











greed must not cause war, and fearful of the
consequences of military power, Teigan
manifestly indicated his faith that peace
could be preserved without resort to military
coercion. In a letter to Libby he wrote:

“It is obviously difficult to outline a pro-
gram that will keep our country out of war.
The best we can do is to prepare a program
that will make it more difficult for our war-
makers to plunge us into another world con-
flict.

“I want to say, however, that T am not of
the isolationist school. We cannot avert war
by merely sticking our heads in the sands,
as it were, when troubles develop between
other nations. It is my candid opinion that
the United States should lead in bringing
about united action on the part of the demo-
cratic governments of the world in putting
a stop to the activities of Hitler, Mussolini,
and their allies, This could be done by re-
fusing to sell war materials and supplies to
these aggressor nations. In other words, I
am for what may be termed ‘collective se-
curity,” as the best means of keeping this
country out of war.”

ALTHOUGH there was a distinct and grow-
ing difference between Farmer-Laborites
who endorsed a limited form of collective
security and the “neurotic neutralism” of the
party’s two senators, no great split in the
ranks occurred. Both groups shared many of
the same convictions. Senator Lundeen’s
Anglophobia did not antagonize Teigan
because he himself was suspicious of the
English Tories. Conversely, when Howard
Williams, who accepted a policy of economic
sanctions, charged that Republican Repre-
sentative Melvin Maas believed “in an out-
worn theory of neutrality which says the
flag, plus some good guns, should follow
the dollar of the International Banker,”
Lundeen or Shipstead might have made the
criticism as easily.** All Farmer-Laborites
were certain that war resulted from eco-
nomic greed. Influenced by bitter memories
of World War I, affected by revisionism,
and possibly mesmerized by their own rhe-
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toric, they were extremely wary of the use
of power, especially military power.

Moreover, the difference within the party
over foreign policy was of little significance
in 1938, for in that year the Farmer-Labor
party met disaster. The depression years had
created the political climate needed for the
party’s rise to power. The despair and dis-
content accompanying those years were
fertile ground for the zealous and often doc-
trinaire radicalism always present within the
movement. Blind to the popular front tactics
of the Communists and lacking since Olson’s
death the tempering guidance of their only
influential pragmatic politician, the party’s
radicals rarely considered the political con-
sequences of their actions. While few ob-
servers expected Governor Benson to win
re-election in 1938, practically no one fore-
saw the total repudiation the party suffered.
Only one Farmer-Labor congressman, Rich-
ard T. Buckler of the ninth district, was able
to salvage his seat from the wreckage. Even
Teigan, ensconced in what had been con-
sidered a safe constituency, went down to
defeat.

Since the party never again experienced
a significant electoral victory, it is impos-
sible to say now whether the difference over
foreign policy that was developing within
the ranks would have created a major rift.
In any event, the Farmer-Labor congress-
men who represented Minnesota in the
seventy-fifth Congress, although isolation-
ists, did not agree on what America’s foreign
policy should be. Likewise, differences
existed among the state’s isolationist Repub-
lican congressmen on the issue of foreign
policy. What is significant is that the re-
sponse of the isolationists to American for-
eign policy as the second world war ap-
proached displayed considerable diversity.
They could agree on little more than keep-
ing war away from America.

“ Teigan to Libby, September 1, 1938, Teigan
Papers.

“Speech by Williams over WTCN, Septem-
ber 30, 1938, typeseript copy in the Wiﬁiams
Papers.
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