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distinctions between such citizens, whether native born or natural-
ized, but guarantees to all, alike, the same political rights at home,
and the same governmental protection abroad. And we further
declare that the amendments to the Constitution of Massachusetts
placing additional restrictions upon the admission of the foreign-
born adopted citizens to the right of suffrage, is an act of the Re-
publican party, and that we hold them responsible for it, as an open
avowal of principles which are secretly and covertly held by that
party in Minnesota, and wherever that sectional organization exists,
which is manifested by the fact that they have placed in nomination
for the suffrages of the native and adopted citizens of Minnesota,
James H. Baker, for Secretary of State, Gordon E. Cole, for Attorney
General, and William Windom, for Representative in Congress,
three open and avowed Know Nothings.” It was further declared in
the platform that homestead principles were of Democratic origin,
that land sales in Minnesota were contrary to the desire of the
Democrats, and that the president should be urged to postpone the
sales.'® The Republican platform, on the other hand, held the Demo-
cratic administration responsible for the defeat of the homestead law.
For a German in the backwoods who had little knowledge of the
political history of the issues involved, both platforms might have
had equal appeal.

There was, however, a widespread distrust of both parties among
the Germans, many of whom thought both corrupt and given to
nativistic tendencies. Thus the bid for the German vote expressed
itself in the nomination of many a German candidate on state and
local tickets. In Minnesota each party had a German candidate on
the state ticket in 1859. Francis Baasen of New Ulm had been elected
secretary of state on a Democratic ticket in 1857. In 1859 he was re-
nominated, and the Republicans named another German, Scheffer
of St. Paul, as candidate for state treasurer.

It is significant that neither party derided the German candidate
of its opponent for being a foreigner. There was little said against
Baasen, who was in office at the time. The twenty-three-year-old
Scheffer, a freethinking liberal who recently had moved to Minne-

* pioneer and Democrat, August 20, 1859.
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sota from Wisconsin, was reproached for his youth and for being an
infidel. His name is printed in different forms in the contemporary
press, and a Democratic paper said that he was so unknown that
nobody knew how to spell his name.?® In 1860 each party named a
German as one of the four presidential electors on its ticket — Wil-
liam Pfaender of New Ulm on the Republican, Joseph Weinmann
of Benton on the Democratic.

The German candidates contributed speeches in their native
tongue to the campaigns of 1859 and 1860. In 1860 A. H. Wagner
of New Ulm, who had been one of the German delegates to the
Chicago convention of 1860, joined Pfaender frequently on his
speaking tours.”* Their speeches were rarely printed. The Germans
lacked reporters and newspapers, and though the English-language
papers often mention the speeches, they do not give the contents.
That public discussions provided a favorite entertainment for the
Germans is indicated by the relieved “At last” with which Wolff an-
nounced a’long-awaited debate between Pfaender and Weinmann
in St. Anthony and St. Paul in October, 1860. It was reported in the
Republican Staatszeitung of November 3. Weinmann’s grammar,
logic, and knowledge of statistics and history were found faulty, and
he was said to have “made a laughing stock of himself, his party and
Germanity” by his appearance, which was described as “a cruelty
to animals.” Praise of a speaker by a paper representing his own
party or derision by the opposition press indicates little. The scales
of public German oratory in Minnesota, however, tipped in favor
of the Republicans without the weight of Carl Schurz.

Schurz has been called “the most ubiquitous as well as the ablest
speaker in the German language if not the ablest Republican cam-
paigner” of his time. He was glorified in German-American history
and praised by Minnesota papers as the “illustrious German patriot
and exile,” as “one of the really great minds and men of the coun-

» Henderson Democrat, October 12, 1859.

