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affiliation during the 1937 election was the only
charge remaining.54

In an attempt to verify the charge, Adams
contacted Assistant Attorney General Warren
Burger, a St. Paul native and Republican, who
would make an impartial witness. Burger “had no
reason to feel that Haycraft’s support of the
Farmer-Labor party had anything to do with
Communist affiliations” but suggested that former
Governor Stassen might be better informed.
Stassen ridiculed most of the accusations, point-
ing out that more than half of the adult popula-
tion of Minnesota had voted Farmer-Labor. Were
they all Communists? The Communist party
might have endorsed Haycraft’s candidacy, but it
had also supported President Roosevelt. Did that
make Roosevelt a Communist? Stassen then
explained the political bitterness that existed in
Minneapolis during the 1930s between business
and labor and suggested that as a motive for the
accusations against Haycraft.55

Although Adams was convinced of Haycraft’s
innocence, there was heavy pressure from the
Department of Defense to terminate Haycraft
and several other officers. With the McCarthy
hearings less than six weeks off, the army could
not afford any suggestion of being soft on commu-
nism. During June 1954 Lt. Col. Haycraft was
relieved of command and ordered to show cause
for his retention in the army. The seeds of
revenge planted by Mulcahy and Sylvester
decades earlier had finally borne fruit.56

O
n October 25 an army board of inquiry met
at the Pentagon to consider Haycraft’s case.
The complete set of charges initially recom-
mended was reinstated, and Haycraft finally
received a summary of information detailing
the history of the investigation against him.

Although all the supporting documents and the

names of his accusers were withheld, the accused
could finally begin to defend himself. His brother
Everett, chief trial examiner of the Federal Trade
Commission, acted as his attorney. Together, they
demanded the right to face Haycraft’s accusers
and began gathering evidence to refute the
charges. From December 1954 to February 1955,
fifty-three individuals who had had close contacts
with Haycraft, primarily from 1924 to 1938, sub-
mitted detailed affidavits. The witnesses included
former University of Minnesota football coach
Spears and teammates Herbert Joesting and
George MacKinnon; Haycraft’s Minneapolis min-
ister, Frank Jennings; his brothers Sylvester and
Glenn; his ex-wife, Alberta Jacoby, and her broth-
er; Farmer-Labor leaders Elmer Benson,
Congressman Roy Weir, Guy Alexander, and K. J.
Flakne; Haycraft’s Minnesota National Guard
superiors, including Adj. Gen. Nelson; and, finally,
his recent army commanders. In 150 pages,
Haycraft’s witnesses thoroughly destroyed every
charge manufactured against him. But would the
board of inquiry accept this testimony in the
midst of the political hysteria of the Cold War,
when loyalty was always suspect?57

Aware of the politically sensitive position of
the U. S. Army in the McCarthy era, Haycraft

54 John G. Adams, Memorandum for Asst. Sec.
Milton, Mar. 5, 1954, SIF; Adams, Without Precedent,
95–96, 161–233; Adams to Haycraft, Mar. 22, 1979, copy
in author’s possession.

55 John G. Adams, Memorandum: Telephone con-
versation with Asst. Attorney General Burger re: Lt. Col.
Kenneth C. Haycraft, Mar. 10, 1954, and Adams,
Memorandum: Interview with . . . Stassen,” Mar. 10,
1954—both SIF.

56 Adams to Haycraft, Mar. 22, 1979; Adams,
Memorandum for Asst. Sec. Milton, Mar. 5, 1954, and
Gerald G. Eply, Subject: Haycraft, Kenneth C., June 15,
1954, both SIF; Haycraft to author, June 4, 1992.

57 Army, Report of Proceedings, 1–8; Adjutant
General to President, Board of Inquiry, Jan. 7, 1955,
SIF; Haycraft to author, Aug. 4, 1992.

