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CHAPTER I 

PROLOGUE 

All history is relative—forced by chance, circum

stances, events, phenomena and the interacting personalities 

of Homo sapiens into the infinite mazes of possibilities. 

From the intellectual-emotional initiatives and reactions 

of these personalities to their environment and existence 

develop the actions and policies which determine the present 

and, therefore, the future. These personalities (some role-

taking, others role-making), tempered by events and circum

stances, interact daily, sometimes deliberately, often acci

dentally, to influence and effect the decisions and direc

tions of their societies. As a result, they create, on a 

spectrum ranging from positive to negative, the history of 

their times. History, without grand design or universal 

motives, is grudingly reduced to the tragic-heroic insig

nificance of infinite probabilities effected by events, 

chance and the myriad judgements of interacting personalities 

In 1929, circumstances, events and interacting 

personalities resulted in the onset of the Great Depres

sion. In the United States, by 1933, the personalities of 

iFor an interesting, insightful analysis concerning 
the interactions between the environment and personalities 
in developing leadership and determining history, read 
James M. Burns, Roosevelt; The Lion and The Fox, (New York 
Harcourt, Brace & World, Inc., 1956), pp. 481-487. 



Herbert Hoover, Franklin Roosevelt, Harry Hopkins, Francis 

Perkins, Harold Ickes, Huey Long, Father Charles Coughlin, 

Dr. Francis Townsend, "Alf" Landon and New Mexico's own 

Bronson Cutting, produced a variety of methods to deal with 

the problems of the times. In turn, interactions with 

other personalities across the nation resulted in the infi

nite possibilities and directions of American society. 

Of special interest to the development of this thesis 

is the interactions between national and New Mexican person

alities, and especially Lea Countians, during the Depression 

years 1929-1936. New Mexicans, and Lea Countians, reflected 

and mirrored, sometimes grandly, other times ignobly, the 

countless probabilities present in history. Hopefully, this 

thesis will provide insight into the history of the Depres

sion era and the resulting New Deal programs, by demon

strating that Lea Countians were microcosmic representa

tions of macrocosmic Americans affected by the phenomena 

of their times. 

The crisis of the Great Depression in 1929 provided 

the stimulus that developed the questioning of attitudes 

that sustained the traditional American beliefs in self-

help, rugged-individualism, the inherent virtues of hard 

work, and the benevolent character of business enterprise 

2 
in a materialistic, capitalistic society. The election of 

^James T. Patterson, The New Deal and the States, 
Federalism in Transition, (Princeton, New Jersey, Prince
ton University Press, 1969), ppc 192-193. 



Franklin Delano Roosevelt in 1932, showed that a majority 

of the American people were dissatisfied with Hoover's 

methods in dealing with the depression phenomena. As a 

result, Roosevelt's election was the event that initiated 

the manifold programs of the New Deal experimentation in 

order to cope with the problems created by the depres

sion. . . . The CCC, the RFC, the AAA, the NRA, the TVA, 

WPA, PWA . . . all were no more than the reactions of 

Roosevelt and his advisors to the emergencies, or circum-
3 

stances, of economic chaos created by the depression — 

Francis Perkins, Roosevelt's Secretary of Labor, later 

characterized the reaction and approach from the national 

level in this manner: 

The New Deal was not a plan, not even an agreement, 
and it was certainly not a plot. . . . Most of the 
program later called the New Deal arose out of the 
emergency which Roosevelt faced when he took office 
at the low point of the depression. Undoubtedly he 
agreed with those chosen for the cabinet upon gen
eral policy and immediate steps. I had such an 
understanding with him, but it began with emergency 
rescue measures. Clearly he had a pattern of fiscal 
control in mind. . . . But there was n£ [my italics] 
central unified plan. There wasn't time or orga
nization for that. The New Deal grew out of these 
emerging and necessary rescue actions. The intel
lectual and spiritual climate was Roosevelt's gen
eral attitude that the people mattered. Government 
programs designed to give reality to that attitude 
developed and fitted into one another out of the 
necessities of the times. The pattern emerged from 

"^Francis Perkins, The Roosevelt I Knew, (New York, 
The Viking Press, 1947), pp. 174-175. 

r>^ 



the necessary action. The action was not pro
jected from a central pattern, but the people 
mattered.^ 

While Governor of New York, Roosevelt had strongly 
5 

advocated state rights, in a position that might have been 

held by Thomas Jefferson, Roosevelt declared, "There is a 

tendency," he insisted, "and to my mind a dangerous ten

dency, on the part of the national government to encroach, 

on one excuse or another, more and more upon state suprem-

.,6 acy. " 

Few political leaders between 1919 and 1929 expected 

meaningful reform from the national government and fewer 

still called for federal aid to the needy or legislation to 
7 

benefit the working man. For Roosevelt, and the other 

leaders of the time, the states had been the natural basic 

institutions with the background to indulge in progressive 

experimentations. It had been the states who had preceded 

the federal government in regulating large corporations, 

establishing minimum labor standards, and stimulating eco

nomic development. By the 1920's state and local govern

ments accounted for 74 per cent of public spending and 67 

"^Perkins, The Roosevelt I Knew, pp. 173-174. 

5 
It is interesting that Roosevelt, once becoming 

President, as a former governor, considered governors, 
rather than senators, as a natural line of communications 
with the federal government. Perkins, The Roosevelt I 
Knew. p. 171. 

Patterson, The New Deal and the States, p. 3. 

^Ibid. 



per cent of tax revenues. States dominated the fields of 

education and public welfare, (this is especially true, at 

this time, in New Mexico) and their impact on American 
o 

citizens was far more influential than that of Washington. 

Congress gladly supported such "reforms" as prohibition, 

immigration restriction, and tariff revision, while ap

proving legislation for large commercial farmers and cor

porations. However, it refused to pass welfare bills, 

broaden the authority of regulatory agencies, or spend 
9 

surplus revenue to help the lower economic class. The 

national government had practiced "business," not "social" 

progressivism during the 1920's. "The emphasis of the 

age was derived from attention to material gain, personal 

well-being, and a return to Republican rule." State 

^Ibid., p. 4. Francis Perkins felt that Roosevelt 
believed that Westerners in particular were more dependent 
on Washington, than the industrial Northern and Eastern 
regions. Perkins, The Roosevelt I Knew, pp. 169-170. As 
a result, it is possible that Westerners (including New 
Mexicans) were predisposed to favorably accepting New Deal 
programs. 

^Patterson, The New Deal and the States, p. 4. 

-^^Ibid., footnote #7 pp. 5-6. 

"'"•'•Ibid., p. 17. A good example of this provincial
ism was the opposition of northern industrial states to 
states of limited means to finance road building; since 
northern taxes would pay for poorer states improvements. 
Roosevelt was more concerned about equal distribution of 
this wealth on a national basis. Perkins, The Roosevelt 
I Knew, p. 170. 



politics in the 1920's too often featured cost-conscious 

12 administration at the expense of needed public services. 

State lawmakers were badly paid and as a result, few men 

13 remained legislators for long. Compounding the problems 

of turnover were short legislative sessions of 60 days or 

14 less, and inequitable districting, favoring rural over 

urban areas, encouraged state legislators to spend money 

for roads and schools, but not for factory inspection, public 

15 housing, welfare, or other essential urban needs. All of 

the above problems were abundant in New Mexico as well, 

including party factionalism, which impeded progress, and 

wracked potentially progressive parties in this state, and 

•I V 1 6 elsewhere. 

But none of these problems—amateur legislators, 

unfair gerrymandering, factionalism—were unique to the 

1920's. More serious causes lay elsewhere, and to a degree 

resembled those which plagued the national movement. In 

the absence of crisis, legislation in a democracy depends 

heavily upon support from leaders in the society at large. 

l^Patterson, The New Deal and the States, p. 19. 

13 
Ibid., p. 20. It IS to be noted, that most, if 

not all of these problems were also found in New Mexico. 

l^Ibid., pp. 20-21. 

^^Ibid., pp. 21-22. 

•'•^Ibid., p. 22. 



Many of these leaders were business men who had supported 

progressive programs before World War I. At this time, 

however, these leaders achieved many of their goals, and 

after 1920 they became less active in the reform movement 

for such social programs as old age pensions, unemployment 

17 insurance and wages and hours regulation. Thus it is 

probable that state legislators, like Congressmen, felt 

little pressure for social reform from opinion leaders in 

18 the 1920's. But the crisis of the depression changed all 

that, and when Roosevelt called for broad executive powers 

in 1933, Americans responded quickly. Faced with the eco

nomic crisis of the depression, Americans everywhere rec

ognized the need to deal with national problems by utiliz-

19 ing national remedies. 

The general patterns and developments found across 

the nation, as pointed out earlier, also were significant 

in New Mexico. Materialism and selfish interests were 

prevalent in New Mexico, along with balanced state budgets 

at the expense of needed public services. There were ama

teur legislators in New Mexico, unfair districting, and 

political factionalism, just as in many other states. But 

the state had its own unique problems as well. For example. 

I'̂ Ibid., pp. 23-24. 

•'•^Ibid., p. 24. 

19 
Ibid., p. 25. 
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it was isolated by geographical distance from Washington. 

New Mexico was not an urban state; it was a rural western 

state, with a scattered bilingual population, and vast 

distances between its population centers. Early New Deal 

programs concentrated on economic solutions for urban, 

industrial centers and delayed action on the problems of 

the rural communities. 

New Mexico, because of its small population and 

low per capita income, was a poor state with a minimal tax 

base. The state's population in the 1930's was only 
20 

423,317, with little industry outside some mining and 

21 petroleum, and no potential source of income to finance 

22 
public relief. In addition. New Mexicans faced the 

dilemma created by the lack of executive leadership con

tinuity as a result of the constant turn over in Governors 

23 
every two years, as mandated by the State Constitution. 

"united States Population (Official Census) 
1890-1970," The World Almanac and Book of Facts: 1975, 
(New York: Newspaper Enterprise Association, Inc., 1974) 
p. 146. 

^iMemorandum, Margaret Reeves, Director of State 
Board of Public Welfare, Jan. 30, 1931, Governor Arthur 
Seligman Papers, Archives, State Records Center, Santa Fe, 
New Mexico. Editorial, The Hobbs News, Sept. 11, 1931, p. 2 

^^Patterson, The New Deal and the States, p. 199. 

•̂̂ New Mexico, Statues Annotated (L953), Volume 1 pp. 
328-329, New Mexico, Constitution (1912), Article V, Section 
1. One can only speculate about the lack of continuity in 
state executive leadership, especially in view of the 
President's propensity to operate through governors. How 
badly did New Mexico (and Lea County) suffer from this 
situation in terms of New Deal assistance? 
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The problem was compounded by the death of Governor Arthur 

_ . 24 

Seligman, at the height of New Deal activities, in 1933. 

The problem of leadership continuity, and therefore program 

continuity, was further compounded in the state by a greatly 

factionalized split between conservatives and progressives 

during the New Deal era—a battle over who would control 
25 patronage and politics in New Mexico. it included, not 

only battles regarding patronage and politics, but regional 

disagreements, fueled by a long standing feud between the 

north and south regions of the state (especially between 

the southeastern portion of the state and Santa Fe), osten

sibly over political-economic favoritism, but insidiously 

influenced by ethnic-cultural differences. 

Yet in spite of genuine concern on the part of state 

officials, the depression staggered state governments. Al

ready deep in debt from the deficit spending of the 1920's, 

they now faced sharply rising welfare costs at a time of 

diminishing tax revenues. Unable to obtain state help in 

the form of funding, many local communities were forced to 

94 
Biography, Seligman Papers. 

25 
Patterson, The New Deal and the States, pp. 172-

175. 
^^The Hobbs News, May 25, 1934, p. 1, June 1, 1934, 

p. 4; National Recovery Program Projects, July 19, 1934, 
and Monthly Reports, FERA, N.M. , Nov., D e c , 1933, Gover
nor Andrew Hockenhull Papers, Archives, State Records 
Center, Santa Fe, New Mexico. 
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27 
rely on their own initiatives. As a result. Lea County, 

28 
with only one per cent of the state's population (6,190), 

and no substantial industry during the depression era, was 

forced to develop its own programs to meet the emergencies 

of the times. 

Lea County, which had been created by a Republican 

29 legislature on March 7, 1917, struggled from its inception. 

During the Depression and the years of the New Deal, settle

ments in Lea County, such as Hobbs, New Hobbs, Nadine, 

Monument, Eunice, Jal, Ochoa, Lea, Pearl, Knowles, Loving-

ton, McDonald, Prairieview, Tatum and others, faced the 

30 
hardships of the times. However, Lea County was in the 

heart of a large oil field, and ultimately this chance cir

cumstance provided the necessary margin for survival from 

the economic effects of the Depression. Nevertheless, dur

ing the early stages of the Depression, this oil field, the 

only major industry in the area, was basically inoperative. 

Traditionally, cattle raising, or ranching, and dry farming 

were the major occupations of the local residents. The two 

Patterson, The New Deal and the States, p. 26. 

^^Report, Lydia Haystead, July 1932, Seligman 
Papers. 

Gil Hinshaw, Lea, New Mexico's Last Frontier, 
(Hobbs, New Mexico, The Hobbs Daily News-Sun, 1976) 
p. 146. 

^^Ibid., Map on inside cover. 
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major cities of the county were Lovington and Hobbs, the 

former was famous as an old trade center and county seat, 

while the latter was the nucleus of the oil production 

31 
industry. In 1932, Hobbs had a few active oil companies 

with a minimum of work, but plenty of hunger and privation. 

Lovington, and the rest of the county were just as desperate 

Relief efforts and local initiatives were uncoordinated, and 

inefficiently operated, with county officials unable to 

respond to the needs of the county. Funds and programs were 

inadequate for the needs, "except to meet the emergency of 

32 

the moment." And the emergencies were plentiful accord

ing to a report by Dr. J. L. Burke, a retired Lea County 

educator, who recalled later that: 

for some mysterious reason the drought, depression 
years, 1931-1933, are all but torn from the pages 
of Hobbs' history. People don't relish the recall 
of sad, troublesome memories. The lack of rain in 
Hobbs plus the dire lack of money makes those years 
best forgotten. However, we did gleen some infor
mation from some of those who were here at the time. 
Drought and depression came together around 1931 in 
Hobbs. While stock brokers were leaping from win
dows in New York individuals were leaving Hobbs by 
the hundreds, in search of work elsewhere. Many 
people who stayed were solely pressed for food for 
themselves and their livestock. The federal gov
ernment established an agency in Hobbs to provide 
the barest essentials. The agency provided feed 
for the animals and gave Hobbsans food for them
selves—bacon, beans, flour, meal and canned milk. 
According to various people, oil field work slowed 
almost to a standstill. Oil field labor was scarce 

Report, Lydia Eicher Haystead 

^^Ibid. 
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because of a lack of drilling; businesses were 
losing money, and everything was slow. it was 
the worst depression Hobbs had ever seen. 
Things were, you might say, worse here than in 
other parts of the state because of the drought 
accompanying the depression. When farmers 
couldn't sell their cattle, the federal govern
ment stepped in to help them out by paying for 
a certain amount of the farmers' cattle—$15 
for grown animals, $4 for calves. This money 
was then used by the farmers to purchase feed 
for his remaining cattle. Many pessimistic 
thinkers of this period predicted that Hobbs 
was on its last legs but, Hobbs survived, both 
the drought and the depression, and by 1934, 
was beginning to slowly grow again.-̂ -̂  

Faced with the ravages of the drought, the depres

sion and inadequate state and national solutions to the 

problems of the times. Lea Countians such as 0. N. Mankin, 

Lee Robinson, Caswell Neal, L. W. Gay, Leroy Brown, Dan 

Lake, D. C. Berry, Ned Maddox, N. C. Ribble, and countless 

others, did their best against overwhelming odds. Some

times winning, often losing, against the "emergency of the 

moment"—these individuals, similar to others across the 

nation, shaped the history, and destiny of their area, and 

thereby their country. And locally, as in the national 

programs and projects, there was no central pattern, no 

unified plan—there was not time, experience or organiza

tion enough for that. The New Deal, and probably many 

state and local programs, grew out of these emerging and 

necessary rescue actions, and, usually, the people mattered. 

"̂ "̂ Dr. J. L. Burke, "Oral History Interview": KHOB 
Radio News (Hobbs, New Mexico), Historical Presentation, 
Aug. 8, 1974. 



CHAPTER II 

THE BUSTED BOOM 

The stock-market crash of October 1929, marked the 

beginning of the worst economic depression in American his

tory. The reversal of the economic trend was at first re

garded as merely temporary, but as the months of hard times 

continued the nation slowly realized that it would be many 

years before national recovery could be achieved. By the 

end of 1931, almost ten million wage earners were unemployed. 