% Speeches are reported for Baasen in the Scorz County Democrat, August 277, Octo-
ber 1, 1859; for Schefler, in the Stz. Cloud Democrat, September 22, 1859, and the
Minnesotian, November 3, 1860, Pfaender’s and Wagner’s schedule included Mankato,
Henderson, Carver, Shakopee, St. Paul, and St. Peter between October 20 and 30, 1860.
Sce the Independent (Mankato), October 25, 1860.
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try,” and as “a man of talent and education.” Occasionally he was
attacked, for instance in Hastings, where he was described as a
“refugee who made his own land too hot to hold him.” Quickly the
Faribault Republican grasped the chance to ask “German citizens
how they liked such specimens of democratic toleration and regard
for foreigners.”** It was evidently not advisable for either side to
attack Schurz.

Schurz arrived in St. Paul on September 19, 1859, and he spoke in
Shakopee, Chaska, Lexington, Henderson, Stillwater, St. Anthony,
St. Paul, and St. Cloud, and perhaps in other communities. On Oc-
tober 1, when the German reading club of St. Paul opened the
Athenaeum, Schurz was conducted to the clubhouse in a torchlight
procession. There he delivered a German speech of ninety minutes,
followed by another in English. The contents were not printed; the
Staatszeitung found the German speech good and the English one a
work of art. Short notices appeared in the English-language papers,
the reporters noting the “good impression” that Schurz made on the
German audience.”

The highlight of Schurz’s appearance in Minnesota was his de-
bate with Emil Rothe of Wisconsin in St. Anthony and St. Paul.
The fact that the Democratic party sent its best German orator from
Wisconsin to Minnesota when Schurz was campaigning in the latter
state illustrates the importance credited to him. In Germany, Schurz
and Rothe had been comrades in a student fight for freedom; in
America they became residents of the same town in Wisconsin; now
they opposed each other publicly in Minnesota. Their debate in
Stansfield Hall in St. Anthony was a success for Schurz, according
to the Republican papers and the Pioneer. The latter newspaper de-
clared that Rothe was at a disadvantage because Schurz was the first
and the last to speak and also because he could speak English, a
language in which Rothe could not reply. Schurz exposed the dif-
ferences between slave and free labor, and when Rothe defended

2 Gchafer, in American Historical Review, 47:52; Falls Evening News (St. An-
thony), September 24, 1850; Minnesotian, October 3, 1859; Stillwater Democrat,
September 24, 1859; Faribault Republican, November 21, 1859,

B Intimate Letters of Carl Schurz, 192—-208 (Madison, 1928); Sz. Paul Times,
September 23, 1859; Minnesota State News (Minneapolis), September 17, 1859;
Staatszeitung, October 8, 1859.
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slavery as traditional, Schurz asked poignantly if a historical wrong
ever could become a historical right. Rothe remarked that the Home-
stead Bill was unjust to those who did not need or want land —an
unfortunate statement in a young agricultural state like Minnesota.
He reproached Schurz for adhering to the Republican party after it
failed to nominate him for governor of Wisconsin, giving Schurz
a chance to declare his faith in essential convictions which “the
Democrats obviously could not understand.” It was characteristic
of Schurz to extoll principles rather than views on the issues of the
day, leading his opponents to think “that his acquirements appear to
be more of a philosophic cast than those of a statesman trained to
grapple with the realities of life.” This tendency accounts for the
only praise the Pioneer could give its fellow partisan Rothe, who is
described as a “practical talker, not a visionary essayist such as
Schurz.” 2*

English-speaking Republicans often found great merit in
Schurz’s political stand. The Winona Republican devoted three col-
umns in each of two issues to a full report of his speech in St. Louis
on August 1, 1860, because of its “profound political analysis of
American politics.” The speech was recommended to the “candid
and careful perusal of every reader . . . whether of European or
American origin.” Further reports of speeches by Schurz appear in
the Sz. Peter Tribune and in the weekly New Ulm Pionier, which
needed five issues to give a full account of a speech in Massachusetts
on January 4, 1860.%°

A circumstance that favored the Republican cause in Minnesota
in the eyes of the Germans was the friendly attitude toward them
exhibited by the new Republican governor, Alexander Ramsey, and
Lieutenant Governor Donnelly. As early as 1857 Ramsey was mem-
tioned as a friend of the German-speaking people after he attended
a lecture given by Ludvigh in St. Paul** When Donnelly founded
Nininger he wanted to attract Germans from the East, and his

* Staatszeitung, October 1, 1859; Stillwater Democrat, October 1, 1859; Pioneer
and Democrat, October 6, 1859.