Haycraft in uniform at a 1957 football reunion, sur-
rounded by old friends who testified for him: (from
top, left) All Americans Herb Joesting, George
Gibson, Haycraft, Harold Hansen, and Bronko
Nagurski; (bottom) Johnny McGovern and Clarence
(Doc) Spears
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appealed to the one Minnesotan who had both
the political power and the anti-Communist
record to counterbalance the fears of the board:
Hubert H. Humphrey. The Minnesota senator
proudly claimed to have “led a successful effort to
clean the Communists and left wingers out of the
Democratic Farmer-Labor Party.” Humphrey had
no doubt that the Communist party was “a threat
to the safety and even the very existence of this
country.” With the 1954 elections approaching, he
offered an amendment to the Subversive
Activities Control Act of 1950 that would outlaw
the Communist party because, as a “conspiracy,
directed by a hostile foreign power with the
objective of destroying our government, it has no
right to existence under our Constitution.”58

In early December 1954 Haycraft wrote
Humphrey, requesting a meeting to explain the
charges relating to “my running for Mayor in 1937
on the Farmer-Labor party ticket which (it is
alleged) was a Communist Front Party.” On
February 10, 1955, Humphrey wrote Secretary of
the Army Stevens, informing him that “to call the
Farmer-Labor Party a Communist front is to
reveal a sense of political immaturity and misun-
derstanding that is unworthy of responsible offi-
cials.” He continued, “To the best of my knowl-
edge, Col. Haycraft was not and is not in any way
a sympathizer of the Communist Party, nor under
its control or domination,” adding that he had
been fighting the Communist party all of his adult
life and “would be the last man on earth to come
to the defense of anyone who I had reason to
believe was a Communist sympathizer or member
of the Communist Party.” The senator also made
his case personally to one of Stevens’s top assis-
tants: “To call anybody associated with the
Farmer-Labor Party a security risk or a loyalty risk
for that reason alone is an insult to more than
600,000 persons.” Humphrey’s determined inter-
est in the case finally overcame the board’s fear of
retribution for reinstating Haycraft. On May 27,

1955, the army advised Lt. Col. Haycraft that it
had decided to “terminate the elimination pro-
ceedings and to close the case favorably.”59

With the cloud of disloyalty finally lifted from
his reputation, Haycraft was promoted to colonel
and served out the final six years of his army
career as a professor of military science in the
ROTC program at the University of Alaska. On
retiring in 1961, he received a commendation
medal for accomplishments that were “worthy of
emulation and reflect credit upon himself, and
the United States Army.”60 The loyalty of a boy
from Bemidji who grew up to be a Minnesota All
American had finally been accepted. Haycraft’s
years of political commitment to the victims of
the depression in Minnesota would no longer
brand him a Communist. In the end, the red-bait-
ing of Kenneth Haycraft failed.

58 Humphrey to Stevens, Feb. 10, 1955, SIF; Humphrey to Leo Marx, Oct. 9, 1954, and 83rd Cong., 2d sess., S.
3706, Calendar No. 1720, copies in Hubert H. Humphrey Papers, MHS.

59 Haycraft to Humphrey, Dec. 8, 1954, Humphrey Papers, General Correspondence files; Humphrey to Stevens,
Feb. 10, 1955, and Humphrey to Haycraft, Feb. 9, 1955, both SIF; Adams to Haycraft, Aug. 10, 1979, and Haycraft to
Adams, Apr. 29, 1979, copies in author’s possession; John A. Klein to Lt. Col. Haycraft, May 27, 1955, SIF.

60 Haycraft army personnel record and Citation For Army Commendation Medal, undated typescript, both SIF.
Kenneth and Marion Haycraft live in Hawaii and still occasionally visit friends and Gophers teammates in the Twin
Cities. The Haycrafts generously sent family files and memorabilia to the author to aid his research.

The pictures on p. 170, 172, 185, and 186 are courtesy the Haycraft family; p. 174 is from the University of
Minnesota Archives, Minneapolis. All others are in the MHS collections.

Hubert H. Humphrey about 1946, when he was
mayor of Minneapolis
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