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The purpoge of thisstudy is tc examine the TYorth Carolina Deimocratic
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one of the candidates. His personal p=spers and newspaper sccounts of the

P

election indicated that Fountain hoped to become Governor of lorth Carolins

by impugning the 0. iax Gardner admirdstration.

-

Fountain was born in Rdgeccube County on February 15, 1885, After

aduation from the University of North Caroling with a law degree, he
& b

becane an attorney in Rocky Icunt. He entered the Denocratic primsry forv
e’ o

North Carolina House<of Representatives in 1918, was elected, and served

5

in the legisliatures of 1Yi9, 1921, 1923, and 1925, 1In 1927 = was electe
Speaker of ‘he House. His primsry schievement as 2 legisiator was the

-
4

secr Carolling Trdusterisl Training Schiool for Bovs in

[}
3
0]
hyj
c-}:
e
o]
i
(o}
1y
PN
=
e
t
AW
&

Rocky Iount. In 1928 he wor nomination #4s Lievtenant Goverrnor in g fileld

of three candidates. Il1s next goal was 1o be elected governcr.

It

Fountain began his campaing during the legisiative session of 1929

. 1

by undermining the influence of Governor 0. lax CGardrer in the Cennte,

over vhich he preailed, During the next legislatiure, fownrtain adamantly

- ~

atbtacked the Gardner depression policies. Goverror Gardner hAad set &
goal of economy and efflclency in government operstiors becavse the na=

tional Cepression vas geverely linidhing tax revenue and other incone Tor

(

e

the state. The governor believed elficiency couwld be achisved by conrs
bining state bosrds and agencies, by allowing

< (&)

support some county functions; a#nd by spending nore wisely, Iountai

Richard Tillmen Fountal N,



that centralizing power would recuce the rights of the people to choose

An - .

their elected officials and to make decisions in goverrnment.

The gubernatorial campaign of 1932 was vigorouvs and bitter. John C. B.
Bhringhzis, .Jdlen J. laswell, and Fountain sought the Democratic nomination.
Ehringhaus from FHiigsbeth City had the tacit approval of Governor Gardner
and the support of the Democratic establishment. IHe received campaign con-
tributions from the large business interests in North Caroling such as

utility =and tobacco corporations. Ilany of the urban newspapers endorsed

>

his candidacy and expressed editorizlly their sgreenent with the continw -
ation of Gavdner programns. lawwell, as Comndssioner of Revenue, entered

the prinzry with the mistaken notion that he had the support of the governor.

LY

He campaisned on a program of retrenchment. He urged the voters to support

- - - L.

a reduction of public spending and # decrease in siate services. TIountain,

-

on the other h:ind, campzigned primarily agszainst the Gardner centralization

L

policies and the Democratic estsblishment. He opposed Gardrer eifforts to

9

obtain # short ballot because it would deny the voters the opportunity to

il

elect sowme oi their oifficials. !le opposed the Gardner ideas of consolidating

government agencies because he felt it gave the new organizations too much
pover. He characterized himsell as the '"People's Candidate" and actively
sought the votes of those hurt economicaliy by the depression. rountain
had aliost no support from stzte newspapers or monied interests. His cam-
paign was hazmpered by poor organization and by lack of funds.

However, vhen the nrinmary votes uere counted, rountain had run second

in the field to Thrinchsus. He requested a second election which he losvy

by thirteen Lhovsapa votes. llevertheless, Fountain had overcone substantial



handicaps to run as well as he did. Jle proved to lorth Carolina Democrats

that it was possible to atitack the incubent establishment and win votes.

Likewise, he demonstrated that o nan could stiil campaign with Limited

o

funds and media coverage.
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CHAPTER T
THE TWENTIETH CENTURY DEMDCRATIC PARTY IN NORTH CAROLINA

During the first three decades of the twentieth century, Senator
Furnifold M, Simmons controlled most of the machinery of the Democratic
party in North Carolina.l In 1898 Simmons organized the Democrats to
fight the Republicans and Populists. His skill was so effective that
he becams United States Senator in 1900 and retained that post until
1930, even after the ratification of the seventeenth amendment. Senator
Simmons and his followers supported the winning candidates in all North
Carolina gubernatorial campaigns during his terms in the Senate except
the primary of 1908. In that convention, William W, Kitchin received
- the nomination despite the support Simmons gave to the candidacy of
Locke Craig.2

However, by 1928, the Simmons organization was beginning to need
change, It was starting to disintegrate because of the actions of the
senator himself, Simmons was strongly opposed to the Democratic party's
presidential nominee, Alfred E. Smith.3 Although Simmons refused to

vote for either Smith or Herbert Hoover,l* he openly urged his followers

1Elmer L. Puryear, Democratic Party Dissension_in North Caroling,
1928-1936, Vol. XLIV of The James Sprunt Studies in History and Polit-~
icgl Science (Chapel Hiil, 1962), 3, hereinafter cited as Puryear, Demg-
cratic Party Dissensione.

2V, 0. Key, Jr., Southern Politics in State and Nation (New York,
1949), 212, hereinafter cited as Key, Southern Politics.

3Puryear, Democratic Party Dissension, 3.

bpuryear, Demoeratic Pavty Dissension, 12.



to vote for the Republican nominee.” This break with the national Demo-
crats marked the end of Simmons'! effectiveness as the leader of North _
Carolina Democrgts. His power had been built upon the support of personal
followers in each North Carolina coum:y.6 With his bolt from the Demo-
crgtic party the followers were confused. They did not know whether to
remain loyal to the man or to the party. As a result of this Democratic
chaos and because of Simmons! support, Hoover received North Carolina's
electoral votes.

In the gubernatorial election of 1928, however, the Democrats were
victorious, Oliver lMax Gardner, who supported the national Democratic
ticke‘b,7 defeated his Republican opponent, Herbert F. Seawell, by over
70,000 vo’oes.8 Gardner, as president of the North Carolina Farmers?
State Convention, had campaigned for the national and state Democratic
candidates in 1924. After the election he continued speaking towrs of
the state with full press coverage. In the Democratic convention of
1926, the only obstacle in the path of Gardner's goal to become Governor
of North Carolinsa was ex-Governor Cameron Morrison who had indicated a
wegk desire to run again. However, by 1928, lorrison was no longer
interested in serving on the state political level and Gardner ran unop-

posed for the Democratic nomination,9 the only Democrat to do s0.10

5Key, Southern Politics, 212.
6Key, Southern Politics, 213.
7Puryear, Democratic Party Dissension, 15.
8Puryear, Democrgtic Party Dissension, 47.

9Joseph L. Morrison, Coverrnor O, Max Gardrer (Chapel Hill, 1971),
L6~47, hereinafter cited as lorrison, Gardner.

1oww (Raleigh), February 16, 1947, hereinafter cited
as Neys and Observer.



The election of 1928 marked a change in North Carolina politics and
was important for the future of the Democratic party in North Carolina.
No longer did Senator Simmons control the Democratic party organizatior;;
no longer did he have the support of party leaders A1 Instead, a new
organization was in the making. It was to be formed by Governor Gardner
and nicknamed the "Shelby Dynasty" for Gardner's hometown. It ruled
North Carolina politics for the next decade with active participation in
the gubernstorial elections of 1932 and 1936, and with tacit approval of
the victors in 1940 and 1944.7° However, the "Shelby Dynasty" and the
Simmons machine were different in two important ways--in organization
and in control. The Gardner machine kept its power through elective and
appointive state offices, particularly in the highway and revenue depart-
ments,13 whereas Senator Simmons maintained a county by county organiza-
tion of his followers. loreover, after Governor Gardner left office to
practice law in Washington, D, C., he did not concern himself with state
politics. Instead, he left the party control to his followers. Simmons,
on the other hand, directed North Carolina politics from his Senate office.
Both Simmons and Gardner realized that the ultimate political power in North

Carolina came from the support of large business and financial interests. 14

11Puryear, Democratic Party Dissension, 19.

12Key, Southern Politics, 213. The victors were as follows:
1. 1932—J. C. B. Ehringhaus
2. 1936~Clyde R. Hoey (Gardner's brother-imnr-law)
3. 1940~J. lelville Broughton
Le 194/—R. Gregg Cherry.

13key, Southern Politics, 213.
14Key, Southern Politics, 213,



In 1930, Senator Furnifold M. Simmons did not receive the support
of North Carolina Democrats., Instead, they punished him by electing
Josizh W, Bailey to the post Simmons had held for thirty years. The
campaign became "g war of campaign pamphlets.“lS Bailey seized the
initistive by eriticizing Simmons! stand in the national election of
1928 and by alleging that Simmons worked with the Republicans, For
example, Bailey railed that Simmons ", . « supported Hoover and is re-
sponsible, therefore, for 'Hoover Prosperity.'. . o It will be difficult
to make progress against the Republican Party with one at the head of
the Democratic ticket who supported Hoover and Hoover prosper:’.ty.'J-6

On the other hand, Simmons charged Bailey with party irregularity.

He declared that Bailey had not supported the Democratic party position
in the White Supremacy campaigns of 1898 and 1900. Bgiley freely admit~
ted that he had been an Independent early in his political career and
that he had served on the Board of Agriculture under a Republican admin-
istration.l7 Late in the campaign Simmons accused Bailey of fighting
against the income tax'® and inferred that Bailey preferred a tax on
land. This tax, of course, would be heavier for farmers.

Each candidate accused the other of seeking the votes of blacks.

However, at the end of the campaign, each realized the primary issue was

LoPuryear, Democratic Party Dissension, 36.
16Pur'year, Democratic Party Dissension, 37.
17puryear, Democratic Party Dissension, 38.

lng‘year, Democratic Party Dissension, 40-41.



party regularity. In a political pamphlel entitled "Can North Carolina
Afford 't.he Price?" John D. Langston stated: "The sole issue « « o is
vwhether the Democratic electorate will punish Senator Simmons because he
did not support Alfred E. Smith for President,"?

In an election that drewv almost 330,000 voters to the polls, the Demo-
crats indeed punished Senator Simwons and nominated Josiah Bailey by a
margin of almost 68,000 votes., Simmons was abie to carry only sixteen
North Carolina counties 0 In era was over. No longer would the Simmons
organization control North Carolina state politics.

Why did Simmons lose? In later years, Simmons attributed his defeat
to the stand taken in the election of 1928. He justified his position by
stating that he could not support a presidential nominee who was connected
with Tammany Hall or who favored the repeal of prohibition. He also felt
that the new, complex Australian ballot c'aused many voters to mismark their
ballots, which were throwm out.?: Flmer Puryear maintains that poor cam-
paign organization and the economic depression also contributed to the
defeat of Sirmons.<?

The election of 1930 led Democrats to believe that bolting the party

was political suicide. loreover, that election strengthened the Gardner

machine,

LOpuryear, Democratic Party Dissension, 36.
R0pyryear, Democratic Party Dissension, 4.

21y, Fred Rippy (ed.), Fo lo Simuons, Statesman of the New South,
Memoirs and Addresses (Durham, 1936), 66.

22piwyear, Democratic Party Dissensions A-46.




The new leadership growing out of the will to discipline

Simuons had successfully gained control of the party organiza-

tion and election machinery, had defeated the old master, and

had become a cohesive force strong enough to withstand the

agsaults of all insurgents who might rise to challenge its

right to govern the state. With the organization perfected

and its ability to win elections demonstrated, the only ques-

tion remaining to be answered gas who would be its leader.

Who would be the new Simmons 22

That question would be answered during the Gardner administration.
Governor Gardner would suggest laws, make appointments, and recormmend
golutions to increase the power of his "machine." He would lead the
state during the Grealt Depression, yet encourage the expansion of state
services. lHe would attempt to adopt sound business practices to pro-
vide more efficient state government at less cost. By enlarging the
power of state government at the expense of local governments, Gardner
increased the strength of his "machine.'" At the same time, his ideas
did not please zll North Carolinians. Many of the rural people feared
too much goverment control. Local politicians were angered that some
of their powers were being taken away. Thus, the years of Gardner!s

term were to be years of conflict and controversy within the Democratic

party.

23Puryesar, Democeatic Party Dissension, 46.



CHAPTER II

THE GARDNER-FOUNTAIN SPLIT

Governor Cliver Max Gardner, unopposed for the Democratic nomination
in 1928, campaigned on z platform calling for the expansion of public
services. He wanted to continue state support for a six-months school
term, lengthening the term if possible, and to increase maintenance on
state highways through the imposition of an additional penny per gallon
tax on gasoline. Gardner also campaigned for the passage of the Austra-
lian ballot, for a workmen's compensation program, and for the reduction
of the property tax.l

In 1928 Richard Tillman Fountain of Rocky Mount was elected Lieutenant
Governor from a field of three candidates., His opponents were John Langston
and William H, S. Burgwyn of Northampton County, former President pro tem-
pore of the North Carolina Senate. Fountain and Gardner varied widely in
their political philosophies. Fountain believed that the people should
have control of government and its expense, whereas Gardner felt that the
government should provide for the welfare of the people. These opposing
convictions led to numerous conflicts while the two served as the executive
officers of the state. Since the Governor of North Carolina has no veto
power, the Iieutenant Governor as president of the Senate has the power to
block the Governor'!s legislative plans by making committee appointments and
controlling Senate debates.,

On January 1L, 1929, Governor Gardner outlined his legislative program

in his Inaugural Address. For the most part, he reiterated his campaign

1Puryear, Democratic Party Dissension, 47-48.



promises., He stated that few new laws were needed, but he hoped to see
the General Assembly pass the secret ballot and a workmen'!s compensation
law. He asserted that the General Assembly should increase the equalizing
fund to provide a state-~wide school term of eight months.? He suggested
that counties could become more efficient if they standardized county laws.
The Governor recommended that no new road bonds be issued but he suggested
that the state increase its amount of road maintenance. He proposed a
penny per gallon increase in the gasoline tax to 5¢ per gallon to finance
this program. These extra funds added to the gasoline tax would have a
dual purpose. First, the revenue would be used to maintain county lateral
roads. Thereafter the counties could reduce their property taxes since
these funds were used to construct and maintain county roads. Governor
Gardner made no other specific recommendations regarding state taxation
policies in his insugural message.3

The 1929 General Assembly did not enact all of Gardner's proposals.
The legislators voted to continue the six-months school term rather than
to extend it. They also defeated a bill to initiate a short ballot. The
purpose of this bill was to eliminaste a goodly number of state officials
for which the electorate voted.s The legislature raised the tax on gasoline
and legalized the secret ballot. Lieutenant Governor Fountain had opposed

both the short ballot and the secret ballot bills.A

2At this time, North Carolina financed a six months school program.
However, some of the larger and wealthier school units extended the term
to eight months at their own expense.

3Edwin Giil (ed.), Publi rs and Letters of O Max_Gardner,
Governor of llovrth Carolina, l&gi: 933 ZRalelgn, 1917), 5-17, hereinafter
cited as Gill, Gardner Papers.

4Puryear, Democratic Party Disgension, 48-5/,



The autum of 1929 brought mamy problems to the state of MNorth Carolina.
The econonic depression caused by the crisis in the stock market brought
financial troubles to almost every lorth Carolina taxpayer before the next
legislature mete The atate and also counties had wundertaken a vast expan—
sion of public services duwring the prosperous 1920's, The costs of govern—
ment had doubled and tripled during the decade. Under the administrations
of Thomas W, Bickett, Cameron lobrrison, and Angus W. lMcLean, North Carolina
provided financial support for a six-months school term, for new road con-
struction, for school buildings, for public welfare services, and for
charitable instituti ons.5 With the onset of the Greal Depression Governor
Gardner could either reduce taxes and services or attempt to maintain the
level of state involvement in public services. He chose to undertake &
poram to promote govermmental efficiency and thereby reduce costse Yet
he hoped to maintain public services at their 1929 level. He ignored the
popular demand for #« special session of the General Assembly to consider
te problens of tazation although more than 150,000 parcels of property

6

vere advertised for sale in 1930 for non-payment of taxes.
Instead Governor Gardner enployed the Brookings Institution of VWash-

ington, De Ce to study the state and counlty governmaent system in orth

Carolini, The Brookings report mide several recommendations favorable

to Gardner's plans to centrulize state and county governnments in order to

promote econciry and efficiency. The report recommended the elimination

6"312(' reqry Dol Of'ﬂ”'vo Prrtr Dissension, 60,
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of ten elective administrative positions in the state, retaining only the
Governor, Lieutenant Governor, and Auditor as elective posts. Secondly,
the report recommended the reduction of state agencies from ninety-two %o
only fourteen. The Brookings Institute also favored the abolition of all
county boards and cormmissions except the boards of county commissioners.’
The legislative session of 1931 promised to be one of the most lively
and divisive in the history of North Carolina.b The nembers were in sharp
conflict. Some followed Gardner completely; some opposed the Brockings
report; and some adopted a wait-and-see attitude. Lieutenant Governor
Fountain was in the camp of those opposed to the Brookings report. Sev—
eral political observers felt that the 1931 General Assembly would provide
a platform for Fountain if he chose to run for governor in 1932.8
Governor Gardner made his recommendations to the legislature through
his biennigl message delivered on January 9, 1931. The entire program
was designed for one purpose—-the reduction of property taxes.? Because
of the financial crisis, Gardner suggested that the /Assembly issue no
bonds for any capital improvements., He recommended a general 10 per cent
galary cut for all government officials and employees, except those who
had taken a salary reduction after December, 1929, and those who were paid
less than $50 per month. He also proposed another penny per gallon increase
inthe gasoline tax. This would make the tax 6¢ per gallon. Coupled with

the increase, Gardner recommended that the state take over full maintenance

7Puryear, Democratic Party Dissension, 61.

8Puryear, Democratic Party Dissension, €l.
QPuryear, Damocralic Party Dissension, 62.



of county roads and that a State Highway Commission of five members be
established to oversee the road system. He explained that state operation
of the roads would reduce property taxes and tax only those persons whé
actually used the state's highways. He asserted: "Of one conclusion I
am absolutely certain: taxes on property must be reduced ., -0 Gardner
urged the legislature to postpone the quadrennial revaluation of property
until 1933. He felt that the Great Depression provided no standard for
ascertaining property values. In addition, the revaluation would cost
the counties approximately &L,000,000 vhich they could hardly afford.Ll
Taking three suggestions from the Brookings report, Gardner recomr
mended the creation of a central purchasing agency to fulfill state con—
tracts, the consolidation of the University of North Carolina, North
Carolina State College, and the North Carolina College for VWomen into one
institution, and the appointment, not election, of the Commissioner of
Labor, the Commissioner of Agriculture, and the members of the Corporation
Commission.t? He also recommended removing some power from the counties
by placing restrictions on their ability to borrow funds13 and by consoli-
dating sone counties into larger, more efficient governmental units L4
Gardner hoped that the General Assembly could provide an eight-month

school term at less expense than the six-month term. He further recommended

10Gill, Gzrdner Papers, 27-34.

11Gill, Gardner Papers, 35~36.

12pwryear, Democratic Party Dissension, 62-63.
136111, Gardner Papers, Al.

Lipwryear, Democratic Party Dissension, 63.



that the sixty-hour work week be reduced to fifty-five hours, that children
were not to be hired for labor until they had completed at least the sixth
grade, and that the Department of Labor be reorganized.15 He suggested-
that a new Central Prison be erected to house the state's worst criminals
and that prisoners sentenced for more minor offenses pay part of the costs
of their confinement at distriet camps through work on the state road
aystem.16 |
On January 10, 1931, Governor Gardner delivered his budget message to
the General Assembly. He told the legislators that North Carolina had
experienced a deficit of approximately $4,000,000 from the 1929 budget.
He urged the legislature to reduce spending as much zs possible. The
budget he recommended to the lawmakers would bring about a deficit of
almost 1,250,000 in spite of a 10 per cent cut in all state salaries.t”’
Lieutenant Governor Fountain was very much opposed to Gardner's mes-
gages to the legislature. He felt that Gardner's attempts to consclidate
governnent was an effort to build a powerful political machine. One of
the first legislators to open fire on the Gardner plans was I. T. Valentine.

18 who would become one of Fountain's chief workers in the

of Spring Hope,
election of 1932,
Through Senate committee appointments, Fountain had an ample opportu—

nity to block Governor Gardner's plan. The Governor exerted pressure on

15Gi11, Gardner Pavers, 43, 45.
16Puryear, Democratic Party Dissension, 62.
176111, Gardner Pavers, 49-50.
lSPm'year, Democratic Party Dissension, 66.
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Fountain to appoint Lee L, Gravely of Nash County or William M, Hendren
of Forsyth County as chairman of the Senate Committee on Reorganization.,
Although Hendren was placed on the committee, Fountain appointed William R.
Lovill of Watagua County, an opponent of the short ballot, as chairnan,+?
The majority of the committee members, likewise, were opposed to goverm
mental reorganization. An editorial in the News and Observer described
Fountain's actions as '"the first overt act of war."zo

Governor Gardner decided to make the proposed road bill the primary
test of his power. Failure, of course, would be & disaster for the
remainder of his program21 while success could lead to the passage of
other proposals. The highway bill was introduced by Wilson County Repre-
gentative Henry Groves Conner, Jr., the chairman of the House Road Com-
mittee.?? The highway bill that Gardner recommended had several major
provisions. The first was an increase oflthe gasoline tax by one penny
per gallon. Another recommendation involved the creation of a five-member
State Highway Commission to administer all state and county roads. In an
effort to appease opponents of his bill, Gardner suggested that all revenue
from the tax on license plates and the gasoline tax be used for the follow-
ing purposes: operating and overhead expenses of the State Highway Commis-

sion; principal and interest on present highway debt (including assumption

19Pu'ryear, Democratic Party Dissension, 66.
20%eys and Observer, January 24, 1931.
211’2)1“1‘5.801’1, Gardner, 84.