During 1932 between four and five million more were looking 

for jobs. Between 1929 and 1932 there were 85,000 business 

failures involving the loss of four and a half billion dol

lars. In 1929, the total national income had stood at 81 

billion dollars; in 1931 it fell to 53 billion and in 1932 

it was 41 billion. The magnitude of the Depression can be 

judged by the fact that a quarter of America's labor force 

was unemployed; and although gradual recovery took place, 

a very substantial share of the labor force continued out 

of work during the entire decade. Although financial 

losses can be compiled in cold statistics, perhaps the most 

serious losses suffered by the American people were spiritual 

Ijohn A. Krout. United States Since 1865 (College 
Outline Series 14th ed.; New York: Barnes and Noble, 1964), 
p. 169. Douglas C. North, Growth and Welfare in the Ameri
can Past, (2nd ed., Englewood Cliffs: N. J., Prentice-Hall, 
Inc., 1974), p. 159. 

13 
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rather than material. In the early days of the "Great 

Depression" many Americans lost not only their self-confi

dence, but felt themselves adrift in an economic storm, 

without shelter or guidelines. At least a million, per

haps more, were wandering from place to place in a hopeless 

search for work, food, or shelter. They roved the water 

fronts of both oceans, traveled in cattle cars or whatever 

else, slept in Boston Common and Grant Park in Chicago, and 

shared hobo's quarters across the nation. On snowy days, 

hundreds of men huddled around fires in the railroad yards 

of Belen, New Mexico. All were hoping to find the elusive 

work, or meager ration, but most of all, the endless quest 

for hope. 

After the crash, thousands of apple-sellers ap

peared in cities of the nation; homeless men slept in sub

way stations, abandoned factories, idle freight cars, or 

built shacks from whatever materials were available. A few 

died from starvation. Usually voluntary charitable agen

cies tried to care for the unfortunate. Churches, commu

nity charities, welfare associations, both public and pri-

4 
vate tried to meet the needs of the hungry and destitute. 

^Krout, United States Since 1865, p. 170. 

•^William E. Leuchtenburg, Franklin D. Roosevelt and 
the New Deal, (New York: Harper & Row, 1963), p. 2. 

'^Krout. United States Since 1865, p. 170. 

I 
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In 1928, the Republican candidate campaigned suc

cessfully on the issues of prosperity, prohibition, and 

prejudice and swept to victory nationally with 59 per cent 
5 

of the vote. New Mexico residents simply mirrored national 

trends by voting 59 per cent for Hoover statewide and 53 
7 

per cent in Lea County. It was apparent that the people 

of Lea County, New Mexico were in tune with national trends, 

if voting for the winner in a Presidential contest is a 

valid criterion. But, with the advent of the "Great Depres

sion, " would Lea Countians and New Mexicans still reflect 

the national mood? 

President Hoover, in 1929, took the traditional 

American view that the surest and quickest way out of a 

depression was to rely chiefly on individual initiative. 

He believed that self-help and voluntary charity, with a 

minimum of governmental intervention, would restore the 
Q 

prosperity of the country and the confidence of the people. 

^Harris Gaylord Warren, Herbert Hoover and the 
Great Depression, (New York: W. W. Norton & Company, 
Inc., 1967), p. 48. 

U. S. Department of Commerce, Bureau of the Census, 
Historical Statistics of the United States, Colonial Times 
to 1957, (Washington, D.C.: Government Printing Office, 
1961), p. 687. 

"7 Ibid. 

^Krout. United States Since 1865, p. 170. 
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Hoover later described his approach: 

Our program was one of deliberate purpose to do 
everything possible to uphold general confidence 
which lies at the root of maintained initiative 
and enterprise: to check monetary, security, and 
commodity panics in our exchanges; to assure an 
abundance of capital at decreasing rates of inter
est so as to enable the resumption of business; to 
accelerate construction work so as to absorb as 
many employees as possible from industries hit by 
decreased demand;to hold up the level of wages 
by voluntary agreement and thus maintain the liv
ing standards of the vast majority who remain in 
employment; to avoid accelerating the depression 
by the hardship and disarrangement of strikes and 
lockouts; and by upholding consuming power of the 
wage earners to in turn support agriculture.^ 

Hoover believed firmly that America needed no drastic 

change in government. The crisis must not be used to ex

pand the powers of national government, nor to increase 

the powers of monopolies in our economic life. Not until 

late in 1931, when he recommended creation of the Recon

struction Finance Corporation (RFC) did Hoover deviate 

substantially from these principles. 

In recommending the creation of RFC, President 

Hoover believed he was taking bold steps which were neces

sary, although they interfered with economic laws. It was 

a novel idea that the federal government should take mea

sures to stop a depression. No President had ever done so 

every chief executive had ridden out the storm. 

^Warren, Herbert Hoover and the Great Depression, 
p. 295. 

10 Ibid. 
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Innovation was difficult, even though John Maynard Keynes 

had provided a theoretical justification for such novel 

practices as deficit financing by the government in order 

to lift the economy out of a depression; save for the RFC, 

the old methods stubbornly persisted. 

Hoover's inability to incorporate novel practices 

was not his alone. It affected New Mexicans who were ex

periencing economic and social problems as a result of the 

depression. Margaret Reeves, Director of the New Mexico 

Board of Public Welfare, replied to the Managing Editor of 

12 
the Philadelphia Record that: 

In New Mexico, we do have aggravated economic and 
social problems at the present time, strictly trace
able to drought conditions in neighboring states. 
People driven from their homes in Oklahoma and Texas 
because of drought have poured into the eastern part 
of New Mexico. This partially explains the present 
situation in Hobbs, New Mexico, to which point these 
people came, seeking employment in the oil fields. 
We have problems arising from unemployment, involv
ing many non-resident families coming to this state 
in search of work. Of course, some of our own indus
tries, as the mines are working on reduced shifts.1^ 

Clearly, the problems of unemployment and disillusionment 

found on the national level were also found in Lea County, 

New Mexico and people like Mrs. Reeves did not fully 

llNorth, Growth and Welfare in the American Past, 
p. 162. 

12 
Telegram, Jan. 28, 1931, Seligman Papers. 

13 
Memorandum, Margaret Reeves to Miss Olsen, 

Jan. 30, 1931, Seligman Papers. 
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understand what was happening. Time would demonstrate 

that things would not improve without a massive federal 

effort. 

As a result of hard times, the support given to 

President Hoover in 1928 by Lea Countian voters was be

ginning to erode, again, similar to the national trend. 

In September of 1931, an editorial in the local newspaper. 

The Hobbs News, bannered the phrase, "Hoover Hurts Oil 

Industry" and then went on to explain that: 

The whole nation is in distress and the oil indus
try, third in importance in the country, just be
ginning to see the light of day, when Bang! goes 
vast increases in cheap foreign oil importations 
to undo all the patient labor of months in cur
tailing American oil production. One word from 
the White House and it could be stopped by an 
emergency embargo. . . . Your present course in 
the oil industry crisis is defenseless. 1"̂  

Obviously, local residents, with special interests in their 

developing oil industry, were unhappy that the Hoover ad

ministration ignored the increased importation of cheap 

15 foreign oil, and they demanded government intervention. 

Yet, paradoxically, while demanding government interven

tion for the protection of their oil industry, these same 

citizens strongly encouraged such self-help projects as a 
1 c 

canning campaign, initiated by the Hobbs Salvation Army; 

l^Editorial, The Hobbs News, Sept. 11, 1931, p. 2 

l^ibid. 

^^Ibid. 
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such a project reflected the Hooverian policy of rugged 

individualism and minimum governmental intervention. 

Sentiment, however, continued to veer from President Hoover, 

locally, as well as nationally. On September 18, 1931, 

Governor Seligman wired the President requesting an embargo 

on the importation of crude oil. Maintaining his philo-

sophical position of non-governmental intervention. Presi

dent Hoover informed Governor Seligman that the President 

18 had no authority to place an embargo on foreign oil. It 

was apparent that Hoover intended to preserve the tradi

tional philosophy of laissez faire as much as possible. 

"Democracy," he believed, "rested upon cooperative action 

on a national scale." The role of government should be to 

reduce conflicts among organizations, to emphasize the area 

of common interest; government should only interfere when 

19 
co-operative action failed. 

The nation and Lea County were in for "hard-times" 

in the years ahead, but for Lea Countians, at least, a 

premonition of possible future prosperity was reflected in 

Letter, from Bernice Davis, For the President's 
Emergency Committee for Employment, to State and Local 
Employment and Relief Organizations, Aug. 12, 1931, Selig
man Papers. 

l^The Hobbs News, Sept. 18, 1931, p. 1. 

l^Warren, Herbert Hoover and the Great Depression, 
p. 170. 



20 

a short article presented in The Hobbs News. P. C. Pember-

ton, Vice-President of the California Pacific Oil Company, 

had expressed an interest in expanded operations for the 

Hobbs pool where the company had begun drilling operations 

20 

on September 18, 1931. In spite of this possible develop

ment which might stimulate the local economy, times did not 

improve immediately in eastern New Mexico. In spite of 

expressions about the need for government action, self-help 

and individualism, major tenets of the Hoover doctrine con

tinued to be the foundation of local relief efforts. Edi

torial arguments in the local Lea County newspaper condemned 

the "dole" and instead recommended self-help projects such 

21 as local road building to alleviate unemployment. This 

concept of local rather than state or federal programs 

existed even at the highest levels of state government in 

22 New Mexico. 

The paradoxes continued, however, for at times. 

New Mexican officials tried to increase the oil production 

23 
quotas in New Mexico through Congressional action, while 

often, these same officials encouraged local citizens to 

^^The Hobbs News, Sept. 18, 1931, p. 1. 

21ibid., p. 2. 

22 
Letter, from Margaret Reeves, Director, Child 

Welfare to Frank Bane, Director, Association of Public 
Welfare, Sept. 28, 1931, Seligman Papers. 

•̂̂ The Hobbs News, Oct. 30, 1931, p. 1. 
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apply for state funding in order to develop local proj-

24 ects. More frequently, it was self-help rather than 

government aid which was the answer put forward for eco

nomic ills. The Hobbs Employment League, continuing the 

policy of local initiative, formed a permanent volunteer 

organization in January of 1932, with the expressed purpose 

25 of serving the local unemployed. The Hobbs Employment 

League held its weekly Monday meetings at the Ritz theater 

building, free of charge, and received donated heat from 

Hobbs Gas Company, with donated lighting from New Mexico 

26 
Electric. The League continued its volunteer activities, 

apparently supplying much needed food and funds to the local 

27 
indigents. 

On a more personal level, Harold Hurd, a Roswell 

attorney, suggested to Governor Seligman that every state, 

county and city employee donate one day's pay to charity. 

The concept was fully subscribed to by the Governor, as long 

as federal employees could be included as contributors in 

the plan, but apparently the idea was never implemented. 

^'^Ibid., Dec. 4, 1931, p. 1. 

25ibid., Jan. 15, 1932, p. 1. 

^^Ibid., Feb. 5, 1932, p. 1. 

^^Ibid., Feb. 19, 1932, p. 1. 

^^Letter, from Harold Hurd to Governor Seligman, 
Oct. 28, 1931, Seligman Papers. 
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The Governor, advocating rugged individualism, and local 

initiatives, said that information from various parts of 

the state indicated the general desire of each community 

to take care of its own unemployment problems. In a letter 

to the mayor of New Hobbs, the Governor suggested "that the 

oil companies will help in taking care of the unemployed."^^ 

Lee Robinson, a member of the Lea County Commis

sioners, also felt that private industry and initiative 

would solve the problems of the era, through taxation. In 

a letter to the Governor, Mr. Robinson suggested taxing the 

shipments of gasoline products that left the area. This 

idea of taxing gasoline products, eventually became the 

30 basis for the oil severance tax. Other area citizens 

continued to point out to the Governor the advantages to 

be accrued from taxation of the oil industry, not only in 

31 

Lea County, but throughout the state. It was the germina

tion of an idea, on the local level, that perhaps govern

ment could do something about the economic plight of the 

working man, rather than just ignoring events—the premise 

that would spark much of the experimental legislation of 

^^Letter, from Governor to 0. N. Mankin, Mayor of 
New Hobbs, Nov. 14, 1932, Seligman Papers. 

Letter, from Lee Robinson to Governor, Dec. 3, 
1931, Seligman Papers. 

Letter, Caswell Neal to Governor, Jan. 8, 1932, 
Seligman Papers. 
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the "New Dealers" in combating the overwhelming effects of 

the Great Depression. It was an idea that even Herbert 

Hoover had begun to recognize as the only solution to the 

growing problems of unemployment and discontent. "̂"̂  

In Hobbs, the Employment League recognized that, 

"many of the townsfolk do not realize the acute situation 

now existing and something is needed to be done immediately 

in a larger way to alleviate the conditions of many fami

lies in dire need." Some assistance came from the State 

in the form of finances for the construction of Highway 18 

35 
m Lea County. The construction of this highway provided 

much needed employment and funds for Lea Countians, while 

implementing locally, a government policy that provided em

ployment security and operated successfully at a minimum 

37 
cost. In addition to highway projects for New Mexico, 

the Governor attempted to obtain a branch agricultural loan 

•^2Leuchtenburg. Franklin D. Roosevelt and the 
New Deal, p. 4. 

33Krout. United States Since 1865, pp. 170-171; 
North. Growth and Welfare in the American Past, p. 159. 

"̂̂ The Hobbs News, Feb. 26, 1932, p. 1. 

^^Ibid., Apr. 1, 1932, p. 1. 

36ibid., Apr. 29, 1932, p. 1. 

37 
Letter, T. J. Murphy of California to Governor, 

June 24, 1932, Seligman Papers. 
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38 bank for the State. 

In September of 1932, a local emergency employment 

commission for Lea County was established by the Governor 

with the aim of determining who were unemployed and take 

steps to alleviate this problem. Its members were Tom Neal 

of Lovington, Chairman, W. E. Harris, Hobbs, Vice-chairman, 

39 and Mrs. W. H. Patton of Lovington, Secretary. Local 

policy continued to emulate national policy, however. 

Walter C. Teagle, national chairman of unemployment en

deavors, appointed by Hoover, had recommended a three shift 

plan, at lower wages, in the oil industry. According to 

local reports, it appeared that the local oil industry had 

developed a program similar to that suggested by Mr. Teagle, 

40 
president of the Standard Oil of New Jersey. 

An article in The Hobbs News noted: 

It is a fact that the Humble Oil and Refining 
Company (in the Hobbs area) has long ago adopted 
the three shift policy. What interests Hobbs, 
at this juncture, is whether other companies 
operating in this field shall voluntarily, and 
at once fall in line with the Humble policy, and 
with urgent requests of the national unemployment 
agency heads, to the end that exactly one-third 
more men shall be employed at all drilling opera
tions in this field. It is now the generally 
accepted belief that distribution of employment, 
rather than efforts to create, is the obvious 

•^^Letter, Governor to D. F. Schilling, Director, 
Federal Farm Board, Aug. 26, 1932, Seligman Papers. 

•̂ T̂he Hobbs News, Sept. 16, 1932, p. 1. 

40 Ibid., Sept. 23, 1932, p. 1. 
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panacea for our greatest economic ills. From 
here out, national drives are going to be created 
on efforts to induce employers to work employees 
shorter shifts or fewer days, at lower wages, if 
necessary. That may be an erroneous idea, but 
it is certainly the accepted one, for the present. 
While such a policy may not work out in all cases, 
there is no doubt that the local situation, which, 
by the way, is not at all stringent, and far bet
ter than in most communities, shall be greatly 
benefited by the eight-hour shift for oil develop
ment working crews, even at slightly reduced scale.'^1 

Lea Countians, like others in the nation, tried to 

solve their relief and economic problems locally, but, like 

the rest of the nation, the people of Lea County ran into 

difficulties. In September of 1932, the local Employment 

League members strongly advocated the raising of public 

funds to alleviate local suffering, since private funding 

had all but ceased. In an article in The Hobbs News, of

ficers of the Hobbs Employment League pointed out that they 

had carried on relief work with practically no help from 

the oil interests, business men and the general public. 

Now, the members of the League, according to the article, 

could no longer meet the relief needs of the local commu

nity, and were begging for assistance from the local busi-

42 ness, church and public interests. 

However, local businesses, apparently were follow

ing the trend of national policy. All that developed was 

that local companies, such as Getty Oil and the Noble 

41lbid. 

