McCarthy Era Politics:

The Ordeal of Senator Lester Hunt

The fear of communism constituted one of the most explosive
elements in American life and politics 1n the first two decades

following World War II.

The anti-communist hysteria reached its peak in the

early 1950s, the so-called “McCarthy Era.” Although

Senator Joseph R. McCarthy became a symbol during

these years of America’s fight against “godless com-

munism,’ in reality it was a much broader phenomenon.

By Rick EWig Wide segments of American soclety—entertainment,
business, labor and education —were caught up in the

anti-communist ferment. Democrat Harry S. Truman,

with his 1947 loyalty review program and his red-baiting

of Progressive Party candidate Henry Wallace 1n the 1948
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Sen. McCarthy arrives at a Milwaukee dinner in his honor, Dec. 11, 1951. A few days before McCarthy began his virulent

anti-communist campaign, Congressman Richard Nixon of California spoke at Lincoln Day Dinners in
Laramie and warned that ‘one of the major problems facing this country today— Communaists high in t
of this country.”

presidential election, added a distinétly bipartisan flavor
to the anti-communist attack—a fact until recently
overlooked by historians!

Because of the célebrated congressional investigations
of the period and McCarthy’s own presence in the United
States Senate, few institutions In' American government
touched by the communist controversy have received more
scholarly attention than the senate in the early 1950s.
Clearly at times the “politics of fear” virtually paralyzed
both parties in the upper house, and —given the nearly
even division among Democrat and Republican members
— party strategists sometimes yielded to the temptation
to use the communist issue (or related symbolic questions)
to win marginal seats. A few senators —William Benton,
Ralph Flanders, Margaret Chase Smith and others —spoke
out forcefully against “McCarthyistic” tactics, but until
1954, they were largely unsuccesstul. Wyoming's Lester
C. Hunt’s more modest role in the controversy has largely
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been ignored by academics, a somewhat unusual fa
view of rumors linking the senator’s suicide to “Mc
thyistic” tactics by his opponents.?
Lester C. Hunt, born in 1892 and raised 1

Illinois family, put himself through

school of dentistry by working as a switchman on
railroad. Graduating in 1917, he opened a practice
Lander, Wyoming, having first become familiar with t
town by pitching for its semi-pro baseball team betwe
spring and fall semesters and working as a bartender
the evenings. Hunt continued his dental career until t

as a Democrat in 1932, and 1n 1934 he wo
two terms as Wyoming’s Secretary of State.
governor in 1942, he served six years in the
resigning midway through his second term
cessful race for the United States Senate.
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Coming from a sparsely-populated conservative West-
ern state, Hunt’s main preoccupation was constituent ser-
vice, but he was not adverse to taking hiberal stands 1f prin-
ciples about which he felt strongly were involved. In his
1948 senate campaign, Hunt advocated a national health
program in which the federal government would help
finance medical research and education and assist in the
building of hospitals. He also supported a reduction ot
1 {taxes by giving proportionately greater relief to the millions
'of low income families and repeal of the Taft-Hartley Act
P ﬁwhich had “encouraged litigation 1n labor disputes and
- -l Zdisappointed the established American policy of collec-
-1 itive bargaining.” While 1n the senate, Hunt co-signed a
‘iletter addressed to President Truman calling for worldwide
. - .. i {communication and disarmament.* Senator Hunt and the

w. - yiviews he held can be classified as those of a moderate

e e T ——r—

S 1

. me=e

,_
. S

- —

11 [liberal.
YRR 'i Serving on the Armed Services Committee, on the
\g- SN d. District of Columbia Committee, briefly on the Rules and
\Q o Administration Committee until he became a member ot