226111, Gardner Papers, 255.



of county debts); maintenance of present state roads; maintenance of county
roads; and new roads.23

Lieutenant Governor Fountain was opposed to the state takeover of
county roads. He offered no opposition to the increase on the gasoline
tax. However, he felt that the additional revenue should be returned to
the various countiesa.z"+

To gain support for his road program, Gardner appealed to the people
through a radio address from Raleigh on February 9. He explaiﬁed his
program in detail. "The only clients I represent are the 3,000,000 citi-
zens of North Carolina," he stated in a bid for popular support.25 He told
his audience that North Carolina annually spent more money on roads than on
educational facilities.26 He felt that state operation of the roads would
provide equal standards for roads in all sections.27 To eliminate fears
that local power was being usurped, Gardner reminded his listeners that the
county comnissions would actually have increased powers since they would
function as the go-between from community to state levels on rozd matters 28
He continued:

There is no desire and no purpose on the part of the State

to break down local self-government. There is every interest
and every purpose to improve the services afforded the local

236111, Gardner Papers, 258.
24M>rrison, Gardner, 85.
25Rbrrison, Gardner, 85.
266111, Gardner Papers, 261
216111, Gardner Papers, 263.
286111, Gardner Papers, 266.
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comuunities, to maintain these services at the lowest possible

cost to the taxpayers of the State, and to maintain these ser—

vices on the highest plan of efficiency which a strong body

with adegquate funds, organization, and personnel can supply.29

In concluding his speech, Gardner stated:

If those of you hearing me, who believe in my policies, and

have faith in my leadership as I try to direct your affairs in

this critical hour, will stand up and fight, we are going to win

a great victory for tax reduction, for the right of the 1little

man to win, and for the right of the big and little county of

North Carclina to enjoy the blessings of state maintained roads .30

Gardner anticipated that the road bill would reduce county property
taxes in the amount of $6,000,000.31 Therefore, he appealed to the prop-
erty owners to let the people who actually used the roads pay for them
through the gasoline tax.2? The Gardner strategy was successful. A key
political editorial entitled "All Public Roads Should Be in z State System
Supported by the Gasoline Tax" was written by Josephus Daniels for the News
and Obsg;xe:33 and carried considerable weight in the campaign. The citi-
zens of North Carolina responded to the radio gddress and the editorial
with their support for the proposed road bill.

The Gardner bill passed with only minor changes. The state took over

maintenance of county roads, created a seven-member State Highway Commis-

gion, and increased the gasoline tax a pemny per gallon. In addition, the

29Gi11, Gardner Papers, 267.
30Gi11, Gardner Papers, 268.

31Gi1l, Gardner Papers, 267.

326411, Gardner Papers, 257-258.

33hbrrison, Gardner, 85.
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road bill created district camps for prisoners who were employed on
the roads .3

The next major objective of the Gardner program was university com-
solidation. Although there was much opposition to the measure, Gardner
Believed that it would pass the legislature. He laid his plans carefully
by inviting Governor Harry Byrd of Virginia and Governor AL Smith of New
York to speak before the General Assembly on governmental reorganization
within their states.3® At the Smith address, one reporter described
Fountain as "the only member of the audience that never once smiled."30
The evening of the Smith speech, March 2, 1931, Governor Gardner again
appealed to the people through a radio speech. He praised Governor Smith's
efforts in achieving govermmental centralization in New York. He told his
gudience that university consolidation would help the state higher educsz=-
tiongl system to progress. 4s he envisiohed the new program, there would
be a one~hundred member board of trustees to administer all three insti-
tutions. ®Our institutions are supported out of one treaswy. Is there
any valid reason why they should not be under one executive manggement
and one board of control?" The proposed consolidation would not eliminate
old traditions at the University of North Carolina, at North Carolina State
College, or at the North Carolina College for llomen., Instead, consolida-

tion would provide a more efficient and economical higher education structure,

34Puryear, Democratic Party Dissension, 65.

35Puryear, Denocratic Partr Dissension, 66.

30eys and Observer, March 3, 1931.
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Programs would not be duplicated at each institution. Then, money could
be made available to develop programs in new areas of expansion.37

These Gardner proposals were enacted by the General Assembly.38
Gardner's biographer describes him as a "superior general" and as a person
with a superb sense of political timing. Although most observers believed
the university consolidation bill had no chance, the bill passed with
practically no opposition., Gardner later recalled that this act was the
most ’significant piece of legislation passed while he was governc:u:'.39

The next measure that Gardner placed before the legislature was a pro-
posal to create a Central Purchasing Agency to award state contracts. He
had told the legislature this agency would save the government {400,000
annua]ly.A'o In addition to creating the Central Purchasing Agency, the
General Assenbly also established a personnel commission to supervise all
state employees.l*l

The next plank in the Gardner program was a measure to create a bank-
ing commission. Again, Gardner used the radio to explain to North Caro-
linians the purposes and provisions of the Seawell Bill ss it was known
in the legislature. The bill was designed to establish a commission to

supercede the Corporation Comnission.4? A commissioner of banks, to be

37(}111, Gardner Papers, 275=28&L.

38pwryear, Democratic Party Dissension, 67,

39i~brrison, Gardner, 87.

40P1n'yea'c', Denocratic Party Dissension, 67.

.
0

4-.l-lPurf:,rear, DRemocratic Party Dissension, 67-68.

42Pm'year, Democratic Party Dissension, 68~(9,
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appointed by the governor with Senate consent, was to assume the banking
powers of the Corporation Commission and the chief bank examiner. His
salary was to be determined by the Advisory Budget Commission. An Advi-
sory Commission composed of the attorney-general, the state treasurer,
énd three unpzid laymen was to establish policy. However, the Commis-
sioner of Banks would have the power to prosecute all violatars of bank-
ing 1aws. Gardner believed that the Corporatién Commission was "in effect
a public utility commission" that did not investigate the growing number
of bank failures. He believed that it already had enough work to do with-
out supervising banks. Therefore, he urged the people to support the
Seawell Bill.43 It passed the General Assembly and Gardner appointed
Representative Gurney P. Hood, a strong supporter of the measure, as the
first Commissioner of Banks.4

Gardner now felt the time was appropriate to introduce a modified short
ballot which the Brookings report had recommended. He proposed to nske
appointive the offices of Commissioner of Agriculture, Commissioner of
Lgbor and Printing, Commissioner of Insurance, and merbers of the Corpo—
ration Commission.’® Fountain outspokenly opposed the measure and was
able to gain enough support to have the bill tabled.46 He believed the
short ballot concentrated too much power in appointive state officials. He

wanted to continue to let the voters choose most of their representatives

43G3i11, Gardner Papers, 282-285.,
44%brrison, Gardner, 88.

4OPuryear, Democratic Party Dissension, 69.
461vbrrison, Gardner, 9.
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rather than to allow & governor freedom to select them from his friends
and political supporters. However, Gardner was able to reorganize the
Department of Agriculture and to take away the printing duties from the
Department of Labor.4’ Several years later in recalling his retreat
from the short ballot, Gardner told Governor Clyde R. Hoey, "I let the
General Assembly lick me a few times and thereby I was able to bring it
in line with what I really wanted to do."48

Another example of his retreating from the General Assembly was the
bill to call a constitutional convention. The measure passed by only
one vote in the House of Representatives and was headed for almost certain
defeat in the Senate where Fountain opposed it. Gardner decided to with-
draw gracefully by appointing a commission to study the problems and to
make recommendations to be submitted to the voters. Likewise, the Gov-
ernor decided to withhold any bill to consolidate the counties ss he had
suggested in his biennial message.49

Governor Gazrdner regained the initiative with the passage of tﬁe
Local Government Act. This act formed a Local Government Commission to
supervise the financial affairs of the counties. 28 a consequence of the
depression many counties had defaulted on their bonds. They were unable
~ to pay either interest or principal. The County Governument Advisory Comr
mission was abolished and replaced by a nine-member Local Government Corr

mission. Six members were to be appointed by the Governor and three were

47Puryear, Denocratic Party Dissensgion, 70.

481-brrison, Gardner, 89.
49.Pury'ear, Denocratic Party Dissension, 70-71.
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ex officice The duties of this commission were to control the issuance
and sale of local bonds.C Governor Gardner believed the law would take
avgy "from local units the power to endanger further the interests of
the taxpayers. o+

The General. Asserbly then moved on its own initiative without Gardner's
approval. It passed the controversial lMcLean Bill for the support of
public education. This measure provided for a uniform gsix-months school
term to be maintained by the state from revenues other than from ad wval-
orem taxation. The school law carried no appropriations with 1172 and
therein 1y the conflict. The issue of taxation kept the 1931 legislatwre
in session for 141 days.”> After passing the licLean Bill, the legislature
had two choices. It could raise almost 512,000,000 from new sources of
revenue or it could do awgy with public education. The Gardner adminis-
tration was committed to reducing taxes .ok However, the governor remained
neutral throughout the school controversy.55 The voters also demanded both
tax reduction and a state-supported school system. The News and Observer
carried on its masthead during the meetings of the "Long Parliament" the

Gardner slogan, "Taxes on Property ilist Be Reduced1"56 Tor days the

SOPuryear, Democratic Party Dissension, 71.
51Lbrrison, Gardner, 87.

53Puryear, Democratic Party Dissension, 72.
53Lbrrison, Ggrdner, 89.

54Puryear, Democratic Party Dissension, 72.
55G:L'Lil., Gardner Papers, 58.

5 g . :
f6Puryear, Democgratic Party Dissension, 73.
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legislators argued about financing the lcLean Bill., They confronted the
task of reconciling conflicts that involved the reduction of taxes and
the location of new sources of revenue.

Two means for financing the schools were proposed. Representative
Nere E. Day of Onslow County introduced a general sales tax proposal.
The measure placed a tax of from one-~twentieth of one per cent to one per
cent on total sales. He hoped to raise between $5,000,000 and 6,000,000
in new revenues. In the Senate, John V. Hinsdale of Vgke County sponsored
a lwwry tax measure. His bill, designed to raise between $6,500,000 and
$9,000,000, placed up to a 20 per cent tax on tobacco, playing cards, candy,
gun, cars, and admissions to theaters and amusements.o ! Powerful lotbies
supported each measure in person and through the mails. In general, the
large corporations favored the sales tax instead of a luxury or corporation
tax. lerchants opposed the sales tax. Laborers and farmers favored the
luxury tax instead of a general sales tax. The newspapers and the general

public were badly divided. The Charlotte Ohserver opposed both taxes. The

ington lorning

opposed the sales tax while the il

Star opposed the luxury tax. The lleus znd Observer took a firm stand in

support of the lwury tax, o8

In the legislature, opinion towards taxation was likewise divided. In
general, the House of Representatives supported some type of sales tax
measure whereas the Senate, led by Lieutenant Governor Iountain, was op-

posed to the sales tax. IFountain believed the sales tax burdened the

5Nlews _and Observer, Janugry 27, 1931.

58Puryear, Democratic Party Dissension, 75-76.
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poorer people more than a luxwry tax. The luwxury tax brought in revenue
from nomressentisl items whereas a general sales tax would tax essential
merchandise. In fact, tempers and opinions became so heated that the joint
Finance Committee was dissolved.

On March 10, 1931, the House Finance Committee approved a general
sales tax measure. The bill also imposed a 5 per cent consumers' tax
upon small users of electricity and all customers of telephone, telegraph,
and gas companies. However, the House eliminated the tax on electricity
and gas producers, but passed a general sales tax of one-half of one per
cent on all sales up to {10,000 and one per cent on sales over 10,000,

The tax was to be paid by merchants.”? The House bill had no chance in
the Senate where the sales tax was opposed by Lieutenant Governor Fountain.
Many of the Gardner supporters commenced to urge the governor to request
that the McLean Bill be repealed. In thié way the hassle would be resolved
and no new taxes would be enacted. However, Gardner preferred to remain
neutral a while longer.

On lMarch 21, Allen J. Maxwell, the Commissioner of Revenue and head of
the Tax Commission, publicly urged repeal of the licLean Bill. In opposing
the general sales tax, he suggested a compromise to the legislature. He
requested that the issembly increase the equalizing fund from $6,500,000
to $10,000,000. He maintained that the additional revenue could be raised

60

by increasing income, franchise, and license taxes.

59Puryear, Democratic Party Dissension, 75~76.

6QPuryear, Democratic Party Dissension, 79.
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On March 24, GOVerﬁor Gardner finally revealed his idess to the General
Assembly in a special message. He stated that he had remained neutral on
the school question and had offered no support or no opposition when thé
legislature was debating the IcLean Bill., However, he told his sudience
that he could see no possibie way of financing the lcLean measure. Object-
ing to a luxury tax and a sales tax, Ggrdner believed that the only just
tax principle was based on the ability to pay.61 He recommended to the
Geﬁeral Asgenbly "that so much of the purpose of the licLean school bill as
cannot be carried out without & sales tax be eliminated from its scope and
purpose."62 He concluded:

I zn ready to stand on this record and as the leader of my

party in this critical hour, I accept the responsibility and

will go forward against all opposition in the next campaign

ggniii:ngtzie?gg approval of this great majority of the citizens

After the Gardner speech, the Senate formally rejected the House reve-
nue bill by a thirty-six to eight vote. It also defegted the Hinsdale
luxury tax bill by a closer vote, twenty-six to twenty-four. If there
had been a tie, it was understood that Fountain would vote in favor of
the lwxury tax.64

Thus, the General Assembly was still in turmoil. The liLean Bill was
law, but the legislzture had not yet found a suitable method of financing

it. The Senate took the initiative by passing a bill incorporzating

61gi11, Gardner Papers, 58-60.

6 prrison, Gardner, 90.
630111, Gardner Papers, 67.

6/priryear, Democratic Party Dissension, 82-83.
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Maxwell's suggestions for increasing the equalizing fund by raising income,
license, and franchise taxes. However, the House did not concur.65
At this point a ten-member joint committee was appointed to come to

terms on the revenue question. Three of its members supported the luxury
tax, three supported the sales tax, and four opposed both taxes. After

the conference committee had begun sessions, two representatives who fa-
vored the sales tax were added. The conference committee remained dead-
locked and would accept no compromise. In an effort to obtain an agreement,
Lieutenant Governor Fountain added two more members to the committee. .One
was Grady Rankin of Gaston County who supported the equalizing fund; the
other was John A. Pritchett of Bertie County who favored the luxury tax.66
Finally, on April 29, the conference committee reported favorably on a
luxury tax bilil.®?

On May 1, 1931, the House passed the conference revenue bill on third
reading by a margin of sixty-two to thirty-four. However, the Senate
proved recalcitrant. It defeated the measure by one vote, twenty-three
to twenty-four. IFriends of the McLean Bill and the luxury tax charged
that several senators had been bribed to vote against the luxury tax bill.68

Governor O, lMax Gardner tired of the waiting game. On May 5, he ap~—
pealed to the General Assembly to come to terms on the revenue question.

He noted in a special message that the legislature had met for 120 days

65Puryear, Democeratic Party Dissension, 82.
66Puryear, Democratic Party Disgension, 83-84.
67Puryear, Democratic Party Dissension, 84.
®8puryear, Democratic Party Dissension, 85-86.
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without conclusive revenue decisions. He appealed to the Assembly to come
to some kind of agreement. In addition, the Governor reminded the legis-
lative members of the necessity for some ad valorem taxes to support tﬂe
cuwrrent expenses of the school budget.69

On May 11, Senator Hallett S. Ward of Beaufort County introduced a
resolution to investigate efforts to bribe senators. Lieutenant Governor
Fountain gppointed the following senators to an investigation committee:
Pritchett, Fabius Haywood of Cgbarrus County, Ward, William Lovill of
Watauga County, and Kemp B. Nixon of Lincoln County. William N. Reymolds
wag accused of trying to influence Senator Hinsdale to give up his support
for the luxury tax. However, Reynolds was never called before the inves-
tigating committee., Likewise, J. J. Hatch, a Goldsboro attorney, waz
alleged to have offered money to another Goldsboro lawyer, J. Faison
Thompson, to influence Senator Hugh Dortch. Dortch allegedly was offered
42,500 for a present vote, or $3,500 for a negative vote. Cn May 26, the
investigating committee reported there was "no competent testimony" to
support the bribery charges. 0

Meanwhile, the revenue deadlock continued. On lMay 12 the House removed
its instructions to the conference cormittee and on the next day, the
Senate followed suit. On lgy 18, the joint committee reported a new reve-
nue proposal. This bill accepted the six mouths school term provision of
the lMcLean Bill, but stated that no more than {16,500,000 could be used to

operate the schools. It retained the 15¢ ad valorem property tax and

696i11, Gardner Papers, 71-75.

70Puryear, Democratic Party Dissension, 86~87.
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increased license and franchise taxes. Again, the measure failed in both
the House and Senate. 'L

Finaily, the impasse was overcome. On May 21, Senator Francis Clarkson
of lMecklenburg County who had supported the luxury tax, voted to accept the
conference report. Cther legislators followed his lead. The House accepted
the revenue bill on third reading by a forty-one to twenty-three margin, and
the Senate voted favorably, twenty-three to sixteen, 2

The revenue bill passed by the 1931 General Assembly was a victory for
Governor Gardner and the opponents of the luxury tax. It increased corpo-
ration taxes, through the corporastion income tax and franchise taxes, by
almost 50 per cent. It retained the 15¢ ad valorem tax on over-valued
property and postponed property revaluation. The revenue bill marked the
end of the "Long Parlisment." On lay 27, 1931, the General Assembly ad-
journed after a record 141 days in session.’3

The record of the General Assembly of 1931 became the focal point of
the gubernatorizal campaign of 1932, A1l three Democratic candidates based
their platforms on its actions. Throughout its long sessions, groups in
both houses had opposed Governor Gardner's recommendations. The critics
"felt that the governor was bent on centralizing the government in order

to build up a political machine through which to select his successor."’4

TLpueyear, Democratic Party Dissension, 88-89.
72Puryear, Democratic Party Dissension, 89.
73Puryear, Demeccratic Party Dissension, 90.
Thpyryear, Democratic Party Dissension, 9l.
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Governor Gardner was highly pleased with the actions of the 1931 legis-
lature. In a radio address he stated, "I would say that their main effort
was to reinterpret the functions and services of government in conformity
with changed economic conditions."’® He remarked that the consolidation
of the University was an outstanding achievement. "No more fundsmentzally
progressive policy has been established by the work of any legislature in
this State since 1900."76 The governor reported that the members of the
1931 legislature "were not quitters" since they received no compensation
aftter the first sixty days of the session and praised them for remaining

77 Governor Gardner

at the job until a suitable revenue bill was passed.
stated that the acts passed by the General Assembly were divided into four
primary categories. The laws they passed were designed to clarify the
relationship between state and local governments, to promote governmental
efficiency, to remove strains on property taxation, and to reduce the costs
of government.78 Gardner concluded, "The General Assembly of 1931 will go
down in history as one of the great general assemblies of North Carolina,"’?
Gardner, however, made enemies in the 1931 General Assembly. After

the session ended, the Governor appointed eleven of his political lieuten—

ants to administrative posts in the state gOVernment.80 Among the key

756111, Gardner Papers, 299.

76GiLl, Gardner Papers, 300,

776111, Gardner Papers, 299.

786411, Gardner Papers, 301-312.

796i11, Gardner Papers, 312.

8O.Puryear, Democratic Party Dissension, 91.
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legislators appointed were Edwin B. Jeffress as chairman of the State
Highway Commission, Gurney P. Hood as Commissioner of Banks, Edwin Gill
as Gardner's private secretary, and Tyre Taylor as executive counsel. A
norr-legislative appointment was A. S. Brower as director of the Bureau
of Purchase and Contract.St

After the 1931 legislative session adjourned, Gardner began to com
golidate the state government. The State Highway Commission took over
45,000 miles of roads on July 1, 1931.5% On that date, the consolidation
of the University of North Carolina also became reality, and several agen—
cieg authorized by the Genersl /Assembly became operative.

Economic conditions continued to worsen. Joseph lMorrison believed
that Gardner's bitterest task as governor was to watch economic conditions
deteriorate and not be able to take action to prevent the depression.83
Resisting pressure to call a special session of the legislature to deal
with financial problems, Gardner remsrked,

If we were to call a special session of the legislature with a

primary (election) just ashead and with men in North Carolina who

gre willing to fan ourpeople into a fury in order to gain polit~

ical office, God alone knows what would happen if we were to

undertake to write laus, gith no power of veto on my part, for

the future of this State.

Thus, in 1931 the two major issues of the next gubernatorial campaign

were set. Legislative actions and economic conditions would be the primary

81Ifbrrison, Gardner, 92.
82lorrison, Gardner, 93.
83Lbrrison, Gardner, 99.

Sprrison, Gardner, 101-102.
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topics for candidates' speeches. The consolidation of state government
would have advocates and critics. Ilethods of combatting the depression
would be proposed by each candidate. UVhat remained in 1931 was the

gmmouncenment of candidsacies,.



CHAPTER ITII
CANDIDATES AND ISSUES, 1932

thile Governor Gardner was worrying about the depression and its effects
upon lNorth Carolina, Richard Tillman Fountain of Rocky lount began his cam-
paign to succeed Gardner as governor. Fountain, a native of Edgecombe
County, first entered North Caroling politics in the election of 1916.
At that tiue he supported Elijah L. Daughtridge for governor through
speeches and newspaper advertisements.l The candidate was a Rocky lMount
native, but he lost to Thomas V. Bickett of Franklin County. In May,
1918, Founatin amnounced his candidacy for the office of Representative

from Edgecombe County,2

which he won without opposition. He successfully
supported Dennis G. Brummitt for Speaker of the House of Representatives.3
Representative Fountain ran for a second term in 19204 and was again the
wimner. In 1920, O, lax Gardner requested Fountain to support him in his
bid for governor by writing, "The influence that would go oult from the
convention will either help or hurt my candidacy for the nomination for

gOVernor."5 Elected for g third term in the House, Fountain was recog-

nized by this time as a leader in the Democratic party. He introduced

lRlChdrd Tiliman Fountain Papers, East Carolina lanuscript Collection,
East Carolina University, Greenville, North Carolina, hereinafter cited
as Fountain Papers,

ZRlChdfd Te Fountain to Edgeconbe County Board of Electlons, May 14,
1918, Iountain Papers.,

3Richard T. Fountain to Dennis G. Brummitt, June 11, 1918, Fountain
Papers.

4Richard T. Fountain to James Pender, February 17, 1920, Fountain
Papers.

