-70. 

19. H. F. Gosnell, Grass Roots Politics, op. cit., pp. 54-56. 
20. Progressive James Thompson’s 1918 vote, which has revealed 

German sensitivity to the war, was highly related to Roosevelt’s 
1936 vote and Wilkie’s 1940 vote. Note that the 1948 Republican 
vote was actually slightly more German than the vote in 1940 
(.52 to .48), indicating no tendency for Germans to return to 
the Democratic Party after the war. 

21. The first Democratic election to be positively related to the 
modern Democratic vote was the Wilson election of 1916. 
Wilson is supposed to reflect the old party politics and Smith 
the new, but Wilson’s vote was more clearly a precursor of the 
modern Democratic vote than Smith’s. 

The Wilson election aside, the modern party vote is closer to 
the pre- than to the post-Bryan party vote. Again, this pattern 
began not with Smith but with the vote for Coolidge in 1924. 

22. Since the German counties in Wisconsin tend also to be the 
most highly industrialized, the relationship between class, ethnic-
ity, and the party vote is not a simple one. The percentage of 
Germans in 1930 and the percentage Republican in 1948 were 
related .52 and the percentage Republican and the percentage in 
manufacturing —.17. But with German background held con-
stant, this relationship jumped to —.44. The relationship between 
German background and the Republican vote with manu-
facturing held constant was .63-—as high as 1906 but with the 
sign reversed. Baggaley found a correlation of .95 between the 
percentage of white-collar workers and the 1954 Republican 
vote in Milwaukee’s wards. 
_ Epstein has shown that the Democratic Party is strongest in 
cities with more than 50,000 people and weakest in cities and 
villages below 10,000. Showing that workers in large cities are 
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more likely to vote Democratic than workers in small cities, he 
argues that size itself creates a diversity that permits a break with 
a Republican past. This seems plausible; ethnic analysis might 
help explain the data. Cf. Andrew R. Baggaley, “White Collar 
Employment and the Republican Vote,” Public Opinion Quar-
terly, Vol. 20 (Summer 1956), pp. 471-473; Leon Epstein, 
Politics in Wisconsin, op. cit., pp. 58-70. 

23. The average county vote for McCarthy was 62.6 percent. The 
twenty-six counties high on the 1904 La Follette index gave 
McCarthy 60.4 percent of their votes. 

24. In 1950, Len Schmitt, an old Progressive, ran against Walter 
Kohler in the Republican gubernatorial primary. Seven years 
later, northern Wisconsin Congressman O’Konski, a demagogic 
and illiberal agrarian radical, ran in the Republican primary 
which was to choose a successor to McCarthy. Both these men 
got virtually all their support from northern Wisconsin. Prox-
mire’s vote correlated .5 with both, but these primary votes were 
unrelated to the vote in the 1952 senatorial election (see Table 3.5). 8 

25. The formula for these computations is (M—R) —(m—r). A 
numerical example may make the process clearer. Let us say 
county Z was 4 percent above the state average for Republican 
governor in 1950, 8 percent above for Eisenhower, and 3 per-
cent below for Dewey. Its average Republican strength would 
then be +3. If county Z was 6 percent above the state average 
for McCarthy, its score on the McCarthy index would be 
6 — 3, or 3. 

In his analysis of McCarthy’s strength in 1952, Louis Bean 
compares McCarthy’s strength with his showing in 1946. How-
ever, three regular Republican elections in which McCarthy was 
not involved give a better indication of the regular Republican 
vote than one election in which the Senator was involved. Bean’s 
findings in part support and in no case successfully contradict 
the findings reported here. Cf. Louis Bean, Influences in the 
1954 Mid-Term Elections (Washington, D. C.: Public Affairs 
Institute, 1954), pp. 10-16, 37-41. 

26. The other three Catholic counties contained cities of more than 
10,000 population, while less than half of the twelve did. 

27. The tenth county was Dane county in the south, home of 
La Follette and of the University of Wisconsin. Dane county 
supported McCarthy in 1944 not on a “friends-and-neighbors” 
basis but because McCarthy’s opponent was an antiprogressive. 
It voted strongly against McCarthy in 1952, opposing him 
slightly more than it opposed other Republicans. Thus, the one 
county that supported McCarthy in 1944 but not in 1952 was the 
home of the La Follette movement. 

28. James G. March, “McCarthy Can Still Be Beaten,” Reporter, 
Vol. 7 (October 22, 1952), pp. 17-19. 

29. The percentages are the averages of ward totals in each CD and 
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are not the same as the direct popular vote. Unfortunately, ward 
lines in Milwaukee were not redrawn to conform to the 1950 
census until after 1952, so it is difficult to identify working-
and middle-class wards. 

30. Note that only one progressive county that was not also either a 
Catholic, Czech, or “friends-and-neighbors” county was in the 
more pro-McCarthy of the two groups on the scatter diagram 

_ demonstrating the relationship between industrialization and 
McCarthyism. Progressive counties supported McCarthy in pro-
portion to their ruralness, not out of proportion to it. 

| The Proxmire election produces similar evidence. We have 
seen that both Proxmire and McCarthy deviated from the 
traditional party vote in a progressive direction. Here again 

the explanation appears to be the common rural support they 
attracted rather than any particular progressive appeal. The 
counties shifting most radically from McCarthy to Proxmire 
‘were disproportionately rural, but the rural corn belt counties 
were more prominent in this group than were ex-progressive 
counties. 

31. There is a possible ambiguity here. There were many more 
progressive than Czechoslovakian counties in the state. A slight 
tendency for progressive counties disproportionately to support 
McCarthy might have a greater total effect than a stronger 
tendency confined to the few Czech counties. My point is that 
the source of pressure to support McCarthy was apparently 
weakest in the progressive case. 

32. Trow, “Right-Wing Radicalism and Political Intolerance: A 
Study of Support for McCarthy in a New England Town” 
(unpublished Ph.D dissertation, Department of Political Sci-
ence, Columbia University, 1959), pp. 41-45, 153-166. 

33. Talcott Parsons, “Social Strains in America,” in Daniel Bell 
(ed.), The New American Right, op. cit., pp. 136-137. 

34, David Riesman and Nathan Glazer, “The Intellectuals and the 
Discontented Classes,” in Daniel Bell (ed.), The New American 
Right, op. cit., pp. 70-71. 

35. Nelson W, Polsby, “Toward an Explanation of McCarthyism,” 
Political Studies, Vol. 8 (October 1960), p. 257. 

36. Cf. Edgar A. Schuler and Carl C. Taylor, “Farm People’s 
_ Attitudes and Opinions,” in Carl C. Taylor et al., Rural Life in 

the United States (New York: Knopf, 1949), p. 505. 
37. The correlations between his vote and progressive elections Yan from —.3 to —.5. | 
38. The correlations run from .3 to .5; his relation to McCarthy’s 

vote in the general election was no higher. Davis was stronger 
in German than in Scandinavian counties, though within each 
group there was no relation between ethnicity and the vote. 

39. Cf. James Q. Wilson, The Amateur Democrat (Chicago: Uni-
versity of Chicago Press, 1962), p. 267. 
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40. Samuel Lubell, The Future of American Politics, op. cit., p. 143. 
41. Lemke did get 20 percent of the vote in a heavily German, 

Catholic town in Fond du Lac county in southeastern Wisconsin. 
Since this town responded sharply to both world wars, the 
German rather than the Catholic factor may well explain the 
high Lemke vote. Cf. Baggaley, “Religious Influence on Wis-
consin Voting, 1928-1960,” op. cit., p. 70. 

Chapter Four 
1. Howard G. Williams, “Nye — A Lost Leader,” Nation, Vol. 158 

(June 24, 1947), p. 730. 
2. Ross B. Talbot, “The North Dakota Farmers Union and North 

Dakota Politics,” Western Political Quarterly, Vol. 10 (December 
1957), pp. 879-880. 