v | {the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce and
/. | lon the Ketauver Crime Investigation Committee, through
t. ..J{which he became a minor national figure, Hunt main-
.1 = Yitained his political independence. He supported Eisen-
~...% i [bower’s foreign policy, and when offered a position on the
SR {Democratic Steering Committee of the Senate, he refused,
~## ¢ [saying he wished to be free of any obligations so he could
lact independently on all senate matters. Hunt “was will-
N ing to forego the policy of his party whenever he felt it
1.t 7 lcame 1n conflict with the best interests of the people he
iw: ol |had been chosen to serve.”
1.+ ..-|. As Sen. Hunt entered office, a growing preoccupa-
sashmcmmiett=== Itjon with domestic communism was beginning to take
rogun his e shape in Washington. The House Un-American Activities
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i Cheyenne @k ﬂCommlttee searched for communist influence in govern-
¢ highn the goue™ 'ment and entertainment; the Hiss Case attracted popular
attention; and the Soviet Union’s detonation of its first
atomic bomb set off widespread fear of foreign espionage.
f .'_' J a . 6
qusual 8¢ Hunt shared the broader concern with communism, ¢ but
e o “‘Mcletthe did not approve of the methods employed in fighting
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the “red menace” by such men as McCarthy. According
g raised 0 @ PO Lester Hunt, Jr.,

| 5 Louts Univel‘si-l | . . . one of the things that was important to him about
' ‘* | giichman o0 McCarthy, not so much the whole red thing, [that] my father
. ' was not particularly worried about. He was afraid ot com-
munists, too, so 1t didn't worry him that McCarthy was out
. to get the reds if there were any, as much as it did the way
. ehall 2l bfftWE[E ; he went about 1t, and the use he made of his senate position
) H"“-Ziis d bar[ffllde[-é - [which] my father really resented.’

- geonal €2
4me 0 ccupauon F“ Should be degraded in the anti-communist crusade.

i e legsiatd “} i  Sen. Hunt had a strong personal dislike for McCar-
" s i 'thy. He saw the junior senator from Wisconsin as “an
" gttt 'opportunist, and liar, and drunk . . . . We used to sit on

..e ho¥ jour front porch and could see McCarthy guzzling away
yoter 4% ?with his girlfriend 1n the back yard. To my father that
iwas just awful, that kind of behavior. It demeaned the

senate, demeaned the position, made people'think poorly
of politicians.” On one occasion, a plane carrying both
Hunt and McCarthy was forced down 1n Pittsburgh, com-
pelling the two senators to share a hotel room for the night.
According to his son, “. . . Hunt was in . . . fits. You [would
have| thought he had just been with a murderer or a Nazi.
He felt unclean about having associated with that per-
son. He really had a strong distaste for him personally.™

Apparently, Sen. Hunt first confronted the McCar-
thy techniques during the Malmedy hearings. A number
of German prisoners, who had been convicted and sen-
tenced for killing approximately 150 unarmed American
soldiers at the Belgian village of Malmedy during the Bat-
tle of the Bulge, accused their United States Army inter-
rogators and prosecutors of beating and torturing them,
and tricking them into signing confessions. An Armed
Forces Subcommittee, composed of Hunt, Democrat Estes
Kefauver of Tennessee and Connecticut Republican Ray-
mond Baldwin, investigated the charges. Senator McCar-
thy, although he was not a member of the subcommuit-
tee, took up the cause of the German prisoners. The chair-
man, Senator Baldwin, 1n general, defended the military
proceedings, while McCarthy, possibly to endear himself
to Wisconsins large German population and perhaps gain
some national headlines, attacked the Army. While never
questioning the affidavits of the German prisoners, the
Wisconsin Senator accused the American interrogators
and prosecutors of lying and demanded they take lie-
detector tests. When the subcommittee rejected this idea,
McCarthy charged his colleagues were conducting a
“whitewash” and stormed out of the proceedings.

Today when I find the junior Senator from Wyoming

and the Senator from Connecticut very obviously afraid of

the results of a hie-detector-test, I can only conclude that

I have confirmed all of the things that disturbed me greatly

all along,.and that was that this committee is not concerned

1th gett the facts . . . .®
with getting the tacts L

While the subcommittee ultimately upheld most of the
original military verdicts, Baldwin had been so stung by
the incident he shortly thereafter seized the opportunity
to leave elective politics for a seat on the Connecticut
Supreme Court.!® Although rather subdued throughout
the hearings, Sen. Hunt must have been somewhat pained 4
by the encounter.