42 Ibid., Sept. 30, 1932, p. 1 
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Drilling Company, initiated the three shift policy—a 

policy which was philosophically summed up in The Hobbs 

News, "If there is one potato and two men to feed, tuber 

43 must be split, or one man goes hungry." Nevertheless, 

the national policies of Herbert Hoover, in spite of local 

use, were being harshly judged by members of the Lea County 

community; at least, if editorial comments are considered 

to be valid measurements of local opinion. An article in 

The Hobbs News on October 28, 1932, severely criticized 

and attacked Hoover's methods and philosophy in dealing 

with the problems of the depression. In summing up the 

criticism of Hoover, the editorial concluded: 

Hoover injures the people he thinks he is serving— 
his program does not relieve depression, distress, 
starvation. And the People at large—not the 30,000 
bankers perhaps—but the American people, are going 
to repudiate Mr. Hoover November 8th.^^ 

In the meantime, local committees of volunteer 

workers continued their efforts to solve relief problems, 

with little, if any outside assistance. On November 4, 

1932, Miss Lillian Franzen, of Santa Fe, a representative 

of the New Mexico Bureau of Child Welfare, arrived in Hobbs 

to attempt to coordinate the relief work of the more than 

seventeen civic and fraternal organizations in the area 

under one executive committee. She succeeded. An executive 

"^^Ibid., Oct. 14, 1932, p. 1. 

^"^Ibid., Oct. 28, 1932, p. 1. 
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committee was formed, with D. D. Bodie, Chairman, Mrs. W. F. 

Edwards, Secretary, and Mrs. T. A. Stancliff, Treasurer. 

This committee was responsible for the administration of 

welfare work in Lea County, and it improved the quality of 

45 relief assistance in the area. 

These efforts were an attempt to respond to issues 

not fully understood. The persistence of the depression 

raised questions that were difficult to answer, especially 

when so many knew want amidst plenty. While the jobless 

wore threadbare clothes, farmers could not market their 

cotton in 1932. While children lacked shoes, shoe factories 

in Massachusetts closed down for half of the year. While 

people went without food, crops rotted in the fields. 

Western ranchers, unable to market their stock, destroyed 

them. In the plains states, breadlines marched under full 

grain elevators. The savage irony of want amidst plenty 

drove some people to violent actions in 1932. There were 

farm strikes—the bonus march episode. Communist-led demon

strations of the unemployed, the "Coal Caravan" in southern 

Illinois—numerous acts that led men to speculate whether 

46 
the country faced imminent revolution. 

45 Ibid., Nov. 4, 1932, p. 1. 

"^6Leuchtenburg. Franklin D. Roosevelt and the New 
Deal, pp. 22-25. 



28 

Yet the mood of Lea Countians, as in most of the 

country during 1932-33, was not revolutionary. The atti

tude of the people was that of pathetic futility. New 

Mexicans were drifting, rather than being rebellious. Ex

cept for the fact that New Mexico cattlemen threatened to 

form vigilante groups to apprehend rustlers, no hint of 

• -I 4 7 

violence or revolution developed. Nevertheless, cau

tious men, such as Major Frederick R. Lafferty of the New 

Mexico National Guard, attempted to monitor any inflamma-
48 tory growth of discontent in New Mexico. 

Certainly the 1932 elections represented no mandate 

49 for radicalism, but the presidential election of 1932 

brought to a head the national discontent of the American 

people with the Hoover Administration. The policies of 

Hoover were soundly rejected in the election of 1932, as 

Hoover received 15,758,901 votes to Roosevelt's 22,809,638, 

nationwide. The discontent mirrored on the national level 

was clearly reflected in the state and local elections in 

New Mexico as well. In 1932, the New Mexican Democratic 

^"^ibid., p. 26. 

^^Letter, Frederick R. Lafferty, Major, NMNG to 
Governor, Nov. 22, 1932, Seligman Papers. 

Leuchtenburg. Franklin D. Roosevelt and the 
New Deal, p. 27, 

^^Historical Statistics of the United States, 
p. 682. 
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ticket swept the state; Roosevelt received 95,000 votes to 

51 
Hoover's 54,000. Lea County continued to accurately re
flect national and state moods by overwhemlingly endorsing 

52 Democratic candidates at all levels. in Lea County, 

53 
Roosevelt received 2,361 votes to Hoover's 275 while, 

elsewhere in the state, Roosevelt captured every county 

54 

except San Miguel and Valencia. Lea Countians, New Mexi

cans, Americans, all seemed to be marching to the same 

drummer—and the staccato beat of the depression had been 

the rhythm of the Democratic cresendo in the election of 

1932. 

Yet, in spite of the Democratic landslide in 1932, 

economic problems in the nation, and for that matter, any 

problems, did not magically disappear. Lea Countians con

tinued, along with the broad spectrum of Americans, to face 

the immediate difficulties, while groping for solutions. 

The following analysis of Lea County was conducted by Lydia 

Eicher Haystead, Field Representative for the State Bureau 

of Child Welfare in 1932. It is the best first hand sum

marization of the condition of Lea County during this 

^llbid., p. 687. 

^^The Hobbs News, Nov. 11, 1932, p. 1. 

^•^Ibid., Dec. 2, 1932, p. 6. 

^"^Ibid. San Miguel and Valencia might be the basis 
for an interesting study in itself. Why did San Miguel and 
Valencia not reflect the mood of the day? 
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period: 

Lea is the heart of a large oil field, which has 
been the main industry in this county for the past 
three or four years. Previous to that, cattle 
raising was the most important industry. Hobbs 
exists as a case itself. There are now only a few 
oil companies active and the work is reduced to a 
minimum. Business in Hobbs has been practically 
dead the past two years. The graft and unsound 
ventures of the boom days have left the town with 
no financial security. People who came during 
the oil boom bought homes and now refuse to leave 
them. There has been no labor there to support 
them and there has been hunger and privation. 
This county has a social worker who cooperates 
with the local organizations, without handling 
relief.-*-* 

Mrs. Haystead reported in relation to "Existing Relief 

Agencies," that: 

Lovington last year organized the Lovington Welfare 
Association. The personnel is [sic] honest but weak 
Other groups, born of a political motive or for some 
personal gain, have at times dipped into the relief 
field. The County Commissioners have not realized 
or understood the relief necessities of their county, 
They have made different uncorrelated attempts with 
no idea, except to meet the emergency of the moment. 
The Red Cross Chapter of the county had had a very 
unstable history. Following the loss of their funds 
in a bank failure several years ago, the Chapter was 
never re-organized on a strong basis. During the un
employment emergency in Hobbs, a Chapter was orga
nized to handle relief for drought-stricken families, 
This had been discontinued. There was difficulty in 
obtaining flour, because local Red Cross officials 
were slow in taking responsibilities to order the 
flour. While the American Legion and its Auxiliary 
are composed of good people and some relief work has 
been done, they have not been as active as the needs 
of the county demanded.^6 

^^Report, Lydia Eicher Haystead to Bureau of Child 
Welfare, July, 1932, Seligman Papers. 

56ibid. 
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Continuing her report, Mrs. Haystead examined the "Present 

Relief Situation," and reported: 

The city of Lovington has very few problems of re
lief. It is an old trade center for the county and 
the transient population has been concentrated largely 
in Hobbs. Lovington has had, however, a number of 
transients who came from Hobbs. Throughout the rest 
of the county there are dry farmers and very poor 
ranchers who have come over the line from Texas and 
Oklahoma. They have always made a meager living and 
have been failures in their own state. To this 
county, they present a very big problem, both eco
nomically and socially.^^ 

In her summary, Mrs. Haystead commented: 

The statistical returns from this county are incom
plete; no statistics are kept except for public 
records. The agencies themselves reported 450 in
dividuals as needing aid in the present year; the 
estimate of the Bureau of Child Welfare is 800. 
This is a very conservative figure. The County 
Commissioners of Lea County have budgeted $1,500 
for an indigent fund; in addition, the towns of 
Hobbs and New Hobbs have budgeted $300 for relief 
needs. If there were one hundred per cent tax 
collection in Lea County, there would be $1,800 
available from public monies for the year. The 
two welfare associations at Hobbs and Lovington 
estimate that they will each be able to raise $100. 
The Bureau of Child Welfare recommended $5,000 
federal aid for direct relief in Lea County over 
a twelve months' period.^^ 

For her conclusion, Mrs. Haystead recommended: 

The two existing welfare associations in this county 
should be strengthened with additional board members. 
With some intensive field work on the part of the 
Bureau of Child Welfare, the associations in Loving
ton and Hobbs can be reorganized so as to cover the 
county. There should be careful supervision from 

5'7lbid. 

58-,.. . -, Ibid. 
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the Bureau of Child Welfare. This will be through 
a field worker serving additional counties and 
paid from federal relief monies.^^ 

A plan, similar to what Mrs. Haystead advocated was 

established. These local agencies, such as the Greater 

Hobbs Welfare Committee, were the vehicles which sought to 

alleviate relief problems after assistance of federal fund

ing became available in 1932. The Greater Hobbs Welfare 

Committee was responsible for the administration of federal 

relief in the southern half of Lea County, while the Lov

ington Welfare Association was responsible for the north

ern half. The federal government allotted New Mexico 

60 
$80,000 for relief in the state for 1932. For the four 

months ending December 31, 1932, Lea County received fed

eral relief funding amounting to $21,000; this money from 

the Reconstruction Finance Corporation (RFC) was allocated 

on the basis of relief needs as submitted by local relief 

agencies, and was not based on population. As members 

of the Hobbs Welfare Committee recognized: 

this amount will be inadequate to meet all the 
demands of the state, and also, the restrictions 
placed upon the federal monies render this aid 
unavailable unless we make a determined effort 
to raise all local funds possible.62 

59ibid. 

6QThe Hobbs News, Dec. 2, 1932, p. 5. 

6lReport, Federal Aid Allotments, For the Four 
Months Ending December 31, 1932, Seligman Papers. 

62 The Hobbs News, Dec. 2, 1932, p. 2. 



33 

Under the program established by the RFC, monies could be 

allocated at the discretion of the Governor for local re

lief in the sum of $2,400 for either administration or 

direct relief, and $8,400 for state administrative pur-

poses for a six months period. In a thirty day period, 

from December 1932 until January of 1933, federal relief 

money to the area amounted to $307.76, leaving a balance 

of $1692.24 in the allotted Lea County funds. From a state 

wide relief fund total of $31,534.03 in expenditures. Lea 

County received $488.04, or about 1.5 per cent of total 

relief funding. 

The local Hobbs Welfare Committee continued to 

recognize the inadequate amounts of relief money available, 

however, whether originating locally, or nationally. In 

an article appearing in The Hobbs News in 1932, Committee 

officials said, "Attention is called to the fact that the 

federal relief monies can only be drawn on for emergency 

purposes and used as a supplement to our local funds, which 

65 
at the present time amounts to the sum of $21." Never
theless, it appears as if the Committee members continued 

6-^Report, Federal Aid Allotment, For the Four 
Months Ending December 31, 1932, Seligman Papers. 

State Treasurer Report, Reconstruction Finance 
Corporation Direct Relief Fund, Dec. 15, 1932 to Jan. 15, 
1933, Seligman Papers. 

^^The Hobbs News, Dec. 2, 1932, p. 5. 
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the herculean task of trying to provide local relief, as 

the article continues by saying: 

During the month of November, your committees have 
visited over 50 families, supplying food, clothing, 
medicine and other necessities to 83 individuals. 
At the regular weekly meeting of your executive com
mittee this week the investigators reported a large 
increase of destitute families who are in need of 
relief, and with the winter months yet before us, 
which doubtless will call for increased demands, 
it is evident that it is necessary to confine our 
expenditures to a minimum, administering only to 
the most urgent cases, and that we further begin 
immediately to raise funds to carry on this work 
during the winter months.66 

Investigating Committees were composed of Reverend Leroy 

Brown, Mrs. J. H. Parks, Mrs. W. F. Edwards, Mr. O. N. 

Mankin, Mrs. Eugene Williams, Mr. Earl Grizzell and Mr. Lee 

Robinson. Members of the Investigating Committees were 

assigned specific locations within the community, in which 

they were responsible for identifying and alleviating re-

lief problems. Apparently, these numerous welfare com

mittees, established throughout the states, were patterned 

after federal guidelines and regulations. 

Still, with all the recommended organization and 

guidelines, federal monies did not get to the destitute in 

Lea County. The State Treasurer's report for the period 

from January 15, 1933 to February 15, 1933, showed a bal

ance of $2,332.43 available for Lea County, but unclaimed 

66ibid. 

6'7ibid. 
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by the local relief officials. And while these same 

officials voiced their concerns, the local relief programs 

continued to collide with one another, at the expense of 

the destitute and the needy. According to a local rule, 

the recipient of relief from one program, regardless of 

the amount, could not receive any other relief assistance. 

This procedure was established, apparently, to prevent 

abuse of the relief system by the unscrupulous. Follow

ing this practice, the local Red Cross chairman, Dan Lake, 

announced the availability of clothing and cotton cloth 

for distribution to the local needy, with the stipulation 

that only those currently not receiving other similar aid, 

1 • --ui 69 were eligible. 

These Hooverian concepts, incorporated with the 

work ethic remained strong in New Mexico. In a letter to 

Governor Seligman, a merchant from Bernalillo, New Mexico 

profoundly noted, "We have been deluged by applications 

for groceries and for flour and it occurs to me that a 

good many of these people, if they were made to work for 

70 
what they get, would not be so anxious to apply." The 

68state Treasurer Report, Reconstruction Finance 
Corporation Direct Relief Fund, Jan. 15, 1933 to Feb. 15, 
1933, Seligman Papers. 

69The Hobbs News, Jan. 13, 1933, p. 6. 

^^Letter, S. Seligman, merchant, to Governor, 
Feb. 4, 1933, Seligman Papers. 
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Governor, in his reply, vehemently agreed: 

New Mexico has applied for RFC aid for the purpose 
of helping our destitute people unable to maintain 
themselves. Any able-bodied man who through no 
fault of his own is unable to secure employment 
should be glad to contribute a nominal amount of 
service for the necessities of life he may receive 
from the RFC. I suggest that you make this plain 
to the able-bodied citizens in your community who 
are asking for food and clothing.^1 

The old philosophies remained entrenched, while skeptics 

searched desperately for new solutions. 

President Franklin Roosevelt, in his inaugural ad

dress, recognized the gnawing doubt and desperation. "The 

only thing we have to fear is fear itself—nameless, un-

72 reasoning, unjustified terror—" And in many ways, he 

was right. For men without food, clothing, shelter, and 

most of all hope—fear was all that was left. This fear, 

unchecked, could lead to frustration and despair—and in 

extreme cases, terror. Men seized by fear react unreason

ably. As a result, government officials continued to try 

and alleviate these fears. Yet, in Hoover's last days in 

office, the old fears continued. A Clovis merchant, 

writing to the Governor personified local fears: 

I do not mean to be an alarmist, but if we continue 
to reduce relief aid, people will suffer and such 
a growth of crime as we have never seen before will 

"^libid. 

^^Franklin D. Roosevelt, Selected Speeches, Mes
sages, Press Conferences, and Letters, ed. by Basil Rauch, 
(New York: Holt, Rinehart & Winston, 1964), p. 90. 
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break out. . . . Either work or food or trouble. 
Of course the soldiers could soon kill these 
poor suffering people, but this is a horrible 
way of settling with poor hungry people.^-^ 

In spite of all the fears, the country survived. 

Still, bank holidays catagorized the mood of the nation; 

security prices fell, there was a flight of gold to Europe, 

and the tenacious grip of the depression, both economic 

and spiritual, tightened over the nation. It was a time 

when Franklin D. Roosevelt felt that the whole house of 

74 cards might fall before Inauguration Day. 

"^^Letter, W. C. Tharp, Businessman, Clovis, N.M. , 
to Governor, March 3, 1933, Seligman Papers. 

^"^Leuchtenburg. Franklin D. Roosevelt and the 
New Deal, pp. 38-39. 



CHAPTER III 

RETURN OF THE FORGOTTEN MAN (1932-1934) 

In a radio speech from Albany, New York on April 8, 

1932, Franklin Roosevelt said: 

These unhappy times call for the building of plans 
that rest upon the forgotten, the unorganized but 
the indispensable units of economic power, for plans 
like those of 1917 that build from the bottom up and 
not from the top down, that put their faith once 
more in the forgotten man at the bottom of the eco
nomic pyramid.1 

And, on inauguration day, the new President moved swiftly 

to implement his plans to deal with the financial ills of 

the nation and prevent the fall of the tottering institu

tions. On his first night in office, he directed Secre

tary of the Treasury William Woodin to draft an emergency 

banking bill. On March 5, 1933, Roosevelt issued two 

presidential orders: one called Congress in special ses

sion on March 9th: the other halted transactions in gold 

3 
and proclaimed a national bank holiday. 