3. Peter Viereck, “The Revolt Against the Elite,” in Daniel Bell 
(ed.), The New American Right (New York: Criterion Books, 
1955), p. 94. Lipset recognizes the role foreign policy played in 
the switch. But in more cautious language than Viereck, he 
suggests that “liberal isolationists’ now vote for “right-wing 
nationalists.” As I suggest later, this oversimplifies and distorts 
the evolution. Cf. S. M. Lipset, “The Sources of the ‘Radical 
Right,’” in Daniel Bell (ed.), The New American Right, op. cit., 

. 191. 
4. Te. people born in Russia, or with at least one parent born 

there. 
5. Eighteen percent to 13 percent. When one considers third and 

fourth generation Norwegians, the disproportion is even greater. 
6. As in South Dakota and Wisconsin, the traditional Republican 

vote was not significantly rural. 
7. This is the best measure of agricultural wealth available in the 

1890 census. In the 1910 census, this figure was not easily 
computed, and a longer term measure of agricultural wealth 
was available. Hence, in all three states the average value of 
land per acre was used to measure the relationship between 
wealth and progressivism. 

8. Before 1930, the census gives no county breakdown of the 
percentage of the population living on farms. However, it is 
possible to compute the relation of farm homes to all homes. 
This is a good approximation to the rural-farm population. 
Thus, where there has been no great change in the relative 
ruralness of the counties, as in North Dakota between 1910 and 
1930, the farm-home index for 1910 correlates .9-+ with the 
rural-farm measure for 1930. This indicates that for a given 
year the two indexes would be virtually identical. I use the 
farm-home measure for political movements in the Dakotas 
that flourished before 1930. Cf. Duncan McRae, Jr., and James 
A. Meldrum, “Critical Elections in Illinois, 1888-1958,” Amer-
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ican Political Science Review, Vol. 54 (September 1960), p. 
679n. 

9. Within the Red River Valley, the best explanation of the Populist 
vote is that it went down as the wealth of the counties increased. 
The fewer the percentage of farms in the six counties, the 
smaller the Populist vote, but there are too few counties to be 
confident of this relationship. Thoughout North Dakota as a 
whole, there was no relationship between the percentage of 
farmers and the Populist vote. 

10. Raymond C. Miller, “The Populist Party in Kansas” (unpub-
lished Ph.D. dissertation, Department of Political Science, 
University of Chicago, 1928), pp. 141, 233, 280, 306. 

11. Stanley Parsons, “Nebraska Populism Reconsidered,” Paper 
presented at the annual meeting of the American Historical 
Association, 1962, pp. 13-14. 

12. Benton H. Wilcox, “An Historical Definition of Northwestern 
Radicalism,” Mississippi Valley Historical Review, Vol. 26 
(December 1939), pp. 383-386; S. M. Lipset, Agrarian So-
cialism (Berkeley, Calif.: University of California Press, 1959), 
pp. 10-17. 

13. Stanley Parsons, “Nebraska Populism Reconsidered,” op. cit., 
pp. 13-15, and Chapter 5. 

14. Hallie Farmer, “The Economic Background of Frontier Pop-
ulism,” Mississippi Valley Historical Review, Vol. 10 (March 
1924), pp. 421-422. 

15. Cf., Karl Marx, The Eighteenth Brumaire of .Louis Bonaparte 
(New York: International Publishers, 1963), pp. 122-128. 
There is a certain ambiguity in mass theory concerning this 
Marxian insight. The pluralists predict that the more isolated 
will be more easily mobilizable into mass movements. But Lipset 
has gone beyond this in pointing out that the most isolated 
are the least easily mobilizable by anyone. They vote the least 
and are the most apathetic. He therefore believes that a mass 
movement must first be organized among the more involved 
though still isolated groups. The “lower depths” will only be 
drawn into support once the movement appears powerful. 
Lipset has empirical evidence for this Marxian improvement of 
mass theory. Nazism in Germany did not receive support in its 
early stages in proportion to the decline in nonvoting. This 
rather happened after the movement was established. Similarly, 
Lipset reports data that skilled workers are more likely than 
unskilled to join nascent Communist parties. Cf. S. M. Lipset, 
Political Man (Garden City, N.Y.: Doubleday, 1960), pp. 121-
126, 149-152. 

16. S. M. Lipset, Agrarian Socialism, op. cit., pp. 165-169. 
17. Occasionally there was a Populist factor in later North Dakota 

elections. The vote to prohibit Sunday theater performances had 
a large Populist component (.5 on the original matrix and .3 on 
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the factor matrix). Examination of the county election returns 
suggests that this was the ethnic rather than the economic com-
ponent of Populism: Scandinavians were against Sunday theaters, 
Germans and Catholics for them. 

18. These correlations are by no means completely dependent on 
one another. With percentage Scandinavian held constant, the 
Progressive index is correlated —.58 with the percentage Russian-
German; with percentage Russian-German held constant, the 
Scandinavian correlation is .51. 

19. Cf., D. Jerome Tweton, “Sectionalism in North Dakota Politics: 
The Progressive Republican Revolt of 1900,” North Dakota 
History, Vol. 25 (January 1958), pp, 21-27. 

20. Alfred D. Chandler, “The Origins of Progressive Leadership,” 
in Elting E. Morrison, Jr. (ed.), The Letters of Theodore Roo-
sevelt, Vol. 8 (Cambridge, Mass.: Harvard University Press, 
1954), pp. 1462-1465. 

21. Cf., Robert L. Morlan, Political Prairie Fire (Minneapolis, 
Minn.: University of Minnesota Press, 1955), pp. 6~-21. 

22. Richard Hofstadter, The Age of Reform (New York: Knopf, 
1955), p. 183; cf., pp. 175-184. 

23. For the progressive and League legislation, see Roy P. Johnson, 
“John Burke,” North Dakota History, Vol. 28 (Winter 1961), 
p. 30; Benton H. Wilcox, “A Reconsideration of the Character 
and Economic Basis of Northwestern Radicalism” (unpublished 
Ph.D. dissertation, Department of History, University of Wis-
consin, 1933), pp. 93-94; Robert L. Morlan, Political Prairie 
Fire, op cit., p. 106. 

24. La Follette’s 1924 vote was actually negatively correlated with 
his 1916 vote (r = —.23). 

25. Cf., Victor C. Ferkiss, “Populism: Myth, Reality, Current 
Danger,” Western Political Quarterly, Vol. 14 (September 1961), 
p. 738. 

26. Robert L. Morlan, Political Prairie Fire, op cit., p. 73. 
27. The correlation is .42; when the Russian-German population is 

controlled, the correlation rises to .47. 
28. Cf. G. A. Lundberg, “The Demographic and Economic Basis of 

Political Radicalism and Conservatism,” American Journal of 
Sociology, Vol. 32 (March 1927), pp. 727-728. Since the 
greatest increase in population between 1910 and 1920 was in 
the cities, the percentage increase in population does not predict 
League strength. But clearly the farming areas of the west were 
more recently settled and in a more primitive state than those of 
the east. 

29. Both correlations are only .3. The percentage of wheat farms in 
North Dakota corresponds to the percentage of cash-grain farms. 
General farming and wheat-and-cattle farming are more prev-
alent in both the richest and the poorest areas of the state. 

309 

Rogin, Michael Paul. The Intellectuals and McCarthy: the Radical Specter.
E-book, Cambridge: The MIT Press, 1967, https://hdl.handle.net/2027/heb00303.0001.001.
Downloaded on behalf of 3.142.55.105



NOTES TO CHAPTER FOUR 

30. Cf., Lawrence H. Larsen, “William Langer: Senator from North 
Dakota” (unpublished Master’s thesis, Department of History, 
University of Wisconsin, 1955). 

31. With percentage Russian-German held constant, Langer’s relation 
to the farm vote remains .59. 

32. The correlations are .63 and .6. With the farm vote held con-
stant, the ethnic relation is .54. 

33. Thus it correlated —.5 with the percentage Russian-German, 
but was still —.2 with rural-farm after controlling for the Rus-
sian-German vote. 

34. The Smith vote correlated .64 with a referendum supporting the 
repeal of prohibition. 

35. With the Russian-German vote held constant, his rural support 
was .51; the zero-order correlation was .59. 

36. The correlations were .89 in 1940 and 1944, .87 in 1948, .82 in 
1952 and 1956, and (with control for the Catholic vote) .73 in 
1960. The off-year correlations were lower but generally ap-
proached .7. 

37. Ross B. Talbot, “The North Dakota Farmers Union and North 
Dakota Politics,” Western Political Quarterly, op. cit., p. 890. 

38. Martin A. Trow, “Right-Wing Radicalism and Political In-
tolerance: A Study of Support for McCarthy in a New England 
Town” (unpublished Ph.D. dissertation, Department of Political 
Science, Columbia University, 1951), p. 21. 