50. lMax Gardner to Richard T. Fountain, liarch 10, 1920, Fountain Papers.
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House Bill 97 during the 1923 session. This bill, which was passed,
created a training school for boys in eastern North Carolina. Taisschool,
located in Fountain's home town of Rocky lbunt, became a home for juvenile
delinquents, and now has named a building on its campus for Fountain. In
the 1923 session of the legislature, Fountain actively supported a Char-
lotte attorney, Edgar W. Pharr, for Speaker of the House.6 He wrote
numerous letters to his political friends urging them to vote for Pharr
vho was elected. In 192/, Fountain supported both the victorious ingus
W. lcLean for Governor’ and Dennis Ge. Brumnitt for A'btorney—General.8
After he was elected for a fourth term as Representative of Edgecombe
County, Fountain decided to seek the speakership for himself. In late
1926, he began a letter-writing campaign to gather support. He stated,
"I have been in the Legislature as representative from Edgecombe gince
1919, and feel that I have gained sufficient experience to qualify me for
this position."9 He had two strong competitors in Nat Towmsend of Dunn
and Henry Groves Connor, Jr. of Wilson. In Decerber, 1926, Fountain vas
optimistic about the race. He wrote to his close friend George A. Younce,

"T feel as you do that the situation is getting better all the tine, I

6Richard T. Fountain to Thomas C. Bowie, December 4, 1923, Fountain
Papers.

7Angus W. IeLean to Richard T. Fountain, June 11, 1924, Fountain Pzpers.

®Dennis G. Prumaitt to Richard T. Fountain, June 23, 1924, Fountain
Papers.

9Richard T, Fountain to . B. lcDevitt, November 13, 1926, Fountain
Papers. -
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have a lot of friends who have recently becone very active.™0 Fountain
was elected as Speaker. In 1928, he decided not to seek re-election to
the House, but instead, he entered the race for the office of Lieutenant
Governor. His opponents were John D. Langston, supported by Senator Sim-
mons, and William H. S, Burgwyn, supported by Gardner.’l In the primary
held on June 4, 1928, Fountain polled 84,477 votes. Second with 68,480
votes was Langston and Burguyn received 62,866 votes L2 Langston had
received the support of Senator Furnifold M. Simmons! personal secretary,
Frank A, Hampton. In a letter to Fountain, Hampton stated:
Of all men in the State who could have been brought into

this race, John Langston is one of the very few who would abso-

lutely have compelled my support. I have, heretofore, as you

know, felt heartiiy in favor of your candidacy and_have intended

to support you whole-heartedly for the nomination, >
Langston was eligibie to call for a second primary since Fountain had not
garnered a clear nmajority of the votes, but he decided not to do so.

In the general election, O. liax Gardner defeated Republican Herbert F.

Seawell and Fountain was elected Lieutenant Governor. Gardner wrote

Fountain recommending appointments to Senate committees. He wanted

10Rs chard T. Fountain to George A. Younce, December 6, 1926, Fountain
Papers. _

11Neus and Observer, July 4, 19.8.

124, R. Tieusome, (ed.), lorth Carolina linual, 1929 (Raleigh, 1929),
400.

13prank A, Hauopton to Richard T. Fountain, January 21, 1928, Fountain
Papers.
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Fountain to place some Gardner supporters on the Finance, Election Laws,
Education, and Roads committees 14

During the 1929 session of the legislature, Gardner and Fountain had
diffeerent opinions on the proposed Broughton-Johnson Bill to provide a
secret ballot. This bill had the support of the governor. Women's clubs
and the Vomans! Christian Temperance Union deluged the legislators with
telegrams expressing approval of the bill. However, Lieutenant Governor
Fountain objected to the complicated procedures within the bill. He
wrote a concerned citizen:

I am afraid some of the statements through the Press have

put me in an improper light. I have never objected to any per=-

son having absolute privacy in voting. I have always stood for

this, but I feel that our baliot should be simplified and not

tied up with 2 great many details and technicalities, which

would make it impossible for a person without special ¥Training

to vote. Of course you understand I am only the presiding offi-

cer and do not have a vote unless there is a_tie, and in this

position no one can complain of my fairness,™”

In other letters Fountain attempted to clarify his position, For
example, he wrote, "The only thing I have advocated is that we should
have a ballot that would be understood, and that would not deny the right

to vote to any person for want of a higher education."L6 Likewise, Foun-

tain wrote, "Onepaper in the State said a man without education should

14o, 1ax Gardner to Richard T. Fountain, December 31, 1928, Founmtain
Papers.

15Richard T. Fountain to J. C. Critz, January 30, 1929, Fountain Papers.

1635chard T. Fountain to Frank S. Harrell, February 2, 1929, Founbain
Papers.
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not be allowed to volte any more than a 'bob tail monkey! I do not be-
lieve the best thought of the State will agree with this, ™7

After the secret ballot became law, some people tejan to mention
Fountzin as a gubernatorial candidate in the next election. In lay, 1929,

an editorial in the Elizabeth City Independent predicted higher ambitions

for the lieutenant governor. The editoriglist maligned Fountain by writ-
ing:

The most disturbing cloud on the horizon of North Carolina
politics at this time is the gubernatorisl candidazcy of Re. T.
Fountain of Rocky lount. Here is a fat-headed, mealy-mouthed,
pussy-footing nonentity without & single characteristic to com-
mend him to the serious consideration of any thoughtful North
Carolinian; znd yet he is one of the greatest vote getters that
North Carolina politics has produced.

The next State electionlis vyet a long way off, but it
promises to be a lively one.™°

The Greensboro Daiiy Mews, which was never friendly to Fountain, cast
further doubts on Fountain's integrity. In an October, 1929 editorial
the newspaper stated that the followers of the Simmons machine were those
vho were boosting Fountain for the next governor of North Carolina.19 The
Evening Telegrzm of Rocky lount, likewise, did not support its owm home-
tovn candidate. /An editoriszlist wrote that Fountain refused to take a
position on major issues and would support no faction within the Democratic

party.2o

17Richard Te Fountain to i. Ce. Owens, February 2, 1929, Fountain Papers.

18 5 naboth City Independent, lay 17, 1929, hereinaffter cited as Indeven—
dent.

196reensboro Daily Neus, October 30, 1929,

ram, lovember 1, 1929.



35

In 1late 1929 the Ilizabeth City Independent began sending up trial
balloons in favor of John C. B. Ehringhaus for governor. This newspaper
stated that Ehringhaus would be a worthy successor to Gardner and & man
who could raise sufficient funds to finance s gubernatorial campaign,
The newspaper predicted that as a corporation lawyer, Ehringhaus could
draw upon contributions from wealthy corporation interests within the
state. T |

Throughout 1930, Fountain was mentioned as a possible candidate for
governor. He received some unexpected support from CGleveland Gardner, a
Shelby attorney, who wrote, "I am deeply grieved, humiliated, and dis-
gusted to feel that there is an organized effort by some of our public
officials and leaders of the State to turn the government over to our
big corporations."22

The year 1931 marked Lieutenant Goveinor Fountain's emergence as a
candidate for the governor'!s office. He worked hard throughout the 1931
General Assembly to block Governor Gardner's centralization proposals.
For example, '« . Hooks, chairman of the Pitt County Deumocratic Execu-
tive Committee, wrote to Fountain an assessment of the legislature's
work on Gardner's rozd bill:

The people generally are in favor of this neasure because
of the tax reduction they think they will get on their real
estate holdings. But for this fact I think they would oppose

taking the roads from the Coggties. e o o They are strongly
in favor of the licLean Biil,

QIIndQngndent, Decenber 27, 1929,

2201 eveland Gardner to Richard T. Fountain, December 2, 1930, Foumr-
tain Papers.

2311, E. Hooks to Richard T. Tountain, liarch 14, 1931, Fountain Papers.
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Fountain's correspondence from the people during the 1931 Assembly
indicated thal many were opposed to the Gardner laws. He received much
praise during and after the session for his opposition to Gardner poli-
cies. Ior example, in a letter that reads like a campaign speech, C. C.
Boone, a retired government employee from Black lountain, wrote:

_To make virtual wards of the citizens of the state is to
destroy, as I see ilt, practically all initiative and incentive

that has hitherto developed our leaders in governmental affairs.

Not a democra?y, bu@ An unl}miteg Pnfmwchy thisng}ll be, with

but one question arising: 'ho will be the Czar?™*

Who would be the next Czar? Fountain, encouraged by his friends to
overthrow the Gardner machine, formally ammounced his candidacy for the
office of Governor of North Carolina in July of 1931. He entered the
race during the severest ecornomic depression in the state's history. At
the tine Fountain announced, Governor O. liax Gardner was abtempting to
replace Senator Furnifold . Simmons As leader of the state's Democratic
party.25

Political columnists forecast the entrance of several other candidates
into the gubernatorial race. There was considerable speculation concern—
ing Attorney-General Dennis Ge. Bruaaitt. Brumiitt was characterized as
an "insurgent Democrat."26 He had tried to obtain taxes on foreign corpo-

rations to reduce the property tax in behind-the-scenes maneuvers during

the 1931 legislature.27 Another possible candidate was John Christoph

?4G, C. Boone to Richard T. Fountain, July 3, 1931, Founbain Papers.

25Puryear, Democratic Party Dissension, 92.

zéﬁugh T. Lefler, History of MNorth Caroling (llew York, 1956), II, 775,
hereinafter cited as Lefler, History of llorth Caroling.

27Puryear, Democratic Party Dissension, 93.
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Blucher Ehringhaus, a lawyer from Pasquotank County.28 Ehringhaus appar-
ently was the choice of Governor Gardner as he received the open support
of Tyre Taylor, Gardner's private secretary. Ehringhaus, not a member of
the 1931 General Assembly, was opposed to new taxes 27 Josephus Daniels,
editor of the lewys and Chserver, was frequently mentioned in politiecal
circles as 4 successor for Gardner. Allen Jay liaxwell, Commissioner of
Revenue, was another possible candidate .0

Je Co B, Ehringhaus announced his candidacy officially in August, 1931,
and Mlen J. lipavell, believing he had the support of Governor Gsrdner,
entered the race in Septenber.3l /dthough Lindsay C. Yarren had been
mentioned and ex—Governor /ngus lcLean expressed interest in making the
race, the Democratic primary for Governor was between Fountain, Ehringhaus,
and Mawell.o? According to Elmer Puryear, "it would be up to the voters
of the Democratic Party to place the stamp of approval or rejection upon
the Gardner administration in the forthcoming primary."B3

The platiforms of the three contenders expressed their views. Ehringhszus
was the first to state his opinions. He fully endorsed the Gardner admin—
istration, proposed a balanced budget, and requested a revaluation of prop-

erty. The lauyer believed the state should further consolidate its agencies

28Lefler, History of North Carolina, IT, 775.

29.Puryear, Democratic Party Dissension, 93.

30Lefler, History of North Caroling, IT, 776.

31Purvear Democratic Party Dissension, 93-94.
o b 9

32For brief biographies of the three candidates, refer to Appendix A,

33Puryear, Democratic Party Dissension, 9l.
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and supervise spending by local governments. He believed the short ballot
was not an issue and that the state should remove the fifteen cents ad
valorem property tax as quickly as possible. Ehringhaus wanted neither

g sales tax nor a luxury tax. In addition, the candidate felt that the
state should fully develop agricultural and industrial resources. In 23
plank designed to win support from the small farmers, Ehringhaus wanted

a constitutional amendment to c¢lassify farms to achieve favorable legis-
lation for owners of less than fifty acres of land.z:

Fountain, characterized as the "Little man's" candidate, favored the
McLean Bill requiring a six-months public school term, government economy,
repudistion of the short ballot, the gbolition of the ad valorem property
tax, a balanced budget, and abolition of several of the Gardner agencies.
He also opposed a general sales tax, S0

Maxwell'!s platform stated that there uas only one issue in the 1932
electionr~—taxation and the reduction of public spending. He believed
that the state should reduce the salaries of legislators, increase non-
resident fees at state colleges, control state debt, eliminate extrava-
gances in public education, and mske the state's prisons self-sufficient.
He also wanted to remove the state property tax and revslue property. He
opposed both the luxury tax and the sales tax.36

After the issuance of their respective platforms, the candidates

began their campaigns., However, the campaign ran slowly until the new

34Puryear, Democratic Party Dissension, 96-98.

BFor & complete statement of the Fountain platform, see ippendix B.

36Puryear, Democratic Party Dissension, 96-98.
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year., Education leaders opposed Maxwell beczuse of his extreme economy
megsures, Thus, Fountain tried to woo the support of educators by pro-
posing a balanced budget, but not at the expense of the public schools.
Ehringhaus tried to convince the voters that he was not the administra-
tion candidate and that he was not backed by corporate interests o’

The supporters of Richard T. Fountain included very few well=known
politicians. Although Josephus Daniels agreed with Fountain's views,

both he and the News and Observer remained officiglly neutral in the

contest., Tountain often received a hostile press because of his dislike
of the Gardner administration., His disparagers included William T, Bost
of the Greensboro Dajly News. DBost's wife, the chairman of the State
Welfare Commission, held a responsible and well-paying post in the Gard-
ner administration. M. R. Dunnagan, a Raleigh correspondent for out-of-
town papers, also wrote columns unfavorable to rFountain. The reporter
received {108.75 for personal services in the Ehringhaus report of cam-
paign expenditures, Billed as the "little manis" candidate, Fountain
had the general backing of labor and education. For example, he received
the support of the Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen and Enginemen, the
Superintendent of Transylvania County Schools, and several small business-

men.38 John H., Blount worked with the llerchants! Associgtion in trying to

win its support for Fountain.>?

37Puryear, Democratic Party Dissension, 98-99.

38John E. Raumberger to Richard T. Fountain, September 7, 1931; S. P.
Verner to Richard T. Fountain, Septewber 19, 1931; T, J. larriner to
Richard T. Fountain, September 18, 1931; T. A, illiams to Fichard T.
Fountain, September 24, 1931; and liarx S. Nathan to Richard T. Fountain,
October 1, 1931, Fountain Papers.

39Puryear, Democratic Party Dissension, 100,
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Je Ce Be. Ehringhaus, on the other hand, had the active support of
big-nane politicians such as Edvin B, Jeffiress, chairman of the State
Highway Commission, Governor /ngus D. licLean, and Lindsagy C. Varren.

The Raleicrh Tines and the Greensboro Daily Neus were active boosters of

the Ehringhaus candidacy vhile the Charlotte Chserver offered him weak

support. These wrban newspapers wished to continue the gtatus quo. is

a4 corporation lawyer, Ehringhaus received the endorsement of the major

tobacco and power industries.40

The third candidate, Allen J. llaxwell, was a conservative., He re-
ceived a more favorable press than Fountain and was often mentioned as
the second-choice czndidate after Ehringhaus. Political columnists
believed that laxwell could gain the votes of the defeated candidate if
he were involved in a run—off pr:‘_mary.l*l

Ifter Fountain entered the race, he received many letters from ordi-
nary people pledging their support. TFor example, Stanley S. lohl, =
former Pennsylvania Democrat, wrote:

I am happy to say that I have been openly for you since

your efforts, strength and influence brought aboult the defeat

of the short ballot in the Genersl Assembly early this Spring.

You refused to be stampeded by the so-called expert advice

offered in person by Hon. flfred E, Smith and Harry . Byrd.

It may £it the Party organizstions in their States, but not

North Cﬁtgolina vhere the considerations are so totally dif-

+

ferent.

The eastern llorth Csrolina manager of the Pamimerican Life Insurance

4Opyryear, Democratic Party Dissension, 99.

4lPUCf'yeaI', Democratic Party Dissension, 100-101.

425tanley S. Wohl to Richard T. Founbain, July 29, 1931, Fountain
Papers.




Company, A. T. Lott, wrote from Greensboro:
I feel the people of North Carolina would be committing a

great crime to reject you since you are so familiar with the

'rotteness! that exists in the present administration with a

8school boy in charge of the high office of Executive Council

(sic), or legal advisor to the Governor, and with = 40% intzr—

est pawn shop banker as head of our present banking system.

The entrance of J. C. Be. Ehringhaus into the race for Governor
brought favorable comments from the press. For example, the High Point
Enterprise stated "the Gardner sympathies are with Ehringhaus and would
have been with lMaxwell had Ehringhaus stayed out." The article continued:

His (Bhringhaus) entry disposes of that conjecture (Ehrirg-

haus supporters moving to another candidate) and assures a

sharper cleavage between two political schools of thought than

BrummitEAand Fountain, making the race a duel, would have

forced.

J. C. Baskervill, a Raleigh correspondent for afternoon daily neuspapers,
analyzed the situation of TFountain and Ehringhaus in the race. He
believed that Fountain was much better knowm throughout the state than
Ehringhaus. He wrote that Ehringhaus would need much publicity and
travel to win. According to Baskervill, "few persons can be found,

aside from those in his immedizte section, who think Ehringhaus has much
chance of winning the nomination." Baskervill speculated that lMaxwell
should be more of a competitor against Fountain than Attorney-General
Brummitt would have been. He also stated that Fountain was flirting

with the power companies and anti-luxury tax groups to gain their con-

fidence.4® Baskervill quoted the Fountain position on the Local Government

434, T, Lott to Richard T. Fountain, August 2, 1931, Fountain Papers.

blg13 oh Point Enterprise, August 16, 1931,

45Gastonia Daily Gazette, jugust 17, 1931.




Act:
I feel that the Local Government Act, while it contains
many good features, is a good deal like locking the stzble door
after the horse has been stolen. « « « I believe in the county
as the local government unit, because there must be some means
for carrying out govermmental functions in every community and
because it affords the best means for getting individuals inter- 6
ested in government and for giving them training in government.
The Neus-=Herszld of lbrganton actively supported Ehringhaus after he

entered the campszign. The editor wrote, "ile honestly believe that of
the candidates or possible candidates mentioned lfr. Ehringhaus is the
best man from every standpoint to lead the Democratic State ticket next
year."47 The same issue of the neuspaper contained a condensation of
an address Allen J. laxwell had made before the Selma Kiwanis Club on
August 16, 1931 in which he defended the activities of the 1931 General
Assembly, particularly the state assumption of responsibility for opersa-
tion of the schools and roads which would result in reducing the cosis of
government. He also defended the Local Government Act by stating:
The Local Government Commnission is purely a service orga-

nization, operated at state expense, to serve the local govern—

ment units in North Carolina, and to give protection to their

taxpayers5©

The I Aance, strongly favorable to the candidacy of its

local son, suggested that laxwell not enter the race. It described
Vaxwell and Ehringhaus as similar in their views and as appealing to

the same groups of people. Both offered their support of the Gardner

46rgenton leys, Lugust 12, 1931.

rald, August 20, 1931.

481 oy oanton lleus=Herald, August 20, 1931.



administration. The Advance editor refuted a Charlotte News suggestion
that Ehringhaus would not have run if Maxwell had announced his candi-
dacy first. The editor also inferred that Ehringhaus, not Maxwell, had
the full support of Governor Gardner,49 an inference that would become
more obvious as the campaign progressed.

While llaxwell was suggesting that sectional taxpayers associations
work to reduce taxes,50 Ehringhaus was pleased with the support that
the press had given his candidacy. He released a press statement as
follows:

I am particularly pleased with the response of the press

of state and the editorial comment upon my candidacy. Irom

Asheville to Wilmington, there have been expressions of com-

?endiiéon inﬁ{app?oyaé Enf ?OF a.single notglof unfriendliness.

co no 1wve asked for anything better.

Fountain continued his tactics of blasting the Gardner administration.
In a speech before the Ahoskie Kiwanis Club on August 23, he urged the
repudigtion of centralization. He stated that "we have gone mad over this
business of centralization" and added that "building good citizenship can
be accomplished only by permitting the people to exercise the right of the
ballot." The candidate asserted that centralization of government per-
mitted too much power in the hands of a few individuals and did not give
the voters much choice in electing state officials. Fountain believed the

voters should choose as many of their governing agents as possible, so

that they would respond to the wishes of the people.52

4981 1 gabeth City Ldvance, August 20, 1931,

501snston-Salen Journal, August 23, 1931.

5lgreensboro Daily leus, fugust 23, 1931.

52leys and Observer, August 24, 1931,




At the same time, Ehringhaus continued to gain support from the press.
The Gzuzette of Gastonia publicly supported his nomination®3 and J. C.
Baskervill began to give preliminary endorsement to him. From observations
of Guilford, Forsyth, and Yadkin counties, Baskervill conveyed the impres-
sion that Ehringhaus was the man to beat. /[lthough he admitted that Foun-
tain had strength in the rural areas of the Piedmont, the columnist sug-
gested that Fountain take a definite stand on the major issues.

Fountain, however, was gaining commitnents from some Gardner office-
holders. Dr. A. il lMcCuiston, medical director of Caswell Training
School in Kinston, complained of the centralization of state govermment.
He wrote:

There is a lot of straightening out needed at Raleigh; there

are too many bureaus. And when you disagreed with the Brookinrs

Institute I knew you were or the right track. Vhy do we have to

hire out of state people to show us how to manage our owm affg%rs?

Why does 4 budget buresu have to run every State Institution?”
Senator Sanuel H. Hobbs of Ciinton agreed with Fountain by writing:

A 1ittle pover has turned Gardner's head. That Brookings

Report would not know Democracy; and its advocates, parading

under5ghe name of Democracy, have 'Hamiltonianism'! skinned a

mile.

Political =zdvice was offered to Fountain by almost every one of his

correspondents. An Asheville citizen who was chairman of the North

Carolina Bozrd of the Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen and Enginemen,

53ggstonia Daily Gazette, August 27, 1931.

51 1inston- Srlen Sentinel, August 27, 1931.
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5%y, A. il ikCuiston to Richard T. Fountain, iugust 29, 1931, Foun-
tain Papers.

563. H. Hobbs to Richard T. Fountain, September 4, 1931, Fountain Papers.
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John E. Baumberger, wrote Fountain to continue to favor the luxury tax
as the "lesser of two evils." He encouraged Fountain to gain the support
of labor by advising:

The powers that be know that labor can not endorse laxwell
because he is to (sic) close to the present Covernor and
as Eringhouse (sic) has endorsed the present administration,
it will be iwpossible to endorse him. « « o I £ind the repre-
sentatives of the big corporations in this section backing
Eringhouse (sic).