Governor Seligman had already proclaimed a manda

tory bank holiday in the State of New Mexico for March 3rd, 

4th, 6th, and 7th, on March 2, 1933.^ The editor of The 

iRoosevelt, Selected Speeches, p. 66. 

^Leuchtenburg, Franklin D. Roosevelt and the New 
Deal, p. 42. 

•^Ibid. 

^The Hobbs News, March 3, 1933, p. 1. 

38 
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Hobbs News had greeted the Governor's action by saying: 

The expected can hardly be classed as news. With 
radio reports of state wide bank moratoriums, there 
could be no surprise for the Hobbs public by the 
proclamation of Governor Seligman. And what will 
happen after March 7th is idle conjecture. The 
present situation is evidently the outcome of a 
national banking scandal. . . . One cannot estimate 
the damage to business, to credit and confidence. 
It is futile to try. Whatever the outcome it is 
absolutely certain that in the final reckoning, 
the extent of injury will largely depend upon frame 
of mind in which the public accepts the situation . . . 
the public must take its medicine in order to get 
well. That is true right here in Hobbs. However 
distasteful, we must accept the situation, and 
assume a frame of mind that will permit business 
to continue along liberal, cooperative, construc
tive lines or the result will be stagnation. It 
is well to take a farsighted view—not to expect 
anything beneficial to happen soon, except what 
we do for ourselves.^ 

The old slogans of self-reliance and initiative were still 

recommended, locally, as the ultimate panacea for all eco

nomic problems. Self-help and rugged individualism, tested 

and found successful in years past, continued to dominate 

local thought. 

We may hope for considerable relief. We may hope 
even for complete right-about-face in the banking 
system. But, whatever happens, the people of Hobbs 
community cannot afford to blind themselves to the 
fact that each community, large and small, must work 
out its own destiny. . . . The sooner each individual 
and each community arrive at the conclusion that upon 
individual and community effort rests all hope for 
any substantial relief from present distressing con
ditions in business, the sooner will things favor
able begin to happen.6 

5ibid. 

6ibid., March 10, 1933, p. 1 
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During the bank holiday, various areas of the coun

try devised their own currencies. In Michigan, Canadian 

money circulated, in the Southwest, Mexican pesos; in New 

York, speak-easies extended credit; the Roseland Dance Hall 
•7 

accepted I. 0. U.'s from dancers; and in Hobbs, New Mexico, 

local town folks developed a plan for issuing community 

script that would be valid when stamped with fifty-three 

stamps representing fifty-three business transactions. The 

community script was issued by the city in one dollar de

nominations. The stamps were sold by the city to local 

merchants for two cents each. When ready for redemption, 

each piece of script had 53 stamps attached. This procedure 

allowed the city to make six cents from the sale of the 

script and stamps, thereby paying for the cost of printing 

and issuing. 

Roosevelt's assault on the bankers in his earlier 

campaign speeches had invited speculation that he might 

advocate radical reforms, such as nationalization of the 

entire system. Instead, the emergency banking bill, hur

riedly passed by Congress, extended government assistance 
9 

to private bankers to reopen their banks. As a result. 

"^Leuchtenburg, Franklin D. Roosevelt and the New 
Deal, pp. 42-43. 

^The Hobbs News, March 10, 1933, p. 4. 

^Leuchtenburg, Franklin D. Roosevelt and the New 
Deal, p. 43. 
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after the bank holiday, the Hobbs exchange branch of Lea 

County State Bank opened for business under certain limi

tations. It could accept and handle drafts of perishable 

shipments, allow free access to safety deposit boxes, make 

change, cash checks on the Treasury of the U.S. but no gold 

or gold certificates could be paid out. The bank could 

accept payment on obligations due it in cash or by check on 

deposits, return all cash and exchange items received sub

sequent to last closing, and accept deposits subject to 

withdrawal without restriction. For Lea Countians, the 

banking crisis had subsided. 

On Sunday night March 10, 1933, an estimated sixty 

million people sat around radio sets to hear the first of 

President Roosevelt's "fireside chats." In warmly comfort

ing tones, the President assured the nation it was now safe 

to return their savings to the banks. When banks opened 

their doors, some as early as the next day, deposits far 

exceeded withdrawals. "The people trust this administra

tion as they distrusted the other," observed Agnes Meyer. 

The crisis, temporarily, at least, was receding. 

On March 17, 1933, The Hobbs News could announce 

12 
that for New Mexico banks, it was business as usual. As 

lOThe Hobbs News, March 10, 1933, p. 4. 

llLeuchtenburg, Franklin D. Roosevelt and the New 
Deal, pp. 44-45. 

•'•̂ The Hobbs News, March 17, 1933, p. 1. 
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a matter of fact. Lea County State Bank of Lovington had 

begun business as usual, even prior to some of the other 

13 
State banks. For the bank depositors of Lea County, as 

for those in most of the rest of the nation the monetary 

crisis had temporarily subsided. The bank crisis would 

continue, but at the moment, local pride expressed itself, 

by trumpeting the accomplishments of the Lea County State 

Bank. Local citizens boasted that the bank had been the 

first in New Mexico to secure an RFC loan, and because of 

its substantial progress and sound financial condition, it 

14 would be the first bank in the state to repay the loan. 

In addition to the good news about New Mexico bank

ing, it appeared that subsistance was also to be available 

for some of the local farmers. The field inspector of the 

crop production loan office, R. L. Kyle announced that 

local farmers could obtain application blanks for loans 

and information from his office in Artesia, New Mexico. 

However, Mr. Kyle pointed out that the regulations speci

fied that loans can be used only for crop production and 

required the borrower to reduce his acreage of cash crops 

thirty per cent. Additionally, only individuals who could 

not get aid elsewhere were eligible and the maximum loan 

l^Ibid. 

I'̂ Ibid., July 14, 1933, p. 3 
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available to a single borrower was eight hundred dollars 

15 
a year. 

Federal help appeared imminent in other ways also, 

through such projects as the National Emergency Conserva

tion Agency, the Civilian Conservation Corps (CCC) and the 

National Recovery Administration (NRA). Under the National 

Emergency Conservation Agency, 250,000 men worked in the 

national parks and forests of the United States. In New 

Mexico, the Civilian Conservation Corp established 16 

corps, with allotments for 313 young men and 1500 older 

18 men from which Lea County received their apportionment. 

The closest camp to Lea County was that established at 

Carlsbad Caverns, which housed 100 men for three months 

19 • . 

under a $30,000 grant. Some local residents who partici

pated in the CCC were Robert D. McLaren from Tatum, Lloyd 

K. Lyon from McDonald, Jack Wright from Nadine, Ollie L. 

Stowers. Woody Nolen and Frank E. Thomas from Lovington, 

and Sherman B. Shaw, Noble C. Kirk, Sam Fargier, Hobart I. 

l^ibid., March 10, 1933, p. 3. 

16Directive, Margaret Reeves to Local Relief 
Agencies, April 20, 1933, Seligman Papers. 

I'̂ The Hobbs New, Sept. 8, 1933, p. 1. 

l^Ibid., Oct. 20, 1933, p. 8. 

l^Ibid., Dec. 1, 1933, p. 1. 
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Taylor, Ned Maddox and Eugene Davison from Hobbs. Inter

estingly enough, all these men were Democrats, lending some 

credulence to the charges of political partisanism in job 

appointments, a problem which continued to re-surface dur

ing the New Deal administration, not only in New Mexico, 

but throughout the United States.̂ -'" 

The National Recovery Act (NRA) went into operation 

in New Mexico in August of 1933. President Roosevelt, fol

lowing the recommendations of Governor Seligman, appointed 

Leon Schingledecker of Albuquerque, Louis M. Salazar of 

Santa Fe, John Tweedy of Roswell, Jose Ortiz Y Pino of 

Galisteo, Thomas V. Truder of Las Vegas and A. W. Hocken

hull of Clovis to the New Mexico State Recovery Board. 

Arthur F. Jones of Portales, Verdan A. Doggett of Raton and 

Pleasant Hill Sr. of Espanola were appointed in September 

of 1933. The Board's function was to aid the implementa

tion of the National Industrial Recovery Act (NIRA) by re

viewing state cases arising under the NRA code procedures 

and refer insoluble cases to the District Manager. The 

Board was responsible for reporting its progress to General 

^^Letter, E. B. Swope, Democratic State Chairman, 
to Governor Seligman, Aug. 25, 1933, Seligman Papers. 

21 
Letter, Frank C. W. Pooler, in reply to E. B. 

Swope, Aug. 15, 1933, Seligman Papers; Letter, Herman W. 
Atkins, Attorney, to Governor, Aug. 31, 1932, Seligman 
Papers; Leuchtenburg, Franklin D. Roosevelt and the New 
Deal, pp. 269-270. 
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Hugh S. Johnson, Director of the National Recovery Adminis

tration (NRA), and maintaining contact with state and civic 

organizations, while disseminating NIRA information to the 

people of New Mexico. For this purpose, the state was 

divided into nine territories, with a Board member direct-

m g the NIRA policies within his assigned territory. For 

Hobbsans: 

the big parade for NIRA is on. . . . Commercial 
establishments are registering their pledges with 
the local postmaster. Postmaster Langford stated 
today the indications are that the great majority 
of the businesses will go on the dotted line im
mediately. No particular kind of business is 
taking the lead, as all seem inclined to go into 
partnership with the president on his recovery 
plan. Continental and Atlantic have signed up 
for the major operators. However, inquiry de
velops that the line-up of the oil companies will 
be 100 per cent.23 

And the local oil companies did become involved in 

the NRA program. Of special interest to Lea Countians, was 

the way the government would try to revitalize the economy 

of the oil industry, the county's major non-agricultural 

industry. The NRA oil code established the maximum price 

of $1.11 for a barrel of crude oil. In four months, the 

price of local crude oil advanced from 30 cents to 84 cents, 

a factor which must have had strong economic benefit to the 

area. Following the policy of building from the local level 

22ij'elegram, General Hugh S. Johnson to Governor 
Seligman, Aug. 9, 1933, Seligman Papers. 

"̂̂ The Hobbs News, Aug. 4, 1933, p. 8. 
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up, the NRA director announced the oil industry code and 

appointed oil people from throughout the country to State 

Marketing Committees, which were responsible for enforcing 

the codes. The New Mexico State Marketing Committee for 

the enforcement of the oil industry code divided the state 

into eleven zones. Lea, Eddy, and Chaves counties composed 

25 zone one. Members of the Committee from this area were: 

W. H. Clark, Continental Oil Co., Hobbs, Ben Bowers, Walker 

Oil Co., Hobbs, and E. 0. Jones, Lovington Auto Co., Lov-

ington. Yet, to emphasize that the ultimate direction 

and control of the industry was to remain centralized in 

Washington it was announced that: 

The purpose of this Committee is to see to the 
enforcement of the oil code in the three counties 
named, all committee appointments are confirmed 
by the planning and co-ordinating committee at 
Washington; and the entire organization is directly 
responsible to Secretary Ickes of the Department 
of the Interior.2*7 

New Mexico's delegate to the National Recovery Administra

tion, Colonel J. D. Atwood of Roswell, pledged to help sta

bilize the oil industry, although he felt the oil industry 

in New Mexico had reservations about federal controls. 

24ibid., Oct. 27, 1933, p. 1. 

2^Ibid. 

26ibid. 

^^ibid. 
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The Colonel, for example, felt that allocation of produc

tion based on current production levels penalized states 

like New Mexico, "where production has been regular and 

28 

regulated from the beginning." In August of 1933, New 

Mexico delegates to the Washington oil conference filed 

a brief opposing the plan that required drillers to obtain 

a permit direct from Washington. The delegates argued: 
The Hobbs pool in New Mexico would be severely 
penalized because the operators in that pool 
have followed safe and sane methods of produc
tion and have done their drilling in accordance 
with the most approved principles of conserva
tion. . . . Permission to drill and reports 
would be to give approval to the excessive pro
duction which has been in vogue in certain fields 
and New Mexico would be penalized for the orderly 
manner in which her fields have been operated . . . 

Nevertheless, the federal regulation and control of the oil 

industry continued. 

In addition to concerns about federal control over 

local oil drilling. Lea Countians in the Spring of 1933 

worried about the pessimistic rumor that the major oil com

panies planned to shut down the Hobbs oil fields in order 

to challenge the constitutionality of the state oil sever

ance tax law in the federal courts. There is no evidence 

that the matter ever went to court, or that production was 

reduced. Local citizens, many of whom strongly advocated 

28ibid., July 28, 1933, p. 1, 

2^Ibid., Aug. 4, 1933, p. 1. 
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the law and considered it beneficial to the area,"^^ never

theless, recognized that: 

New Mexico, with its great undeveloped resources, 
its coal, oil, lumber, gas, minerals and thousands 
of acres of fertile lands one of these days is 
coming into its own again and one of the greatest 
moves to bring about this condition would be a 
sane adjustment of the tax program in New Mexico. 

In terms of future prosperity, most members of the 

eastern New Mexico community recognized the importance of 

the oil industry to the financial future of the area. 

While advocating the building of highways in the region, 

a local reporter became prophetic in his tone: 

The stars are extant, whether or not you see them. 
The fact remains that Hobbs is, potentially, the 
greatest known oil field; also that the price of 
oil will come back, that the supply houses are in 
Hobbs to stay, ready for their usefulness when the 
time comes; that Hobbs can be made the center of 
things for a very large territory, the greater part 
of which is all future. . . . The Eunice field— 
expected to eventually produce large quantities 
of oil and gas . . . the Lea field—expected to 
produce further large quantities of oil—the Jal 
field—expected to be the source of vast amounts 
of industrial gas for many years to come. More
over, there are entire townships in Lea County on 
which there has never been a foot of drilling. 
Brother, long after you and I are gone from here— 
fifty years from now, and even long after that, 
oil will be produced and refined in this surround
ing area. . . . Undeniably there is all profit and 
no loss to Hobbs community if she shall throw her
self unreservedly into the present movement for 
highways, and for sanitary and industrial better
ments.^2 

^^Ibid., April 21, 1933, p. 6. 

Ibid., May 26, 1933, p. 8. 

32 
Ibid., June 16, 1933, p. 1. 
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But, local citizens, while hopefully awaiting these 

better times, needed immediate assistance, not future proph

ecies. Local relief programs begun during the Hoover days 

continued. In April of 1933, Dan Lake, the local Red Cross 

chairman, distributed about 1400 pounds of flour in Loving-

33 ton and the surrounding area; it was rationed to the 

elderly and the physically handicapped, because of low sup

plies. Help was also available for the local folks in 

the form of municipal gardens. City owned land was divided 

into fifty garden plots, all about the size of a fifty foot 

town lot. Each lot was turned over to a family for garden

ing under city supervision. The crops harvested from the 

tracts were used for the sustenance of the farming families 

Town trustees L. W. Gay and the Reverend Leroy Brown, a 

Methodist minister, were the project directors, while W. C. 

Hilliard, manager of the Hobbs Water Company oversaw dis-

35 tribution of water for irrigation. The announcement of 

the assignments to these plots specified that: 

These will be awarded to the first deserving families 
who applied for them. Every family will work their 
plot in order to be self-sustaining and not dependent 
on others for support. Every family can at least have 
a garden. The public should not be expected to help 
people who will not try to support themselves.-^^ 

^^Ibid., April 7, 1933, p. 8. 

"̂ "̂ Ibid., June 2, 1933, p. 1. 

^^Ibid., March 24, 1933, p. 1. 

•^^Ibid., June 2, 1933, p. 6. 
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While the local relief projects continued. Lea 

Countians, like other New Mexicans, looked forward to 

assistance from national agencies, such as the Reconstruc

tion Finance Corporation (RFC). The County requested 

financing for municipal utilities from RFC representa-

37 tives.-^' Apparently, area residents intended to find out 

if the Roosevelt administration intended to keep its cam

paign promises. At least the sentiments of Mrs. Roosevelt 

appeared directed toward fulfilling these promises; for in 

a letter to Governor Seligman, Mrs. Roosevelt's secretary. 

Miss Malonia Scheider, requested the name and address of 

the individual in New Mexico to whom letters appealing for 

help to Mrs. Roosevelt might be properly referred. Miss 

Scheider stressed that Mrs. Roosevelt liked to have these 

38 letters followed up and not ignored. 

Perhaps because of personal concerns such as those 

expressed by Mrs. Roosevelt, the mood of Americans changed. 

Where once there had been apathy and despondency, there was 

now an immense sense of movement in the United States. In 

a single fortnight, Roosevelt, according to Walter Lippman, 

39 had achieved a complete recapture of the country's morale. 

^^ibid., April 14, 1933, p. 1. 

•^^Letter, Malonia T. Scheider to Governor Seligman's 
secretary, April 7, 1933, Seligman Papers. 