% Winona Republican, August 15, 1860; St. Peter Tribune, February 29, March 28,
May 23, 31, 1860; New Ulm Pionier, July 28, August 4, 11, 18, 25, 1860.

* Minnesota Deutsche Zeitung, September 19, 1857.
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Immigrant Aid Journal issued to advertise the townsite contained
two pages of English and two of German material in each number.
On one occasion, Donnelly addressed the Germans of Minnesota in
a letter to the Staatszeitung: “Germans, who have left your father-
land because you did not want to have your rights trampled on . . .
if you desire to act as free citizens and to prove yourself worthy of
the character which the Germans of Europe acquired as philosophers
and thinkers, then you have to ask for an explanation and reason for
your faith and you must not obey orders from small demagogues.”
He referred to the loyalty that the Germans—and the Irish as well
—had shown for the Democratic party, for “Democracy.”*" The
uprooting of the traditional partisanship of the German voters rep-
resents one of the most interesting aspects of the election of 1860 in
the Northwest.

The foregoing description of the attitude of the Minnesota press,
the situation with respect to German-language papers, the political
issues, and the campaign gives a background for German participa-
tion in the election of 1860 in Minnesota. It remains to ascertain, as
far as possible, how the German-born immigrants voted.

The present study is concerned with the ten counties where the
density of the German population was greatest, either throughout
the county or in certain townships. They are Blue Earth, Brown,
Carver, Hennepin, Le Sueur, Nicollet, Ramsey, Scott, Sibley, and
Stearns. With the exception of Hennepin, all had heavy Democratic
majorities in 1857. Carver, Le Sueur, Nicollet, Ramsey, Scott, Sibley,
and Stearns showed Democratic majorities in 1859. In 1860 only
Scott and Stearns retained them. Sibley could have had a Democratic
majority if the vote had not been split over the two Democratic can-
didates for the presidency.?®

In 1860 the votes returned throughout Minnesota amounted to
20.5 per cent of the total population. This. would mean that every

»

2 Translated from an article entitled “An die Deutschen von Minnesota,” in the
Staatszeitung, October 9, 1858.

% Sibley County returned 397 votes for Lincoln, 384 for Douglas, and 18 for
Breckenridge. Election returns for counties have been obtained from the Tribune

Almanac, 60 (New York, 1868).
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potential voter went to the polls, for every fifth person in the popu-
lation is supposedly a voter. Obviously, this was not the case in
Minnesota in 1860 or in 1859, when an even larger percentage voted
despite frequent contemporary complaints that many voters did not
go to the polls. Certainly all Minnesota’s eligible voters did not par-
ticipate in the election. A computation of the number of male persons
above the age of twenty, in comparison with the number of votes
returned in each county, results in the following percentages for par-
ticipation: 78 for Blue Earth, 68 for Brown, 58 for Carver, 68 for
Hennepin, 77 for Le Sueur, 68 for Nicollet, 70 for Ramsey, 81 for
Scott, %9 for Sibley, 69 for Stearns, and 72 for the whole state. In real-
ity, these percentages were probably larger, since it cannot be assumed
that every male person above the age of twenty had the right to vote.

The figures show deviations that are hard to explain. Was the
numerous foreign-born element in Carver County responsible for the
low proportion? If so, why should Stearns with a German popula-
tion of approximately 60 per cent show a participation close to the
average for the state? In Otter Tail County on the frontier the
participation was as low as 15 per cent. But Brown County, also
directly on the frontier, shows a participation of 68 per cent. The
participation of 76 per cent in Fillmore County, where only 2 per
cent of the people were Germans, might be attributed to the
presence of a large native American element and a politically eager
Norwegian group. Olmsted County, however, with very few Ger-
mans and an even larger native element, showed a participation of
only 71 per cent; and Scott County, with a German population
of 34.4 per cent and Sibley County with one of 35 per cent, partici-
pated in the voting to the extent of 81 and %9 per cent. For the
counties no general tendency in the participation can be established
with respect to national composition, urban or rural districts, Demo-
cratic or Republican majorities, or location.