39. Frank J. Kendrick, “McCarthy and the Senate” (unpublished 
Ph.D. dissertation, Department of Political Science, University 
of Chicago, 1962), pp. 256-257. And after he voted against the 
censure of McCarthy, Langer spoke for a group whose member-
ship included Communist sympathizers. 

40. Ibid., p. 191. 
41. Lawrence H. Larsen, “William Langer: A Maverick in the 

Senate,” Wisconsin Magazine of History, Vol. 44 (Spring 1961), 
pp. 191-192. 

42. Samuel Lubell, The Future of American Politics (New York: 
Harper, 1952), pp. 143-145. 

43. Lemke’s career after 1936 is instructive in this regard. When 
Lemke ran for governor in 1940, he was the candidate of the 
conservative opposition to the Non-Partisan League. The anti-
League rich eastern counties supported him strongly. The wheat 
farmers who had supported him in 1936 opposed him in 1940. 
The regular Republican organization subsequently pushed Lemke 
for congress. Cf. Howard G. Williams, “Nye — A Lost Leader,” 
Nation, op. cit., p. 730. 

44. Bob Faulds, “Dakota Points the Way,” New Republic, Vol. 119 
(August 16, 1948), p. 10; Henry Wallace, “Report on the 
Farmers,” New Republic, Vol. 116 (June 30, 1947), p. 12. 

45. On these developments, cf. Ross B. Talbot, “The North Dakota 
Farmers Union and North Dakota Politics,” op. cit. 
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46. With ethnicity controlled, Burdick’s vote correlated .57 with the 
percentage rural-farm, compared to less than .3 for the Demo-
cratic gubernatorial candidate in 1954. 

47. John A. Crampton, “ “Yours for Humanity .. .: The Role of 
Ideology in the Farmers Union” (unpublished Ph.D. dissertation, 
Department of Political Science, University of California, 1962), 
pp. 39-45, 70. 

48. Ross B. Talbot, “The North Dakota Farmers Union and North 
Dakota Politics,” op. cit., p. 890. 

Chapter Five 
1. John Gunther, Inside U.S.A. (New York: Harper, 1947), p. 237. 
2. The intercorrelations of Populist strength vary from .63 to .87, 

with only the first Populist election ever falling below .8. 
3. In computing the relationship between Populism and demo-

graphic variables, the 1893 Populist vote was used because it 
had the highest intercorrelations with the other Populist elections. 

4. The Populist vote in the urban county was substantially below | 
that in the three counties of the same ethnic background, 
wealth, and crop pattern which border on it. For urban deser-
tion of the Democratic Party because of the Bryan campaign in 
other states, cf. Lee Benson, “Research Problems in American 
Political Historiography,” in Mirra Komarovsky (ed.), Common 
Frontiers of the Social Sciences (Glencoe, Ill.: Free Press, 
1957), pp. 177-181; V. O. Key, Jr., “A Theory of Critical 
Elections,” Journal of Politics, Vol. 17 (February 1955), pp. 
11-16; Duncan MacRae, Jr., and James A. Meldrum, “Critical 
Elections in [linois 1888-1958,” American Political Science 
Review, Vol. 54 (September 1960), pp. 673-678. Benson reports 
findings on New England and New York, Key on New England, 
MacRae and Meldrum on Illinois. 

5. The exception is Minnehaha, the county with the largest city. 
This is further evidence of an urban vote against Populism. 

6. Cf. Stanley Parsons, “Nebraska Populism Reconsidered,” Paper 
delivered at the annual meeting of the American Historical 
Association, 1962, pp. 3-9; Raymond C. Miller, “The Populist 
Party in Kansas” (unpublished Ph.D. dissertation, Department of 
History, University of Chicago, 1928), pp. 141, 271-272, 305; 
Roscoe B. Martin, The People’s Party in Texas (Austin, Texas: 
University of Texas Press, 1933), pp. 59-68, 211; J. Rogers 
Hollingsworth, “Populism: The Problem of Rhetoric and 
Reality,” Agricultural History, Vol. 39 (April 1965), p. 83. 

7. The correlation coefficient between the percentage of Scandi-
navians in 1910 and the Thorson vote was .52. Holding the 
value of land constant reduced the correlation to .33. Holding the 
percentage Scandinavian constant reduced the progressive rela-
tion to wealth to .58. 
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8. The progressive votes were for Thorson for Congress in 1910, 
Sterling for Senator in 1912, Crawford for Senator in 1914, and 
against Taft (for La Follette or Roosevelt) in the 1912 presiden-
tial primary. The only relations between these and other votes 
are between Crawford’s 1914 vote and the 1889 prohibition refer-
endum (.49) and between Taft’s vote and the 1889 Democratic 
and antiprohibition votes (.41, .53). Crawford’s 1908 support 
was unrelated to the votes on prohibition, the initiative, woman’s 
suffrage, and the prohibition of Sunday theater performances, 
although most of these measures were part of his program. 

9, Interestingly enough, Norbeck was far more for La Follette in 
1912 than was Crawford and only supported Teddy Roosevelt 
reluctantly. This corresponds to his economic base, which was 
between Crawford’s and La Follette’s. Cf. Gilbert Courtland 
Fite, Peter Norbeck, Prairie Statesman (Columbia, Mo.: Uni-
versity of Missouri Press, 1948), p. 39. 

10. The vote against Norbeck in the 1920 primary was simply a 
Non-Partisan League vote, although the candidate opposing 
Norbeck was a stalwart. Norbeck’s 1916 and 1920 votes cor-
related .14. 

11. By 1920, Germans and Russian-Germans were voting Republi-
can more than League. The 1918 League vote tended to go in 
1920 to the Farmer-Labor candidate for President. But the 
negative correlation between the 1918 League vote and the 
1920 Republican presidential vote was low. The counties with 
the biggest increase in the GOP vote between 1918 and 1920 
were Clearly German and Russian-German. 

12. The 1922 and 1918 League votes were correlated only .35. Rice 
found some relationship between wheat and the Non-Partisan 
League vote in South Dakota; wheat counties averaged 7 per-
cent above the state average. But this finding is misleading. In 
1918 and 1920, it simply reflects the concentration of Germans 
in the wheat belt. In 1922, it reflects League weakness in the 
west; wheat counties were not significantly more pro-League 
than corn counties that year. 

Rice also found insurgency in the early 1920’s in Iowa and 
Nebraska weakest in the rich corn counties, a development that 
took place in South Dakota in the late 1920’s. Cf. Stuart A. 
Rice, Farmers and Workers in American Politics (New York: 
Columbia University Press, 1924), pp. 169-176. 

13. In the corn belt r= 69. The index used here to determine agri-
cultural wealth was compiled by the Department of Agriculture. 
Cf. Margaret Jarmon Hagood, Farm-Operator Family Level-of-
Living Indexes for Counties of the United States: 1930, 1940, 
1945, and 1950 (Washington, D. C.: United States Department 
of Agriculture, 1952), pp. 43-44. 

14. Moreover, the correlation of the Smith vote with the Demo-
cratic vote for Senator in 1930 against McMaster was only .17 
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and that of F.D.R. only .09. Their correlations with the 1930 
Democratic governor, whose opponent was not a progressive, 
were thirty points higher. 

15. The relationships between wealth and the Roosevelt vote in the 
corn and western areas and between McMaster and wealth in 
the corn area would all be considerably higher were it not for 
the drop in the Roosevelt and McMaster strength in the poorest 
counties. The three poorest corn belt counties (including the 
only two west of the Missouri River) and the poorest western 
county were all less for Roosevelt and McMaster than their 
wealth would have predicted. 

16. Actually, the Smith and first Roosevelt votes correlated —.43 
and —.45 with the Republican vote of 1918. In North Dakota 
and Wisconsin, the unusual combination of Germans and pro-
gressives brought about by World War I also anticipated not 
McCarthyism but the Smith vote. 

17. For comparable developments in Illinois and Indiana, cf. Duncan 
MacRae, Jr., and James A. Meldrum, “Critical Elections in 
Illinois, 1888-1958,” op. cit., pp. 678-681; V. O. Key, Jr., and 
Frank Munger, “Social Determinism and Electoral Decision: 
The Case of Indiana,” in Eugene Burdick and Arthur J. Brod-
beck (eds.), American Voting Behavior (Glencoe, IIl.: Free 
Press, 1955), pp. 288-290. The modern South Dakota Demo-
cratic vote is usually correlated below .5 with the Smith and 
1932 Roosevelt votes, lower than its correlations with the 1902-~ 
1910 Democratic vote. The 1930 McMaster vote remains cor-
related with the modern Democratic vote (7 = .3 to .5). 