•^^Leuchtenburg, Franklin D. Roosevelt and the New 
Deal, p. 47. 
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That new direction, those great expectations felt through

out the country were also prevalent in Lea County and were 

expressed in the local newspaper: 

Private wires received at Hobbs direct from the 
New York Exchange report that the stock market, 
indisputable barometer of industrial conditions, 
is experiencing a vast stimulation. . . . There 
is evidence that industrial buying is showing 
signs of taking on a generous splurge. . . . We 
may confidently believe that the Roosevelt pro
gram is beginning to make itself felt, and also 
believe that industrials are being won over to 
the faith masses have already manifested in our 
chief executive.^^ 

In spite of the new expectations, the old policy of 

"sharing the tuber" still survived. On receiving orders 

from the State Highway Superintendent to lay off three men 

from the Hobbs highway work. Gene Neal, in charge of the 

local work, ingeniously apportioned the lay off. From a 

work force of nine men, he laid off each man for 15 days, 

while allowing each to work 30 days, thereby keeping all 

of them on the payroll. Along with much of the preva

lent optimism created by federal actions, was some pessi

mism; it was encouraged as a result of such Roosevelt 

tactics as cutting 400 million dollars from payments to 

veterans and slashing the pay of federal employees by 100 

million dollars. These decisions, for example, reduced 

"̂ T̂he Hobbs News, April, 21, 1933, p. 1. 

"^^Ibid. 

Leuchtenbury, Franklin D. Roosevelt and the New 
Deal, p. 45. 
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the regional allowance for veterans in New Mexico from 

$500,000 to $67,000. Over 2,000 New Mexico veterans were 

43 stricken from federal service allowance payrolls. 

Even with such budget balancing tactics as reduced 

payments to veterans, Roosevelt maintained the confidence 

of the people. But it was not an unwaivering trust, for 

as the federal funds appropriated for relief programs in 

New Mexico began to disappear, the spector of want appeared. 

Lillian Franzer, director of federal relief in southeastern 

New Mexico reported that, "conditions of local funding were 

so bad, that federal relief here would have to be suspended 

unless additional money from the federal government was 

44 received." 

The newly elected Lieutenant Governor Andrew Hocken

hull from Clovis, wrote to Governor Seligman: 

In Clovis we have three-hundred and fifty families 
out of food . . . only a small amount of flour . . . 
immediate relief needed to protect the city . . . 
I am sorry to report to you that the attitude of 
our people is growing worse every day. Some good 
men seem to lose their balance, and I am fearful 
of results unless we can continue some help.'^^ 

Governor Seligman tried to alleviate Hockenhull's fears by 

pointing out the positive programs initiated throughout the 

state, and the need for patience on the part of the people. 

43 The Hobbs News, April, 21, 1933, p. 6. 

^^Ibid., p. 8. 

"^^Telegram and Letter, Andrew W. Hockenhull to 
Governor Seligman, April 30, 1933, Seligman Papers. 
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According to the Governor, the state was in better economic 

shape than a year before, and was doing as well as any 

other state."^^ 

Yet, obviously, many problems created by the Depres

sion remained festering throughout the state. In spite of 

the numerous New Deal programs operating in New Mexico, 

people still experienced discontent and frustration growing 

out of economic dislocation. While national, state and 

local leaders continued to encourage the development of 

programs that alleviated the plight of their constituents, 

the problems were difficult to eliminate. Across the 

nation, it was a time of conflicting indicators and moods. 

For example, although the government increased the income 

47 of relief workers, state and national farm income de-

48 
creased drastically. Chevrolet Motors increased produc
tion of automobiles nationwide, and Lea County tax collec-

49 tions increased. While no delinquent tax sales occurred 

in Lea County, Lea County rural property owners, meeting 

in Lovington, protested the rigid terms of the new delin-

50 quent tax law, and demanded its repeal. While industrial 

^6Letter, Governor Seligman to A. W. Hockenhull, 
May 4, 1933, Seligman Papers. 

"̂ T̂he Hobbs News, May 5, 1933, p. 8. 

"^^Ibid., May 12, 1933, p. 3. 

49 
Ibid., p. 6. 

^°Ibid., May 5, 1933, p. 6. 
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51 
jobs m the coal mines of the country decreased, the 

Federal Crop Production loan office at Albuquerque experi-

52 enced an 84 per cent collection rate, with few defaults. 

The Hobbs Municipal School District was sued for indebted-

53 

ness by the New Mexico Supply Company for $50,000, while 

Lea County Treasurer D. C. Berry reported, "that there has 

been paid to date ninety-four per cent of 1929 taxes, 

seventy-four per cent of 1930 taxes, seventy-four per cent 
54 of 1931 taxes, and sixty-four per cent of 1932 taxes." 

Continuing the policy of attempting to alleviate the prob

lems of New Mexicans, Governor Seligman, in July of 1933, 

requested a delay in mortgage foreclosure in order to 

allow the small property owner to take advantage of the 
55 federal home loan bill. In order to expedite the gains 

of these federal home loans in New Mexico the federal gov

ernment established branch offices in Gallup, Silver City, 

56 Santa Fe and Clovis. 

And so the "building from the bottom up," utiliz

ing federal funds, continued in the State. Everyone, it 

^llbid.. May 26, 1933, p. 1. 

^^Ibid., p. 8. 

^"^Ibid., Dec. 1, 1933, p. 5. 

^"^Ibid., June 16, 1933, p. 6. 

^^Ibid., July 14, 1933, p. 4. 

^^Ibid., Dec. 1, 1933, p. 1. 
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seemed, needed a share. Mrs. Margaret Abreu, Assistant 

State Superintendent of Schools, announced that, "Sixty-

five teachers will be employed on relief projects. The 

program, in all, provides for employment of one hundred 

57 

teachers at fifty dollars a month." The Federal Emer

gency Relief Administration (FERA) provided jobs for un

employed teachers, who would teach practical subjects in 

58 
adult education classes at no charge. The teachers were 

to be paid $1.50 per hour for an 8 hour week and only one 

59 job per family was permissible. In addition to lobbying 

for help with their banks, farmers, businessmen, oil in

dustry and teachers. Lea Countians cooperated with near-by 

neighbor, Eddy Countians, in working to obtain federal 
60 

assistance in developing Highways 16 and 18 in this area. 

A great deal of optimism was generated when citizens of 

Carlsbad expressed interest in developing a road between 

Hobbs and Carlsbad. This route would open access not only 

to Carlsbad Caverns, but also to the oil and potash indus

tries. Such a project would result in additional jobs and 

61 
benefits to the area. 

57ibid., Dec. 29, 1933, p. 6. 

^^Ibid., Dec. 8, 1933, p. 4. 

5^Ibid., Dec. 15, 1933, p. 1. 

^°Ibid., Aug. 4, 1933, p. 5. 

^^Ibid., Dec. I, 1933, p. 6. 
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But, all this competition for federal funding also 

had the potential to arouse conflict. A case in point was 

a feud between the northern and southern halves of the 

state, over equal apportionment of state monies, services, 

and recognition. Local Lea County sentiment focused 

strongly on the demands of the northern section of the 

state, for, what the southern region considered excessive 

6 2 demands for federal funds by the northern section. This 

argument encouraged the development of a fierce competitive 

feud between the two regions that continued into the future. 

In some cases, the evidence seems to indicate a valid com

plaint by Lea Countians of unfair treatment. The south

eastern area received only small amounts of federal aid, 

when compared with the northern region. From New Mexico's 

quota of 8250 men for civil works in September of 1933, 

for example. Lea County received 105 slots, a percentage 

ratio of about one per cent. This allotment was based on 

population and the relief load. The apportionment of 

federal funding throughout the state appeared to substan

tiate the unfairness theory even further, since the total 

of all federal and state aid to Lea County for the years 

1932 and 1933 never exceeds one per cent of the state 

^^Ibid., July 14, 1933, p. 1. 

63Memo, CA November, 1933, Hockenhull Papers 
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total. However, the 1930 census shows Lea County with a 

65 
population of about 6,190 residents, compared with the 

State's population of 423,317. Perhaps, the small per

centage of federal aid to this area was not extremely un

fair, if allocations were based on population, since Lea 

County, during 1932 and 1933, contained only about one and 

a half per cent of the state's population. Yet, it is 

understandable why Lea Countians felt cheated by the gov

ernment in Santa Fe, when this area received what seemed 

such a small percentage of federal funding during this 

period of extreme hardship. It was an attitude that per

sisted into the future. 

The competition for federal funding was more than 

sectional. It went on between the many groups and inter

ests in New Mexico and remained intense. in June of 1933, 

under organized pressure from local laborers, the Secretary 

of the Central Labor Union of Albuquerque strongly recom

mended to the Governor the employment of local labor on 

State projects. The Governor complied with the request. 

6'^Expenditures, Reconstruction Finance Corpora
tions Funds, Oct. 21, 1932 to Nov. 30, 1933, Seligman 
Papers. 

Report, Lydia Eicher Haystead, to Bureau of 
Child Welfare, July 1932, Seligman Papers. 

66"United States Population", The World Almanac 
1975, p. 146. 

^"^Letter, Gordon Winter to Governor Seligman, 
June 26, 1933, Seligman Papers. 
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and further ordered the purchasing of all supplies and 

68 equipment from local merchants who utilized local labor. 

Following national trends, the state passed an eight hour 

law, mandating that no one worked more than an eight hour 

69 day, nor more than six days per week. 

Under the strains and pressures of the Great De

pression, even some of the old traditions, faced with the 

practical necessity of daily living, were beginning to 

crumble. There was less emphasis on self-help and local 

initiative; instead, there was a growing realization that 

federal assistance might be a solution to the many local 

problems. As a matter of fact, local citizens seemed eager 

to request whatever federal funds might be available when 

faced with such projects as sewer systems, highways and 

70 
other civic projects for this area. While old ways die 

hard, among the rising concepts of federalism and the wel

fare state, beliefs in capitalism and competition remained. 

Men like Joe M. Cunningham, Grady Thompson and J. L. Emer

son, perhaps facing the realizations of daily existence, 

were anxious to participate in the benefits of the national 

6QMemo, Governor to State Boards, June 26, 1933, 
Seligman Papers. 

69 The Hobbs News, June 2, 1933, p. 1. 

"^^Ibid., June 2, 1933, p. 3 
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71 public works bill. It appears almost all Lea Countians 

shared their views. In a public meeting, various public 

projects such as a north and south paved highway from the 

Texas line to Carlsbad through Hobbs, and a joint sewer 

system for Hobbs and New Hobbs, were approved by the local 

. . 72 

citizens, "without a dissenting voice." 

Lea County, reflecting the trends and currents of 

the times, was reacting expediently to the effects of the 

Depression. Lea Countians accepted the practicality of 

federalism, while paradoxically expounding the virtues of 

Jeffersonian democracy—a balancing act that was performed 
73 across the nation. Perhaps as a result of the merging 

of philosophical lines, the local newspaper could, para

doxically, advocate government assistance to alleviate the 

effects of the Depression, while expounding the traditional 

virtues of individualism and non-governmental intervention. 

"We must not depend entirely on the government to pass cer

tain laws to accomplish this result. . . . We must depend 

74 more upon ourselves." 

"^libid., June 9, 1933, p. 1. 

"^^ibid., p. 5. 

73 
Leuchtenburg, Franklin D. Roosevelt and the New 

Deal, pp. 32, 61, 63; Francis G. Walett, Economic History 
of the U.S., (New York: Barnes & Noble, Inc., 1968), 
p. 220. 

"̂ "̂ The Hobbs News, June 9, 1933, p. 5. 
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The paradoxes remained, with conflicting philosophi

cal currents, even in the "New Deal" administration—from 

the top, down. In a letter to Leroy M. Brown, Chairman, 

Greater Hobbs Welfare Committee, Margaret Reeves, Director 

of the State Bureau Child Welfare, reported: 

Just returned from Washington, (D.C.), where not only 
Federal Relief Administrator Hopkins, but also Presi
dent Roosevelt stressed absolutely essential that local 
units of government carry a far greater proportion of 
relief burden. Whether we secure federal relief money 
in future depends upon action taken by county commis
sioners in New Mexico. Responsibility is a local one. 
Urge that representatives of your committee meet with 
the county commissioners at the time of budget hearing 
before state tax commission, speaking for increase in 
county indigent levy. If possible, this increase 
should be to the full amount permitted by law, one-
half mill."75 

In spite of the philosophical conflict between the 

old economic traditions and the new experimentations, local 

citizens, hoping for solutions to their economic problems, 

expressed a keen interest in obtaining funding for the 

development of local projects, such as. State Highway 18. 

In fact, a delegation from Lea County, consisting of W. D. 

Stafford, George T. Harris and J. F. Maddox, returned from 

Santa Fe with the good news that Governor Seligman had 

given the Highway 18 project the highest state priority. 

Officials of the Highway Department informed Lea Countians 

that about $500,000 would be provided to complete Highway 18 

"^^ibid., July 7, 1933, p. 3. 

'76ibid., June 30, 1933, p. 1 
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77 
from Portales to Jal, New Mexico. Another Lea County 

delegation, this time representing Hobbs, journeyed to 

Santa Fe in order to acquire public funds for building 

within the Hobbs Municipal School District.^^ Their ef

forts were rewarded by the receipt of a loan for $80,000.^^ 

A delegation of citizens from Lovington requested federal 

ft 0 funds for such public work projects as street improvements 

and the development of Highway 18 and Highway 83 through 

81 
Artesia. And the requests for federal assistance in 

developing local projects continued. Hobbs citizens hired 

a civil engineer to develop a sewer and paving projects for 

their area. This action was stimulated by a Washington 

announcement, "that upon proper showing of community public 

works projects, the public works board will advance the 

engineering costs of the various projects, independent of 

82 final action." As a result of their efforts, Hobbsans 

received a federal grant of $150,000 for the local sewer 

. ^ 83 project. 

77ibid., July 14, 1933, p. 1. 

"^^Ibid., Aug. 25, 1933, p. 3. 

"^^Ibid., Oct. 27, 1933, p. 1. 

^^Ibid., Nov. 3, 1933, p. 3. 

^^Ibid., Aug. 4, 1933, p. 6. 

^^Ibid., Sept, 15, 1933, p. 1. 

Q^Ibid., Aug. 4, 1933, p. 6. 
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The desire for government assistance in the form 

of public works projects was a phenomena prevalent through

out the state and nation. The State Public Works Commis

sion, consisting of the State Engineer George M. Neal and 

State Highway Engineer G. D. Macy, received proposals for 

more than 500 projects, from the control of loco weed to 

massive public works endeavors.®"^ In addition, more than 

500 letters were received by Olaf Jorgenson, tabulator for 

the State Public Works Commission, requesting information 

for obtaining public works appropriations.®^ In the face 

of decreasing employment and budget cuts throughout the 

economy, the people of the nation. New Mexico, and Lea 

County were extremely anxious to experiment with any pro

posals that might restore the stability and economic se

curity of the country. As a result. New Deal programs that 

incorporated public works and federal funds to increase 

employment in a floundering economy gained wide acceptance. 

Similarly, Lea Countians, encouraged by federal funding for 

highway and public works projects in this area, also favored 

these New Deal policies. In fact, local residents actually 

bragged that, "the judicious distribution of Reconstruction 

Finance Corporation (RFC) funds in improving the Baptist, 

Methodist, Presbyterian and Catholic church buildings was 

84 

'ibid 

Ibid., July 14, 1933, p. 4 

85. 
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ftfi 
an ideal use of public funding to obtain civic betterment." 

The Constitution, it certainly seemed far away. 

Another aspect of New Deal programs, came to Lea 

County when Waite J. Keeney, Federal Employment Director 

for New Mexico appointed N. C. Ribble, principal of Hobbs 

High School, J. L. Jones, proprietor of the Coney Island 

restaurant, and J. P. (Pat) Ruckman, Humble Oil superinten

dent, all from Hobbs, and W. E. McAllister, L. Abyer, T. L. 

Whalen, and Mrs. W. M. Beauchamp from Lovington to the Lea 

87 
County Employment Committee. The Committee members were 

responsible for registering individuals for employment on 

88 highways and public works projects in Lea County, and 

implementing the policies of the Public Works Administra

tion (PWA) in this area. Members of the Committee pointed 

out to local residents that the, "first and foremost re

quirement for registration for public works employment is 

a residence of one year . . . the employment is to be dis

tributed over the county . . . and, that thirty hours of 

89 
work in each week will be allowed." The process of build
ing from the bottom up on the economic pyramid seemed to be 

86ibid., Aug. 11, 1933, p. 6. 

^'^Ibid., Aug. 18, 1933, p. 1. 