Sen. McCarthy easily made the transition from de-
fending German prisoners to attacking people he con-
sidered communists. Although he had dabbled in the issue
before! McCarthy's anti-communist campaign really
began February 9, 1950, in Wheeling, West Virginia,
when he accused the State Department of harboring 205
known communists or party loyalists. On February 20, he
took his case to the senate floor and detailed 57 cases of
“known” communists in the Department of State —a move
which led the Senate Foreign Relations Committee to set

up a subcommittee to investigate the charges.'?
The Democrats on the subcommittee, led by chair-
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man Millard Tydings of Maryland, found McCarthy’s
charges to be unsubstantiated. The Democratic majority
report accused the Wisconsin Senator of conducting a
“fraud and hoax” and “perhaps the most nefarious cam-
paign of half-truths and untruth{s] in the history of the
Republic.® The Tydings report became an issue in par-
tisan politics, with the Democrats generally supporting
1t and the Republicans calling the investigation inade-
quate. Maine Senator Margaret Chase Smith and six other
Republican moderates issued a “Declaration of Con-
science’ acknowledging the communist threat, but also
charging that the senate had become a “forum of hate
and character assassination sheltered by the shield of con-
gressional immunity.?* Most moderate Republicans, how-
ever, still considered the Tydings report as excessively par-
tisan and resisted the etforts of the Democrats to shift the
focus of attention from communism to McCarthy’s tac-
tics. With the tacit support of the Republican party,
McCarthy continued to speak of “reds” in government,
unimpeded by the subcommittee’s majority report.ts
The Wisconsin Senator also turned his attention to
the 1950 elections, and one in which he was directly
involved was John Marshall Butler’s successful quest for
Tydings’ senate seat. McCarthy, “nourishing a desire for
revenge,” joined Butler in his campaign by giving speeches,
financial support and aid in producing . campaign
literature.'®* The Washington Times-Herald, owned by
Robert R. McCormick and published by his niece Ruth
McCormick Miller, supported Butler and attacked Tydings
on the editorial page while also publishing, at a nominal
cost, the campaign pamphlet “From the Record,” which
accused Tydings of conducting a “whitewash” instead of
an 1nvestigation and listed other unsubstantiated

Sen. Welker standing in front of
Lincoln statue. Welker was a leader

of the group which opposed efforts
to censure Sen. McCarthy in 1954.
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“facts” about the communist leanings of Tydings and his

wife. The Maryland Democrat attempted to counter the
“whitewash” charge by pointing out that McCarthy had
refused to repeat the charges without the benefit of con-
gressional immunity, but he lost the election after the
Butler forces distributed a doctored “composite” picture
of Tydings listening intentively to Earl Browder, the leader
of the United States Communist Party!’ Two observers con-
cluded that McCarthy and the McCormick press had par-
ticipated in “. . . the foulest episode in recent Amer-
ican political history . . .[,] approaching Hitler terror-
1sm."18

McCarthy’s distorted anti-communist campaign
against Tydings was not an isolated incident in 1950. In
Idaho, Senator Glen H. Taylor, who had run for vice-
president on Henry Wallace's Progressive Party ticket 1n
1948, was seeking reelection against Republican hopeful
Herman Welker, a Payette attorney. With the aid of the
Idaho Dazily Statesman, a Boise newspaper which had
always been critical of Taylor, Welker successfully linked
Taylor to the communist cause and defeated the incum-
bent. The political editor of the Dazly Statesman conceded
that he had purposely ran a campaign “under the direc-
tion of my publisher and editor, to destroy a person and
that person’s philosophy.™?