I an going to try and pave the way so that the officials
of the State rfederation of Labor in this section will be for
you when they asserble for the purpose of endorsing some one
for governor.

I trust you will not endorse any sales tax and thereby
perchance destroy your chance for endorsement by the entire
labor bodies of the state.

Revaluation of all property and repeal of the special
priviledge (sic) revaluation act of 1931 will be a vote
getting issue or platform,

I believe that to advocate that the commissioner of
Labor office should be filied by a bona fide worker and
not by an employer of labor, will strengthen your position
with the labor organizations.

Edney Ridge, an associate of radio station WBIG in Greensboro,
advised Fountain to concentrate on only two or three major issues and
in particular to denounce the Brookings Report. "Give the power trust
the devil in the cities, and the tobacco trust hell in the country," Ridge
wrote. He also noted that Fountain held the advantage with the voters

g - 1 . [:(1
since he condemned the Ggrdner mgchine.-©

George L. Younce, an gttorney
from CGreensboro, advised Fountain to continue to speak out against the

short ballot.59

57John E. Baumberger to Richard T. Fountain, September 7, 1931, Fountain
Papers.,

58Edney Ridge to Richard T. Fountain, September 7, 1931, Fountain Papers.

59George e Younce to Richard T. Fountain, September &, 1931, Fountain
Papers.



L6

In September, 1931, Fountain commenced to receive reports on his
strength in various sections of the state. lMack 1. Jernigan, chairman
of the Harnett County Democratic party, wrote that all three candidates
had support from Harnett County voters.éo D. Emerson Scarborough, a
Rockingham lawyer, was more optimistic in his appraisal. He wrote that
Fountain .snd liaxwell had more strength in his area than did Ehringhaus.
He suggested that Fountain gain the support of textile workers by writing:

In this viecinity there is a strong agitation for g reform
in ouwr labor laws so as to prevent the industries from working

their employees for over ten hours a day. s you know, we have
the most backward labor laus oi any industriasl State in imerica.

€l
Bditors in the middle eastern counties were trying to drum up votes
for Fountaine. /n article in the Cravhic of Nashville characterized Foum-
tain as a "man of native grit and Aability," with interest in his rellow
man, a person who believed in equality and self-govermment, and an "um-
camy judge of huumain nattt.r'e."()z Te £, Williams, the owner of a cotton
gin in Battleboro, encouraged Fountain, He wrote that most of the people
in his area had originally favored Ehringhaus. However, he noted a grad-

ual turn toward Ifountain because the voters did not like ILhringhaus! asso-

ciation with Gardner and with the large power companies.éB

601,32015 4. Jernigan to Richard T. Fountain, Septerber 10, 1931, Foun-
tain Papers.

6'*1). Imerson Scarborough to Richard T. Fountain, September 17, 1931,
Fountain Papers.

An . . . - .
S~llashville Crezphic, Septeumber 10, 1931.

63‘1‘. Lo THlidszms to Richard T. IFountain, Septerber 24, 1931, Fountain
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In mid-September, 1931, newspaper correspondent, J. C. Baskerviil
rated the possible candidates for governor in the order of his preference.
He placed Attorney-General Dennis Brummitt at the head of the list, closely
followed by Ehringhaus, with Fountain rumning third. He did mot rate liax-
well at a11,64 but did express grudging admiration for liaxwell's views.

He stated that "laxwell does not hesitate to call a spade a spade and to
say exdactly what he thinks gbout taxes and taxation in North Carolina."
However, he added that "laxwell is already being accused of being too
blunt and too direct in his wviews and in the mamner in which he expresses
them, n65

In g radio speech delivered on Raleigh station VPTF on September 29,
1931, Aldlen J. laxwell scored high taxes and reiterated his stand against
the sales tax and the luxury tax. He called the sales tax "eapitalistic
in principle, difficult, irritating, and expensive in administration and

n66

objectiondble in its detrimental effects and blamed tobacco problems
on the collapse of foreign markets. He said, "The Eastern lorth Carolina
tobacco farmer has almost entirely lost his foreign market due to a combi-
nation of foreign production and excessive taxes by foreign countries."
The candidate strongly urged North Carolina legislators to levy no taxes

67

on tobacco, laxwell urged industrial development for eastern North

Carolina. At the same time, he would reduce taxes as governmental

64Roclcv Lount, Bvening Telesran, September 16, 193L.

655l ishiry Post, September 29, 193L.

661.71' nston=Salen Journal, September 30, 1931.

67 i s ton=Srlan Journal, October 1, 1931,
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efficiency was increased. "le must lighten the tax load on industry as
well as property." liaxwell continued:

lore taxes is not a remedy for too much taxes. The tax

bill in llorth Carolina is too big. The tax boosters taxspend-
ers overdid the job when we all thought we were rich and when
they muitiplied the statels tax bill fouwr times within 10
years. 'y not recognize our trouble for what it is and taclkle
it at its source? Tle must get back to earth again and in sound
reason 4nd sober Judgment readjust the cost and ggope of govern
nment to £it the times as we now knou them to be."°

In his speech, laxwell approved tuition increases at state colleges for
out~of-state students. He felt that tuition rates should reflect the

costs of services.69 However, the Greensboro Daily leus disagreed with

Maxwell on out-of-state students' tuition. This newspaper argued that
North Carolina students would be penalized for attending schools else-
vhere by incresases in their tuitions., IFurthermore, according to the
editorial, out~of-state students spent their money in lNorth Carolina,
not their hoine sta‘bes.rZO Maxwell also angered educators by stating that
teachers in both publiic schools and colleges should increase their class
71

loads.

After the liaxwell speech, the Goldshoro llews~.rous reprinted an edi-
2 >

torial from the Lengir lleys-Topic. The comment, critical of Founltain, is
48 follows:

Lucky Me. Fountain! He could not beat lir. Ehringhaus alone,
and he couldn't beat Ir. laxwell alone. Bubt with each of them

68Hgg_d_g'c, sonviiie llews—Times, September 30, 1931,
6

(]
“Uinston-Salen Journal, September 30, 1931.

"Oreenshoro Dailr leys, Cctober 12, 1931,

Tl inston-Salen Journal, September 30, 1931.
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splitting the vote of the other he stands today the most dan-

gerous candidate in the fieid. He lets the others fight over

issues while he fights Tor the I zndsh:ﬂ:eﬁ

I-Eanwh:‘.’l.e, Je C. Baskervill, indirectly supporting Ehringhaus, com-
mented that many voters were discontented because Ifaxwell znd Fountain
were campaigning while holding public office. He particularly scored
Maxwell for remaining Commissioner of Revenue at an annual salary of
36,750, He noted that Fountain's salary as Lieutenant Governor was
8700 every two years.’?

in editoriad in the Eveninc Telegram of Rocky lount was highly crit-
ical of the Fountain campaign. The editor did not approve of Fountain
because of Fountain's independence and his refusal to talte orders fronm
others. % He criticized Fountain's speaking ability and called attention
to his refusal to take & stand on certaln issues such as ad valorem taxa-
tion for public schoois. The editor concluded that "a real battle is
brewing, we should sr.v."75

A real battle was brewing. Dach of the candidates had announced his
platform. Each had begun the campaign trail by making speeches and public
appearances even though the election was more than eight months away. The
next months would be filled with charges and countercharges as the election

grew closer, and each candidate attempted te win the most votes in the primary.

72 coldsboro eyg=/reus, October 3, 1931,

73gdenton lleys, October 5, 1931.

74irs, Richard T. Fountain, personsl interview with the author at her
home in Rocky ipunt, llorth Carolina, :jugust 13, 1971.

75Rgokv iount Tvenine Telecran, Cctober &, 1931.



CHAPTER IV

THE PRIMARY BATTLE

The 1932 caupaign for Governor of North Czrolina began in earnest in
October, 1931l. Lieutenant Governor Richard T. Fountain opened the attack
on the Gardner "machine" when he made his first major radio speech fron
the studio of VPTF in Raleigh on October 13, 1931. He explained his
platform.ﬁore fully to the radio audience. He stated that North Carolina
needed more revenue to combat the depression. However, he noted that
land was a liability until the condition of agriculture improved. He saw
the need for increased taxation of intangible property such as stocks and
bonds and for the reduction of real estate taxes. He told his audience
that the state system of franchise taxes should be overhauled znd that
"the income tax is the fairest tax.'" He agreed with the quadrennial re-
valuation of land and affirmed that it was the state's duty to provide a
six-months school term. He zlso felt that vocational courses should be
added to school curricula to help students prepare for jobs since many
could not afford college because of the depression. OUbjecting to the
nandatory consolidation of counties, Iountain warned the listeners that
centrglization gave the governor too much power. Appealing to the working
man, he wanted labior to share in any industrial prosperity.l

To override thes influence of the Fountain speech, Je. C. Baskervill

devoted a column to the growing strength of Ehringhaus in the middle and

western Piedmont counties.2 m_Sentinel ignored the speech.

lRsdio Address, WPTF Radio, October 13, 1931, Fountain Papers.

2’:.’3‘] son Tines, Cctober 16, 1931.



Instead, the editor commented that the election of 1932 was in sharp con—
trast to the election of 1928, In 1928, North Carolinsg voters were con-
cerned with the nationsl presidential election; in 1932, they were too
wrapped up in the state gubernatorial and senatorial races to bother with
national politics.3 Amost 350,000 North Carolinians had voted for Hoover
in 1928 whereas about 380,000 voted in the June, 1932 primary.*

In October, 1931, ex-Senator O. B. Eaton of WinstonSalem predicted
that the candidate who spent the most money in the race would win ite. He
8aid, "The man who hasn't the money himsgelf, or friends to put it up, is
wasting his time to make the race.?

Fountain continued to receive encouraging reports from his friends.
Marx S. Ngthan, & VWilmington businessman, wrote in late October:

There has never been such a feeling of resentment as to

the present administration that I can remember heretofore.

Some of the former Governors may have made a few mistakes,

but the present adminigtration is being thoroughly cussed

from most every angle.

In the meantime, columnist J. C. Baskervill continued to try to build
up support for Ehringhaus. In one article he noted that the contest was
between Ehringhaus and Fountain., He dismissed laxwell by saying that he

was not ruming well in the Piedmont where he expected to receive his

greatest support. He added that Ehringhsaus was gaining strength in the

3inston-Salen Sentinel, October 14, 193L.

4Hugh T. Lefler and ilbert Re. Newsome, North Caroling, The History of
a_Southern State (Chapel Hill, 1963), 57L, 575.

5Neus and Obseryer, October 18, 1931,

6L£rx Se Nathan to Richard T. Fountain, October 29, 1931, Fountain
Papers.
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East while Fountain appeared to be losing followers because of his non—
committal approach to the campaign.7 In another column, Baskervill wrote
that school teachers, '"one of the most powerful political organizationé
in the state," were aligned with Ehringhaus. According to the columnist,
the teachers could nolt support Fountain because of his activities as
chairman of the Board of Equalization. In the same manner, they could
not support lMaxwell because of his attacks on the University of llorth
Carolina and his proposal for strict economy in the public schools.8

In early Novernber the Edenton lews noted that Fountain had predicted
that school buses would not be able to travel over county roads by the
end of winter becavse of poor highway maintenance. Fountain desired the
return to county maintensance supported by county taxes. The lleus agreed
with Gardner that the Fountain statement was false and added that state
maintenance was more efficient and less expensive.9 In a speech in
Lumberton on November /4, Fountain launched a tirade against taxation and
the Brookings Report. Ior the first time, he concurred with Gardner's
proposal to use an ability-to-pay prineciple of taxation such as the income
tax. He again noted his oppostion to the short ballot by asking, "How can
you hope to have & demwcracy and keep the people interested in a democracy

unless you give them something to do?m0

7Goncord Teibune, October 31, 1931.

S e e e

8ravetteville Observer, lloverber 4, 1931.

QQggntog Neys, llovember 4, 1931.

10 ynn Dispateh, lovember 6, 1931.
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J. C. Baskervill continued in November, 1931, to attack Fountain. He
stated that both Maxwell and Ehringhaus supporters wanted Josephus Daniels,

editor of the Neys and Observer, to enter the gubernatorial race in order

to divide the Fountain strengbh.ll He also wrote that the Simmons machine
was becoming active in the East again to give Fountain moral suppo:c*'b.l2
On November 9, 1931, the columnist stated that a speech made in Faison by
Josephus Daniels took him out of the race. He wrote that the speech was
"g tirade against the 1931 general a8sembly."l3 The next day Baskervill
speculated that former Governor Angus licLean would run again with the
support of Josephus Daniels. The weiter believed that lcLean would draw
his support firom teachers, from farmers, and from easterﬁers.u'

leanvhile, the Daily llews of Greensboro continued to malign Fountain's

candidacy. A comment said, "ifr. Fountain tells an audience =t Vass that
it is the 1ittle things that count. Little things 1like a shake of the
hand, a pat on the back or a kiss for the baby?"l5

Coivmnist Baskervill quelled rumors that laxwell was withdrawing from
the race. He believed liaxwell would remain in the contest until its con-

16

clusion. The commentator continued, however, to build up the Gardner

administration and Hs support of Ehringhaus. He devoted a column to

Llooneord Tribune, November 6, 1931.

l%gn_dgxsgng“g;l,g lleus=Timnes, November 7, 1931.

L35denton lleus, loverber 9, 1931,

2, Noverber 10, 1931,

leys, loverber 15, 1931.

16

enderson Dispaich, Noverber 25, 1931.
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Gardner's appraisal of the 1931 legislature. Gardner said:

It is probably true that a good many people are still
dissgtisfied with what the 1931 general assembly did, but I
an satisfied that some day the people of the state will re-
gard it as one of the most outstanding legislatures this
state has ever had, since in the face of hard times and de-
pression it was able to lower the property taxes on the rank
and fiie of the taxpayers a total of 12,000,000 znd increase
the taxes on those better able to pay sufficiently to nmzke up
the dirference. In fact, the franchise and income tax rate
levied by this state on the larger corporations is now higher
than in zlmost any other state. It is only necessary to look
gt the tax schedules imposed by the 1931 general assembly to
convince even the most skeptical that it was noi_afiraid to
put the taxes on big business and corporations.

During December Baskervill criticized all three cardidates. He
castigated Founltain for offering no definite program for the future, but
then gdmitted that Ehringhaus, likewise, had promoted no remedies for ithe
state's financial problems. At the same time, the journalist questioned
whether lMaxwell's readjustment program would neet the needs of the staﬁe.l8

The slow pace of the campaign lagged even more during the Christuns
and lNew Year holidays. The candidates appeared to disregard politics unbtil
February, 1932. However, Governor O. lax Gardner used the 1ull to publi-
cize his centralization programns. He wrote an article entitled "One State

Cleans House" for the Saturday Fvening Post dated January 2, 1932. This

article reiterated his views on the 1931 lNorth Carolina legislature for a

onsl mudience. He told the readers that almost every bill during the

bl

Je
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3

t
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ession was debated with two thoughts in mind--the cost to government and

the reducticn of property taxes. In the article Governor Gardner confined

L7ertiord Teus, December 5, 1931,

18, Decenber 9, 1931,
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himself to a discussion of four laws which the General Assembly had passed.
He said,."Each (1Lav) was revolutionary, but each was designed to meet the
situation prevaiiing under changed economic conditions.™? The first
radical act that Gardner discussed was the road bill. '"During the past
ten years the counties had invested (25,000,000 in roads, and /100,000,000
of this stood on the books in the form of bonded debt." The state took
over road maintenance and Aabolished over 175 county and township road
boards. According to Gardner, "The law cut the annual cost of road nmain-
‘tenance 32,250,000, . o and abolished the property-tax levy for roads o 170
The Local Government Act was the second measure ciﬁed in the article.
It created the Local Government Commission to zpprove and sell ail couvnty
bonds and notes. Gardner noted that counties could still sell bonds re-
jected by the Local Govermment Commission if the voters approved of the
bond issue. Gardner felt that the Local'Government Cormission would obtain
lover interest rates than those received by individual counties or tomsnips.
The third issue was consolidation of the University of lorth Czxrolina.
Gardner told the readers that this act broadened educational opportunity
and provided more services at less cost. Finally, Gardner discussed the
school bill. He reiterated his opposition to the sales tax and the Luxury
tax. "The sales tax is a perversion of the equitable basis of taxation."

Gardner believed that the increase in firanchise taxes and income taxes, the

reduction of school budgets, and the continuance of the ad valorem property

190, 1 Gardner, "One State Clesns House," The Saturday Tvening Post,
(January 2, 1932), 23, hereinafter cited as Gardner, "One State Cleans Housel!

2OGard‘ner, "One State Cleans House)'! 72=73.
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tax would enable North Carolina to operate her schools without deficit.t

He concluded that the 1931 legislature had passed laws to decrease the
state deficit by (12,000,000 during his adnrlnis’cz-a’c:"_on.22

In the article Governor Gardner also discussed the merits of his Live-
At-llome program. The Covernor said it "means produce for your families
and animgls all the foodstuffs and feedstuff they consume, and then pro-
duce the cotton and tobacco that you can profitably grow as a surplus,”
He wrote that llorth Carolinians had camned approximstely 3,000,000 jars
of home-grown products for winter consumption. The federal govermment
had figured that North Carolinians would save over 16,500,000 znd have
better nutrition by producing their owm food products. In a lighter vein,
Gardner mentioned a million gallon increase in the production of molasses
by writing, "Someone has facetiously said that we have made enough molzs-
gses to sop up the depression."23

On January 14, 1932, Gardner informed the people of the financial
condition of the state in a radio address delivered from the VETF studio.
At this time, revenue in North Carolina was virtually nornexistent and
another payroll cut had been ordered for state erwxp].oyees.24 Gardner
reassured the audience that conditions would improve and reductions in

the costs of government had been made. He concluded, "I would resort to

21Gardner, "One State Cleans House," 73-74.
22Gardner , "One State Cleans IHouse," 74.
23Gardner, "One State Cleans House," 72.

?Alvbrrison, Gardner, 104.



the full power of this office to do anything and everything that is neces-
sary to prevent this State from defaulting in its debt obligatiors."25
After the Gardner radio speech, the campaigns of Fountain, laxwell,
and Ehringhaus became more active. Each of the candidates opened head-
quarters in Raleigh which would be the centers of operations for the
remainder of the oampaign.26
Je Co Baskervill continued to use his colur@ns to speculate on the
outcome of the June primary. In mid-February he noted that Ehringhaus
was strong in the Piledmont while Fountain's strength was located in the
East and far Vest. He added that liaxwell would probably hurt the Dhring-
haus campaign more than the Fountain st‘oength.27 He speculated that Foun-
tain could win with a minority wvote because of the similarity orf the ideas

) . &
of laxwell and Ehringhaus.”o

Several days later, Baskervill wrote that
the liaxwell faus were very worried because his strength in the industrizl
Piedmont had failed to materialize., The columnist noted that the Maxwell
strength was too scattered to put together s statewide movement, and that
Maxwell was handicapped because his duties as Commissioner of Revenue

made it impossible for him to cover the state campaicn trail. In the same

colum in an effort to influence public opinion in favor of Ehringhaus,

25Gi11, Gardner Pavers, 376.
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“6Concorcl Tribune, January 30, 1932; Raleigh Tines, January 29, 1932.
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oncord Tribune, February 16, 1932.
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““Concord Tribune, February 15, 1932,




Baskerviii mentioned that the followers of Josephus Daniels were not
. : ; -y g 2

supporting Fountain as was expected, but were supporting Ehringhaus instead.??

Fountain hit the campaign trail in earnest in February of 1932, while
Ehringhavus continued to gain active political support. In speaking to a
group of farmers, Fountain blasted laxwell's retrenchment proposals. He
stated that retrenchment should not include shortening the school term or
reducing state support of public education. He told them "there can be no
return to prosperity or any general economic improvement until relief is
given to zgriculture and farmers "0 it lorehead City, Fountain told
Carteret County lteachers:

I believe in practicing every sound economy in governmental
operations but it is false economy to f4il to provide adeq:ate
educational facilities for our children. This can be done with=
out undue burden upon anyone if zll people and all classes of
property pay their just proportion of taxes. No legitimate
business should be destroyed by taxation, nor is there any neces-
gity for so doing, but the doors of the public schools must be
kept open even iflother less vital governmental activities have
to be curtailed.’

In Williamston at a district meeting of county superintendents and prin-
(=]
cipals, Fountzin continued to stress the importance of public education.
He desired an improvement in class load and teacher psy as quickly as
e q
possible. In azddition, Fountain urged the schools to emphasize more voca-

tional education, instead of concentrating upon college preparatory pro-

grams for All students .22

29WjLsou_$iu2§, February 13, 1932.
3015 naton=Salen Journgl, February 19, 1932.
3J‘Speech at lorehead City, february 21, 1932, Fountain Papers.

328peech at Villi=zmston, larch 3, 1932, Fountain Papers.
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During a speech at the Guilford County Courthouse, Fountain criticized
Gardner's centralization of government. He stated that the 1931 legisla-
ture had:

« « o created new commissions which cost 102,000 # year which

materiglly oifsets any ten per cent wage reduction forced on

state employees. I believe we should exercise every economy

in govermment, and vhile I believe in efficiency, I think we

have too mauny overlapping buresus and commissions.

Fountgin suffered reverses uwhen Ehringhaus gained the support of
Congressman Lindsay C. Varren during February, 1932. Varren, mentioned
a9 a gubernatorigl possibility after Josephus Daniels had pulled out,
publicly announced he would not seelk the office and would vote for J. Ce B.
Ehr:'L:rxghauss.31‘r laxwell, during this period, was conducting his campaign in
the Piedmont. He lashed out against the Hoover administration and callied
for more econoiy at all levels of gove‘c'mnent.35

In the last week of linrch, the campai'gn moved to the personsl level.

No longer did the candidates criticize their opponents! political phi-
losophy only; but instesd, they launched attacks on each other. Iach
accused his two opponents of wrong-doing.
The Dhringhavs campaign nanager, Lennox P. leLendon, sent 4 form letter
to supporters of Ihringhaus., In it he wrote:
Both of his opponents are ofiice~holders in the present
=

fi
adiinistration, and have been holding conspicuous publiic
offices for several years. Ir. Fountain particularly has

330:eensbo::?o_Dﬁ'i'L'\r Tews, larch 10, 1932.