Perhaps the township figures would be more revealing. The only
sources for data on township returns, however, are local newspapers,
since no detailed results for 1860 are preserved in the office of the
secretary of state. For the present purpose, it is particularly unfor-
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tunate that no township results are available for Carver County.?
Data for the composition of the population in townships can be de-
rived only from the manuscript census. Such a count was undertaken,
but the manuscript census of 1860 enumerates the population of
Stearns County according to post offices, not townships. Thus no
detailed comparison of the German population and election results
is possible for that county.

By enumerating German-born persons and their children for each
township and estimating the percentage of the German stock in the
total population of the ten counties under consideration, the writer
was able to list townships or city wards where German stock
amounted to more than thirty per cent of the population.®® Only six
townships in other Minnesota counties had German populations of
more than thirty per cent in 1860: Hampton in Dakota County,
Wheeling in Rice, Hay Creek in Goodhue, and Jefferson, Mount
Vernon, and Wilson in Winona.

Detailed data were not available for Carver, but scattered refer-
ences were found to respective majorities in different townships.**
The return of 504 votes for Lincoln and 324 for Douglas can leave
no doubt that a substantial number of Germans must have voted
for Lincoln, since more than half the population was German and
there is no reason to suspect that the Germans were more indifferent
than others toward the election. Chaska Township —the only one
for which the number of votes was found — with a German propor-
tion of 8.8, showed a considerably larger participation than the av-
erage for the county. A Republican newspaper commented with
justifiable joy that “Carver County was redeemed” in 1860. In 1850,
it had returned 473 votes for Ramsey to 524 for George L. Becker,
the Democratic nominee for governor.**

2 No local newspaper was published in Carver County late in 1860, and no
paper in the neighboring counties published detailed results for Carver County.

8 The writer has the tabulated statistical information upon which she based the
conclusions presented in the pages that follow, and she will be glad to make it available
to research workers who wish to use it. The Minnesota Historical Society has a copy
of her table showing “Voting Participation and Election Results” in certain Minnesota
townships in 1860.

8 State News, November 10, 1860; Falls Evening News, November 10, 1860; Staats-
zeftung, November 10, 1860.

% Falls Evening News, November 10, 1860.
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The data for Scott County are misleading. The percentage for
participation is exceptionally high—81 per cent on the basis of the
male population above twenty years of age, and 262 per cent on
the basis of the total population. There probably were some irregu-
larities in the election, for the participation on the latter basis was
88 per cent in Helena Township and 45 per cent in Cedar Lake
Township. Even if every potential voter went to the polls, it is
impossible to believe that 88 out of 100 residents of Helena had the
right to vote. The startling percentages increase the average figure
for participation in Scott County to such an extent that most town-
ships lag behind the average for the whole county.

While Stearns County returned a Democratic majority, the Re-
publicans gained there considerably. There were 255 Republican and
552 Democratic votes returned for the county in 1857; 375 Republi-
can and 660 Democratic votes in 1859; and 438 Republican and 494
Democratic votes in 1860. The Democratic majority, which had
amounted to 297 three years carlier, was reduced to 44 in 1860. It
can hardly be assumed that the vote of 482 for Douglas and 12 for
Breckenridge was exclusively a German vote, which it would have
had to be if the 438 votes for Lincoln were attributed to the non-
German population in a county where 59 per cent of the population
was German. The population of Stearns County was largely Catho-
lic, and it included a considerable number of Irish who voted as
usual for the Democratic party in 1860.%°

Certain conclusions can be reached, although the incompleteness
of the data for Stearns and Carver counties must be kept in mind.
Of the 29 townships or wards where a comparison with participation
in the county is possible, 12 showed a participation above and 17 a
participation below the average. Of the latter, 4 in Scott County are
doubtful. In 10 out of 29 townships with a German population of
more than 50 per cent, 6 had a participation above and 4 a participa-
tion below the average for the county. Of the 10 counties studied,
only Hennepin and Carver lagged noticeably behind the participa-
tion in the state; Ramsey with 202 per cent was almost identical

3 This can be checked in other townships, such as Cedar Lake and Credit River in
Scott County, or Erin and Shicldsville in Rice County.
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with the state’s 20.5 per cent, and all others showed a higher partici-
pation. It may thus be concluded that the participation of the
Minnesoa Germans as voters in the election of Lincoln was at least
as lively as that of the state’s total population —a good indication of
German interest in the issues of the election of 1860.