Such techniques of political campaigning as practiced
against Tydings and Taylor worried other senators. Not
only did the McCarthyistic tactics frighten senators, but
so did the presence of McCarthy. Many believed at



Txdmgs and ;| thys electoral influence, at the time, it seemed very real.2°
d[O counter g ‘Chnton Anderson, Democrat from New Mexico, publicly
CCarth had | fipondered what use opponents might make of a picture
"*beneﬁ[ o can he had once seen of a skinny-dipping colleague.?!
%2 Section Afer g, As a re:'sult of the tac.tlcs used agalrolst ’ijdmg.s, the
TPSE iy |Senate Prnivileges am.i Elections Subcomrr.nttee Investigated
Sivvder the leader the Maryland election. The subcommittee’s report rec-
?ognxzed the insidious part McCarthy had played in Butler’s

campaign, and although the subcommittee members left
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Fzz;}:aij: httle dou.b? ?bout their hostile attitfldes towar(.1 McCar-
- 22i0g Hider [EITOI-E:Jthy,S activities, thfzy phra.se.d their report in words
‘upholding senatorial tradition and courtesy, a fact
-"--'ilmis{ Cmpagn 'dnmmshmg its immediate impact. The report also failed

to suggest any action against Butler and only vaguely
%6 02 v for e referred to measures to deal with such future misdeeds.
wigesive Paty ticket he Mar)fland Report was only a slight r.eproach, an<’i
ag Rﬂpublican hopefuﬂ Ithough it would pla}r an m?portant role 1n M<.:C.arthys
225 Wit the 2 of o ventual censure, the m}medlat.e etfects were mlmm.al:22
 nespaper which g McCarthy, Tne:.anwhlle, continued to ignore senatorlal
ersucestuly e ourtesy, which In time led the senate to take action against
ind defeated the incum | im. Senator William Benton, Democrat from Connec-
%14 Saterman concedg| icut, hoped to use the Maryland Report to have McCar-
=57 “under th dire thy expelled from the senate, and 1n August of 1951, ask-
* 1o destroy 2 person and >d the Privileges and Election ?ubcommlttee to explore
lexpulsion charges against the Wisconsin Republican. Most
g as practie enators, seeing Iittlf:' precedent for expulsion and fear-
<4 orber semators. ot (28 @11 Open fight with McCarthy, hoped to back away
i rghen senators, bu i?ro.m Be.nton’s resolution; unquestlonin.gly some hoped
= Vany believed at the TWlsconsm voters would oust McCarthy in the 1952 elec-
. T"dings and by 1953 10T thereby resolving their problem. McCarthy, however,
;Lontmued on the attack against several colleagues, par-
ﬁlcularly Thomas Hennings of Missouri, a member of the
E'.lectlons Subcommittee. McCarthy called upon the

1ssouri Senator to resign his subcommittee post because

law partner of Hennings had once defended a com-

unist and because Hennings remained as legal counsel
or the St. Louzs Post Dispatch, which, according to
flll McCarthy, opposed his anti-communist fight along the
‘Wliiame lines as the communist Dazly Worker.?® Unable to
il bverlook McCarthy's disregard of senate norms any longer,
he subcommittee 1n late 1951 began investigating Ben-
ons charges.?*

The steps taken against McCarthy by the senate
mounted to little, however, as he was able to stymie most
ssaults by attacking his accusers. McCarthy verbally
ssaulted the subcommittee members, instituted a two-

nillion dollar libel suit against Benton and in April of
!1952 introduced Senate Resolution 304, a proposal to in-
f\ ;;Jestlgate Benton’s conduct when he served in the State
- Department. With the defeat of Benton in the 1952 elec-
* tion and McCarthy'’s own reelection, the hope of forceful
. "iaction against the troublesome senator dimmed. The sub-
v iz:ommittee’s report of January, 1953, listed McCarthy'’s
abuses, but did not recommend any specific action against
him. He had ridden out the storm, but senate opposi-
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tion had begun to form against him and the practices he
epitomized.?5

While Benton and others waged a direct frontal
attack, various senators attempted to halt McCarthy and
his abuses indirectly by introducing proposals for struc-
tural reform in the senate. In January, 1951, Paul Doug-
las, Illinois’ highly respected senator, suggested that peo-
ple attacked by a committee be able to insert into the per-
manent record a letter of rebuttal, to testify on their own
behalf, to cross-examine their accusers and to have the
right to call supportive witnesses. On behalf of nine other
Democrats and eight Republicans, Senator Estes Kefauver
sponsored a resolution similar to that of Douglas.?$