BZHTe\-!s and (bserver, February 21, 1932.

3SCnariotte Uhserver , liarch 11, 1932,
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been critical of thg Party's record, and has assailed it
whenever he speaks, :

The Charlotte Chaerver continued its attacks on Fountaine An editorial
"The Governor" stated that the next governor "must be a man of sound judg-
ment and executive ability, with courage to stand by his convictions," and
implied that Ehringhaus fitted the characterization better than either of
the other candidates. Furthermore, the editorial praised the Gardner
administration and predicted that Fountain would fail in his struggle to
denounce the Girdner program. The editorial suggested that Fountain make
concrete proposals to achieve econory in gOVernment.37

In & speech at the Jefferson Democratic Club on larch 31, Fountain
outlired his views én wneial conditions in llorth Carolinz, Cpposed to

Y.

issuing bonds for meeting ciwrrent expenses, rountain stated, "The great
burden of taxation today is the principal and interest payments on bonds 4 136
On the same day, Allen lMuwell spoke to the Charlotte Kiwanis Club
uwrging a rentsl system of textbooks for students. He believed this uro=-
posal would result in less expensive books and less cost for parentse ile
remarked, "The biggest Lobby I ever szu surround a llorth Carolina legisla-

v \

ture was a school book lobby." The April 2 edition of the [lews and Obseryer

carried a statement thot Fhringhavs had Aaccused Fountain of extravagance in
organizing the 1931 Senate, Ihringhaus noted that fifty—one employees vere

39

necessary to carry out the requests of fifty Senators.

36Lennox P, Izlendon to George Ve Jones, larch 30, 1932, Fountain Papers.

3Tonarlotite Chuerver, April 1, 1932,

20
Uous and Chsecyer, April 1, 1932,

39?’5-1@ snd Chaerver, April 2, 1932,




On fpril 1, Allen laxwell presented g radio speech from WPTF, He
took issue with Ehringhauvs in it, but did not mention Fountain., He denied
the Fhringhaus contention that he was responsible for liorth Carolina's
present tax system. He replied that as Commissioner of Revenue he carried
out tax policy, but he asserted that he had no hand in formuiating that
policy. .Claiming that Ehringhaus had the support of tobacco compsanies,

Maxwell accused himd being the "heir apparent" of the Gardner administra-

tion.%0 He also launched an attack against the state's prison system.

>

laxwell believed there was no need to build a new Central Prison. "Our
problen is to find something for these prisoners to do, instead of build-
ing new structures to house their idleness."! He also gdvised the
government to balance spending with income. ZJAccording to laxwell, perma-~
nent prosperity would return if there were réstraint in public spending

in flourishing as well as nomr-prosperous ines 47

Ehringhavs refuted laxwell's charges that he was a tool of big business
at a talk in Rutherford County. He responded by saying that he was an
Irish potato farmer who was paying his owm campaign e:‘:penses./"3

Janes L. Delaney, Fountain's campaign manager and former senator from

Hecklenburg County, received several discouraging reports during [pril.

The Vhiteviile Bar lssocigtion refused to endorse Fountain for Governor.u'*

4Ofteys and Cbserver, ipril 2, 1932.

Llonariotte Cbseryver, April 5, 1932.

42eus and Uhserver, spril 7, 1932.

biens and Cbserver, spril 5, 1932.

Ly, H, Land to Jares L. DeLaney, ipril 7, 1922, Fountain Papers.

>~



in Alleghany County citizen from Sparta wrote stressing the need for Foun-
tain to form more political organizations because he was losing strength.45
A Newport attorney, illiam H. Bell, predicted that Fountain would be in
second~-place in the coastal counties, but felt that Fountain could wir in
a4 second primary.46 Fountain's Bunconbe County caupaign manager, Brandon P,
Hodges, wrote:
The Thringhaus support to date has not cerystalized, and

his supporters are at a great disadvantage in organizing here

due to the Reymolds Senatorisl race and the diversity of local

interest. However, this is not true in the case of Ifr. liax-

well, for his support is mzse crystslized and probably more

dangerous ab this writing.
More encouraging was Sglisbury lawyer, Thornwell G. Iurr, who wrote that
[ad
Fountain appeszred to be the first choice of Rowan County voters 20

A political. tract entitled "Zhringhaus The ian" was published on iprii 9,
1932, The pamphiet presented a brief biography of Ehringhaus with particiudar
emphasis on his support for education and noted that he had been the first Lo
introduce a bill into the legislature to establiish a training school Tor
teachers to be located in the East. The tract also stated that Ehringhaus

helped promote the statels rural high school system and was a member of the

- % LK) . G
Board of Trustees of the Elizabeth City Public Schools.A/

E A i . . N, % .
4rR. A. Doughton to Richard T. IFountain, April 186, 1932, Fountain Papers.,

46Ui11iam He Bell to Richard T. Fountain, April 16, 1932, Fountain
Papers.

4T3pamdon P. Hodges to Janes L. Delaney, April 11, 1932, Fountain
Papers.

48Tnormiell G, Prr to Janes L. DeLaney, Aprii 18, 1932, Fountain
Papers.

49"Ehrinahaus The lan," Zpril 9, 1932, no publisher, Iountain Papers,.
&> b = b 2 2
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Fountain began to appeal more directly to farmers as the campaign

moved into April. At Prospect Hill in Caswell County, he told a farm

group:

It is time for the farmers and other working people of
this country to walke up to the importance of exercising their
voting rigntSe « o o Oppose all short ballot bills. Ve are
being governed at this time in the nation by bureavs, commis-
sions. and hoards which are beyond the reach of the people.

I am opposed to the issuvance of any bonds for current

ruming expenses., The Legislature should provide suf “’ic1c8t

revenue to run the govermuent economically withoult bonds.”
He also issued & press release on agriculture in which he outdlined a seven~
point program for reviving the basic industry of lorth Carolina. The seven
goals were as Tollows: 4 six-months school term with no property and ad
valoren taxes; revaluation of real estate; roads financed orly throurn
gasoline and franchise téxeS; proper schools and health depariments and the
elimination of unnecessary people in govermment; no short ballot becauvse
centralization leads to dictatorship; reduction of the costs of poveriment
by eliminating excess boards, bureaus, and comnissions; and the adophion
51

of a law to allow local school units to rent school books to their pupils,.-”

An editoriad in the 3z

on 4ipril 9 suggested that all three
candidates were using Talse premises in urging the removal of ad valoren
property taxations The editorial told the people that the major property

tax burden cane from the counties and cities and that the removal of the

state tax would bring negligible relief to property owners., It accused

BN

the gubernatorinl contenders of using "unfair political tactics to enlist

OSpcech at Prospect Hill, lpril 9, 1932, Fountain Papers.
L I ; e . - i
/1”atute:ent on .igriculture,” no date, Fountain Papers,
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prejudice in their behalf" in reference to state ad valorem taxation. The
editorial added that "either ignorance or deceit is prompting those vho
declare that the next Legislature will bring tax relief by 'getting the
money where the money is!, n52

April 9, J. C. B. Bhringhaus issuved a4 statement to newsmen denying
that he was sponsored by any group of people or corporations. The state-
ment said in part: |

I could not take the soiemn oath of ofifice if T knew in
my heart I had been elevated to its great opportunities by

the sinister support of any organizations, class, or inter-—
ests that would expect special favors Srom my administration.

In reference to a question that his administration would be a continuation
of the Gardner term, Thringhaus replied, "Iy administration will be zn
Ehringhaus administration. n53

m

James B, /dien, a reporter for the Rgleich Times, speculated on the

primary race. He wrote, "Fountain, meanwvhile, is giving the State one of
the finest exhibitions of walking a line dowm the center. . o that it has
been the voters! opportunity to experience in many a campaign." [Lthough
Mlen believed laxwell was gaining strength, he called the liaxwell progranm
of retrenchment "grating to & people vho have knowm not hing but progress
for # decade." He said of Ehrinshaus, "The whirlwind finish is the Ehring-

-
hsus type of campaign. w54 i comment from the Stanl ey llevs and Press of

Abenzrle appeared in the Chsrilotlte Ohserver'!s "Current Observations!

527,

1Je

dle

ch Tines, Spril 9, 1932.

53eys _and Qbserver, /pril 10, 1932.

54nAleich Spedl 11, 1932,
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column, It jested,
After listening to some of the candidates for Governor,

one gets the idea that if we could get all of them in office

at one time taxes of =21l descriptions would disappear like a

snowbsall in g hot furnsace.

Fountsin continued to appeal to labor and farm groups. In one speech,
he stated, "The only way to help the farmer is to reduce his taxes and
give him a living wage for his produce."56 At Boone, he criticized the
partisanship of the Dajly lleys of Greensborc. He told the audience that
editor and publisher Thomas Bost received 57,500 annually from the state
and that his wife $4,000 from her job with the state.57 In a move de-
signed to win support from veterans of World War I, Fountain endorsed
the national proposal for an immediste bonus payment to ex~servicemen.
He felt that they were entitled to it and that the money would stimulate
the economy.58

In mid-April Ehringhaus attacked the Maxwell plan of making the
state's prison system self-sufficient. He told his listeners that he
himself was more interested in finding jobs for the unemployed than in
making priscn labor competitive with free labor even if tax funds had to
be used to operate the prisons.59

The Fountain campzign began to move into high gear in late April.

Fountain had already acquired a mailing list of important Democrats in

55Charlotte Chserver, April 13, 1932.

50eus_and Chserver, April 13, 1932.

SNews and Cbserver, Lpril 15, 1932.

58)leys angd Chserver, Aprii 19, 1932.

59Ralpinh Times, April 19, 1932,




each county. His mailing lists also contained the names and zddresces
of railroad employees and farmers in the various counties. However, not
all of the counties had chairmen., Particularly ignored were the lestern
counties, Wake County was the most organized county in the campaign. The
Wake County records listed cars availsgble for transporting voters to the
polls, whereas other county records did not contain such a list.60 In g
form letter sent to persons on the mailing lists, Fountain wrote:
I assure you I will zppreciate your active interest in

my cause. Iy friends are sending me most encouraging reporis

from all sections of the State, and if those who desire my

success will be acgive in their sections I feel sure of

favorable results.

MAnd, indeed, Fountain was receiving encouraging reports. For example,

the editor of the lontcomery Herald wrote that he thought fountain would

carry lMontgomery and Richmond counties.62 A member of the publicity
committee of the Izaak Walton League of America wrote, "I have not failed
to tell all the sportsmen that you saved the day in 1931 by putting sporis-—
men and not politicians on the Senate Game Committee."63

Toward the end of .April, columnist James B, Allen saw two trends in

the gubernatorial race. One was that Fountain was switching to 2z more

aggressive campaign by making positive statements and taking positive

6OItems. Fountain Papers.
6lRichard T. IFountain to V. . Leggett, April 23, 1932, Fountain Papers.
620. Ho leSwain to Richard T. Fountain, April 23, 1932, Fountain Papers.

62Burton He Smith to Richard T. Fountain, April 23, 1932, Founbain
Papers,



positions. The other wis that Ehringhaus was gaining strengtih in eastern

- . }'
North Caroling countuies .("*

Maxwell, in the meantime, also began a more aggressive campaign. He
accused both Fountazin and Zhringhaus of stealing his platform. "Dick is
bearing dowm 3 little hezvier on econouy as he ‘goes along and Blucher has
adopted even my terminology and talks about readjustment as glibly as if
it were his own 1anguage."65 In fact, that very day, Ehringh=sus spoke to
Sanford Democrats about readjustment of government spending.66

During the last few days of Lpril, the Fountain ‘headquar'bers on the
ninth floor of the Carolina Hotel in Raleig‘né'? began to receive discour—
aging reports of the campaign's progress. A leclklenburg lawyer predicted
that Fountain would lose Cabarrus and Caldwell coun*bies!.68 J. 0. Ellington
wrote that the Gardner machine was working hard in Johnston County and

gdvised Fountain to talk against the "Machine" in the small towms and rural

69

4reqds, Willian H. Bell wrote that eastern Carteret County favored Ehring=-

by

v .= . . . » o = . . 70
haus while the western section was divided between liaxwell and Ehringhsus. 70

Ire Levi Buckner sent a letter he had received from a Charlotte barber,

643?;.(105_011 Times, April 25, 1932,

S11eus _and Chserver, April 26, 1932.

6éNews and Chserver, April 27, 1932.

Meus_and Qbservez, April 26, 1932,

B30e W. Ervin to James L. DeLaney, ipril 27, 1932, Fountain Papers.
693’ . 0. Z1liington to J=mes L. DeLaney, April 28, 1932, Fountain Papers.

701'13‘_111&171 H. Bell to Richard T. Fountain, April 30, 1932, Fountain
Papers,



63

We Mo James, wrging support for Ehringhaus and mentioning that Fountain
had been opposed to the 1927 Barbers! bill. Ifr. James wrote, '"Ehringhaus
is g real Democrat and will be fair to everybody, and it seems to me that
the barbers of Ilorth Carolina ought to line up solidly behind hin, 17t
To offset these unfavorzble reports James L, DeLaney sent out another
form letter. He spoke optimistically of the campaign and indicated that
Fountain would be nominated in the primary. '"He yill be nominated and
when elected in llovember he will truly be 'The People's Governor!, 172
The Ehringhaus supporters were likewise active. Lennox P. IkLendon,
the Ehrcinglisus campaign manager, wrote a forn letter on April 29, It
quite naturally praised the merits of Ehringhsaus,
Neither his #bility nor his loyalty. to the Party hss ever
been questioned. He comes from that great .lbenarle section
of the State which has not had a Governor in more than a hun-
dred yezsrs. He comnes fresh from the people and, therefore, im=
bued with their thoughts and aspirations.
He helieves:

L. That public education must not suffer.

2. Thal the fifteen cent tax for State support of
schocls must be removed, -

3« That property mist be re-valued to the end that
the tax books speak more nearly the truthe.

Le That strict economy must be practiced in every
govermnental activity.

5« That the exhorbitant cost of credit to our farmers
shall be reduced.

6. That the povernment must be kept close to the people.

71H. Me James to Levi Buckner, Aipril 30, 1932, Fountain Papers.

72Janes L. Delaney to i, L. Bolick, .pril 28, 1932, Fountain Papers.



7. That the pover to tax must aluays be exercised
fairly, justly and equitably.

His fine character is the best proof that he is above

gsoliciting or receiving the support of any group, or organi-

zation or interest that would ez'ﬂnarrass% 3h:'Lm in the complete

and honorable discharge of his duties.
Ehringhaus also adopted another plank of the Gardner programe Speaking
at Willismston, he called for expansion of the Live-Ait~Home movement to
utilize the state's undeveloped resources. He also felt that the state
should use a statewide, not sectional, approach for solving agricultural
problemns. 74

Thile delivering a commencement address at Vendell High School, Ehring-
haus predicted that the state would soon adopt a plan to support schools
for eight months. He told the graduastes that an eight-month schcol term
75

was g minimun educational requirement.

The liay, 1922, edition of the North Csaroiina Teacher provided a plat-

R
VEsPet

form for all political candidates to tell educators their views. I
gubernztorial candidate was invited to answer five questions and to write

or publication in the magazine. Iach candidate expressed the

Hy

an article
opinion that school approprisbions should not be cut any more. In response
to the elinination of the ad valorem tax, Ehringhaus replied that the
anount it brought in must remain a part of the school budget. Iountain
urged the use of other sources of revenue, while liaxwell stated, "I an

confident that rental of textbooks at cost will give more relief than the

Letter by Lennox P, licLendon, ipril 29, 1932, Fountain Papers.
a1ous and Cbserver, ipril 29, 1932.

75I‘Tevs and Observer, April 30, 1932.
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complete elimination of the fifteen cents tax." Ehringhaus and Fountain
vetoed the idea of increasing the teacher load of pupils, but laxwell
believed that it could possibly be raised. FEhringhaus favored the main-
tenance of the current state minimmm salary for teachers, but Fountain
wanted to restore their 10 per cent pay cut. lMaxwell wanted the schools
to cut services rather than sglaries. All three approved the idea of
local units supplementing salaries and services if they were financially
able to do so.76

"Public Education Is of Paramount Importance" was the title of the
Ehringhaus article. In it, he explained to the teachers that education
had always been one of his basic interests.77

In his article, Fountain stated,

It is my opinion that the schools of North Caroling offer

our chief hope for the futuwre, znd it is my wish that their

cu?tai%gent should not be made an issue in any political cam-

paigne
He approved of the laxwell plan of state rental of textbooks and urged
school districts to purchase books for their pupils. Fountain told the

teachers that he wanted to see vocational agriculture and domestic arts

prograns included in the state school curriculum. /2

76"Uhat Gubernatorial Candidates Say About School Problems,!" North
Caroling Teacher, VIIT (ilay, 1932), 341.

"3, C. B. Ehringhaus, "Public Education Is of Paramount Importance,”
Horth Carolina Teacher, VITI (iay, 1932), 342.

B
/SRichard T. Fountain, "I Have ‘nswered These Questions This gy Since
Campaign Began," Ilorth Caroling Tesacher, VIIT (ar, 1932), 343, hereinafter

cited as Fountsin, "I Have inswered These Questionsl

79Fountain, "T Have inswered These (uestions," 379.




taxwell believed more erphasis should be placed on how schools could
serve young peovle than on how much noney should be spent for education.
However, he did state, "Public education of the public's children at

[ad
public expense is the suprene zinm of our social democracy."“o

In their attitudes toward education, Ehringhaus favored the continu-
zbion of present services by the schools. On the other hand, Fountain
wanted to continue present state services and to add more local revenue

if possible to expand school programs. However, laAxwell favored retrench-

ervices i necessacy to

0

ment which meant that he would cut public school
balance the state budget.

In lJay, the primary racc grew more hexted. ith aboult five weels
left in the caupaign, the three candidates were speaking te the people
almost every d=y. Tountain received nore correspondence during the final
weeks than previously. Iriends and political svpporters furnished as-
sessments of his strensths and weaknesses and gave him advice on how to
finish the race. .8 2n exzmple, one correspondent analyzed that the strong

] 3

point of the Ihringhsaus campaign was his stand for equal and uvniform taxa-

-

tion. MNoting that high property valuation had kept nany farms from being

o
foreclosed, he advised Fountain to use his tax views to advantage.gl The

Superintendent of Brunswiclk Coumbty Schools feared that the people would

%0s37en 7. lrgmield., '"Public Dducation Is the Supreme lim of Our Social
Democracy, ! Ilowth Congling Teacher, VITI (Lay, 1932), 344.

M
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abandon Fountain because the "courthouse crowd" was endorsing FhringhAaus.
He also lamented the poor Fountain organization in Bfunswick Coun'by.82
The two major problems that Fountsain faced in conducting his campaign
were the Lack of money and the lack of organization. He constantly
received pleas for funds to ILinance transportation to the poils for
prospective Fountain voters. He could only reply that money was not
available for this expense. Likewise, because he had no funds, he had
to rely on the support of his friends rather than z formal Fountain orga—
nization. His campaign nanagers were all volunteers and received no
salary or renuneration for their services. Often they did not even
receive their expenses. Thus, support for Fountain at the county level
was costly for ordinary people, the people he was trying to reash. is
realized his only chance in winning the election was to gain the support
of the lower ircore groups. However, even though he sought their support,
he could not expect financial aid from them during the depression.
Richard Fountain made the mijor speech of his campaign in Raleigh.
It was a lengthy address in wvhich he put forth his views on all the
campaign issues, He began, "So far in this campaign I have tried to avoid
personslities, I shail not at any time in the campaign engage in any
attack vpon the character and integrity of my opponents." Taen he pro-
ceeded to condemn both Gardner #And Ehringhaus. LFountain denied the Ehring-
haus charge that he was 4 Republican. le added that the credit for the |
accomplishments of Gardner belonged to the legislature and not the Governor.

He stated he wss in Tavor of both the six-ionths school term and the state

fe)
©2R, . Sentelle to Jrues L. DeLaney, iay 7, 1932, Fountain Papers.
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tax reduction fund to reduce local school taxes. He also supported the
increase in the gasoline tax, but Fountain denounced the figures Gardner
used concerning tax reduction from the highway bill. Gardner claimed a
reduction of from 736,000,000 to 9,000,000 whereass the Lieutenani Goverrnor
set the figure at 3,000,000,

In the same manmner, Fountain assailed the new bureaus created by the
1931 General Assembly. In particular, he roasted the Department of Pur-
chase and Contract by stating:

The operation of the present Purchasing Department has
practically deprivec the taxpayers and citizens of lorth

Carolina of the privilege of selling to the State, Counties,

Public Institutions, School Districts, and other subdivisions

of the State. I believe that the operation of this depsri-

ment should be changed as to make it possible for the average

citizen to sell to the state, whereass it is now opersted so

that only the great trusts, combines, and super-business

institutions form the majority of its customers, the most of

whom own no property and pzy no taxes in this State.

Next, Fountain bemoaned the postponement of property revaluation. He
believed that the short ballot was a grave danger to the Democratic party
and could lead to political autocracy in North Carolina from which "the
only recourse the people would have would be the change to another party.”
tlith a short ballot, a governor could give lucrative positions to those
who supported his legislative programs and could usurp the powers of the
legislative branch that the voters had elected,

Fountain next aimed his guns at the Department of Persomnel by stating
that it had served no useful function and should be abolished. The next
attack was upon excess expenditures by Governor Gardner and the Legislature.
Fountain spoke:

The expenditure of upwards of 750,000 to obtain a report
by the Brookings Institute, which would conform with the



7/,

CGovernor's ideas of Govermnent, is hard to justify and I
shall not attermpt to do sce Is this a part of his record
that ir. Blucher Dhrinchgus will defend?

The expenditure o‘r“ rmp’r‘ox;matol:r -1.00,000 vpon the
Tax Cowmdssion reports and the operation of the commission,
vhich has of'rered no sol: ti on to the State's trxing prob-
lems, is equally hsrd to justify. Does Ir. Ehringhaus
defend this?