^^Ibid., Aug. 4, 1933, p. 5. 

®^Ibid., Sept. 1, 1933, p. 4. 
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well established in this area. The spirit of the New Deal, 

especially when incorporated with the materialism of fed

eral funding, was contagious. And, local citizens, in

fected by this spirit, also learned that the behemoth of 

government bureaucracy developing under the New Deal experi

mentation might have an insatiable appetite. Perhaps, the 

traditional Jeffersonian concepts of individualism, autonomy 

and laisse-faire might become the victims of the new, cen

tralized, federalist colossus. Or more dangerously, per

haps the people of America, disillusioned and discouraged 

by the Depression, grasping at the proverbial straws of 

the moment, might, in their eagerness to survive. Cronus

like, devour each other in the scramble for federal crumbs. 

But in many ways, local citizens, faced with eco

nomic and personal disaster did not have much of a choice 

but to accept both federal aid and federal control. State 

officials, in requesting assistance from the Federal Relief 

agency in September of 1933, could convincingly argue that.-

Several factors, aside from the economic depression, 
have contributed to the present unusual situation in 
this state which call for federal assistance. . . . 
The northeastern and eastern counties have suffered 
from a very severe drouth [sic]. Non-matched federal 
emergency relief funds have saved most of the live
stock, but crops were a complete loss. Numberless 
families who, under normal circumstances, could be 
counted on to care for themselves will be added to 
those already on the relief rolls in these counties.^^ 

90Memo, Re Status Indigent Fund Levies, Sept. 9, 
1933 for State Welfare Bureau, CA Oct., 1933, Hockenhull 
Papers. 
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The reporting party also noted that the Public Works Pro

gram had been very slow in getting under way in New Mexico, 

but, perhaps most importantly, the writer of the report 

recognized that: 

In proportion to its population the state of New 
Mexico has in the past given relief to a smaller 
number of families than many other states. There 
was, accordingly, less opportunity for reducing 
the number of families on the relief list during 
the summer months. Another major factor in our 
situation is that the depression was much slower 
in reaching New Mexico and the improvement in con
ditions is correspondingly slower. We are still 
in the throes of depression with little actual im
provement yet realized. This improvement will man
ifest itself much more slowly than in the east, or 
even in those western states which are industrial
ized. The NRA program will create less employment 
in New Mexico because of its not [my italics] being 
an industrial state. In some of our counties, the 
actual need for relief is increasing rather than 
decreasing, as family saving have just now become 
exhausted. . . . ^ 

On October 3, 1933, Margaret Reeves, Director of the Bureau 

of Child Welfare in New Mexico, informed Governor Hockenhull 

that relief funds were available only through October 15, 

1933. She requested time with the Governor in order to 

analize the various aspects of federal relief in New Mexico, 
92 

and the methods used to monitor federal relief monies. 

^llbid. My research indicates that the geographical 
isolation of New Mexico resulted in a time lag regarding the 
effects of the Depression and the corresponding New Deal 
solutions to the economic problems. 

^^Letter, Margaret Reeves, to Governor Hockenhull, 
Oct. 3, 1933; Memo, Reeves to Governor, Record and Book
keeping Systems in the Administration of Federal Relief in 
New Mexico, Oct. 3, 1933, Hockenhull Papers. 
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People had to be fed; jobs were needed. Therefore, 

it was difficult to argue with New Dealers who developed 

programs that produced jobs and fed people, while providing 

security and self-respect to the formerly disillusioned. 

The directions and policies established by national leaders 

encouraged local organizations and citizens to develop their 

own methods of dealing with the economic problems of their 

area through federal assistance. This assistance included 

the distribution, by the federal government, of 85 million 

pounds of salt pork during October of 1933, of which New 

Mexico received 130,000 pounds, and Hobbs received 600 

93 

pounds. In addition, a representative of the Denver head

quarters of the Public Works Board announced the appropri

ation of $900,000 for relief monies for the eastern counties 

of New Mexico. This money was to be expended on road work 

and would provide a highway between Eunice and Hobbs. Fed

eral funding for this roadwork amounted to over $100,000 

and created 120 days of work for local residents at wages 

of 75 cents an hour for skilled labor and 50 cents an hour 

for unskilled labor.^ Additionally, the federal government 

provided New Mexico with approximately $1,500,000 in 1933 

for the development of secondary roads. These projects pro

vided needed local employment throughout the state, and were 

^^The Hobbs News, Oct. 20, 1933, p. 8 

^^Ibid., Oct. 27, 1933, p. 1. 
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responsible for funding a road from Knowles through Hobbs, 

Eunice, Monument and Pearl, with a cut off from Eunice to 

95 
Lea. Because of the need, the assistance continued. The 

local Welfare Relief Committee members distributed 600 

96 
bushels of wheat, at the rate of six bushels per farmer. 

N. C. Ribble, chairman of the Committee, announced the 

receipt of 84,000 pounds of corn, and 64,000 pounds of oats 

for distribution, under drought relief, to farmers employed 

97 building Highway 18. Lea County was allotted 60 additional 

men to work on Highway 18. Washington officials informed 

the Director of Child Welfare in New Mexico that 1700 new 

jobs were created for the state under the Civil Works Ad

ministration (CWA) : 

Workers will be elected by government from county 
unemployment lists. Most jobs will be in national 
parks and monuments while others will go to the 
weather bureau, geological survey, Indian service, 
general land office census, veterans administra
tion, geodetic survey, fisheries, the department 
of agriculture and the forest service.^^ 

The deluge of federal funding and projects flowed 

into every state, county, city and rural community. It was 

awesome and overwhelming in its permeation. But for New 

Mexico and Lea County, all this federal aid seemed necessary 

^^Ibid., Nov. 10, 1933, p. 1 

^6ibid., Dec. 22, 1933, p. 1 

^^Ibid., Dec. 29, 1933, p. 6 

98 Ibid., Dec. 22, 1933, p. 1. 
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to offset the depressing realities of the times. New Mexi

cans recognized that their tax valuations and school budgets 

were decreasing rapidly. The state's taxable valuation in 

1930 was $334,420,330; for 1931, it was $313,802,500.^^ The 

state's school budgets in 1930-31 were $6,278,226; for 

1931-32, they were $6,123,205; and for 1932-33, they were 
100 

$5,339,401. The reduction for the state since 1930 in 

taxes was $20,617,830, or about 6 per cent. With regard to 

school budgets, the reduction for the state in a three year 

period was $938,825, or about 15 per cent. The downward 

trend in tax collections was reflected in reduced amounts 

spent on public education. In Lea County, the school budget 

fell from $188,943 in 1932-33 to $170,300 in fiscal 1933-34, 

a drop of about 9 per cent. How could these trends be 

reversed? Facing these problems on a daily basis, the 

people realized that individualism and autonomy might have 

to be fortified by government spending and experimental 

programs. Therefore, the massive federalism increased, with 

Lea County receiving an allotment of 105 civil relief workers 

from the Federal Emergency Relief Administration (FERA), in 

102 November of 1933. Lea County, according to the Director 

^^Ibid., June 16, 1933, p. 3. 

i°°ibid. 

^°^Ibid., Nov. 24, 1933, p. 1; Dec. 1, 1933, p. 3. 
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of the FERA program, composed a district of 6,190 people, 

with an estimated population of 718 farm families; of these, 

103 
250 farm families needed relief. The Director advised 

that: 

The quota for civil works for this county is only 
105. Hobbs, the largest town, is an inactive oil 
field and has a large relief roll. Lovington, the 
other town, is wholly dependent on the surrounding 
farms for its trade.1^^ 

As per instructions from state and national authori

ties, preference for civil relief work went to war veterans 

with family dependents, welfare relief enrollment, and the 

105 re-employment roll. On December 1, 1933, N. C. Ribble, 

O. C. Goodwin, George T. Harris, Joe Cunningham, J. L. 

Emerson and County Commissioner Lee Robinson, the Hobbs 

delegation to the Civil Works program in Santa Fe, returned 

with good news. "Lea County had been approved for at least 

three civil works projects, all roadwork, one from the in

tersection of Jal highway and Dal Paso road, running to 

Knowles, one from Eunice to Lea, and one from Jal to Ochoa." 

County Commissioner Lee Robinson announced that "Eighteen 

men are now employed as civil relief workers on two sectors 

"'"̂ "̂ Letter, Margaret Reeves, Director, Bureau of 
Child Welfare, to Dr. E. C. Kirkpatrick, Rural Relief 
Advisor, Nov. 23, 1933, Hockenhull Papers. 

lO^ibid. 

•'"̂ T̂he Hobbs News, Dec. 1, 1933, p. 3. 

106ibid. 
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107 
of highway, one force at Eunice and one at Jal." 

On November 17, 1933, Margaret Reeves wrote to N. C. 

Ribble, Chairman of the Greater Hobbs Welfare Committee: 

You are hereby notified that Harry L. Hopkins, 
Federal Emergency Relief Administrator, has 
constituted your committee the Civil Works 
Administrator for your county. Your committee 
is charged with responsibility for execution 
of civil works program in your county under 
state Civil Works Administration, which is the 
State Board of Public Welfare.1^° 

Representatives from these County Committees were to meet 

periodically in Santa Fe, in order to discuss, plan and 

109 

implement local Civil Works projects. In order to pro

vide funding for these local civil works projects. Presi

dent Roosevelt allocated $30,000 for each county to be ex

pended on six projects in each. The money set aside by the 

President was separate from any other federal funding and 

was distributed equally to each county, regardless of popu-

14-- 110 lation. 

In addition. Lea County would receive more federal 

assistance, for on December 1, 1933, Senator Bronson Cutting 

telegramed to Governor Hockenhull, reporting that: 

lO^ibid., Dec. 1, 1933, p. 1. 

lOQibid., Nov. 24, 1933, p. 3 

lO^Ibid. 

ll^Ibid. 
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Seventy thousand dollars has just been allotted 
by Civil Works Administration for relief in six 
drouth stricken counties in New Mexico by giving 
employment on secondary roads, etc. The counties 
include, Curry, Roosevelt, Harding, Union, Lea 
and Quay. As soon as this fund is exhausted, 
additional amounts in practically same sum will 
be requested and no doubt granted until unem
ployment terminates.Ill 

As might be expected, all this federal aid re-

enforced political partisanship in the New Deal programs 

for New Mexico. In September of 1933, Democratic State 

Chairman E. B. Swope continued his partisan demands on 

state and national leaders, by protesting the appointment 

of Republican personnel to public works projects under a 

112 Democratic Administration. Even the death of Governor 

Arthur Seligman on September 25, 1933 had its political 

repercussions. The former Lt. Governor Andrew W. Hocken

hull of Clovis, became the new Governor of New Mexico and 

inherited all the perplexing problems, including—"what 

course would he follow in remaining political federal 

113 plums?" The death of the Santa Fean, from the northern 

part of the state, had shifted the power to the new execu

tive from the southeastern region. The change in executive 

lllTelegram, Bronson Cutting, to Governor Hocken
hull, Dec. 1, 1933, Hockenhull Papers. 

ll^Letter, E. B. Swope, to Governor Seligman and 
the Department of Interior Commissioner, Sept. 18, 1933, 
Seligman Papers. 

•'•"''̂The Hobbs News, Sept. 29, 1933, p. 1. 
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leadership, however, had little impact on the day to day 

normal process of activities, for the new Governor re

sponded quickly to the fears of regional favoritism by 

stating that, "the administration will try to provide jobs 

for all who need them in order to spare any working man the 

114 humiliation of seeking charity." Governor Hockenhull 

promised to work with the Democratic members of Congress 

to obtain public works jobs, to obtain drought relief for 

the eastern counties, and to obtain highway construction 

projects in the northern and western counties. In addi

tion, the Governor intended to ask the federal government 

to increase the highway construction in New Mexico by five 

million dollars, in order to meet the unemployment require-

115 ments of the state. 

All these individuals, government officials and 

concerned citizens, worked together, nationally, in the 

state, and locally, in order to obtain the federal assis

tance so drastically needed for New Mexico's economic re

covery from the effects of the Depression. As a result, 

these same individuals, once on the government payroll or 

as beneficiaries of these New Deal programs and projects, 

fought for their programs and their right to remain on the 

payroll. Albert T. Woods, State Supervisor for the Farm 

ll^ibid., Oct. 20, 1933, p. 8 

ll^Ibid. 
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Credit Administration, in a letter to Governor Hockenhull, 

argued convincingly that: 

There has been a great many rumors in agricultural 
circles that tend to lead me to believe there is 
an intent on the part of the Secretary of Agricul
ture to discontinue the crop and seed loans for 
1934. . . . As the State Supervisor for New Mexico 
and Arizona, I have made 6,301 loans in 1933. . . . 

^ It is estimated, that of this number, not over 
fifteen percent could qualify for loans if these 
crop and seed loans were discontinued. . . . Col
lections on these federal loans are continuing 
very good . . . and I am confident that if loans 
of this type (crop and seed) are granted another 
year, our collections would considerably in
crease . . . these people, though the victims of 
the depression and most of them in serious plight, 
still retain their self-respect and ambition to 
finally overcome the things which have beset them 
and to rehabilitate themselves. They still retain 
a fighting determination to win over great odds.116 

And Margaret Reeves, Director of the Bureau of Child Welfare 

in New Mexico, fought vigorously for increased federal re

lief for the state, pointing out to the Federal Emergency 

Relief Administrator that: 

Several special factors contributed to the finan
cial situation in New Mexico, requiring federal 
assistance. . . . During the winter months, a 
large increase in the number of families requir
ing relief . . . food raised during the summer 
months was quickly consumed during winter, as a 
result, relief was needed until spring. . . . 
Seasonal employment in New Mexico, such as cot
ton picking, apple picking and sheep shearing 
provided low incomes, which are quickly exhausted 
by the winter months . . . previous encouragement 
of dry farming in New Mexico has hurt the dry 
farmer now, in difficult times . . . drouth con
ditions in the eastern part of the state have 

116Letter, Albert T. Woods, to Governor Hockenhull, 
Dec. 10, 1933, Hockenhull Papers. 
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added even further to the economic problems. . . . 
The Public Works program in New Mexico had not 
gotten under way . . . raising public moneys 
for relief purposes in New Mexico under exist
ing laws was an impossible task . . . the State 
Legislature enacted no measures whereby addi
tional funds could be provided by the state for 
direct relief . . . as a result of special in
terest groups, revenue bills to provide relief 
funds have been tied up.117 

In the best light these pushes for continual or 

additional funds for a project reflect the fact that how

ever large the New Deal programs seemed, the problems 

they addressed were greater. All this federal paternalism 

created some sense of security for its recipients. People, 

accustomed to assistance in times of trouble, become de

pendent on it and thus are indignant when the aid is with

held or delayed. Lea Countians reacted predictably when 

this happened, protesting strongly, that: 

Highway drouth relief checks for this local section 
did not arrive from Santa Fe in time for Christmas, 
although they were forwarded from here in time. In 
place of the checks came a telegram from a woman 
official stating that somebody other than herself 
was consulted about the payroll, in consequence of 
which she was holding up the checks on a technical
ity. Relief employees here must wait while women 
folks at Santa Fe squabble over the question of who 
is the big IT. Those stuffed blouses might at least 
consult needs of the needy, instead of their own 
sense of importance.11° 

ll^Report, Margaret Reeves, to Federal Emergency 
Relief Administrator, Dec. 29, 1933, Hockenhull Papers. 

^^^The Hobbs News, Dec. 29, 1933, p. 6. 
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As a result of the federalism and New Deal pro

grams, the forgotten and the unorganized segments of the 

population were now more active and optimistic. This 

included the local farmers, oil workers, school teachers, 

laborers and other beneficiaries of the government's lar

gess. Therefore, the New Deal programs prevented the whole 

house of cards from falling and restored faith in the gov

ernment. But the security and stability achieved by the 

nation through the wide spread use of federal funds by 

1934 had been at the expense of the more traditional con

cepts of individualism, autonomy and Jeffersonian Democracy. 

Now, the people, aroused from the lethargy of the Depres

sion, were dazzled by the new baubles and trinkets of New 

Deal federalism—and they demanded more and more and more. 



CHAPTER IV 

THE NEW DEAL 

Faith in the government had been restored. Lea 

County and the nation were benefiting from the policies 

of the Roosevelt Administration and the programs of the 

New Deal. But what was the New Deal? Some individuals 

thought that the New Deal vastly accelerated the drift 

toward a centralized, national government; a government, 

that in spite of democratic sympathies, utilized massive 

intervention techniques, in an attempt to ensure economic 

security and social justice for all. Norman Thomas felt 

that the New Deal destroyed the Socialist Party, while 

Herbert Hoover thought that New Deal policies spelled the 

end of liberty, individualism and the American way. Others 

saw New Deal political changes as timely and extensive 

enough to prevent violent revolution, thereby preventing 

genuine social change while allowing the establishment to 

accomodate the new political forces by "co-optation." No 

two people, it seems, agreed on just what was the New Deal. 