Sen. Hunt, meanwhile, hoped to halt the broader
abuses involved in the tradition of congressional immun-
ity. Hunt had recognized the dangers inherent in such an
atmosphere of abuse when he noted in 1951 that

. [t]here have been many suicides due to the smear-
ing received either in Committee hearings or from remarks
made 1n the United States Congress. 2’ Congressional Bill
S.782, introduced by Hunt in early 1951, provided “for
civil suits against the United States by persons suffering
damages as a result of defamations committed by Mem-
bers of Congress in the course of their official activities."2
Outraged by senatorial attacks on the President, cabinet
members and other high officials,?® Hunt cited three par-
ticular dangers in an article in the New York Ttmes Mag-
azine of June 24, 1951. First, “unscrupulous” legislators,
by bringing false charges against government employees,
might undermine any confidence the American people
had in public servants. Second, a congressman, with no
fear of retribution, could verbally attack an individual,
thereby giving himself unjustified publicity and possibly
becoming a “man to be feared.” Third, the person attacked
could be placed in double jeopardy, first being tried in
the press and Congress, and then possibly in a court of
law.3¢

While Democratic Representative Winfield K. Den-
ton from Indiana sponsored Hunt’s bill in the House,3!
most legislators apparently felt the proposal too extreme,
and 1t failed in Congress. Hunt believed, however, that
if certain members of Congress would not abide by the
“rules of justice and fair play,” then the remaining
legislators should take “drastic steps” to control the
culpable ones.?? He continued to speak out on this issue,
but the needed support never coalesced.??

Meanwhile, Hunt observed the use ot the communist
issue in Wyoming . when Republican Frank Barrett
defeated veteran Democratic Senator Joseph O’Mahoney
in the 1952 election. Of course other issues were involved
in the campaign, but Barrett used the “red” issue etfec-
tively by accusing O’'Mahoney of being “part of the
Democratic ‘Red coddling’ and corruption and bungling
which had nearly lost the peace after World War I1.7%4
Sen. McCarthy, campaigning in Fremont County, Wyo-
ming, on behalt of Barrett, supported the Republican

13



Sen. McCarthy and Dwight
Eisenhower mn 1952 cam-

paigning on the Eisenhower

candidate’s promise to drive the communists out of gov-

ernment. McCarthy’s reception clearly distressed Lester

Hunt.

[ remember in the fall of 1952 when the Senator spoke in
our county and the gentleman who introduced him put his
arm around him and said, “I am beginning to love Joe
McCarthy", [sic] and I fear Senator McCarthy made a most
favorable impression on the people attending that picnic.35

Atter the election of Dwight D. Eisenhower 1n 1952,
Sen. Hunt hoped the new president would help under-
cut McCarthy’s bases of support inside the Republican par-
ty. Seeing the Wisconsin Senator's star descending, Hunt,
in March of 1953, predicted an open break between the
Administration and McCarthy.?® Eisenhower, however,
fearing McCarthy would only gain additional publicity
from such an intraparty. fight, adopted a much more

passive attitude than Hunt anticipated.?’” By March of

1954, Hunt'’s optimism had faded as he believed i1t 1s hard-
ly to be expected that Eisenhower could control McCar-
thy even if he took a stand . . . The encouragement that
the Senator has received all along from members of his

own party is responsible to a great degree for the situa-
tion we are now In.?8

Some of Hunt's concern over the volatile anti-
communist 1ssue may well have sprung from his own polit-
ical situation. Given the nearly even split in the senate,
his seat was almost certain to be hotly contested by the

14
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Republicans in 1954. At the same time, moreover, physica
and emotional strain on the 61-year-old senator had
to mount. In January of 1951, he had had a minor

side. Following that operation,

he exerted himself physically.?

on April 8, 1952, must also have atfected Hunt emotion
ally.#°

Another stressful period occurred after his son’s arres

and conviction on a morals charge. On June 9, 1953
Lester C. Hunt, Jr., the president ot the student body a
the Episcopal Theological School of Cambridge, Massa
chusetts, and an activist

believed to be attacks on

a Washington, D.C., park

homosexual act. Because

if Hunt himself did not seek reelection.
Refusing to be “blackmailed out of office,

rejected the offer, after which Welker along with S

Styles Bridges of New Hampshire, Chairman






Hunt announced his decision to seek reelection in April
of 1954. Explaining why he chose to run, Hunt wrote:

. . as | surveyed the field in Wyoming, I couldn’t think of
another Democrat that could make the race for the Senate.
I could not bring myself to letting down those fine friends,
like yourself who have stood by me all through the years.*!