Then, Fountain sccused Governor Gardner of attempting to dictate his
successor to the people. He asked Thringhaus to state his positions on
the Persomnel Commission, the Txecutive Counsel, the short ballot, the
gppointment of men to positions they helped to create, and the large
corporations! support of Elringhaus,.

Drawving to & close, Fountain reiterated each point of his platform.
His final renark was:

ent that the people of the State upon vhon
wtive leaders are attempting to bring
s

these #

bri
and nvike Iﬂ oid el

of political patronage will not be misied
L o

nd will noL,, a8 1t uere, sell their birthrigsht for o ness of
pottage, bult wiii continue to hold their qe.u—r’ospeci, a8

fnmerican citizmens and as citizens ofl a great free State,
will cast their ballots as thelr cons iclence And better judo-

ment dictate, denying cosrcion, despising alse proulsm, -
W Py -
striving fov ree goverment in close contact with the people.””

Fountain received nany coments about his speech. .8 expected, nis

) & b ]

supporters liked the speecch, butlls debractors tore it to shreda. Dr. T,

Councii of .imgier wrwote, "Mhat we need is a Governor with guts."”™ fibert

Peel of MHiiiszuston helieved the speech gave him nore support. He also

cipe
£ » ..

predicted a najority Tor TFountain in lmrtin County.”” leu Bern attorney

Trnest il Creen praised the speech by writing:

- 2

"

Iibert S, Teel to Richard T. rountain, lhy 27, 1932, Fountain Papers

LY. inl i g, -,- . R i DURREY. . ® B il < TAavtamt e D -
/u.c. Be Ds Couneil to Richard T, Jountain, &y 26, 1932, Fountain Paveor



You &mre 'ilicking then in the raw! by showing vp Gardner's
appointrnient of meibers of the Legislature wno did his bidding
in his pet nessures. . « o The people are with you in this and
in attacking the .duinistration Tor its shortcomings. « « « The
people « « o uant men vho have the cgurage to tell the facts in
strong language and take a position.®

Columnist J. C. Baskervill intingted that Iountain was naking over-
tures to the liptwell supporters in his speech since he did not nention
laxuell., The cormentator stated, however, that nay laxwell follovers
felt that the specch was # definite snub to laxwell. He noted thrt this
speech was the first time in vhich Fountain mentioned specifically wvhich

LI}

bureaus he would ‘«bollqn.”? The Hich Point Tnterorise cormented that

both laxwell znd Fountain vere mounting a personal atiack on Ihringhais,

-
5

The editor reminded the hopefuldle that state finance remained the bLigjest

issue of the campaign.~® Likewise, the _brganbon Ieys=ferald disdained

o

the use of invective in the campaign and warned that the Hepublicans
- )

. . o
woulld benelit in the sautunn G.LeC"C,lOZ’l.bg

¥

Ehringadus replied to the Fountain charpges very Aangrily. ile weuwsriied,

"He has no right to ask the post of leadership of the party vhile repu-

diating its record.” ated that Fountain had received 33,000 in lhe
previous five years [rom the state for serving on the Park Comxission, tae
Board of Iqualization, and the Bozrd of Trustees of the University of

Ilorth Carolinae. He contimied that Fountain Maust realize thst vialle this

speech was 58 music in the ears of the Republicans oi Ilorth Caxrolina, it

Trnest 1L Green to Richsed T. Fountain, lay 30, 1932, Fountain Papers.

3y
ClReclor 1ok Dvening Telecvan, lay 11, 1932.
iay 15, 1932.
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chiiled the hearts of loyal Democrats throughout the State." In addition,
Em-inghaﬁs said, "his nane, not ine, is signed to every act he criticizes.
In esrly lzy, J. C. Baskervill devoted a# column to speculations sbout
the possibility of a second primary between Thringhaus and Fowrtain
Baskervill and the Ehringhaus workers believed that Dhringhzus would carry
seventy counties in the first primary, Fountain would take twenty—-four,
and lacwell only onee. five counties were in the toss-up category and could
+

go to a2ny of the contenders. The columnist stated that he believed Fountain

would be nistaken in calling another race because the lazwell votes would

go to Ehringhaus and not to Founi;ain.gl The next Baskervill column stated

that dien J. laxwvell was interjecting more new issues in the earpaismn,

The writer cilted the rentasl of textbooks, state and federal regulztions

for banks, and the opersation of school buses frrom highwuay funds as examples.
Bdwin B. Jeffress, chairman of the St.a"ce Highway Corraission, protested

the laxwelld plan to transier school transportation to the Hichwayr Corcadis-

sion., Jeffress stated:

The hichuay fund is being strained to the 1linit to meeb

all obliigations placed uvpon it. It crannot stand the addition

of 1L,800,000 necessary i'or school bus oneration, nor can r':'

\‘\)

spare any of its revenue to be diverted to other purposes.’
On lay 10, lrxwell spoke in Forsyth County. He criticized his opponents

for recommending costly prograns wvhile preaching econcuy in government. He

90?,3!9'1rq Timng

10, .;ﬁly l/;,, 19320
Q'LCOIC'SUO“Q leus—-_rcus, lay 9, 1932.

9

21' a . - - - -
denderson Dispatch, way 10, 1932,

O - . . - - -
23nlei ch Tines, Ay 10, 1932,

z90



stated that the Gardner ".achine" was neither willing to econonize nor to
eliningte vaste. Jccording to laxuell:

The wost ij@ortant issue in this campaizn is that of the
eadjustnent of public service so as to wake it possible ror
the people of the State znd country to pay 15? cost and then
have a4 1little soumething left for theuselves.

In another speech, iwxwell continued to talk about the basic issues.

He laid his campsalign strategy on the line by saying:

I am trying to talk to the people of lNorth Caroling
about issues that nean sonething to them. I an seriously
trying to make a contribution to the struggles and diffi-
culties of this time., It teying to lead the way to
reduced taxes and reduced spending, and at the sare time
to more eFficﬁency and greater service by elim’nating waste.

Let's insure the continuance of necessary pUDllC
gservices and take care of the necessary worlonan in this
service by cutting out the waste and lost motion. Cut out
lwoaries, umecessary overhead and duplicating supervision.

Cut out padded legislative payrolls.

Cut out the subsidizing of the cost of college training
to g thousand students ivom other States in our collieges.

Cut out the wasteful duplication of courses in our
colieges, '

Cut out the expense of feeding eighteen hundred priscners
in idleness and nake the State's prison pay its way.

Cut out the waste in school. hooks and supplies.

Cut out the luxuries in all public service, and luxuri-
ous ways of performing nececssary scrvice,

That's the kind of approach that I offer as a solution
to our problens and that I solemuiy pledge to carry out if
favored wvith this high office. Tt's the only road to recov- )~
ery on A sound bzsis, and to continuing and sustained progress.

Editors began to devote more space to the coming gubernatorisl prinmary.

Although supporting laxwell for Governor, the Charlotte lleus criticized
96

his retention of his job as Comnissioner of Revenue. The linston-Salen

VYarens and Observer, Lay 11, 1932.

950 zanton Teys—=Herald, iay 12, 1932.

CChariotte Taus, 1oy 12, 1932,




78

Journal, commented that "ir. laxwell and lr. Fountain agree on one point,
nanely, that lr. Ehringhavs is the 'heir apparent'."97

In 5 question and ansver session at inston-Szlem, Fountzin belittled
the staterment that Ehringhaus was not a corporation man and was only &
potato farmer. IHe remarked, "This is indeed funny. /11 the money that is
being spent in his campaign does not come from & potato barrel."98

James L. DeLaney, Fountain's campaign manager, remained busy at the
Raleigh headquarters. He sent a form letter to the people on the mailing
list stressing the experience that IFountain had had in the legislative
branch of state govermment. He reminded them that Fountain uwould be "The

People's Governor'" becauvse he would have no special interests to protect.99
anvhile, the laxwell supporters were denying rumors of & coaliiio

of laxwell and Fountain sgainst Ehrinchsaus. Columnist Baskervill noted

that the employees of the Department of Revenue were numerous at Fountain's

Raleigh speech, but he believed that they were still supporting ?;:}mqll.mo

In Iecklenburg County, liaxwell told his audience to wrge all levels of

governnent to enact laws to prevent bank failures and to provide "real

safeguyrds for the protection of bank deposits." He lashed out against

the textbook monopoly in the state and accused the schoolbook companies

of engasing in "excessive profiteering." He agreed with the Fountain

condennation of the short ballot by stating:

ITyinston-Salen Jouwrnal, lay 11, 1932.
9&7:._ 4ot —] 1. -t 1 ~ (e}
Uinston=Salen Sentined., oy 13, 1932.
99James L« Delaney to J. Frank Bullock, iay 13, 1932, Fountain Papers.
1.00

Henderson Dispateh, iay 12, 1932.




If the short balliot is adopted there will be developed
guch a4 powerful political machine that the people will have
difficulty in the electifgmof the governor, the one person
that they can vote upon. -

In the same mamner, a speech Fountain delivered on lay 17 was a blister-
ing attack on both Ehringhaus and the Gardner administration. TFountain
said:

Mr, Ehringhauvs says that he is for econory in government.,

Here is the Gardner record which he said he would defend,

three jobs made to grow vhere only one grew before., Under

the iclesn sdninistration one man at a salary of 14,000 did
the same work three men have been doing at salaries of 14,600,

Fountain Llaunched an attack against the Laringhaus supporters. He accused

Frank Dunlap, the Gardner appointee who served as Director of the Personnel

. I

Department, of using his position to campaign for IZhringhaus. Lilkewise, he
also gaccused Thad Eure, Assistant Director of Persomnel, of directing emr
loyees of his departuent to vote and campaign for Ehringhaus, a charge
> O O b O

Fure refuted, although he did suggest that his employees knew where he

stood in the campaign.log

Fountain becruze even more personsl and specific in his charges. He

stated:

Meither can Ir. Ehringhaus tell us wnether he is in
favor of appointing nerbers of the General isseibly to jobs
created by themselves. « o o Possibly he remenbers how the
biil {for the Director of Fersonnel was passed. It was
handied by lir. . B. Jefiress, nouw chairman of the State
Highuay Cormission, by appointment of the Governor. He
was ably assisted by k. Irank Dunlap, now Director of
Personnel, by appointnent of the Covernor; by lr. Thad Bure,
chief clerk of the louvse, now assistant Director of Person-
nel, by =ppointment of the Governor; by lr. Gurney Hood, now

Commissioner of Banis, by appointment oi the Governor; by

LOnggzlotte lleus, iay 15, 1932.

—

102746 mwe to the author, January 13, 1974
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Heo We V. leal, now a nember of the State Highway Commission,
by appointment of the Covernor; by Uscar J. Pitts, now an
officer or employee of the St-ite Highway Commission, by con-
sent or approval of the Governor; and by ir. Ddwin Gill, now
private secretury, by appointment of the Governor.

Fountain admitted that he signed the bills he was protesting during the
1931 Legislature. However, he made it clear that he signed then oniy
because it was his constitutional duty to do so. IHe resented the impli-
cation that he was responsible for their enactnent .02

The Lieuwtensnt Governor was continuing to receive political assess-
ments from his firiends and requests for funds from his county campaipgn
managers. A Halifax County citizen predicted Ehringhaus would carry his

104 . "

county by a small margin. nk Cox wrote that Fountain was losing

105

ground in Beaulort County. As Mo Carroll wrote campaign hesadguarters
7
that Alsmance County needed rore organization.loo A Varsaw insurance

agent, ..ubrey Cavenaugh, wrote that Fountain had been the favorite in his

area, but he was losing ground. He added that the criticism of Jefifress

107 T,

had returned some support. L+ Gualtney observed that the [lexander

7

County political machine was working hard for Ehringhaus. He believed
the voters would support the Zhringhaus "money" and that Feuntain would

3)

be the low man in Alexander County A0 Gthers such as J. L. Triplett,

103Speech, May 17, 1932, Fountain Papers.

=

104g, 7, ™ wason to Richard T. Fountain, liy 17, 1932, Fountain Papers.

5- , . %
lO‘:tc'ank 7, Cox to Richard T. Founbain, lxy 19, 1932, ifountain Papers.

106.

e ile Carrolid to I. T. Valentine, Ay 20, 1932, “ountain Papers.
107.f-.ubr:fey L. Cavenaugh to Richard T. Fountain, l&ay 25, 1932, Fountain
Papers.
10¢

[2d
“J. L. Gualtney to Richard T. Fountain, lay 21, 1932, Fountain Papers.



Blount Bryan, and S. G. Plake reported to Fountain headquarters in the

same ngnner. They interpreted the campaign as hopeless if Fountain could
| - - ae Y ) mn . k) o e ° "109

not raise more money to ficht the Ehringhans "machine.

ot 211 the reports were so discowraging, however. . Jacksonville

) 2 s . e S ]
nerchant predicted a 60 per cent vote for Iountazin in Onslow County. 10

Shelley B. Caveness, a Greensboro attorney, predicted Fountain would

receive about half of Guilford County's votes with liaxwell coming in

111

second. Mthough Willian H., Bell predicted rountain would lose Car-

teret County, he felt hewould 1in in a second primary.uz Stating that
there would be a poor turnout of wvoters in Suain County because of dis-

tance to the polls and no local races, S. E. Varner nevertheless fel®

that Fountain would win the cozmty.l13 . L. Lumpkin, a4 Louisbiwrg lairrer,

wrote that Iovntain would receive one-hslf of the Iranklin Countly VOte.ll/ £

Other letterwriters such as R, I, Crouse, A. T. Lott, and John ¥, Rodgers

noted that IFountain was holding his own in the race but that more monzy

1095, 2. Triplett to Jaues L. Delaney, lay 26, 19323 Blount Beysn to
James L. Del.aney, lay 26, 1932; S. G. Blake to James L. Delaney, lay 31,
19323 J. E. Koonce to James L. DeLaney, lay 27, 1932, Fountain Papers.

_ D'OE. He Ualton to James L. DeLlaney, lay 26, 1932, Fountain Papers,
Blgneliey B. Caveness to Javes L. Delaney, iay 26, 1932, Fountain Papers.
L2319 9401 B, Dell to Richard T. Fountain, lay 26, 1932, Fountain Fapers.
u3S. L+ Varner to Richared T. Fountain, lay 27, 1932, Fountain Papers.

Ty, L. Lumpkin to Richard T. Pountain, lay 27, 1932, Jountain Papers.
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was needed for expenses. They wrote that the Fountain followers were
. s L 115
unable to contripute to the campaigne-

Meanwhile, campaign manager Delaney was busy writing letters to people
who had requested money to be used to transport people to the pclls and to
newspaper men who had requested political advertising for their newspapers.
For example, he wrote to J. A, Tucker, a Youngsviile lawyer:

le regret exceedingly that on account of the fact that
Governor Fountain's funds are rather limited and since he

is backed by no monied interest we have absolutely no money
availgble for car hire or expenses of workers at the polls.

116
In the same mamner, DeLaney vrote the advertising department of the Crroling
Hatchman of Rowan County that no meney was available for political adver-
tising. L7

Brandon P, Hodges sent the campaign chairman a telegram on Iy 28 in
which he suggested that the highway department was engaged in unfair
campaign tactics. He wired:

Pitts told highway employees here if they had any influence
to get off next week and work for Ehringhaus and they would

receive their paye o « o Understand severa%lgave been dis—
charged on failure to work for Ehringhaus.

115R, ¥, Crouse to James L., Delaney, lay 27, 1932; A, T. Lott to Richard T,
Fountain, lay 27, 19323 John Yesley Rodgers to Richard T. Fountain, lay 31,
1932; V. S. Couvlter to Jzmes L. Delaney, ilay 30, 1932; J. T. Bliand, Jr. to
Richard T. Fountain, ifay 30, 1932, Fountain Papers.

116James L. DeLaney to J. i. Tucker, liay 20, 1932, Fountain Papers.

1175 mes L. DeLaney to Jack Royal, liay 20, 1932, Fountain Papers.

llSBrandon P. Hodges to James L. DeLaney, liay 28, 1932, Fountain Papers.
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On the same day, DeLaney issued a statement that state employees were
119

being fired for not supporting Ehringhaus.

On June 1, 1932, Fountain issued a press release from Fgirmont in
vhich he, too, denounced the activities of the Highway Department. He
stated that the State Highway Commission was "g highly greésed political
machine" working for Ehringhaus. He noted that Oscar Pitts had defended
himself by saying that his employees were taking vacations.lzo

As the vicious campaign drew to zn end, the candidates were heard on
radio for the final time. Iountain spoke from the studio of WPTF on
Friday, June 3, from 9:30 to 10:00 P, i, 1R Again, he condemned both
Gardner and Ehringhaus. He resented the Ehringhaus charge that he h=d no
chance in the election and reminded the audience that this tactic h=d
been used previously in his successful campaigns for Speaker of the House
and for Lieutersnt Governor. Then, he urged the voters not to be mialed

-

by Ehringhaus propaganda and remarked that the record of one man did rob
equal the record of the party. The candidate reminded the voters that
the Democrats of Edgecombe County had elected him without opposition ©o
five terms in the legislature.

In the same manner, rountain reminded the voters that Gardner had
not submitted a proposal for financing public schools or for reducing

taxes. He charged that neither Fhringhsus nor iaxwell had suggested

specific programs to reduce the costs of government.

119Puryear, Denocratic Party Dissension, 105,

120ppess Release, June 1, 1232, Iountain Fapers,

1 by . n - ™ —~_ 3 oD
12LPTE to Richard T. Fountain, i&y 13, 1932, Fountain Papers.
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He closed his address by stating:

This h4s been a hard and unusual campaign. I have had
to combat the organized forces of the Governor and his ap-
pointees, the special interests and their high-powered
lobbyists and 4 large part of the press. I am going to be
nominated by the voltes of the great Democratic hosts of men
and women vho believe it is the prerogative of the people
to nominate and elect a Governor, and wio willi cast their
ballot as their conscience and better judgment dictate,
denying coercion, despising false pronises, strivifngor
free governnent in closer contact with the people.™

To close out his campaign, laxwell reiterated his platform. He

suggested to the voters that he was the first candidate to preach the

3 . 1 ——— . S, AoBd
doctrine of economy in government through reduced public spending,” -

1

In a speech gt High Point, Ehringhaus criticized the personal attacks
made by Fountain in the campaign,lz4 He issued a final press statemand
as follows:

I =zm sincerely grateful for the splendid reception the
people of Torth Carolina have given my candidacy. I have
tried not lo forget that this is a Democratic Primary and a
contest betwueen Democrats., I have said nothing for which I
or ry Party may be called on to apologize in lNovenber,

The Campaign has been very sirenuous and has consumed
almost every hour of 1y time in travel from County to County.
I have tried to present my cause openly and frankly to as
many people as possible, and have been greeted by splendid
gudiences in every section of the State, which fact has been
an inspiration throughout the campaicn.

I want to repeat ny pledge, that I am absolutely free
to serve all of the people of the State in wholehenrted
devotion to the interest of #1l, and with a sincere desire
to promote and maintain economical, efficient and honest
governnent.

122Speech, June 3, 1932, Fountain Papers.

1237608 ane Qhserver, June /4, 1932,
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ith the continued activity of a great host of loyal

supp?rters in every CouEBz of the State, I an confident

of victory on June /th. "~

On the day before the primary, newspaper columnist James B. illen
categorized the three gubernatorial aspirants. He placed Fountain as
the leader of the reactionaries, discontented, and dispruntled; he
chargcterized Ehringhaus as a "normal man in abnormal times"; and he
called laxwell the leader of the reformers.l26‘ Based upon their campaipgn
speeches, the columnist was correct. Fountain had campaigned as the
peopie's candidate, Ehringhaus had taken a middle—-of-the road position,
and lMaxwell. had proposed the new ideas for change.

The voters went to the polls on Saturday, June 4, 1932, in nesr-
record numbers, [dmost 380,000 Democrats cast their ballots. Thringhaus
carried 58 counties and collected 162,498 votes. Fountain garnered
115,127 votes und won 30 counties, Althoﬁgh Maxwell carried only 12
127

counties, he received 102,032 voltes. Dhringhaus ran second in nine

of the lisxwell counties, vhile Fountain was second in the remaining three
coun’oies.128

An gnalysis of the election result5129 indicates that Fountain ran
strongest in the Coastal Plain counties. He captured lecklenburg County

in a tight race. His highest vote count came from 'lake County. Ihringhaus

125Dnnn Dispatech, June 3, 1932,

126psieich Tines, June 3, 1932.

lz?Lefler, History of Ilorth Carolins, II, 776.

lZSPuryear, Derocratic Partr Nissension, 106,

12%0r 4 county by county tally, turn to ippendix C znd to Appendix D
for a nap.
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and laxvell gained most of their support from the Piedmont, lortheastern,
and lountain counties. Fhringhaus received his highest number of votes
from Bunconbe County and iaxwell from lecklenburg County, although he

130

ran third there. The results suggest that Fountain captured the votes

in the Past, vhile Thringhaus gained

of the farmers and the poorer people
the support of the manufacturers and their employees in the industrial
Piedmont counties. It also appears that laxwell drew more support avay
from the Thringhaus followers than he did from the Fountain voters. ake
County, in vhich the Fountain organization was strongest, supported him.
Thus, in areas in which Fountain had the funds to organize a strong cam-
paign, he rsn well., In the Vestern counties vhere he spent litlle monsy
and did almost no campaigning, he lost. £s expected, Enringhaus ran
strongly in the llorthesst, his home counties.

The June 4 primary was over, but its bitterness remained. Since
Ehringhaus had not received a majority of the total voltes cast, Fountain
was eligible to ask for a second primary. The question remained unan—
swered as to whether or not most llorth Caroling Democrats supported the
Gardner centralization policies. The governor had stated two days before
the vote That "if the issues in this campaign involve the trial of iy
adudnistration as governor, I wilil be content with the verdict."lBl

The wverdiet was still to be rendered. According to llorth Carolina

law, a candidate nust request a second election within five days after

L

1'201’113:‘;0'%, Tonocratic Party Disgension, 1073 He 1L London (ed. ), TTorth

Carolina lmmial, 1033 (Raleish, 1933), 9i~92.

J‘BlGu.l Cardner Papers, 549.




the Board of Fiections amnounces the official results of the vote. The
State Board of Ilections was scheduled to meet on June 10 for its canvass.
Thus, tountain had to reach & final decision by June 15.