Isamuel Lubell, The Revolt of the City, in The 
New Deal: The Critical Issues, ed. by Otis L. Graham, Jr 
(Boston: Little, Brown & Co., 1971), pp. 3-4. 

James T. Patterson, Federalism in the Style of 
the 1930's, in The New Deal; The Critical Issues, ed. 
by Graham, p. 12. 

3 
Ibid., p. 13. 
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The New Deal certainly contributed to job security and the 

diminution of labor violence by such measures as minimum 

wages, maximum hours and unemployment insurance, although 

Roosevelt and most of his advisors were cool to labor."* 

Yet, in one way or another, Franklin Roosevelt and the New 

Deal, meant to help the little man.^ ^The tax laws of 1935 

and 1936 were attempts toward some redistribution of wealth 

from the rich to the poor. These encouraged the myth that 

the New Deal had brought revolutionary changes in income 

6 

distribution. Recent studies have shown however that 

wealth is distributed no more democratically today than it 

was in 1910; therefore, the New Deal failed to significantly 

redistribute income. Heavy taxation of the rich came only 

with the war. There seems to have been no revolution in 

income distribution under Franklin Roosevelt. 

^Irving Bernstein, The End of the Turbulent Years, 
in The New Deal: The Critical Issues, ed. by Graham, 
p. 18; George H. Hildebrand, The Economic Effects of Union
ism, in The New Deal: The Critical Issues, ed. by Graham, 
p. 29. 

^Harold L. Ickes, The Fundamental Political Issue 
Today Is Taxation, in The New Deal: The Critical Issues, 
ed. by Graham, p. 33. 

6ibid. 

^Douglass C. North, Was the New Deal a Social 
Revolution? in The New Deal: The Critical Issues, ed. 
by Graham, pp. 37-38. 
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And the debate continues. . . . Was the New Deal a 

8 9 

social revolution a half-way revolution, or the third 

American Revolution? Did the New Deal seriously contem

plate basic reformation of the American political mechan

ism, the profit system or the biracial order? Was the 
12 New Deal anti or pro-capitalism? Herbert Hoover saw the 

New Deal as socialistic, and against the American way of 

life. Arthur M. Schlesinger, Jr. sees the New Deal as a 

middle way between the totalitarian systems of fascism and 

communism, a middle way which helped democracy through the 

spiritual and economic crisis of the depression. 

8 Ibid., p. 39 

^William E. Leuchtenburg, The Roosevelt Reconstruc
tion: Retrospect, in The New Deal: The Critical Issues, 
ed. by Graham, p. 122. 

l^Carl N. Degler, The Third American Revolution, in 
The New Deal; The Critical Issues, ed. by Graham, p. 91. 

llLeslie H. Fishel, Jr., The Negro and the New Deal 
Era, in The New Deal: The Critical Issues, ed. by 
Graham, p. 44; John Davis, A Black Inventory of the New 
Deal, in The New Deal: The Critical Issues, ed. by 
Graham, p. 53; Barton J. Bernstein, The Conservative 
Achievements of Liberal Reform, in The New Deal: The 
Critical Issues, ed. by Graham, p. 147. 

l^Marquis Childs, They Hate Roosevelt, in The New 
Deal: The Critical Issues, ed. by Graham, p. 61; Ellis 
W. Hawley, Partial Planning for Business Under the New 
Deal, in The New Deal: The Critical Issues, ed. by 
Graham, p. 68. 
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The philosophical debates over policies also divided 

New Deal administrators. Was concentration and coordination 

inevitable or reversible? Should there be affirmative eco

nomic planning or laissez-faire capitalism? Would govern

ment intervention or nonintervention solve the problems 

13 created by the Depression? 

And the opinions and questions went on among those 

outside of government. In 1933, Walter Lippman had sup

ported strongly, the philosophy of the early New Deal with 

its emphasis on national planning and a directed economy. 

But by 1934, he was beginning to have second thoughts; in 

his Godkin lectures of 1934, Lippman argued that the fail

ure of laissez-faire democracy was obvious; the self-

regulating and self-adjusting character of the old order 

had been destroyed; under modern conditions, the state had 

no choice except to intervene. But, it could intervene, 

Lippman now emphasized, in two radically different ways. 

Lippman distinguished between what he called the Directed 

Economy and the Compensated Economy. The Directed Economy, 

in its extreme version, was the centrally planned and 

physically regimented economy of the totalitarian state. 

1-^Herbert C. Hoover, An Attempt to Revolutionize 
the American System of Life, in The New Deal: The Criti
cal Issues, ed. by Graham, p. 81; Arthur M. Schlesinger, 
Jr., Sources of the New Deal, in The New Deal: The 
Critical Issues, ed. by Graham, p. 108; Arthur M. 
Schlesinger, Jr., The Age of Roosevelt, Volume III, The 
Politics of Upheaval. (Boston: Houghton Mifflin Co., 
1960), pp. 233-234. 
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The Compensated Economy, on the other hand, retained private 

initiative and decision so far as possible, but committed 

the state to act when necessary to "redress the balance of 

private actions by compensating public actions" . . . by 

fiscal and monetary policy, by social insurance, by regula

tion of business, by the establishment of minimum economic 

levels below which no member of a community should be al-

14 
lowed to fall. Times, circumstances and events change, 

and human reactions to the necessities of the moment re

sult in inevitable responses to new situations. The prob

lems had changed between 1933 and 1935, so policies changed 

too, and men with them."*"̂  The shift, in 1935, from a 

Directed to a Compensated Economy forecasted the directions 

in which the New Deal itself was beginning to move. 

The Roosevelt Administrations efforts, in 1932 and 

1933, to combat the Depression had been to rebuild American 

institutions along the lines of a Directed Economy. This 

was the political-philosophical direction of the early, or 

17 first New Dealers. Major figures m this effort were 

Raymond Moley, Rexford Tugwell, Adolf Berle, Donald Richberg 

l^Schlesinger, The Politics of Upheaval, p. 399. 

-'"̂ Ibid., p. 397. 

^^Ibid., p. 400. 

•'•'̂ Schlesinger, The Age of Roosevelt, Volume II, 
The Coming of The New Deal. (Boston: Houghton Mifflin 
Co., 1958), pp. 178-194. Schlesinger, The Politics of 
Upheaval, p. 385. 



81 

18 
and Hugh Johnson, all early New Dealers, who because 

they arrived at the bottom of the Depression crisis, be

lieved that American society was on the verge of dissolu

tion. Therefore, they attached a high value to social 

cohesion and governmental cooperation. They also felt 

strongly that man was quite capable of managing the great 

19 instrumentalities he had invented. The first one hundred 

days of Roosevelt's new administration typified the policies 

of the Directed Economy. Roosevelt was conciliator, har-

monizer, unifier and master broker among the many interests 

20 in the country, often in a "bread and circuses" atmosphere. 

The National Recovery Administration (NRA), the Agricultural 

Adjustment Act (AAA), the Civil Works Administration (CWA), 

the Public Works Administration (PWA), the Reconstruction 

Finance Corporation (RFC), and the Tennessee Valley Author

ity (TVA) were the instruments used by Roosevelt to cen

tralize his industrial-agricultural planning. For Roosevelt, 

the philosophical debates became moot questions, for time 

and events demanded specific actions and policies. With 

well over nine million people unemployed, federal relief 

remained a critical need, in spite of socialistic implications 

l^Schlesinger, The Politics of Upheaval, pp. 386-

387. 

^^Ibid., pp. 395-397. 

^^James M. Burns, Roosevelt: The Lion and The Fox, 
(New York: Harcourt, Brace & World, Inc., 1956), p. 183; 
p. 191. 
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and unsatisfactory applications. 

Since 1929, the American people suffered two pro

found shocks—the Depression, with its unemployment and 

insecurity, and the sudden realization that perhaps indus

trial feudalism was unable to provide the basic necessities 

of life. Now, Americans faced the shock of the New Deal 

programs, with their endless alphabetical agencies, and the 

new philosophy that government intervention provided the 

panacea for recovery and progress from the effects of the 

Depression. The national descent into apathy and listless-

ness brought on by the Depression was transformed, by the 

early New Deal administration into a vast discharge of 

aspiration and energies. The people, encouraged by the suc

cesses of the Hundred Days in 1933, regained the energy to 

fight for political programs and philosophies in the coming 

years. The new administration, by restoring forward motion 

to American life, was stimulating many Americans to demand 

22 
even more from their national government. 

The Roosevelt Administration, utilizing the concept 

of the Directed Economy, appeared to be solving the problems 

created by the Depression, for, at the end of 1934, national 

income had risen by nine billion dollars, nearly 25 per cent 

more than 1933, while unemployment decreased by over two 

^llbid., p. 196; Schlesinger, The Politics of 
Upheaval, p. 264. 

^^Schlesinger, The Politics of Upheaval, p. 15 
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million people. Hugh Johnson bragged that his National 

Recovery Administration was responsible for increasing 

business profits from 1932 to 1933 by a whopping four hun

dred million dollars—an increase, which in Johnson's words, 

meant that the New Deal, in its first year was already pay

ing for itself in terms of making money for labor, agricul

ture and business. So, the national government continued 

to move in a variety of ways to reduce the disorder and 

cruelty of the Depression economy . . . i.e., floors now 

existed under wages, ceilings over hours, child labor was 

abolished, collective bargaining received new status, the 

unemployed benefited from emergency relief, provisions were 

established to insure permanent security against unemploy

ment and old age, mortgagors were helped to retain their 

homes and farms, federal public works inspired the disil

lusioned, the government assumed control of national mone

tary policy, the financial community renounced, reluctantly, 

cherished practices of manipulation and speculation, while 

farmers collaborated cheerfully on measures to adjust agri

cultural production and increase farm income. All these 

techniques implemented by the early New Dealers, including 

conservation policies conducive to preserving the nation's 

natural environment and resources, were instrumental in at 

least partially offsetting the catastrophic effects of the 
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23 Great Depression. 

For two years, the New Deal had lived off the 

momentum of the Hundred Days. Now, in 193 5, the grand ini

tiatives and programs of 1933 were in trouble. Sometimes, 

the programs floundered as a result of Roosevelt's calcu

lated indecisiveness, other times, problems occurred be-

24 
cause of events and circumstances beyond anyones control. 

By early 1935, NRA and AAA were in turmoil and under the 

25 increasing attacks of the more conservative elements. 

Finally, that year the Supreme Court declared that the NRA 

was invalid and unconstitutional, forcing the early New 

Dealers to re-evaluate their old philosophy of central man

agement, control and planning under an enlarged federal 

26 authority. This decision of the Supreme Court was the 

watershed that galvanized the Roosevelt Administration into 

27 
action and determined a new political direction. Now, 

events dictated a shift from a directed, controlled economy 

2-̂ News Release, The New York Daily News, Mar. 11, 
1934 in Schlesinger, The Politics of Upheaval, pp. 1-2. 

^^Burns, The Lion and The Fox, pp. 196-199; pp. 202-
203; pp. 214-223; Schlesinger, The Politics of Upheaval, 
pp. 211-241; p. 280. 

^^Schlesinger, The Politics of Upheaval, p. 3. 

^6schlesinger, The Coming of the New Deal, pp. 179-
181. 

^"^Burns, The Lion and The Fox, pp. 222-226; 
Schlesinger, The Politics of Upheaval, p. 400. 
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to a compensated one. It was a change which emphasized 

competitive enterprise with private initiative and deci

sion whenever possible, while utilizing the federal govern

ment to redress the balance of private actions by compen-

2ft sating public actions. 

Yet, once again, the shift in direction was not a 

preconceived conscious change preempted by Roosevelt or his 

advisors. For, in fact, Roosevelt was an eminently practical 

man. He had no over-all plans to remake America, but a 

host of immediate steps to solve specific day-to-day prob

lems. What excited Roosevelt was not grand economic or 

political theory but concrete achievements that people 

29 
could see, touch, and use. Incorporating the philosophy 

of the Compensated Economy in the emerging second New Deal, 

were the new Roosevelt advisors, Felix Frankfurter, Thomas 

Corcoran, Benjamin Cohen, James Landis, Marriner Eccles, 

30 William Douglas, Leon Henderson and Lauchlin Currie. 

They emphasized de-centralized government with local con

trols, or grass-roots democracy, encouraging competitive 

individual enterprise. Undoubtedly, they were strongly 

influenced by the philosophies of John Maynard Keynes, 

400 
^^Schlesinger, The Politics of Upheaval, pp. 399-

29 
Burns, The Lion and The Fox, p. 244. 

"^^Schlesinger, The Politics of Upheaval, pp. 385-
386. 
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31 Walter Lippman and Louis Brandeis. 

The decay of national planning had already lent 

momentum to various measures in separate areas: Hopkin's 

relief bill, Frances Perkin's social-security bill, Robert 

F. Wagner's labor bill, Marriner Eccles' banking bill, the 

Cohen-Corcoran public utilities holding company bill and 

32 Joseph H. Guffey's coal bill. All these measures were 

the first floundering advocacy of the developing New Deal 

philosophy and the death knoll of the early New Deal. It 

remained for the tax bill of 1935 to become the first cru

cial document emphasizing the new and explicit commitment 

to small competitive enterprise that characterized the 

later New Deal. This tax bill, with its new philosophy, 

represented the dramatic repudiation of 1933, and the early 

New Deal belief that integrated bigness was the essence of 

modern society. For the New Deal, the year 193 5 was a 

watershed; in this year, the strategy and tactics of the 

early New Deal experienced a subtle but pervasive change. 

The broad human objectives remained the same, but the man

ner in which these objectives were pursued—the techniques 

employed, the presuppositions, the political styles, the 

vision of the American future itself—underwent a 

^Ijbid., pp. 387-400 

32ibid., pp. 293-294 

3^Ibid., p. 333. 
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significant transformation. The early New Deal had ac

cepted the concentration of economic power as the central 

and irreversible trend of the American economy and had 

proposed the concentration of political power as the an

swer. The effort of 1933 had been to reshape American 

institutions according to the philosophy of an organic 

economy and a coordinated society. The new effort was to 

restore a competitive society within a framework of strict 

social ground rules and on the foundation of basic economic 

standards, accompanied, as time went on, by a readiness to 

use the fiscal pulmotor to keep the economy lively and ex-

34 pansive. In the words of former Justice Brandeis, the 

decision of the Supreme Court in regard to the Schechter 

case, had, "compelled a return to human limitations." For 

Justice Brandeis, the time had come to correct the "lie" 

that the country could make an advance as a whole; it could 

advance, only locally—in particular communities and par-

35 

ticular industries. Yet, for all the happenstance in

volved, a distinctive shift was taking place from a managed 

economy that tried to convert business through new insti

tutions restricting certain actions, to a mixed economy 
36 

that tried to discipline business with new laws. 

34ibid., p. 385. 

^^Ibid., p. 387. 

^^Ibid., pp. 393-394 
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Yet, most Americans probably never noticed the 

change in direction of New Deal policies, and Lea Countians, 

like people elsewhere, were probably not overly concerned 

with the more subtle movements of political philosophies; 

the really important decisions centered around the tough, 

practical problems of daily existence. Therefore, New Deal 

programs that provided security and employment on a daily 

basis were accepted more for their practical impact on com

munity living, than on any philosophical distinction. For 

example, local people reacted favorably toward the Social 

Security Act, recognizing the value of increased security 

37 for the senior years, while county farmers especially 

appreciated the benefits of the Agricultural Adjustment 

Administration (AAA) with its programs in range and acreage 

38 control, farm debt consolidation, and livestock aid. 

Area citizens, recognized the necessity of such New Deal 

agencies as the AAA and the NRA in spite of their short-

39 comings and limitations. As a result. Lea Countians, 

reflecting national sentiments, felt the invalidation of 

New Deal programs by judicial fiat was inherently unfair 

40 
and infringed on executive and legislative prerogatives. 

"̂̂ The Hobbs News, Sept. 6, 1935, p. 2. 

^^Ibid., May 3, 1935, p. 5. 

•^^Ibid., June 28, 1935, p. 6. 