Optimism prevailed as it was believed that even Hunt,
Jr's, trial, 1f used, would work to Hunt’s advantage.

Personally, I think that from a political standpoint any
effort that Lester's opponents try to make of his unfortunate
family experience will not only mitigate against them but
will boomerang to the point that they will forever leave their
opponents personal misfortune out of a political campaign.*?

Such optimism was apparently justified as Sen. Hunt
remained personally popular in his home state. Having
never lost an election, and after deteating the incumbent
senator 1n 1948 by over 20,000 votes, his chances in 1954
* looked good. Former Wyoming Senator Joseph O’Maho-
ney observed that “ . . [r]eports from Wyoming have con-
tinued to be very encouraging and I feel confident . . .
that he will be reelected.”* The results ot a statewide poll

showed Hunt receiving 54.4 percent of the votes cast.5*

Despite optimism about his chances in Democratic
circles, Hunt was apparently under intense and mount-
Ing pressure to reverse his decision. A pro-Hunt legislator,
Robert S. Lowe, later charged that Hunt's home and office
phones were tapped and his Washington apartment once
ransacked, and that his son’s trial would be exploited in
the campaign if Hunt ran again.5® Apparently unable to
stand the escalating pressure and harassment, Hunt with-
drew from the race in June.®® It is unclear what exactly
caused Hunt to change his mind so suddenly, but one can
surmise that the fear of his son’s trial being used against
him in a campaign, which would not only reflect poorly
on his son but possibly also on what he perceived to be
his failure as a father, must have been one factor in his
decision.

Not only was Hunt pressured not to run again, but
also to resign immediately. If his seat were vacated, Wyo-
ming's Republican governor, C. ] Rogers, could appoint
a Republican senator to finish out Hunt'’s term, thereby
giving the Republicans an immediate gain in the hotly
contested senate. High level Republican officials tried to
buy Hunt off by offering him a $15,000 per year position
on the Federal Tariff Commission®’ —a practice appar-
ently not uncommon. Leonard W. Hall, Republican Na-
tional Committee Chairman, admitted this general prac-
tice in a letter to White House Chief of Staff Sherman
Adams. Being concerned with the possibility of such sen-
sitive negotiations becoming public, which certainly would
have embarrassed Hunt, Hall wrote:

. .. [A] Democrat incumbent Would be put in the position
of dealing with us behind the leadership of his own party
and instead of accomplishing our objective — gaining a close
seat 1n the crucial Congressional fight next November —we
would probably end up destroying a Democrat politically
who was otherwise friendly.®®
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at experience of a suicide 1n a family increases the
:elihood of other family members committing suicide.””®

Sen. Hunt did leave several letters on his desk that
orning, but none of these gives any explanation which
eds light on the real reason or reasons. One was to Per-
- Spencer, the president of the Sinclair Oi1l Company,
king him to help Lester, Jr., find a job. Another was
his wife and was just “an ordinary sort of note,” and
third was to his son, simply saying that it had nothing
do with him.”! Most of the newspaper reports explained
s death by stating that Hunt was despondent over his
alth. At the Senator’s funeral, the Hunt family learned
>m Dr. Pearly Cunningham, a dentist from Cheyenne
id dental school classmate of Hunt, that the Senator had
ld him he had leukemia.’? While acknowledging the
:alth worries, columnists Drew Pearson and Marquis
ulds for the first time wrote articles publicly accusing
elker and Bridges of attempting to “blackmail” Hunt
id they linked these activities to the suicide.