18. With the correlation between the Democratic vote in 1908 and 
1948 held constant, the relationship between the number of 
cattle per farm and the Democratic vote changes from .45 in 
1908 to —.45 in 1948. The change would be even more striking 
were it not for seven noncattle counties, also much Jess Demo-
cratic in 1948 than in 1908; all were highly German or Russian-
German. Holding constant the number of cattle per farm, the 
relationship between the 1908 and 1948 Democratic votes rises 
from .54 to .64. The decline of Democratic strength in the west 
means the party is no longer stronger among native-stock than 
foreign-stock inhabitants. 

19. Campbell, et al., pp. 418-419, make the point that small farmers 
are in general more Democratic than large farmers. However, 
in view of the small number of cases they report and the absence 
of any distinction between types of farming, this finding is at 
best provisional. 

20. The Democratic Party remains a clear minority party in South 
Dakota politics. However, in the second half of the 1950’s the 
party increased its vote substantially and in 1958 elected the 
first Democratic governor since the New Deal. Farm unrest 
in the Plains states in the late 1950’s is generally associated with 
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the Democratic resurgence. In South Dakota there was evidence 
of rural desertion of the Republican Party within the corn belt, 
but not among the farmers of the state as a whole. 

The 1960 presidential election did not continue the 1958 
pattern. Its relationship to 1958 was less than its relation to any 
Democratic vote since 1942. Kennedy’s vote closely resembled 
that given to other postwar Democratic presidential candidates, 
but its correlation with the percentage of Catholics was .37, 
some twenty points higher than was typical for the postwar 
Democratic vote. In 1958, rural Protestants had voted unusually 
Democratic. In 1960, they voted unusually Republican. 

21. Taft’s vote had no relation to the 1922 Non-Partisan League 
vote, but was correlated .33 with the 1918 League vote. The big 
issue in the primary was Universal Military Training. Taft 
backers attacked Ike for being a militarist. Cf. “Dakota’s Deci-
sion,” Newsweek, Vol. 39 (June 16, 1952), p. 39. Lubell found 
that in the presidential primary in Wisconsin in 1952 Taft got a 
German vote. Cf. Samuel Lubell, The Revolt of the Moderates 
(New York: Harper, 1956), pp. 268-269. 

22. The correlation between percentage of Germans and the Repub-
lican vote for President in 1948 was .47. 

23. “Too Busy to Win,” Time, Vol. 55 (June 19, 1950), pp. 21-22. 
24. Each election that might have indicated either support for 

McCarthy or the regular Republican vote contained idiosyncra-
sies. Thus, Case, previously a congressman for western South 
Dakota, ran disproportionately strong in a few northwestern 
counties. To take Mundt’s vote as a measure of McCarthyism, 
on the other hand, may inflate support for McCarthy in the 
corn belt. By 1954 an agricultural recession had begun in the 
Middle West, and it seems to have hurt the GOP more in the 
wheat belt than in the corn belt. (Cf. Samuel Lubell, The 
Revolt of the Moderates, op. cit., p. 168.) That Mundt was rela-
tively stronger in the corn than in the wheat belt may have had 
nothing to do with McCarthyism. 

There are also problems with measures of regular Republi-
canism. One cannot use presidential elections alone, since there 
are clear differences in the vote in presidential and off-years. In 
the only postwar off-year election, 1946, George Michelson was 
elected governor. Michelson’s Scandinavian background may 
have given him disproportionate support among that ethnic 
group. 

25. r= .22. The relation would be much higher were it not for the 
opposition to McCarthy among wheat belt counties with few 
Scandinavians. 

26. Louis Bean, Influences in the 1954 Mid-Term Elections (Wash-
ington, D. C.: Public Affairs Institute, 1954), pp. 26-28. 

27. Cf. Chapter 7 on the Farmers Union and Chapter 3 for a dis-
cussion of the Wisconsin corn counties. The Lemke vote in 
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South Dakota was concentrated in the corn belt, although his 
vote was even more scattered in South Dakota than it was in 
Wisconsin. In no county did Lemke get 10 percent of the vote. 
But six of the eleven counties in which he got 5 percent of the 
vote or better were the six rich counties in the southeast corner 
of the corn belt. These are close to the Iowa border and were 
probably influenced by the strength of the Farm Holiday Move-
ment in Iowa. Dr. John L. Shover informs me that the Farm 
Holiday movement was strongest in northwestern Iowa in the 
counties adjacent to southeastern South Dakota. The largest city 
in the area is Sioux City, Iowa, only a few miles from the South 
Dakota border. Its newspapers service the neighboring South 
Dakota counties, and the Sioux City Unionist and Public Ledger 
supported Lemke. (As in Wisconsin and North Dakota, the 
Lemke vote was neither German nor Catholic.) 

Chapter Six 
1. Adam B. Ulam, The Unfinished Revolution (New York: Ran-

dom House, 1960), pp. 28-57 and passim. 
2. David W. Noble, The Paradox of Progressive Thought (Minne-

apolis, Minn.: University of Minnesota Press, 1958), pp. vi-
Vili, and passim. 

3. Quoted in Norman Pollack, The Populist Response to Industrial 
America (Cambridge, Mass.: Harvard University Press, 1962), 
pp. 15-16, 22-25. 

4. William A. Pefter, The Farmer’s Side: His Troubles and Their 
Remedy (New York: Appleton, 1891), pp. 3-64, 75-123. 

5. Populist and Alliance platforms can be found in John R. Hicks, 
The Populist Revolt (Lincoln, Neb.: University of Nebraska 
Press, 1961), pp. 427-444. 

6. Richard Hofstadter, The Age of Reform (New York: Knopf, 
1955), pp. 62-63. 

7. Frederic Howe learned from his environment that individual 
morality was at the root of politics. His education as a reformer 
taught him the importance of the system. This was a common 
experience. Cf. Frederic C. Howe, Confessions of a Reformer 
(New York: Scribner’s, 1925); C. Vann Woodward, Tom 
Watson: Agrarian Rebel (New York: Macmillan, 1938), p. 82. 

8, See also the excellent and more extended comments by Norman 
Pollack in “Hofstadter on Populism: A Critique of ‘The Age of 
Reform,’” Journal of Southern History, Vol. 26 (November 
1960), pp. 482-489. 

9, Richard Hofstadter, The Age of Reform (New York: Knopf, 
1955), pp. 70-81; Walter R. Nugent, “Populism and Nativism 
in Kansas, 1888-1900” (unpublished Ph.D. dissertation, De-
partment of History, University of Chicago, 1961), pp. 81-83. 

10. Stanley Parsons, “Nebraska Populism Reconsidered,” Paper de-
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livered at the annual meeting of the American Historical Asso-
ciation, 1962, pp. 3-8; J. Rogers Hollingsworth, “Populism: The 
Problem of Rhetoric and Reality,” Agricultural History, Vol. 
39 (April 1965), p. 83. 

11. Benjamin R. Twiss, Lawyers and The Constitution (Princeton, 
N.J.: Princeton University Press, 1942), pp. 141-146. 

12. Richard Hofstadter, The Age of Reform, op. cit., p. 80; S. M. 
Lipset, Political Man (Garden City, N.Y.: Doubleday, 1960), p. 
167; Peter Viereck, The Unadjusted Man (Boston: Beacon Press, 
1956), p. 202; Daniel Bell, The End of Ideology (Glencoe, IIl.: 
Free Press, 1960), pp. 104-107. 

13. Oscar Handlin, “American Views of the Jew at the Opening of 
the Twentieth Century,” Publications of the American Jewish 
Historical Society, Vol. 40 (June 1951), p. 338. 

14. Leon W. Fuller, “Colorado’s Revolt Against Capitalism,” 
Mississippi Valley Historical Review, Vol. 11 (December 1934), 
pp. 355-357. 

15. E.g., see Norman Pollack, The Populist Response to Industrial 
America, op. cit., pp. 43-67; Roscoe B. Martin, The People’s 
Party in Texas (Austin, Texas: University of Texas Press, 
1933), pp. 217-218. 