During that time he and his advisers carefuvlly studied the election
results and received political analyses from his friends. J. O. Ellington
of Smithfieid vwrote that state employees had used unfair, illegal tactics
at the polls in Johnston County. He stated, "I am sure that you and
Mre Maxwell were probbed of mamy votes.™33 i Winston-Selen attorney, e Lo
lilson, wrote:

The manufacturing enterprises here (Forsyth County) werc

lined wp solidly for lir. Ehringhaus and lre laxwell. They

instructed their employees how to vote and gave them saiple

copies of the ballot and then sent then to the polls under

foremen and superintendents of the plants and they voted

solidly for Ir. Ihringhaus and lr. liaxwell.
The lauyer stated that fountain would not gain any voltes from Forsytn

g ; 1.3/ % e o

County in a second primary.--% Laurence l#icRae wrote that a whisper
campaign had been conducted in Stokes County against Fountain. He wwrote
that the Ehringhaus supporters had told the voters that Fountain was

35

. - " " - . - 1
against good roads and that poll workers had mismarked ballots.

Tational Cormitteeman for the Republican Party,

5
|

Charles 1., Jonas,
wrote a letter of condolence to Fountain from his home in Lincolnton.

He stated:

132 oivetteville (hserver, June 8, 1932,

1235, o. Eliinston to Richard T. Fountain, June 6, 1932, Fountain Papers.
13437, 1. Hison to James L. Delaney, Juie 6, 1932, Fountain Papers.,

25 5.2 o 3 - - . - 3 .
L35 surcence 1nchae to Richard T. Fountain, June 7, 1932, Fountain Pszpers.



I had seen good men in both parties go dowm so often
when the dominant machine in your party in the state had
blacklisted them that I was amxious to see if you covld
have better luck. I zm truly sorry of the result of the
pringry.

Boy, you touched 4 tender spot when you touched the nain
spring of the Gardner machine--the State Highway Systen. The
Public School System has been a disgrace as a political na-
chine, but it was as nothing to compare with the Highway out-
fit.

Dvery Republican lsborer in this and adjoining counties
have long since been discharged with frank statenents by
bosses as to the reason. Every guard and boss in this county
w48 at work actively before the prinary scattering Thringhauvs
literature and propaganda. .11 day primary day the Road Toss
gssuwmed the role of wnofficial Missistant' and narked all
ballots of voters who vwould permit--mesn time his pockets
bulging with pictures of his C.JDID.TE,

Some of these days the Deumocratic leaders wiil decide
it is good politics and good morals to make crooked elections
inpossible. o« o o Tou and I are far apart in politicigibut ve
are together on patriotisn and purity in government.™”°

. :
1

The press was not making Fountain's decision any easier on whether or
not to calli for a second primary. OSince the press had opposed the Fountain
campaign from its beginning, most of the editors and reporters wrged Zoun=

tain to let the resulis cof the first primary stand. For example, the

Greensboro Daily lews reminded Fountain that only one tine in recent his-

tory had the high nan been defeated in a second contest. The editorisl

gtated that Founmtain was too frr behind in the first race to gain the

J

.

victory. It also reminded Fountain that he was running against a tradition
i i . . . G BT

because Lieutenant governors were not elected to the governorship.

‘nother editorial from the same newspaper reminded Fountain he had to keep

41l his votes and pick up two out of every thres liaxwell votes in order to

Lo ] ™ <]
lJéCharles A, Jonas to Richrrd T. Tountain, June 7, 1932, Fountain Papers.

1370meenstoro Daiiy Teys, June 7, 1932,
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win a second primary, while Ehringhaus needed only to pick up cne of every

138 -

three laxuell votes. The Favetteville Chgerver likewise noted it would

be foolish for rFountain to call for another race. ‘n editorial stated
that the laxuell vote would go to Ehringhaus, not to Fountain, The edito-
rial concluded, "It would be g waste of time and effort for li. Fountain
to demand a second chance in this hopeless canse. ™27 J, C. Baskervill
stated that Fountain would suffer "a second crﬁshin{; defest™ if he asked
for another election., BRBaskervill wrote that many of the laxwell supporters
would "hop on the Ehringhaus bandwagon." The commentator felt that Foun-
tain had no chance of gaining additional support from any areas except the
Eastern counties. '"Dven if' ldaxwell had been in second place, the nomina-
tion of Thrinchaus in a second primary is conceded." Baslerviii conclided
that "the best thing Fountain can do now is adwmit he hss been knocked out

and toss in the sponge."l/'ro

b

At the sanme time, Tountain was receiving discouraging reports Lirom his
friends. On June 10, campaign manager DeLaney sent & telegran to tuenty—-
8ix party leaders in the western part of the state requesting their opin-
ions on & second prir.zary.ll"l I, Henry Liles froun ‘ngon County wired that

a second primary was a "uselegs race unless lavwell highly favors you and

. . . . 1/ x : .
you, can procure funds to finance the campaign. nl/2 Lilewise, Dufus A.

138 0reensboro Datir Tews, June O, 1932,

lBgi?mfet‘c-ew.*i.TJ.o Chserver, June 8, 1932,

i/ - - -
140541367y o Post, June 7, 1932.

1/imelepran, June 10, 1922, Fovntain Papers.

142‘»,-.7. Henry Liles to Janes L, DeLaney, June 10, 1932, Fountain Psapers.
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Doughton opposed another race3 as Gid E. L. Harriil of Cleveland Couni:y.l['fZP

28 = 5% . 5
liacon County leader Irank I. llrray also opposed a second canrpfugn.ll-‘-’

Gaston County's i, E. Toltz uired to advise Fountain to call # second race

.

only if he could raise 20,000 in cammaien Ilmds.lll'é o second primary

> ()

- 47

was the verdict of Zeb V. Turiington of Iredell County A letter fron

Thomas C. Bovie of /she County Likewise advised Fountain not to run again
J O

because he wolld not gain the lnxuwell votes 148

Bill Ilbye wrote {ron 'lashington, D. C. to tell Fountzin not to call
A second race. loye believed he was too weak in the Piedmont and Vest
to pick up 50,000 votes. He wrote:

They have a better organization at work than you have
to be Irank. T~""’1e'ﬂeveff vou h4d any 4t all you won. It tw'o"
noney to organize, & leader can get money. lor second hish
it is hell to try to get it uniess you sell your bW(‘UILT“lJl't,
and that I do not, }mnt you to do if you never realize your
aim and aubition.™

Mot all the reports received at the Fountain he: 1dquaruers vere so

discouraging however., H., ClLifton Blue of ibore County told Fountsain to

150

Tun againe Likewige, . Kerr Scott of Alamance Coun'tylﬂ and L. D,

¢ PR 1 - : . T
Li3purus 2, Doughton to James L. DeLaney, June 10, 1932, Fountain Papers.

ll”“fEciox‘ Se Harrill to Jaues L. DeLaney, June 10, 1932, IFountain Papers.

1451%@: I. '“’"(j‘ to Janes L. DeLsney, June 10, 1932, Iountain Papers.

l"*éﬁ_. Lo Yoltz to Janes L. Delaney, June 10, 1932, Fountain Papers.

LiTze1 v, Tirlington to Janes L. Delaney, June 10, 1932, Fountain Papers.
148 Thomas C. Rowie to James L. Delaney, June 1/, 1932, Fountain Papers.

149431 ioye to Ricaard T, Fountain, no date, Fountain Papers,

"'5011. CLifton Piue to Richard T. Fountain, June 7, 1932, Fountain Papers.

15""]. Kerr Scott to Richard T. Fountain, June 1.0, 1932, Fountain Papers.



Perry of Bertie County wrged another race. 7R  larietts C. IAann wrote,
Mle ace proud to be able Lo report Hyde County as a Fountain County.
That was a 1ittle more than we expected since i, Ehringhaus has aluays
claimed it." She added, Mle feel, of course, that the liaxwell vote will
go Lo you."153 Garland Be Daniel wrote that the first primary votes were
few for Fountain in Guilford County beczuse of the competition with the
monied lincueld. and Ehringhaus interests. He noted that spending Fountain
money in the comty would increase his votes in a second primary.l54 The
chzirman of the Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen wrote that his organiza—
tion would support Fountain in a second bid for the gove“norqnlp.l5/
Meanviaile, the CGr 4nV¢¢1e County Democratic Convention meeting in
Cxford passed a set of resolutions conderming acts of the Gardner adiin-
istration., The resolutions, presented by ittorney-CGenersl Dennis G.
Brumaitt, criticized the appointment of Legislators to offices they had
thenselves created. The resolutions demanded the sboiition of seversli
buresus crested by the 193L General /ssenbly and denounced the efforts
of a party wmachine and the governor to nominate his successor. 26 These

3 . a

resolutions were presented to the Democratic State Convention wirich re-

ks

Jected thew. J. Ce Baskervill believed they vere aimed against Gredner

-

o Do Tervy to Richard T, Fowntain, June 10, 1932, Fountain Papers.
warietta Co lann to Richard Te. Fountain, June 1.0, 1932, rountain Papers.,

5 - . . - . - - 5
1/4Garland Be Deniel to Richard T. TFountain, June 11, 1932, IFountain
Paners.
>

EBv s s 5 5 . : .
1//d. Ze 'Hthers to Richard T. Fountain, June 13, 1932, Fountain Papers.

T E(5e- . . . .
*/651"“Ot“v Democratic FPavty Nissension, 108,
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for blocking Brumitt's gubernatorial candidacy rather than in support
of rountdwn.l:7
On the final d=y for anmmouncing his decision, Lieutenant Covernor
Richard T. Fountain reguested a second primary. Irs. Fountain believed
that he was persuaded to run again by Senator John Hinsdale, by his cam—
paign manager J. L. DeLaney, and by his close friend and cousin Joseph
Bagles. They advised him to run again becauseva principle was involved,
and ne was & man of principle. TFountain had been bitterly disappointed
over the results of the primary and had considered quitting the race. He
could not understand, according to his wife, why he did not get enough
votes to be the leader in the vote céunt. In fact, his papers comntained
an undated, unreleased statenent to the press anmouncing that he wovdd
not run again 4s his contribution to party harmony. However, his friends

persuaded hinm to try again to defeat M"the most disbolical thing ever had

in North Carolina," the Gardner political "machine."l*o

157 50ncona Treihune, June 16, 1932.

lESI 8 B
Lugust 13,

harl T. Founbair, personal interview with the suthor,



CHAPTER V
THE RUNOFF CAMPAT@T

The decision to call a4 second prinary was greeted with derision by -

most of the lorth Carolina press. The Charlotte MNewst and the Concord

Tribune strongly criticized Fountain's judgment. The Concord editor
vrote that "I, Fountain can't understand that the majority of the people
don't want him.," He continved, "Iis ego won't let him think that North
Carolinians were serious about this matter of retiring him to private

lii‘e."2 On the other hand, the Raleich Times favored the Fountain choice.

The editor was pleased that Fountain wished to fight the "machine" again.
He interpreted Fountain's decision to mexn that he wanted tc preserve the
Democratic party as a people's party more than as "a mere personal desire
to be Governor. !>
Senator John Hinsdale, a close friend of the Fountain family, sug-
gested that more organization would help the candidate in the sgecond
primary. He wrote to a firiend:
He had almost no organization in a great many counties
and I feel certain he got the worst of the count. e are
going to see that thie does not hapnen again.
e have # chance of gaining a Lot of Thringhaus strength
if we can just beat it into the peoplels heads that this is
the last chance they wiil have to overturn this nachine.”

On June 16, 1932, the Fountain headquarters began the second campaign.

In a form letter to Fountain supporters, James L. DelLaney wrote:

+Charlotte lVeys, June 16, 1932,

Zggncord Teihune, June 17, 1932,

3Raleich Tines, June 16, 1932.

hionn 7, Hinsdale to Thomas C. Bowie, June 18, 1932, Fountain Papers.
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I feel confident that from the many messages, letters
and pe"sonal calls that we have had during the past few days
that it is absolutely necessary for Governor I ountain to
enter the second prinary. « « « e expect to have our orga=-
nization in good working condition in the next day or two,
and we are entering this fight with a determingtion to win
and to give the government back to the people.-’

The Democratic party platform was published during the second campaign.

Although the platform was written mainly by Lennox P, licLendon, the Ehring-

.

haus campaicn manager, Fountain took the initiative and endorsed the plat-
form.6 He stated:

I an deeply plezsed, however, that I can stand squarely
on the Democratic plduiorm without modifiying or changing the
position which I took in the first prinary and which I snalx

naintain in the second.

I am deeply pleased that my party pledged itself to the
enactment of two measures which T have and will continue to
fight for--the immediate revaluztion of property and the
removal of the 15-cent ad valorem tax for school purposes.

I shall undertake further to demonstrate upon the
evidence oi the Tacts that the econcmy in fovernment which
my party demands could be achieved through the abolition of
the office of Ixecutive Counsel, the Cormission on Unemploy—
ment Aand Relief and other such agencies or orfiges as Iurther
study a2nd investigation show to be unnecessary.

Iesnvhiie, Fountain was receiving encouraging nessages from his sup~
porters, For example, Re F. Crouse wrote, "Gardner's bragging on the
day after the last Primary about what his influence had done ought to be

feS
worth twenty-five thousand votes."® I. H. alton notified Fountain that

Eastern voters were aware that the Highway Department was conducting the

5James L. DeLaney to J, . Rideoutte, June 16, 1932, rountain Papers.

QPuryear, Deuwocratic Parts Dissension, 109, For a brief sumary of
the platforn, see ippendix I,

Meus _and_(bserver, June 18, 1932.

SR. Fe Crouse to Richard T. Fountain, June 18, 1932, Fountain Papers.
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Ehringhaus campaign.9 George Craven wrote that Fountain would carry
Rendolph County in the second pringry if he worked in the county.lo Je O,

Ellington reported that Fountain was getting nuch of the laxuell volte in
1L

Johnston Countye.
Cn June 20, J=zues L, DeLaney sent a form letter to former .axwell
supporters requesting their help in electing Fountain. In part, he stated:

Vle feel that there is a principle involved in this
contest that over-shadows personalities; that is, vhether
the Democratic party is to pass into the control of #4
powerful machine, depriving the rant and file of Democratic
voters of T'orth Carolina of a free and wntrammeled choice
in their selection, or wiebher the party in sccordance with
fundanental denocratic principles shall be kept close to the
people and protect their interest against =1l _inTluence that
4y seek special favors from the governnent.-

On the same day, Fountain assured a former ligxwell supporter that he

13

favored the gasoline tax to finance the state and county road systen.
The most explosive issue of the second campaign broke on June 21, 1932,

X. R, Hoyle of Lee County charged that 25,000 fraudulent voltes viere cnsth

in the counties west of Raleigh in the first Drﬂmﬂ‘,/.ll* Janes Lo DeLaney

specifically accused Surry County of fraudulent election practices. Hoyle,

a Sanford luuyer, charged that 900 of 3,600 votes in Swurry County were

9. H. Uzlton to Richard T. Fountain, June 18, 1932, Fountain Papers.
10George R. Craven to Richard T. Fountain, June 20, 1932, Fountain Papers.
15, 0. Fllington to James L. DelLaney, June 20, 1932, Fountain Papers.
lzJames L. DeLaney to Dr. J. M. Judd, June 20, 1932, Iountain Papers.
13Richard T. Fountain to J. L. Dowtin, June 20, 1932, Fountzin Papers.,

Lstatesville Tlevus, June 21, 1932.




gbsentee ballots which had been throwm away. Hoyle also charged that he
was denied access to the county poll and registration books.

Lieutenant Governor Fountain demanded an investigation by Attorney-
General Dennis Brummitt., Fifty witnesses were called during the investi-
gétion vhich revesled that the zbsentee ballotd had been distributed
illegaliy. .dthough one thousand absentee ballots had been sent to R. i,
Freemsn, Chairman of the Board of Elections of‘Surry County, there was no
record of their distribution. The investigation revealed that zbsentee
ballots had been distributed by the registrars without knowing for whon
they were intended. Tor exaiple, sixt~Tive sbsentee ballots had been
given to one man for distribution in lount Airy precinct .. The inveati-

gation discovered that at least six absentee votes had been cast by poople
not 1living in the county. The Attorney-General discovered that 295
absentee baliots had actually been cast. Since Fountain had received onlyr
one hundred seven votes out of 3,600 cast in the first prinary, it appesred
that political misdeeds had occurred. However, Fountain did not wvse the
investigation results to hlS advantage during the second cx ign.l5

Je Co Baskerviil, political correspondent, iwrote that these charges

hurt Fountain more than they would help him. One unidentified observer

stated that the questioning of the honesty and integrity of Democratic

(S

rm

election orficials would cost Fountain twenty-five thousand votes. The

observer added, "It is the poorest political move Fountain has nade yetl"

. o

The Iison Tines reported that althoush some evidence of voting irregularities

~Pirrresr, Daonoersatic Partr Nissengion, 110-111,

Jle Chsecver, Jine 23, 7 32
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in #zbsentee balloting had been discovered in Surry County, there was no
evidence that TFountain had been hurt by the irregularities A7

ipanvhile, the Fountain campaign stiil lacked funds and organization.
O. L. Richardson of Union County wrote campaign headquarters, "L speaker
cannot‘ change many voltes a#t this hour; an organizer can change lvn,md.l"eds.":L8
We Mo Vhitaker estimated that Dhringhaus had spent zbout # dollar per
vote in the first primary in Jones Ccmn'ty.19 Thomas C. Bowie, # defeated
candidate for the United States Senate in 1932, encouraged Senator John
Hinsdale vho was assisting Fountain in organizing the second campaign to
make the people feel that Cameron lorrison, the second-rumner in the Senate
campaign, had requested the runoff primzry. DBowie reasoned that the voters
would not support a candidate who had caused additional tax expense during

20

7 depression, ames A, Bridger of Bladen County wrote that if Fountain

were nominated, "there wiil be a nuuber oi‘ pcliticians to bury, they are
all fighting for Thrinchsaus. If the people realize this, I cannot see
vy we would not get a big maj o.'c'n',’c;y'."z‘qL

However, support for Fountain from his owvm ranks was slipping. D. Il
Iulcher wrote that the Carteret County situation was vorsening. His cazmr
paign manager Charles R, Hassell was not working in the second campaign

o

because of lack of funds. Iudcher reminded Fountain that Hassell had not

17 53800 Tines, June 25, 1932.

180. L. Richardson to John V. Hinsdale, June 21, 1932, rountain Papers.

190, 1. Thit aker to John !/, Hinsdale, Jwne 21, 1932, Fountain Papers.
R0Thoras C. Bowie to John V. Hinsdale, June 21, 1932, rountain Papers.

“tJanes i, Brideer 1o James L. DelLaney une 2, o ain Papers.
21T ames Bridger to James L. DelLaney, June 21, 1932, Fountain Papers
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been paid campaign evpenses he had incurred during the first prﬁwry.Qz In
the same vein, Charies L. Braddy of Bladen County wrote that the second
primary was an uphill climb "with the machine and money behind lfr, FEhring-
haus."?3 1, R, Cates of Person County stated that not much work was being
done in his area for Fountain, He added, "You-are consequently losing
votes which you should have znd could get."z-l* R. L. Huffman reminded the
campaign leaders that Ehringhaus was provic‘iing transportation to the polls
in Burke County.zs

The press, too, criticized Feuntain during the waning days of the camr

paigne An editorial in the Duchwan Hersld on June 22 was called "Grabs

Another Plaznk." It denounced Fountain for adopting the textboolk rental
% -
plank of the laywell platform during the second campaignezo Tae Iocizr

Lount Zwening Telermwan censured James L. Delaney. /n editorial, '"Delaney

Got Job Irom Legisiature," stated that DeLaney had sponsored the bilil in
the 1921 legisiatire that created the leciienburg County Highvay Commission.
The editorial reported that DelLaney had been appointed as counsel for the

commission with & retainer fee of 500 and that he had served in this office

from 1921 to 1931, The editorisgl concluded, "Fount=zin is skating on rather

22D, i, Pricher to Richard T. Fountain, June 22, 1932, Fountain Papers,

23Cl”m:r'les L. Braddy to Joan V, Hinsdnle, June 22, 1932, Fountain Papers.

24’;-.’. Re Cates to Richard Te Fountain, June 23, 1932, Fountain FPapers.

>

“Re Lo Huitian to James L. Delarey, June 23, 1932, Fountain Papers.
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thin ice wvhen he criticizes Governor Gardner for appointing certain merm-
bers of the 1931 general assembly to appointive state jobs created by that
assembly."27 .

On June 2/, Secretzry of State James ., Hariness released campaign
expenditures for the three candidates in the first primary.28 Ehringhaus
headed the list with expenses of ©10,832.50. lixuwell was close behind with
reported expenditures of :10,793.85. In the pfeliminary report, Fountain
listed expenses of (1,460.30. In a second report, he listed %1,034.93.
Both of Fountain's totals included some funds used for the second primary,
llone of the candidates exceeded the lepal spending Llimit of {12,000 for
the first primary. Legally, IZhcinghaus and rountsin could spend up +o
{36,000 on the second campairm,<?

Ag the finsl week of the second campaign began, it was becomding in-
creagingly evident that Fountain was not gaining enough ground to eliminate
the Gardner machine. Lennox P. leLendon, Ehrinchaus! campaicn manAager,
o~ . - " . A e 30
fiatly predicted a one hundred thousand vote majority for Ehringhaus.”

On June 24 during a speech At I'rankdlin in lacon County, Ehringhaus accused
Fountain of an improper campaign. He stated:
e £ind hin in the second primary with a new platform
but with a continuance of his cry against machine politics
and to add to this one of his chief lieutenants had added

the broad charge thaj_ 25,000 fraudulent votes were cast . + .
in wvestern counties.”