Shortly thereatter, Welker and Bridges attempted to
fute the Pearson-Childs charges. A conversation was
inscribed between Welker, Bridges, Inspector Roy Blick
id Kenneth Darnall Wood, a United States Prosecutor.
ter this conversation Blick signed an affidavit on July
1954, 1n which he certified and stated:

1. That Senator Bridges of New Hampshire did not

Senators O Mahoney
and Hunt.

call me to his office to discuss the so-called Hunt
case.

2. At no time anywhere did Senator Bridges of New
Hampshire or Senator Welker of Idaho hand me
an envelope or any papers.

3. At no time and no place did Senator Bridges of
New Hampshire or Senator Welker of Idaho say
to me or to anyone in my presence: Inspector, this
1s your resignation. If you do not prosecute the
Hunt boy, your resignation will be accepted
immediately.”’3

This might be considered unimpeachable proot that Pear-
son’s allegations were false, but a close textual study of
the atfidavit reveals that all Blick did was cast doubt upon
the specifics of Pearson’s charges, not the charges them-
selves. Blick never really denied that Welker and Bridges
had applied pressure to have Hunt, Jr., prosecuted. He
only denied some of the details in the Pearson account.
This attempt at vindication 1s indeed a feeble one and
leads one to believe that the general allegations were
accurate.’®

Hunt himself, moreover, had apparently discussed the

alleged “blackmail” with a member of Pearson’s staff and
several other political friends and relatives. William M.
Spencer, a cousin of Sen. Hunt and the Chairman of the
Board of Directors of the North American Car Corpora-



Senator Hunt (right) and unidentified man.

tion in Chicago, wrote a scathing letter to Herman Welker
after the Idaho Republican eulogized Hunt in the senate.

I was shocked when I read this. It recalled to my mind so
vividly my conversation with Senator Hunt a few weeks before
he died, wherein he recited in great detail the diabolical part
you played following the unfortunate and widely publicized
episode in which his son was involved.

Senator Hunt, a close personal friend of mine, told me
without reservation the details of the tactics you used 1n
endeavoring to induce him to withdraw from the Senate, or
at least not to be a candidate again. It seems apparent that
you took every advantage of the misery which the poor fellow
was suffering at the time in your endeavor to turn it to

political advantage. Such procedure is as low a blow as could
be: conceived.

I understood, too, from Senator Hunt, that Senator

Bridges had been consulted by you and approved of your
action in the matter.”s

Joseph O'Mahoney, who ran for Wyoming’s vacant senate
seat in 1954 and defeated the Republican nominee, knew

of this attempt at keeping Hunt from seeking reelection
when he wrote,

As you know, my candidacy this year was not prompted by
any personal desire for a'return to public life, but because
of the peculiar circumstances Which existed, namely the tac-
tics employed against Senator Hunt, and the thought that

if I did not run the reactionary Republicans might control
the Senate by default.”®

18



10.

11.

12.
13.
14.
15.
16.
17.
18.

19.

20.

21.
22,
23.

24,

ment 1n an orderly, complete and rapid way; That -a United
Nations Police Force be established in accordance with the
original intention of the Charter which shall be superior in size
and armament to any forces available to the member nations for
the maintenance of civil order; And, finally, that the proposal
be permanently in effect and repeatedly offered until 1t 1is
accepted.” This letter was signed by Ralph E. Flanders, Lester
C. Hunt, H. Alexander Smith, Walter F. George, Estes Ketauver,
Margaret Chase Smith, Robert C. Hendrickson, Charles W.
Tobey, Lister Hill, Mike Monroney, Edward J. Thye, A. Willis
Robertson, John C. Stennis, Brooks Hays, Laurie Battle, A. S.
J Carnahan, with authorized signatures by James C. Auchincloss,
Frances P. Bolton, Walter H. Judd, Christian A. Herter, Robert
Hale and John W. Heselton. Letter to the President, February
26, 1951, Official Files, Box 1075,
1945-April 1951, Truman Papers, Harry S. Truman Presiden-
tial Library, Independence, Missouri.
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