It would be impossible to determine exactly the number of Ger-
mans who voted for or against Lincoln unless the electoral units
were made up of Germans only. A comparative study, however, of
the majorities in the townships is revealing. Of townships where
Germans amounted to more than half the population, 12 returned a
Republican and 2 a Democratic majority. Even if it were possible to
check the results in Stearns County with the German percentage in
the various townships, the balance would remain in favor of the
Republican vote, because of 12 townships in Stearns which reported
in 1860, there were 7 with Republican and 5 with Democratic ma-
jorities. Of the townships where the German population amounted
to 30 and 50 per cent, it is known that 1o returned Republican and
8 Democratic majorities.

How large were these majorities? In the first group of townships,
8 Republican majorities amounted to more than double the number
of votes for Douglas. For 5 townships in Carver falling into this
group, the check could not be made. There were 2 townships with
Democratic majorities in the group where Germans amounted to
more than half the population; only one returned more than double
the number of votes for Lincoln. In the group of townships with a
German population of between 30 and 50 per cent, 6 out of 10
Republican majorities amounted to more than twice the combined
Democratic vote, and 4 were large enough to defeat a combined Dem-
ocratic vote. Only 2 of the Democratic majorities in this group of
townships amounted to double the number of votes for Lincoln. A
summation of the number of votes returned in townships with more
than 50 per cent of Germans results in 808 votes for Lincoln and
345 for Douglas. If the votes for Carver and Stearns counties are
added, the vote for Lincoln is 1,673 and that for Douglas 1,096.

It is impossible to dissect the vote where it would seem to be
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most significant, that is, where the returns were highest in absolute
numbers, such as all St. Paul, the fourth ward of Winona, with 40.8
per cent Germans in a population of 1,200, or in the most densely
populated counties. Either the German percentage was not high
enough to warrant definite conclusions or the data are unobtain-
able.** It has been necessary to restrict the present investigation to
the districts where German settlers were most numerous. Demo-
cratic majorities were found where Catholics prevailed, as in Belle
Plaine and Louisville in Scott County, in and about Mankato, and
in Stearns County. In centers of Lutheran settlement, where the
Germans were mainly from Prussia and Hanover, Republican ma-
jorities were returned. Among such settlements were Arlington and
Dryden townships in Sibley County, Courtland Township in Nicol-
let County, and Hamburg in Carver County. New Ulm offers proof
of the frequently mentioned support for Lincoln by German free-
thinkers and liberals. There, according to a check of the manuscript
census, every man who had a right to vote must have done so, with
the result that 155 votes were returned for Lincoln and 31 for Doug-
las, the latter probably by the group that supported Baasen. Where-
ever Turners and freethinkers were active, as in Henderson, Carver,
and Shakopee, testimony of their Republican partisanship can be
found in newspaper notices, and election results support the tra-
ditional impression. .

It cannot be claimed that the Germans in Minnesota contributed
a very significant absolute number of votes for Lincoln. Minnesota
returned 4 electoral votes for Lincoln, as did Iowa. Wisconsin re-
turned 5. Minnesota’s electoral vote represented 22,069 single votes
for Lincoln and 11,920 for Douglas. In regions where a test was
possible, and where the Germans amounted to more than half the
population, 808 votes were returned for Lincoln and 345 for Doug-
las — proof that the Germans contributed their share to the Republi
can victory of 1860.

% No results are reported for the city wards of Winona in which the German
proportion varied from % to 40.8 per cent.
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