16. Viereck, however, retells the story to make Jewishness the focal 
point and then concludes that the vast popular reception for 
Caesar's Column was an example of Populist anti-Semitism at 
the mass level. Peter Viereck, The Unadjusted Man, op. cit., 

. 202. 
17. Oscar Handlin, “American Views of the Jew at the Opening of 

the Twentieth Century,” Publications of the American Jewish 
Historical Society, Vol. 40 (June 1951), pp. 325-328. 

18. Ignatius Donnelly, Caesar’s Column (Chicago: J. Regan, n.d.), 
p. 36. 

19. Cf. Norman Pollack, “The Myth of Populist Anti-Semitism,” 
American Historical Review, Vol. 43 (October, 1962), pp. 76-
80; Norman Pollack, “Hofstadter on Populism: A Critique of 
‘The Age of Reform,’ ” op. cit., p. 500; Walter R. Nugent, “Popu-
lism and Nativism in Kansas, 1888-1900” op. cit., pp. 86-89; 
John Higham “Anti-Semitism in the Gilded Age,” Mississippi 
Valley Historical Review, Vol. 53 (March 1957). 

20. Oscar Handlin, “American Views of the Jew at the Opening of 
the Twentieth Century,” Publications of the American Jewish 
Historical Society, op. cit., p. 338. In the Cross of Gold speech, 
Bryan used the crucifixion metaphor to attack hard-money ad-
vocates. To assume that “gold-bugs” were identified with the 
Jews (who killed Christ) is to assume just what has not been 
proved — that the Populists were anti-Semitic. 

21. Cf. C. Vann Woodward, “Tom Watson and the Negro in 
, Agrarian Politics,” Journal of Southern History, Vol. 4 (Feb-

ruary, 1938), pp. 16-23; C. Vann Woodward, “The Populist 
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Heritage and the Intellectual,’ American Scholar, Vol. 29 
(Winter 1959), p. 65; William R. Gnatz, “The Negro and the 
Populist Movement in the South” (unpublished Master’s thesis, 
University of Chicago, Department of History, 1961), p. 39. 

22. On Populist support in the south cf. V. O. Key, Jr., Southern 
Politics in State and Nation (New York: Knopf, 1949), pp. 
138-142, 232-237, and 549 for South Carolina, Mississippi, and 
Georgia; Melvin J. White, “Populism in Louisiana during the 
Nineties,” Mississippi Valley Historical Review, Vol. 5 (June 
1918), pp. 14-15; Perry H. Howard, Political Tendencies in 
Louisiana 1812-1952 (Baton Rouge, La.: Louisiana State Uni-
versity Press, 1957), pp. 90-99; Alex Matthews Arnett, The 
Populist Movement in Georgia (New York: Columbia University 
Press, 1922), map facing p. 184; C. Vann Woodward, Tom 
Watson: Agrarian Rebel (New York: Macmillan, 1938), pp. 
160-161, 217; Roscoe B. Martin, The People’s Party in Texas, 
op. cit., pp. 60-68, 86-111, 136-137. Virginia, where Populism 
was not strong, is an exception to Populist strength in the hills 
and weakness in the black belt. Cf. William Du Bose Shelton, 
Populism in the Old Dominion (Princeton, N.J.: Princeton Uni-
versity Press, 1935), pp. 86-87. 

23. Cf. Walter Ellsworth Nydegger, “The Election of 1892 in Iowa,” 
Iowa Journal of History and Politics, Vol. 25 (July 1927), pp. 
442-444; Stanley Parsons, “Nebraska Populism Reconsidered,” 
Paper presented at the annual meeting of the American His-
torical Association, 1962, pp. 11-13; Walter R. Nugent, “Popu-
lism and Nativism in Kansas, 1888-1900,” op. cit., pp. 204-215. 

24. Richard Hofstadter, The Age of Reform, op. cit., pp. 87-91. 
25. Cf. Roscoe B. Martin, The People’s Party in Texas, op. cit., pp. 

103-111, 132; Donald E. Walters, “Populism in California, 
1889-1900 (unpublished Ph.D. dissertation, Department of His-
tory, University of California, 1952), pp. 70, 148-150, 289. 

26. John Higham, “Anti-Semitism in the Gilded Age,” op. cit., pp. 
565-566. 

27. John Higham, Strangers in the Land (New Brunswick, N.J.: 
Rutgers University Press, 1955), pp. 95-98, 346; Walter R. 
Nugent, “Populism and Nativism in Kansas, 1888-1900,” op. 
cit., p. 45. Populist and Alliance platforms before 1892 con-
tained nothing about immigration restriction. 

28. Nugent writes, “It hardly helped [the farmer’s] peace of mind to 
learn that the Sante Fe railroad was now in the hands of the 
Barings of London, and that Englishmen alone and in companies 
owned large tracts of land in Kansas, and that London bankers 
had close ties with both the eastern bankers, who had bought up 
their mortgages at bargain-basement prices, and to American 
statesmen, including John Sheridan and Cleveland, to whom the 
contraction policy was economic dogma.” Walter R. Nugent, 
“Populism and Nativism in Kansas, 1888-1900,” op. cit., p. 34. 
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29. Walter R. Nugent, “Populism and Nativism in Kansas, 1888-
1900,” op. cit., pp. 180-182. 

30. Richard Hofstadter, The Age of Reform, op. cit., pp. 89-90. Of 
even more dubiousness as evidence of Populist jingoism are cita-
tions from a “west-coast newspaper” (Populist?) and “the 
silver senator from Nevada.” (The Populists ran a ticket against 
the silver ticket in that state.) Similarly, Hofstadter is more im-
pressed (p. 286) by the unsubstantiated statement that some 
Klan members supported La Follette in 1924 than by La Fol-
lette’s forthright attack on the Klan — an attack not matched by 
David and Coolidge. 

31. Indeed, the charges against the Populists might better be made 
against the APA. In Wisconsin the APA was for the rule of the 
people against the special interests. The workingmen and small 
businessmen were alleged to be the bulwark of democracy and 
liberty. “The time is not far distant when class legislation will be 
a thing of the past, and the workingmen will have as much to 
say in the making of laws as the millionaire. . . .” This was to 
be accomplished in a purely “American” way; it would “never 
come about through the radical methods proposed by Populists 
or Socialists.” Cf. Gerald K. Marsden, “Patriotic Societies and | 
American Labor: The American Protective Association in Wis-
consin,” Wisconsin Magazine of History, Vol. 41 (Summer , 1958), pp. 288-289. , 

32. Walter R. Nugent, “Populism and Nativism in Kansas, 1888- | 
1900,” op. cit., pp. 132-136; John Higham, Strangers in the 
Land, op. cit., pp. 80-86. In the 1870’s anti-Catholicism had 
been strong among respectable Republicans; ibid., pp. 28-29. 

33. John Locke, Of Civil Government (New York: Dutton, Every-
man’s), pp. 177-179, 183-203. 

34. John P. Roche, “The Curbing of the Militant Majority,” 
Reporter, Vol. 29 (July 18, 1963), pp. 34-38. 

35. Frederic C. Howe, Confessions of a Reformer (New York: 
Scribner’s, 1925), pp. 17-18. 

36. Cf. Roscoe Martin, The People’s Party in Texas, op. cit., p. 44. 
37. In Texas in November 1892, there were 3,170 Populist clubs. 

Ibid., pp. 142-149. 
38. Ibid., pp. 84-85, 166-167; John R. Hicks, The Populist Revolt 

(Lincoln, Neb.: University of Nebraska Press, 1961), passim. 
39. Victor Ferkiss, “Populism: Myth, Reality, Current Danger,” 

Western Political Quarterly, Vol. 14 (September 1961), pp. 737-
740, and S. M. Lipset, “The Sources of the Radical Right,” in 
Daniel Bell (ed.), The New American Right (New York: 
Criterion Books, 1955), p. 174, charge that the Populists often 
interfered with academic freedom. So does Peter Viereck. He 
cites the example of the removal of Veblen from the University 
of Minnesota because of the “democratic, egalitarian, Populist 
milieu.” (The Unadjusted Man, op. cit., p. 46.) In fact, the 
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Populists were never close to power in Minnesota. At the time of 
Veblen’s removal, the state was in firm Republican hands. 