R e

27chkv Lount Dvenino

m

Telegran, Jiune 24,3932,

(23

~SChariotte Teus, June 24, 1932,

AS Y ; - -
2900 lothe Cbserver, June 25, 1932,

BQQnﬂrlotte Ueus, June 24, 1932,

2
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On that same day in Union County, IFountain, speaking at lonroe, inplied
that the election of Thringhaus was equal to the imposition of 4 sales tax.
He told his followers that the support of '-‘h't’ln"naiUS by the major tobscco
gnd electric coipanies would eliminate them from further taxation and that
the burden of traxation would be borne by the statels consunmer rg IR

Tountain continued to receive discouraging reports {rom his workers.
Correspondence to canpsaign headquarters still stressed the lack of funds

for caupaigning and for political organization. Tor example, H. Tray

Odom, editor and publisher of the Hlgh Pointer, wrote, "I Diclk Fountain

is not elected, it wiil he becAuse no one is rich enough to donate to his

cAuse, 132 Henecy Liles stated that he needed money to organize .nson

3/,

County for Tountain,” #de Ho Lucas, a Raleigh colummist, helisved thai

third rvmer Glen J. laxvell would not publicly endorse elther candidate
in the ruroff election, However, "it is the opinion of this writer that

if it shouldd become sbsoiutelr necessary: i, laxwell vill snnounce his
—— T : n35 13 ;
support of lir, Zhringhaus,"™-” Mlso, on June 24, former Governor .ngus
.- — - s 3 1 - 1. - e ) s . ) 66
MeLesn in & Raleigh speech urged his listeners to vote for Thringhaus.-”
Ath opposition mounting around him Founbtain vallantly continuved his

campaign. On June 25, a forn letler fron lis. George 4. (Florence) Iseley,

chairman of the women's division of the carpaign, was sent to prominent

>

3213u'cyef4;f, Demoeratic Party Dissension, 115,

33. Tray Odon to Jrues L. DelLaney, June 24, 1932, rountain Papers.

31, He ency Liles to Jaunes L. Delaney, June 27, 1932, fountain Papers.
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women throughout the state. It atated in part:

During esch adrinistration in which the Iliachine is
aliowved to cgrow in strencsth by the creation of hich salaried
Bureaus and Comriissions and by the coersion (sic) of State
Erployees, the voters of Iorth Csrolina are allowing a rope
to be tizghtened around the neck of Democracy. 'n executive
sponsored by the present adninistration would certainiy
carry on the pregent policy, and with even nore daring
encrosnchnents on the '»ights of the Peoplel,

In the First Prinsry, Dick Fountain received nmore than
115,000 votes. IHe had no noney with which to pay workers or
pay for expensive advertising. Iveryone vorking for him did
so because of their beliei in the principles for which he
stood apg Ave now wiiling to double their efforts in his
behall~”

A circular issued by Stanley S. Tohi, director of the Veterans! Com-
mittee of 70, appeared on June 25. This psmphiet wrged veterans to support
Fomtain on July 2. Tohl stated that irountain favored immediste payument
of idjusted Service Certificates. This action would bring almost (40,000,000
into the state "o reiieve the financirl stringency and improve economic
conditions, 13°

On June 26, the !linster-Salen Jomnad and Sentinel revenled charge

nade by Delaney that Georce Ross Pou, Superimtendent of Prisons, had writter

"esch of his 230 employees « « « to gob out and vote and work for Thringhaus

T B TR . , 20 . .
for governor and Ibrrison for Tmited States Sennte."™” Delrney was cibing

™
e |

another govermaent agency for forcing erployees to vote for Waringhaus in

order to maintain their jobs.

37.orence 3. Iseley to Eila . Hendry, June 25, 1932, Fountain I'spers.
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BLStan;ey S. Tlond, "ick fountain for Imnediate Cash Payment of Soldiers!
Bonus," n. p., June 25, 1932, Tountgin Fapers,
35&'-'-« - Qe Ay Termnadl end © 3.0 1 Ts /. 020
onston=Saten Jowmnadl snd Sentined, June 206, 1932.
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On June 28, Fountain headquarters sponsored # press release from
/sheboro. The Jive-part statement was a last-ditch effort to unseat
Fhringhavs, The first part stated that IFountain favored the payment of
taxes in (f.:rzruer‘i 7 instalinments. Secondly, he desired a 6 per cent
linmitation on interest on delinquent taxes. Thirdly, the release charged

that the Creepsbore Daiir ews was supporting Thringhavs only after an

ovmer, LEduin B, Jeliress, had been appointed to public office. Fowrtnhly,
Fountain saccused Lhringhaus of refusing to take a stand on taxation and

insinuated that the sales tar people were supporting Ehringhaus. IFinally,

Fountain accused CGovernor Gardnecr of bozssting two days after the first

primary that he was responsible for the Ehringhaus les m.z“o

During the Ifinal week of the second campaign, the Fountain headqgunrie

recelved nessages of support and hope for victory. For example, a tele-

o

1

gran from five linmwell supporters indicated their confidence in his cuir
paigne It stated, "The machine has not given you a fair desl Wt irg, 7,

R

Be Spilnan, vice—-chairman of the Pitt County Democratic Txecutive Committec
» 3 Y H

-

wrote of her support for Fountain.4?

0 Y

Tountain's aides continued to seelk support for their candidate throuch

a letter—writing campaign. John V. Hinsdale wrote:

Z*Q’Het-ys elesse, June 28, 1932, TFountain Papers.

w0

L1, 7, Boone to Richard T. Tountain, June 27, 1932, Tot
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42ipg, J. D. Spiiman to irs. George 1. Iseley, June 27, 1932, Fountain
Pdpors. In 2 telephone conversation with the author on June 12, 197/,
Mrg, Spiinan indicated that the detter was written on behslf of the major-

g de

ity opinion of the Pitt County Democratic Ixecutive Corrudittee and that she
had voted for ElrinchAaus.
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Mre Fountain represents the masses of the people. I,
Ehringhaus, on the other hand, in my opinion, is backed by
the special interests of the State. In fact, I know that

the offiymals of the Reymolds Tobacco Company are support-
ing hin.”

Fountain hirself entered the letter-writing campaign. He wrote, "I =m
fundanentally opposed to any form of sales taxsy « « « I favor the ilmmediate
repeal of the present mercantile license tax." Fountain added cautiously

that if necessary he would approve a "selected commodity" or Lluxury tax. by

o

=3

he £inal days of the campaign proved ripe for charges and counter-
charges from the offices of the two gubernsgtorisl contenders. On June 30,
MeLendon stated that "Fountain's campaign of demagoguery, denunciation,

and misrepresentation had completely collapsed." DeLaney countered by

. Far e 45
agsserting that the higaway workers were actively working for ZThringhsaue .-
He algo gccused thringhaus of failure to report all his campaign donations

2 [:,6

and expenditures.

Fountain put himself into the fracas by telling volers that his cppo-

nent had not stated his position on the short bsllot or on the sales tax,

the two major issues, according to Fountain, of the second campsigne. In

1 hed

addition, he continued to indict Governor Gardner for handling the Demo-

47

L

cratic political "wachine" for Ehringhaus.

%
433chn 11, HMinsdale to B. C. Rowland, June 29, 1932, Fountain FPapers.

44Richqrd T

N . T m

to 7. He Taylor, June 22, 1932, Fountain Fapers.

45 Puryesar, Democeatic FPart- Tissension, 117,

46‘* N civies (O P Jui-s 1
TTeus and Chserver, Juiy 1, 1932.

5o and_Chservver, July 1, 1932,
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On the eve of the second election, the press predicted an overvhelming
Ehringhaus victory margine For exauple, ''ade H. Lucas indicated that
Thringhaus would win by more than 50,000 votes. He quoted liaxiell as

describing the runolf primary as "featured by charges, counter charges

> D

fe)
- "/;,O I - 1

and nuch mud=-slinging Cn voting day, the Lucas colum indicated that

. 3 . e = - o |0

Bhringhays rewained in Raleigh and did not even vote in the runoff.?
The first returns from the July 2 election put Fountain in the lead.

A small Vance County precinct had given Fountain twenty-three votes and

. 5 o . eoma as )
none for Ehrlnghaus.*O But, this first report was not indicative of waszt

was to follow. The finzl vote tabulations showed that Thrinchaus had

succeeded in continuing his lesad from the first race. ZIFhringhaus captured
182,055 votes and won fifty-eight counties. His createst strength in vote-

b o/ HE o %
getting was in the Piedmont. On the losing side of the count, Iountain,
vhose greatest strength was in the rural, agricultural Tast, had garnered

. ' 51

an amazing 168,971 votes.

The hard-fougnt primary election was over. HNow, all that remained
was to 4ssess the results and to reunite the party for the fall genersal

oL

election. Fountain indicated after the runofr that he would support the

0

Democrstic nominees in the fall in an effort to restore party harmony. In

the days following the second primary, the newspapers examined the bitter

-~
4824101 h Tines, July 1, 1932,

49510300 Tines, July-2, 1932,
502.101ch Mines, Juiy 2, 1932.

Slp

Dissension, 119, Ior a county by county



election. TFor example, an article in the lleuys _and Cbserver stated,
The force of the administration and the so-called 'machine!
were obviousls more interested in saving Zhvinchaus than in
rescuing Senator lorrison znd as the Fountaln onsilaught
gained additional ground it was ap argEt that the interest
of Ehringhsus was being placed first.”

P
s
VWiade Lucas believed that there were three major reasons why Fountsain
almost best Ehringhaus. Tirst, Lucas wrote that Thringhaus was handi-
capped because many of his public speakers also supported the defeated
Senator lorrison. Secondly, he believed that Governor Gardner, speaking
at a mweeting of the Board of Trustees of State College; had said, "State
Coliege will never be moved from Test Raleigh so long as I have any influ-
ence left And something happened last Saturdary to make me believe I still

have some influence in the State." Thirdly, IZhringhzvs lost support

because of the Georpge Ross Pou letter to prison employees telling then to

. . 5
support Fhringhaus and lorrison, >
In 5 second column, Lucas continued tie theme off the decline of the

victor. e stated that Governor O. rax Gardner's howe base gave the elec—
tion to Ehringhause. Lucas reported that the 27th Senstorial District,
composed oif the counties of Cleveland, Henderson, l.cDowell, Iolk, snd

Rutherford, gave Dhringhaus a ten thousand vote majority in the July 2

election. llovever, Lucas added that Gardner was not able to carry the

[0}
Qo
=

full losd for Zhringhaus. He cited the example of the loss of support

Gardner and Ehringhsus from employees of local government. Because of the

2Rleus and Chsexvyer, Julr 4, 1932,

93naleich Tives, Julr 4, 1932.
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financial chzos of the depression, many local government workers were

. - - Lo ¢ . [:
unemployed. This group tended to support roun'baln.'z*

The leus and Chserver noted that Fountain had carried the home counties

of all the major appointive administrative officials except Guilford County,
home of Edwin B. Jeffress of the Highway Department. Fountain had captured
Anson County, home of Director of Personnel Frank Dunlap and Hertford County,
home of Dunlap's assistant, Thad BEure. In addition, he had won Johnston,
home of George Ross Pou, Superintendent of State Prisons, lecklenburg, honme

of Executive Counsel Tyre Taylor, and ''avme County, home of Banking Commis=

sioner Curney P. Hood.55

On July 9, 1932, J. C. B, Ehringhaus wrote his opponent. The saluta-
tion read, "liy dear Governor." The letter asked for Fountain's assisiznce

and advice for the lovember election in the interests of party asriony.

Threinghaus wrote, "There is in ny heart no bitterness or resentment on

-

account of anything that has happened in the cal.lpaign."%

The next day, Sunday, July 10, nominee Zhrinshavs issued a statenent

of victory. In requesting party unity, Thringhaus said,

The very fine, generous, and sporvemanlike statement of
Honorable "ichard T. fountain puts an end to the Prinary contest.
It is the deliversnce o 7 loyal Democrat and a patriotic llorth
GCaroliniane. I am graterful for his pledge of co-operation and
support and yeeﬁ: __t in the spirit of its offering. I can also
sincerely znd heaptily reciprocate its every expression of good
will and estee 1.?7

Shnsieisn Tiaes, July 5, 1932.
Teus and Chserver, JUuly 5, 1932.
56J e Ce Be Thrinshaus to Richard T. Zountain, July 9, 1932, Fountain Papers.

5 Lhringhaus Statenent, July 10, 1932, rountain Papers.
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On July 19, Richard Iountain answered the July 9 letter from Ehringhsaus.
In his reply he pledged to help reunite the party and to campaign for Thring-
. .
haus in the £all general election.5° However, rountain fell iil from the
gtrain of the ardvous prinaries. He was hospitalized in Tucker Sanatorium
in Richmond, Virginisg, for rest snd observation. He wwrote J. 'l. inborne,
Chairian of the lorth Carolina Democratic Party, that he would be unable
to fulfiil his promise of active campaigning. He pledged to conduct
letter campaign, but he would not be physically able to go on a planned
speaking tour. He continued:
Vhile I net defeat in the primary contest I an proud of the
choices 1y party made. Led by Zhringhaus--able, nonebt, cultired
and learned, we shalli be directed orly into the paths he believes
vill best sustain va, To his side I call uy .i rdq from pveww
wall of litfe, for this is a joint undertal 1

p-L P 1—\';‘-
beautiiuvliy. Sgid he: 'The strenzth or L pack is the wox¢,
but the strength of the wolf is the pack'.”

?\‘4 l~4 (D \-d

Iven though Fountain expressed himself eloquently in his defeat,
IMra. Fountain revealed that he was very bitter after the election. Fe
felt that he had lost an unfair election. According to her, the "election
was stolen, no doubt about it."6o
The question remains, vhy did Fountain lose? ks, Fountain's answver
was that the Zhringhaus campaign chest was heavily financed by the Hanes

Corporation znd the Reymolds Tobacco Company, waile her husbiand depended

upon snalli contributions from ordinary people during a depression. She

- -
|

Richard T. Fountain to J. C. B. Earinchaus, July 19, 1932, Fountain
Papers.
59nichard T. Founbiin to Je . inborne, October 7, 1932, Fountain Prpers,

60, s, Richard T. Fountain, personal interview wit
1971,

cr
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h the author, :ucus
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implied that her husband did not have the funds to conduct an extensive,
expensive caimaisne. She added also that the Gardner machine provided
reans of free publicity for Thringhavs, whereas Fountain did not have the
- . ¢ s GL
money to buy extra publicityr.
The prinaries of 1932 can be viewed a#s a contest for personsi pover,
the pover of centralization versus the power of true democracy. Tarough

centralization of government power, the people did not choose as nany

officials, ‘lso, becazuse of the consolidation of various boards and

agencies, not as many people participated in the decision-malking processes
governnent. The Gardner "machine" and its helr apparvent argued that

centralization snd efriclency in public services implemented democracy.
On the other nand, the Fountain allies argued that centralication dend
political rights to the peoples lFountain believed that the people shovid

62 In

make as many decisions in government #s possible. Any cuase, rountsin

was arguing a dying cause. The state election and the national election

Fal

of 1932 would prove a victory for big government. In North Carolina and
in the nation, Thrinchaus and Roosevelt would ask the legislatures for
tremendous amounts oi money to conbat the depression. ITeu government
agencies would atteimpt to provide for the econoiic needs oi the people.

iillions of people would look to government to solve their probleis and

governmaent debt vould incresase by niilions of dollars.

ntervien with the author,

e

s 5 - = .
61 Iiras Richard T. TFountain, persontl
August 13, 197i.

/l
O e sqr, Dengeratic Prartry Dissension, 234.
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Even thou 1 fountain lost the primaries of 1932, he made an impact
upon Horth Cxrolinsg politics. Lirst, he was able to reduce the Ihringhaus
victory margin Ironm aluost forty-seven thousand votes in the first prinary
to about thirteen thousand baliots in the second election. Secondly, he
accomplished this by appealing to the "Little man" and teliing hin he had
no official bacling firom the Democratic establishment and no financial
support by the large businesses of llorth Caroling. Thirdly, he showed
the necessity Tor reforns in the govermment of Morth Carolina, such as
the expansion of public edveation and the reduction of the influvence of
corpordtions and ubilities in poli‘bics.63

Ehrinchavs, on the other hand, with no major political experience #nd
conducting a caupaign of generslities, had portrayed himseli as the de-
fender of the Denocratic party. He had gained the Triendship of the Gardner
Torces and the active support of the perm.anent Democratic ovgsnizations.
tith these assets znd the positive support of the press, he was able to win

the primary and subsequentl; the rall election. Perhaps Illner Puryesr

describes this election best by writing:

This cammairn gave acditionazl evidence that the candidate
for povernor, backed by the conservative administrative wachine,
{ the other

is d].uOu t iipossible to beat in Iforth Carolina., On
hand i1
15

becau

U was encourasing to the liberal insursents of the party,
e I ononsﬁ;"'xlect that uith 4 strong cenandidcate, cood

r\,

v
issves, anG hard work they had « clmnce to win control of state

5 7

govermnent and the Denocratic Par ’I;‘/. “ter all they had lost
1

Dy only About thirteen thousand voies.

O3prmyene, Dernocs

61*? urresy
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The primaries of 1932 continuved the dominance of a "machine," a charzc-

teristic permeating llorth Carolina politics in the first three decades of

the tuentieth century. Yet, a man with no "machine" support had almoat

captured the governorship. ZRichard Tillman Fountain lacked 13,000 votes
of more than 350,000 cast of being elected. He was A nan vho had almost

no support firon the medis because he was attacking the established resine.
He was a man, vell=-reid and articulate, who appealed to the poor and igno-
rants He was A nan who had no major Tinancisl contributors. Instead, he
dopended vpon volunteer carmpairn worlkers Aand small donations Iron pecple
deeply in debt from the depression. In fact, he could purchase A minimm
amount of political advertising and could not campaizn personally in esch

county becruse of financisl iimitations, His political speechivikers such

ag Dr. James Yadkin Joynmer, Senator DRobert Bagcett, "Hllie L. Lumpkin,

John Ilinsdale, and ir. and lrs. I. T. Valentine campaigned at their owm
expense, Yet, by attacking special interest groups like uwtility and ftobacco

coprnies and by denouncing the Gardner centrsalization proposals, lFountain
garnered the votes of the econonically deprived agriculiural aress of Ilorih

Carolina and nsliost becAane governor.
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APPEIDIX A: THE C.UDIDATES

J. C. B. Ehringhaus

John Christoph Blucher Ihringhaus was born in Elizabeth City, North
Carolina on Iebruary 5, 1662, His parents were Erskine and Carrie Colville
Iatthews Chrinchaus. He was educated in fhe Flizabeth City Schools and
graduated in 1901 fron the Thiversity of Morth Cerolina vhere he was a
member of Phi Beta Kappa, Delta Kappa Epsilon, and Glighoul. In 1903, he
received his lau degree from the University of llorth Carolina and returned
to Flizabeth City to practice law. e served in the Iorth Curoling Hous

1 180% and 1907. TIn 1911 he becane the Solicitor of
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the first Judicial District and served in that capacity witil 1923. long
with neubership in the lorth Carolina Bar .ssociation, .merican RBar .ssocin~
tion, and the Dpiscopnal Church, he served as the first president of the
Eiizgbeti City Rotary Cluh. He nacried iatilda T’ﬁ"id:or'd Haughton of Tash-

ington, lorth Caroling on January /4, L902 and becane the father ol thvaee

-

children, J. Co Be, Jr., and twins Haughton and mtﬁlo te

arolina lannsi, 3.932 (Raleich, 1933), 127.

H. I, London (ed‘.), Torth
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Richard T, Fountain

Richard Tillman Iountain was born on rebrusry 15, 1835 at "Cedar
Lane," the fanily plantstion in Edgecoibe County nexr Tarboro, llorth
Carolina. IHe was one of eleven children boz’n‘to Admon Leonidas and Sarah
Louiss Iagles Tountain. He attended the Edgecoube County Schools and the
Tgrboro lrale jAcademy. He received his law degree from the University of
North Caroling in 1907 and joined the Rocky lbunt Bae Association and
later becaue its president. He also held membership in the llorth Carolina
Bsr Association serving as its vice-president in 1922-1923 and in the

m

Anerican Bar Associgtion. e joined a cousin, G. T. il Fountain, in the

practice of law in Rocky lbunt. The firm of Fountain and Fountain was

forned in 1923 with a younger brother after his cousin's death. In 1911

Fal

Tountain became Judge of

.

the Roclky lount inicipal Cowrt and served until
1916 vhen he wsus elected to the Illerth Caroling House of Representatives.,
He was A4 ropresentative in the genersl asserblies of 1919, 1921, 1923,

and 1928, In 1927, he was elected Speaker of the House., During thie tine

SRR

he was 2 Trustee of the Rocky lount Geaded Schools snd on Jvly 1, 1927,

(]

le aloe served as Chalenman of

the Doard o Twustees of the Dastern Caroling Industrisl Training School
Tor Roys in Roclky :ounte He maintained farming interests in IZdgecombe

S i n
[©

he Hone Buildinz and Loan .ssociation of

Roeclzy Zount znd of the Mrst llalional Bari. In 1928 Iountain was elected
Lieutenant Governor of llorth Carolins. On October 3, 1915, he married

oA [APP R (L L] p Loy iy o A | - 12 oa it s B Wk PR 1S, R
Miss Susan Ran'sin in lontreat, erth Cavolinsg, and hecane the father of

Py I (. ERP Slowayminm | Thamated ns - g * Ty e 1 . i m
four children, Susan Dancin, .mne 3Loan, .arparet Dagles, and Re Tey JT.
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MAlen J. lesvell

Mdlen Jay laxuwell was born in Duplin County on January 24, 1873,
the son of Hush G. and llaney taready irasxuell. Ile was educated in the
Goldsboro Fublic Schools. In 1896 he was elected Iayor of 'hiteville.
The next year he becaue # clerk in the state Senate and served as Trin-
cipal Cierlk froix 1901 to 1910 vhen he became a clerk for the North Caro-
1lina Corporstion Cornxission. Hrom ACL7 to 1929 he was Principal Clerk
for the Corporation Couraission, Betieen 1925 and 1929 he served as 4n
er-oliicio merber of the Secirities Cormission. In 1927 he becane
president of the lational lwsociation of Secrrivies Cormissioners and
in 1929 he vas vice~president of the Mational issocintion of Railroad
and Ttilities Cormdssioners, In lzrch, 1929 Governor CU. lax Gyrdner
appointed lsmrell as Cowraissioner o<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>