40. The “overeducation” charge is made by Edward Shils, The 
Torment of Secrecy (Glencoe, Ill.: Free Press, 1956), p. 99. 
See the anti-Populist report of G. T. Fairchild, “Populism ima 
State Agricultural College,” American Journal of Sociology, Vol. 
3 (November 1897). 

41. Prohibition and woman suffrage were allied in part because of 
fears by Germans and other antiprohibitionists that the women 
would support prohibition. 

42. Cf. Glenn Lowell Brudvig, “The Farmer’s Alliance and the 
Populist Movement in North Dakota (1884-1896)” (unpub-
lished Master’s thesis, University of North Dakota, 1956), p. 
115; Walter R. Nugent, “Populism and Nativism in Kansas, 
1888-1900,” op. cit., pp. 53, 118; Herbert S. Schell, History of 
South Dakota (Lincoln, Neb.: University of Nebraska Press, 
1961), p. 232; Herman Clarence Nixon, The Populist Movement 
in Iowa, reprinted from the January 1926 number of the Iowa 
Journal of History and Politics (Iowa City, Iowa: State Uni-
versity of Iowa), p. 157; J. Rogers Hollingsworth, “Populism: 
The Problem of Rhetoric and Reality,” op. cit., p. 85; Roscoe B. 
Martin, The People’s Party in Texas, op. cit., pp. 80-81. The 
North Dakota Populist Party, which supported prohibition, 
generally fused with the Democrats at election time. In Wiscon-
sin during the 1930’s, the Progressive Party vote was related to 
the vote for prohibition, as one would expect of a Scandinavian 
and native-stock movement. But if this was because of the 
agrarian radical crusade, how to explain the even higher rela-
tionship of the Republican vote to prohibition? Cf. H. F. Gos-
nell, Grass Roots Politics (Washington, D. C.: American Council 
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Til.: Free Press, 1959), pp. 59-60, 102-103, 131-134; Edward 
Shils, The Torment of Secrecy (Glencoe, Ill.: Free Press, 1956), 
pp. 38-41, 46, 98-108, 169-184; S. M. Lipset, The First New 
Nation, op. cit., pp. 262-271. 
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cit., p. 262. Republicans comprised 46 percent of those for Mc-
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38. Cf. Frank Kendrick, “McCarthy and the Senate,” op. cit., pp. 
330-331, Nelson Polsby, “Towards an Explanation of Mc-
Carthyism,” op. cit., pp. 258-262. The contrast between Jewish 
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fessional people. 

Those who attended a Christian Anti-Communist Crusade 
school in Oakland, California, in 1962 were overwhelmingly Re-
publican. Ninety percent had voted for Nixon in 1960. Cf. Ray-
mond E. Wolfinger, et al., “America’s Radical Right: Politics 
and Ideology,” in David E. Apter (ed.), Ideology and Discontent 
(New York: Free Press, 1964), pp. 267-268. 

39. Cf. Angus Campbell and Homer C. Cooper, Group Differences 
in Attitudes and Votes (Survey Research Center: University of 
Michigan, 1956), p. 92. 

40. S. M. Lipset, “Three Decades of the Radical Right: Coughlinites, 
McCarthyites, Birchers (1962),” in Daniel Bell (ed.), The Radi-
cal Right, op. cit., p. 397. Note also that party differences are 
exaggerated by the lack of southern support for McCarthy. 
Democratic party allegiance and anti-Catholic attitudes limited 
support for McCarthy in the South. If one considered only 
northern respondents, the effect of party on attitudes toward Mc-
Carthy might be considerably reduced. 

41. Ibid., pp. 408-410. Lipset suggests that the relations are weak, 
but they are as strong as the relationships between party and 
demographic variables and support for McCarthy. Survey data 
from the 1952 election further reveal that “. . . rudimentary 
ideological patterns on questions of foreign policy were at least 
as firmly crystallized as on matters of domestic policy. More-
over, despite the efforts of Eisenhower and his leading followers 
to narrow the range of competition of foreign issues, the ideol-
ogy of his supporters diverged from that of Stevenson in for-
eign policy to a degree equal to, if not greater than, that 
encountered in domestic politics.” Morris Janowitz and Dwaine 
Marvick, Competitive Pressures and Democratic Consent (Ann 
Arbor, Mich.: Institute of Public Administration, University of 
Michigan, 1956), pp. 115-116. 

42. S. M. Lipset, “Three Decades of the Radical Right: Coughlinites, 
McCarthyites, Birchers (1962),” in Daniel Bell (ed.), The Radi-
cal Right, op. cit., p. 408. 

43. Martin A. Trow, “Small Businessmen, Political Intolerance, and 
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Support for McCarthy,” American Journal of Sociology, Vol. 
64 (November 1958), pp. 275-278. 

44. S. M. Lipset, “Three Decades of the Radical Right: Coughlinites, 
McCarthyites, Birchers (1962),” in Daniel Bell (ed.), The Radi-
cal Right, op. cit., pp. 410-411. Analysis of another national 
sample in the middle 1950's also indicates that among political 
leaders and educated followers, those with a prolabor orienta-
tion were much more opposed to congressional witch-hunts than 
those with a probusiness orientation. Cf. Jerry Mandel, “The 
Effect of Class Consciousness and Political Sophistication on 
Working-Class Authoritarianism” (unpublished Master’s thesis, 
Department of Sociology, University of California at Berkeley, 
1964), pp. 53-59. On the conservative issue position of those 
who attended the Christian Anti-Communist Crusade school in 
Oakland, California, cf. Raymond E. Wolfinger, et al., “America’s 
Radical Right: Politics and Ideology,” op. cit., pp. 271-273. 

45. S. M. Lipset, “Three Decades of the Radical Right: Coughlinites, 
McCarthyites, Birchers (1962),” in Daniel Bell (ed.), The Radi-
cal Right, op. cit., p. 400; A. Campbell and H. C. Cooper, 
Group Differences in Attitudes and Votes, op. cit., pp. 145-149; 
Frank Kendrick, “McCarthy and the Senate,” op. cit., pp. 330-
331; Immanuel Wallerstein, “McCarthyism and the Conserva-
tive” (unpublished Master’s thesis, Department of Political Sci-
ence, Columbia University, 1957), pp. 82-85. The exceptions 
are the surveys reported by Campbell and Cooper, and Ken-
drick; but in these, as in some of the other surveys, professionals 
and businessmen are classed together. Note that the clientele of 
the Christian Anti-Communist Crusade school in Oakland was 
overwhelmingly wealthy and college-educated. Cf. Raymond E. 
Wolfinger, et al., “America’s Radical Right: Politics and 
Ideology,” op. cit., pp. 268, 276-277. 

46. S. M. Lipset, “Three Decades of the Radical Right: Coughlinites, 
McCarthyites, Birchers (1962),” in Daniel Bell (ed.), The Radi-
cal Right, op. cit., p. 400; A. Campbell and H. C. Cooper, 
Group Differences in Attitudes and Votes, op. cit., pp. 145-149; 
Martin Trow, “Small Businessmen, Political Intolerance, and 
Support for McCarthy,” American Journal of Sociology, op. 
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most pro-McCarthy group of all. (Cf. Lipset, Radical Right, 

. 400.) 
47. Nonunion members supported McCarthy no more than union 

members did, but they opposed him less. (More were neutral 
or had no opinion.) This suggests that union membership ex-
posed workers to anti-McCarthy union leaders but not that 
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targets rather than union targets. The latter interpretation would 
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Cf. A. Campbell and H. C. Cooper, Group Differences in Atti-
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48. S. M. Lipset, “Three Decades of Support for the Radical Right: 
Coughlinites, McCarthyites, Birchers (1962),” in Daniel Bell 
(ed.), The Radical Right, op. cit., p. 400; A. Campbell and 
H. C. Cooper, Group Differences in Attitudes and Votes, op. 
cit., pp. 145-149; Frank Kendrick, “McCarthy and the Senate,” 
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McCarthyites, Birchers (1962),” in Daniel Bell (ed.), The Radi-
cal Right, op. cit., pp. 414-417. Lack of support for McCarthy 
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intolerance and authoritarianism, cf. Samuel A. Stouffer, Com-
munism, Conformity, and Civil Rights, op. cit., pp. 110-111, 
and the study reported by E. Terry Prothro and Levan Milikian, 
in “The California Public Opinion Scale in an Authoritarian 
Culture,” Public Opinion Quarterly, Vol. 17 (Fall 1953), p. 
354. 

60. Reported by S. M. Lipset, “Three Decades of the Radical Right: 
Coughlinites, McCarthyites, Birchers (1962),” in Daniel Bell 
(ed.), The Radical Right, op. cit., pp. 402-403. 

61. Data from files of National Opinion Research Center, Chicago. 
62. David Riesman and Nathan Glazer, “The Intellectuals and the 

Discontented Classes,” in Daniel Bell (ed.), The New Ameri-
can Right, op. cit., pp. 70-71. In his latest work, but not in his 
original article on McCarthyism, Lipset stresses the importance 
of the Communist issue. Cf. S. M. Lipset, “Three Decades of the 
Radical Right: Coughlinites, McCarthyites, Birchers (1962),” in 
Daniel Bell (ed.), The Radical Right, op. cit., pp. 392-393. 

63. Samuel A. Stouffer, Communism, Conformity, and Civil Liberties, 
op. cit., pp. 230-231. In other words, 242 percent of the popula-
tion singled out McCarthy as their general, anti-Communist 
hero. This corresponds to the 5 percent of the population which 
said it would support him for President on a third-party ticket. 
Cf. John Fenton, In Your Opinion, op. cit., p. 143. 

64. S. M. Lipset, “The Sources of the Radical Right,” in Daniel Bell 
(ed.), The New American Right, op. cit., p. 214. 

65. A. Campbell et al., The Voter Decides (Evanston, Ill.: Row, 
Peterson, 1954), p. 52; A. Campbell et al., The American Voter 
(New York: Wiley, 1960), pp. 50, 182, 198-199. The Republi-
can’s foreign policy advantage rests on the peace issue not the 
war issue; thus Goldwater’s saber rattling lost that traditional 
advantage in 1964. 

66. Immanuel Wallerstein, “McCarthyism and the Conservative,” 
op. cit., pp. 75-78. Even so, there was no greater tendency for 
the college educated to approve of McCarthy personally but 
oppose his methods than for the high-school educated. This 
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: tendency was significantly more apparent among the grade-
school educated, but the difference in percentage point spread 
should not be exaggerated. At the college level, the spread be-
tween approval of McCarthy and disapproval of his methods 1s 
32, at the high-school level 33, and at the grade-school level 19. 
This interpretation differs from John Fenton, In Your Opinion, 
op. cit., p. 136, where the figures are reported. 

67. Louis Bean, Influences in the 1954 Mid-Term Elections (Wash-
ington, D. C.: Public Affairs Institute, 1954), pp. 22, 32-33, 
and supra, Tables 8.1 and 8.4. 68. Ibid., p. 33. 

69. Ibid., pp. 18-21; Nelson Polsby, “Towards an Explanation of 
McCarthyism,” op. cit., pp. 265-268; supra, Chapters 3-5. Bean 
(p. 32) only found an important pro-McCarthy influence in 
1950 in Maryland. In 1952, Republican moderates ran better 
for the senate than Republican conservatives, and were less 
likely to run behind Eisenhower. Cf. Louis Harris, Js There a 
Republican Majority? (New York: Harper, 1954), pp. 203-204, 
223. 

70. Louis Bean, Influences in the 1954 Mid-Term Elections (Wash-
ington, D. C.: Public Affairs Institute, 1954), p. 26; supra, 
Chapters 3, 5. 

71. Supra, Chapter 3. According to Fiedler, the “working class dis-
tricts of Kenosha, Racine, and Milwaukee, ordinarily safe for 
the Democrats,” helped to elect McCarthy. The only basis for 
this assertion is that in McCarthy’s 1946 primary victory work-
ers did not vote as heavily for La Follette as they had in 1940. 
McCarthy carried working-class areas. But to relate this, as 
Fiedler does, to “the revolt of the community against its intel-
ligence,” is perverse. Because of La Follette’s anticommunism, 
the then Communist-controlled CIO sought to defeat La Fol-
lette. In addition, many pro-La Follette workers probably did 
not vote in the Republican primary. It is ascribing intelligence 
indeed to the working class to assume that in 1946 it could 
perceive that McCarthy was an anti-intellectual revolutionary 
and hence support him. (Cf. Leslie Fiedler, “McCarthy,” op. 
cit., pp. 14, 20.) 

72. A. Campbell, et al., The American Voter, op. cit., p. 301. 
73. As Trow has pointed out, status concerns kept white-collar 

workers and those in the managerial hierarchy from supporting 
McCarthy, since he seemed to be attacking that hierarchy. Cf, 
Trow, “Right-Wing Radicalism and Political Intolerance: A 
Study of the Support for McCarthy in a New England Town,” 
op. cit., pp. 41-43, 101-102, 132. 

74. This view extrapolates from Samuel Lubell’s interpretations in 
The Future of American Politics (New York: Harper, 1952). 

75. It could be argued that McCarthy had no strength at the polls 
because his followers were completely disenchanted with tra-
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ditional political activity. As Lipset suggests, much of Mc-
Carthy’s support may have come from people too alienated to 
vote. Cf. S. M. Lipset, “The Sources of the ‘Radical Right,’” in 
Daniel Bell (ed.), The New American Right, op. cit., p. 199. 
But if these people were too alienated to vote, they were also 
probably too alienated to exert influence in any other way. 
Voting is almost always the first step. Moreover, Lipset has 
shown that Nazism in Germany did not grow originally because 
of the support of previous nonvoters. He argues that these 
elements will wait until a movement has demonstrated strength 
before supporting it at the polls. Cf. S. M. Lipset, Political 
Man, op. cit., pp. 121-122, 149-152. One might still argue that 
a totally latent McCarthy mass support could have erupted 
suddenly into prominence, but this would be pure speculation. 

76. S. M. Lipset, The First New Nation, op. cit., p. 262. 
77. Cf. Paul E. Breslow, “The Relationship between Ideology and 

Socio-Economic Background in a Group of McCarthyite Lead-
ers” (unpublished Master’s thesis, Department of Political Sci-
ence, University of Chicago, 1955), pp. 82-103. 

78. Quoted in Nelson Polsby, “Towards an Explanation of Mc-
Carthyism,” op. cit., p. 263. 

79. S. M. Lipset, The First New Nation, op. cit., pp. 1-2, 262-273, 
318-343. 

80. There were, of course, other reasons for the absence of some-
thing similar to McCarthyism in Britain. Unlike America, Brit-
ain was not entering the world stage as a preeminent power for 
the first time. The Communist “menace” was much more salient 
in America. But McCarthyism arose out of the response of 
American elites to these new challenges, not primarily out of 
the response of American masses. 

81. Cf. Donald R. Matthews, U.S. Senators and Their World (New 
York: Random House, Vintage Books, 1960), pp. 64~66, 254~ 
255 and letter from Professor Matthews to the author. 

82. Peter Viereck, “The Revolt Against the Elite,” in Daniel Bell 
(ed.), The New American Right, op. cit., p. 111. 

83. Frank Kendrick, “McCarthy and the Senate,” op. cit., p. 145. 
84. Ibid., pp. 173-174; K. E. Meyer, “The Politics of Loyalty: From 

La Follette to McCarthy in Wisconsin: 1918-1952” (unpub-
lished Ph.D. dissertation, Department of Political Science, 
Princeton University, 1956), pp. 90-91. 

85. Cf. Michael Straight, Trial by Television, op. cit., p. 140. Cf. 
also Norman A. Graebner, The New Isolationism (New York: 
Ronald Press, 1956), p. 199; Telford Taylor, Grand Inquest 
(New York: Simon and Schuster, 1955), pp. 114-123; Aaron 
Wildavsky, “Exploring the Content of McCarthyism,” The Aus-
tralian Outlook (June 1955). 

86. Dwaine Marvick (in personal conversation) has suggested some 
relevant findings from survey data on members of the John 

334 

Rogin, Michael Paul. The Intellectuals and McCarthy: the Radical Specter.
E-book, Cambridge: The MIT Press, 1967, https://hdl.handle.net/2027/heb00303.0001.001.
Downloaded on behalf of 3.142.55.105



NOTES TO CHAPTER NINE 

Birch Society in California. The Birchers justify their views by 
pointing to prestigious members of their local communities 
who are also Birchers. As in support for McCarthy, deference 
can be more important than anti-elitism. 

87. Cf. Frank Kendrick, “McCarthy and the Senate,” op. cit., pp. 
317-323; Aaron Wildavsky, “Exploring the Content of Mc-
Carthyism,” op. cit. 

88. Aaron Wildavsky, “Exploring the Content of McCarthyism,” 
loc. cit. 

89. Quoted in ibid. 
90. Daniel Bell, “Interpretations of American Politics,” in Daniel 

Bell (ed.), The New American Right, op. cit., p. 25; Leslie 
Fiedler, “McCarthy,” op. cit., p. 13. 

91. Cf. Jack Anderson and Ronald W. May, McCarthy the Man, 
The Senator, The Ism (Boston: Beacon Press, 1952), pp. 266— 
270. 

92. Cf. Reinhard Luthin, American Demagogues, op. cit., pp. 293-
294, 

93. Cf. Nelson W. Polsby and Aaron B. Wildavsky, Presidential 
Elections (New York: Scribner’s, 1964), pp. 40~46. 

94, This point was suggested, in correspondence, by Nelson Polsby. 
95. Cf. Edward Shils, The Torment of Secrecy, op. cit., pp. 46-47, 

102-109. 
96. This argument is developed more fully in the following chapter. 
97. Charles Murphy, “McCarthy and the Businessmen,” op. cit., 

pp. 100, 216. 
98. Cf. William S. White, Citadel (New York: Harper, 1965), p. 

137, 

Chapter Nine 
1. Cf. Karl Marx, Eighteenth Brumaire of Louis Bonaparte (New 

York: International Publishers, 1963). 
2. Richard Hofstadter, The Age of Reform (New York: Knopf, 

1955), p. 16. 
3. For a form of this argument that links McCarthyism to aspects 

of American politics in general rather than to agrarian radi-
calism in particular, cf. Hans J. Morgenthau, The Purpose of 
American Politics (New York: Knopf, 1960), pp. 146~157. 

4. Cf. C. Vann Woodward, Tom Watson: Agrarian Radical (New 
York: Macmillan, 1938), passim. 

5. Richard Hofstadter, The Age of Reform, op. cit., p. 5. 
6. We will note later than those same contrasting attitude syn-

dromes are found at the popular level. 
7, What “homogenization” means here may be pictured by imag-

ining what would happen to several apples placed in a power-
ful Waring blender. The apples would first become small par-
ticles and then turn into mush. 
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8. Perhaps the most influential book written in the 1950’s from 
this point of view was John Kenneth Galbraith, American 
Capitalism (Boston: Houghton Mifflin, 1952), pp. 1-34, 89-
170. One consequence is that when liberals move from com-
placency to concern, as Galbraith did when he wrote The Afflu-
ent Society (Boston: Houghton Mifflin, 1958), they see no 
problem of power standing in the way of their public policy 
goals. It is only necessary to educate the people (cf. pp. 13-14). 

9. Cf. William Kornhauser, The Politics of Mass Society (Glencoe, 
Ill.: Free Press, 1959), pp. 15, 48-49. 

10. This division is affected by social stratification. Educated and 
wealthy people tend to be close to the leadership stratum whereas 
those of low education, sophistication, and social class pre-
dominate in the “followers” stratum: workers, farmers, and Ne-
groes, for example. 

Note also that classical Marxism sees social stratification as a 
horizontal division and minimizes the importance of horizontal 
political stratification. Pluralists argue that social stratification 
creates vertical cleavages in politics, since business is not sig-
nificantly more powerful than labor, and so on. 

11. Supra, Chapter 1. 
12. For a developed theory of the dangers of taking issues outside 

the leadership stratum, cf. Robert Dahl, Who Governs (New 
Haven, Conn.: Yale University Press, 1961), pp. 80-94, 318-
325. Also cf. supra, Chapter 1. 

13. Cf. Jerry Mandel, “The Effects of Class Consciousness and 
Political Sophistication on Working Class Authoritarianism” 
(unpublished Master’s thesis, Department of Sociology, Uni-
versity of California at Berkeley, 1964), p. 65. 

14. Cf. Herbert McClosky, “Conservatism and Personality,” Ameri-
can Political Science Review, Vol. 52 (March 1958), pp. 35-44. 

15. Cf. Herbert McClosky, et al., “Issue Conflict and Consensus 
among Party Leaders and Followers,” American Political Sci-
ence Review, Vol. 54 (June 1960), pp. 422-423. 

16. The literature on this subect is necessarily impressionistic but 
of considerable substance. Cf., for example, Robert Michels, 
Political Parties (Glencoe, Ill.: Free Press, 1949); Grant Mc-
Connell, The Decline of Agrarian Democracy (Berkeley, Calif.: 
University of California Press, 1953); Philip Selznick, 7.V.A. 
and the Grass Roots (Berkeley, Calif.: University of California 
Press, 1949); J. D. Greenstone, “Labor in Three Cities” (unpub-
lished Ph.D. dissertation, Department of Political Science, Uni-
versity of Chicago, 1963); Karl Mannheim, Ideology and Utopia 
(New York: Harcourt, Brace, Harvest Books), pp. 118-119. 

17. AFL, Proceedings, 1924, pp. 5-6. 
18. Cf. Grant McConnell, Private Power and American Democracy 

(New York: Knopf, 1966), pp. 52-154. Michael Rogin, 
“Voluntarism: The Political Functions of an Anti-Political 
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Doctrine,” Industrial and Labor Relations Review, Vol. 15 
(July 1962). 

19. Cf. Angus Campbell, et al., The American Voter (New York: 
Wiley, 1960), pp. 188-265. 

Appendix A 
1. For further explication of the techniques of correlation analysis, 

cf. V. O. Key, Jr., A Primer of Statistics for Political Scientists 
(New York: Thomas Y. Crowell, 1954), pp. 78-153. 

Appendix B 
1. For a more detailed and precise explanation of the basic prin-

ciples and methods of factor analysis, see John M. Butler, ez al., 
Quantitative Naturalistic Research (Englewood Cliffs, N.J.: 
Prentice-Hall, 1963). Cf. also, L. L. Thurstone, Multiple Fac-
tor Analysis (Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1947). 

2. The adequacy of this approximation can be checked by perform-
ing mathematical operations on the factor matrix. Consider a 
factor matrix with the following loadings for the first two rows: row I II Til 1 3 —.7 8 2 8 —.2 1 
One multiplies corresponding elements of the two rows to-
gether and adds: (.3 x 8 = .24) + (—.7 x —2 = .14) + 
(.8 x —.1 = —.08) = .30. The computed relationship between 
rows one and two can be compared with the actual relationship 
on the original matrix. If the two approximate each other satis-
factorily, then the factor matrix has accounted for the relation-
ship. If not, additional factors should be extracted. 

In the present analysis, the fifth and sixth factors essentially 
loaded high on only one row each of the original matrix. Since 
the seventh, eighth . . . nth principal axes would account for pro-
gressively less of the original data, it seemed reasonable to believe 
that after the fourth principal axis one was extracting principal 
axes unique to one row of the original matrix rather than com-
mon to several rows. 

3. On the concept of simple structure, cf. L. L. Thurstone, Multiple 
Factor Analysis, op. cit., pp. 319-346. 

4. Cf. John M. Butler, et al., Quantitative Naturalistic Research, 
op. cit., Chapter 4. The first principal axis was ignored because 
it is an average of all the data rows. It should also be noted that in 
selecting data vectors around which to rotate, those with a nega-
tive loading on the first principal axis were ignored. 

5. The method of this rotation is described in ibid., Chapter 4 
and Appendix B. First an oblique rotation was made from the 

337 

Rogin, Michael Paul. The Intellectuals and McCarthy: the Radical Specter.
E-book, Cambridge: The MIT Press, 1967, https://hdl.handle.net/2027/heb00303.0001.001.
Downloaded on behalf of 3.142.55.105



NOTES TO APPENDIX B 

orthogonal principal axis matrix to the new matrix. This new 
matrix was then orthogonalized by a method that makes succes-
sive approximations to an orthogonal structure. In the present 
analysis, it was necessary to orthogonalize only once. 

6. The usual procedure for plotting scatter diagrams is used to 
examine the relation of each factor to each other by pairs. This 
gives six graphs in an analysis with four factors such as this 
one. 

7. On the method of graphical rotation cf. L. L. Thurstone, Multiple 
Factor Analysis, op. cit., pp. 194-216. In the present rotation the 
Populist and traditional Democratic factors became intercorre-
lated (r = —.33). 
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