"^^Ibid., June 7, 1935, p. 5. 
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Lea Countians, similar to practical people everywhere, were 

impressed by programs that lowered child mortality rates in 

41 

the area, and by the anticipation of Public Works Admin

istration (PWA) funding for local sewer projects*^ and the 

building of schools. in addition, federal assistance 

through the Works Progress Administration (WPA) continued 

to allow local projects such as the construction of curb

ing and gutters and the paving of local streets.** This 

was certainly tangible evidence that New Deal programs 

achieved results and contributed to the security and wel

fare of the local citizens. Further signs of positive 

growth and development in Lea County attributable to New 

Deal policies were evident in such indicators as increased 

tax collections for 1934 (81 per cent), and shortages of 

45 

relief farm laborers for PWA projects; both these indica

tions provided credibility to the belief that the County 

was recovering from the early effects of the Depression. 

And, as pointed out by Louis Brandeis, when local areas 

recovered so did the nation. For, as a result of the par

tial economic recovery, the sense of national and local 

crisis lessened. 

^llbid., June 28, 1935, p. 1. 

42 
Ibid., Aug. 23, 1935, p. 1. 

Ibid., Aug. 30, 1935, p. 1. 

44 
Ibid., Oct. 25, 1935, p. I; Dec. 6, 1935, p. 1. 

*^Ibid., Oct. 4, 1935, p. 1; Nov. 8, 1935, p. 1. 
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In general, local opinion favored the relatively 

radical concept (for the times) that the government should 

provide jobs and security for the victims of the Depres

sion—a major tenet of New Deal thought, in spite of dis

agreement over applications and implementation. Yet local 

citizens had some reservations about the new "welfarism" 

espoused by the New Dealers. One of the major concerns 

was that those who were physically able to work, and re-

46 fused, should receive absolutely no relief assistance. 

Similar to people in other parts of the country. Lea Count

ians were willing to accept the new federalism, especially 

if it provided work relief, providing that it could be 

grafted on to the old virtues of rugged individualism and 

self-initiativism—it was fine for the government to pro

vide jobs to assist its citizens, but any citizen who re

fused to practice the work ethic to achieve these benefits 

was unworthy of help; a feeling pungently summarized in a 

47 Lea County editorial as, "no work, no eat." It appears 

that Lea Countians were willing to accept the concept of 

governmental relief, but only as a stop gap measure against 

the ravages of the Depression; the comment that, "Sooner or 

later, the whole relief program must end," undoubtedly ex-

48 pressed the sentiments of the local community. Of great 

'^6ibid., June 21, 1935, p. 2. 

47ibid. 

*^Editorial, Ibid., Aug. 16, 1935, p. 2. 
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fear to many local citizens was the feeling that, "after 

a man has been getting money for doing nothing, it is hard 

to go back to work, especially if he gets no more for work

ing than he did for loafing."*^ 

It was a problem recognized by national leaders as 

well; no less a figure than Roosevelt recognized the prob

lems generated by massive relief, i.e. inquities, corrup

tion, chiselers and politics. He realized that if these 

defects were present in one part of the relief programs, 

then it was probably representative of relief problems 

50 across the nation. In May of 1934, the average monthly 

relief grant per family was only $24.53. Yet, the business 

community demanded a balanced budget, with less money spent 

on relief. Business men advocated the less expensive form 

of direct relief—the dole, over government provided work 

relief, even when Harry Hopkins, director of the Federal 

Emergency Relief Administration (FERA), pointed out that, 

"work relief preserves a man's morale. It saves his skill. 

It gives him a chance to do something socially useful." 

Other New Deal leaders such as Harold Ickes, Public Works 

Administrator, and Henry Morgenthau Jr., Secretary of the 

Treasury, were torn between compassion for the needy and 

*^Ibid. 

50 Schlesinger, The Coming of the New Deal, p. 296 
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51 concern for a balanced budget. In fact, Harold Ickes 

proclaimed; 

Direct relief as such, whether in the form of cash 
or relief in kind, is not an adequate way of meet
ing the needs of ablebodied workers. They very 
properly insist upon an opportunity to give to the 
community their services in the form of labor in 
return for unemployment benefits. The Federal 
Government has no intention nor desire to force 
either upon the country or the unemployed them
selves a system of relief which is repugnant to 
American ideals of individual self-reliance. 
Therefore, work programs which would not normally 
be undertaken by public bodies, but which are at 
the same time outside of the field of private in
dustry, will be projected and prosecuted in and 
near industrial communities. Labor on these proj
ects will not be expected of dependent members of 
the community who are unable to work, but will be 
confined to those needy unemployed who can give 
adequate return for the unemployment benefits which 
they receive.^2 

But, it was President Roosevelt who set the tone and style 

for the New Dealers in regard to the issue of compassion 

versus the balanced budget—questioned by a reporter in 

regard to the limit of the national debt, Roosevelt, char

acteristically replied, "what would you do if five million 

people were starving? Would you let them starve in order 

to keep the public debt from going beyond a specific amount?" 

The reporter answered, "Of course not, Mr. President." 

53 
"There you are," said Roosevelt, "I don't know." 

^Ischlesinger, The Politics of Upheaval, p. 264 

^^News Release, Federal Government, Feb. 1934, 
Hockenhull Papers. 

^•^Schlesinger, The Politics of Upheaval, p. 264 



93 

Therefore, caution in regard to direct relief continued to 

be a major tenet in government policies—caution encouraged 

by conservative government officials and citizens through

out the nation. Both feared that the old traditions of 

rugged individualism and laissez-faire might be trampled 

under foot in the headlong rush toward New Deal programs 

that promised survival through interdependence and social-

mindedness—or, in the words of Henry Wallace, "in har

nessing a selfish motive (self-gain, personal profit) for 

the social good." 

The sophisticated philosophical debates on the 

national level were reflected in local opinions, in spite 

of vast geographical distances from Washington, D.C. A 

Hobbs' editorial mirrored the disagreements of the New 

Dealers in regard to work relief: 

It seems to us that there are two sides to the much 
debated subject of "work relief" versus the dole. 
We are glad that we do not have the final decision 
to make. The President's plan is to put all the 
employable persons who are now on relief, at work 
on various kinds of permanent improvements, but at 
wages which will be comparable to the amount doled 
out for no work at all. The psychology of that is 
that the morale of the recipients of relief is be
ing shattered by getting something for nothing, and 
that it is better for them, and so for the nation, 
that they be required to perform useful work for 
what they receive. But the President holds that 
this payment should not be large enough to tempt 
men who have jobs to leave them for relief work, 
or to keep them from accepting private employment 
when that is offered to them. Those arguments 
sound reasonable, but so also do some of the 

54 Schlesinger, The Coming of the New Deal, p. 72 
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arguments advanced on the other side. There is 
the argument of the business organizations, who 
point out that, as business and industry must 
eventually pay the costs, relief should be ad
ministered as economically as possible, and the 
straight cash dole, if kept down to a bare sub
sistence level, is the most economical way. 
There is also the argument of the representa
tives of organized labor, that any man who does 
any work should be paid the prevailing rate of 
wages for that work. There is a psychological 
basis for that; it is not good for a man's 
morale to know that others, no more competent 
or industrious than he, are getting more money 
for the same kind of work merely because they 
happen to have a different paymaster. The worst 
feature of direct money relief is that men come 
to regard it as a right, rather than as charity. 
In abolishing the poorhouse, with its stigma of 
pauperism, it may be that a disservice has been 
done to those unfortunate enough to be in need 
of assistance from the public purse.^^ 

Although New Mexico and Lea County continued to 

mirror national trends, the geographical isolation and non-

industrialization of the state provided a uniqueness pecu

liar to this area, e.g. as the effects of the Great Depres

sion had not been immediately apparent in New Mexico, 

neither were the remedies provided by New Deal programs to 

combat Depression conditions quickly discernible. New 

Mexico's population of over four hundred thousand people 

was scattered over an area of 122,634 square miles, or 

about 3.5 persons per square mile. In a state where sixty 

per cent of the population was Spanish-speaking, problems 

were compounded by the isolation of various sections with

out railroads, communications or medical facilities. Many 

^^Editorial, The Hobbs News, July 5, 1935, p. 2. 
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of the inhabitants had practiced subsistance farming for 

generations, while supplementing their income with seasonal 

employment. Now, this process was completely abandoned 

because of the severity of the drought and widespread un

employment brought on by the Depression. The serious 

drought in the area had virtually wiped out dry farming 

and adversely affected the cattle industry, already de

pressed by the effects of poor markets over the past few 

years. The sheep raising counties, traditionally low pay

ing employment, were unable to hire men who could receive 

more income by being on relief. 

And, perhaps, most importantly. New Mexico had no 

large factories or industrial centers which would be ef

fected by such widespread programs as the National Recovery 

Act—railroads, mining and petroleum constituted the only 

substantial New Mexican industries—and all three were ex

periencing rather drastic reductions in employment and 

development. Eventually, these industries, especially petro

leum, would evolve into financial and economic mainstays 

for New Mexico, but during the early part of the Depression, 

all three experienced a decline similar to other industries 

throughout the nation. 

New Mexico had been helped, somewhat, by the CWA 

projects within the state, now, with a curtailment of these 

projects, and with little hope of numerous public works 

projects to take up the slack, unemployment would increase. 
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In a period of depression throughout the country, little 

benefit could be foreseen in any increased tourism. People 

trying to make ends meet, had little chance or desire for 

travel. 

In general, the State Relief Director painted a 

rather bleak picture of New Mexico's 1934 economic recovery, 

in spite of the fact that actual relief case load had de

creased, from 1933 to 1934, by about 50 per cent in New 

Mexico. The evidence suggested that New Deal programs, at 

least in New Mexico, were alleviating the problems of the 

Depression. In fact, in many cases, these programs were al

most necessities in order to provide for the state any hope 

of ultimate recovery and economic stability—an observation 

recognized almost simultaneously by New Dealers and other 

56 concerned citizens across the country. 

So, contrary to the opinion of some Americans, the 

New Deal administration continued to exercise authority by 

bringing government assistance to the people. President 

Roosevelt suggested to Governor Tingley various methods 

whereby state legislators could enact legislation favorable 

to public works projects. Roosevelt even offered the assis

tance of the PWA legal division to advise New Mexican leg

islators about public works legislation. In spite of the 

trend toward centralization of New Deal programs, Roosevelt 

^6Resume, Conditions In New Mexico, by Margaret 
Reeves, Mar. 31, 1934, Hockenhull Papers. 
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strongly encouraged local initiatives for financial and 

developmental programs in a partnership with the federal 

57 
government. Warmly replying to Roosevelt's suggestions. 

Governor Tingley pointed out the peculiarities of New 

Mexico that limited some New Deal programs such as slum 

clearance, (because of sparse population), electrification 

of rural communities, (because of widely scattered ranches), 

and the difficulties of incorporating specific programs, 

(because of state Constitutional requirements). Yet, 

New Mexicans needed help in recovering from the Depression, 

especially considering that there were 7,189 unemployable 

citizens throughout the state in 1935 (about 2 per cent of 

the total population). Of this amount, 60 unemployables 

belonged to Lea County (about 1 per cent of the total un-

59 employables). 

As a result. Lea Countians still required assis

tance from the federal government, and received this aid 

in the distribution of commodities such as hamburger, dried 

beef, oats, beans and other food staples, along with cloth-
fin 

ing and comforters for the needy local residents. When 

^^Letter, Franklin D. Roosevelt to Governor Clyde 
Tingley, Dec. 22, 1934, Tingley Papers. 

^^Letter, Tingley to Roosevelt, Jan. 4, 1935, 
Tingley Papers. 

Memo: State and County Unemployables, Jan. 21, 
1935, Tingley Papers. 

60 
Report, N.M. Emergency Relief Administration to 

Governor, June 4, 1936, Tingley Papers. 
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faced with the realities of every day existence during the 

Great Depression, the lofty ideals of individualism, auton

omy and laissez-faire democracy succumbed to the tough, 

realistic experimentation of the New Deal pragmatism. The 

guant, starving, forgotten man benefited from the programs 

of the New Deal—and for many, that was what really mattered. 

Members of the Town Planning Board of Hobbs, Grady Thompson, 

J. F. Maddox, H. J. Parks, C. G. Staley, and Joe Cunningham 

faced this responsibility in providing assistance for this 

forgotten man on a daily basis. Who was going to espouse 

and argue particular philosophies to hungry, discontented 

men when, under the Works Projects Administration (WPA), 

approximately $300,000 was available to Lea County for the 

employment of persons on relief in projects for civic im

provements, such as the paving of Carlsbad Street in Hobbs? 

And who was going to dispute the responsibility of the 

Emergency Crop and Feed Loan Committee, consisting of J. B. 

Tidwell, J. S. Eaves, Fred Roberson, and Seth Alston, to 

provide loans to farmers and stockmen suffering from the 

effects of the Depression and a serious drought? In 

answer to both these questions, probably no one of any com

mon sense was going to deny assistance to needy people. 

And the need was there, for in July of 1934, Tax Commissioner 

-̂'•The Hobbs News, July 19, 1934, p. 1 

^^Ibid., July 27, 1934, p. 6. 
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George T. Harris filed hundreds of delinquent tax charges 

6 3 
against Lea County property owners of every economic class. 

Still, Hobbsans felt prosperous enough to demand that Hobbs 

be designated the County seat, a move that aroused fierce 

64 resentment on the part of Lovington citizens. S. Boyd 

Hilton flexed the Hobbsan's muscles in an article that 

pointed out the growth potential of Hobbs as a result of 

the petroleum industry. In a sidelight, Hilton noted that 

the Hobbs Daily News was also expanding. The paper had 

developed as a partnership with Jim Murray, the owner of 

65 
Sun Publishing Corporation. 

The effects of Presidential programs also influenced 

local oil activities, as had been predicted by S. Boyd 

Hilton. Under Title I of the National Industrial Recovery 

Act (NIRA), the Secretary of the Interior established pro

duction quotas for crude oil. As a result, the Governor 

was notified by Harold L. Ickes that New Mexico's alloca

tion for crude petroleum in September of 1934 was 45,800 

barrels daily,^^ or two per cent of the national petroleum 

production.^^ This new allocation greatly benefited Lea 

^•^Ibid., p. 1. 

^*Ibid., June 9, 1936, p. 1. 

^^Ibid., June 11, 1936, pp. 1, 2. 

^^Letter and Memo from Nathan R. Margold, Chairman, 
Petroleum Administrative Board, to Governor Hockenhull, 
Aug. 17, 1934, Hockenhull Papers. 

^^Telegram, from Harold Ickes to Governor, Aug. 23, 
1934, Hockenhull Papers. 
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County, since it produced 92 per cent of the entire state's 

68 
daily production in 1934. The early New Dealers utilized 

political power to achieve the concentration of the oil 

industry into an economic power. They encouraged coopera

tion and national planning for the social good. But, some

times these experimental programs obtained dubious results, 

e.g., the allocation quotas for petroleum, intended to sta

bilize the national economy, slowed down the local economy, 

with its strong petroleum industrial base, perhaps, at that 

time, the only major industrial potential in New Mexico. 

As a result, major petroleum and state government officials 

protested to federal administrators about these problems, 

and complained about pro-rationing of oil, and its disastrous 

effects on the state and county. In a letter to the Petro

leum Administration Board, Governor Hockenhull argued: 

New Mexico should have a larger allocation of 
oil. . . . The confidence of the operators in 
southeastern New Mexico in the fairness of the 
Board is responsible in a large measure for 
the development program now under way. . . . 
In the Eunice, Jal, and Cooper areas in Lea 
County . . . this system of pro-ration has dis
couraged methods of completion which would re
sult in maximum rated potentials. . . . I sin
cerely hope that the reasonable and long deferred 
development in Lea County will be given due con
sideration in making future oil allocations to 
New Mexico. . . .6^ 

68 The Hobbs News, Mar. 9, 1934, p. 1. 

Letter from Dr. E. H. Wells, State Geologist to 
Governor, Aug. 3, 1934, Hockenhull Papers; Letter from 
Governor to Nathan R. Margold, Petroleum Administration 
Board, Aug. 31, 1934, Hockenhull Papers. 
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And the Governor's predictions were rather accurate; 

for although we have noted the small amount of industry 

located in New Mexico, the oil industry, with the bulk of 

its production in Lea County would continue to benefit both 

the state and this area. In particular, the severance tax 

on oil would provide about six-hundred thousand dollars to 

New Mexicans in 1934. Of this sum, one-third went to the 

state, another third to the State School fund, and the 

balance to the county where the oil originates—a benefit 

to Lea Countians of about $200,000 in 1934, and the begin

nings of a financial oil bonanza to the area that continued 

70 
into the future. It appears, perhaps at the time not so 

obviously, that the passage of the 1933 Severance Tax Law 

on oil was a crucial factor in softening the effect of the 

Depression on Lea Countians. Most certainly, the tax pro

vided a windfall in financial benefits reaped by the local 

citizens, and therefore alleviated many of the problems 

created by unemployment and insecurity amongst Lea Countians 

as compared with others throughout the state. The oil in

dustry provided the impetus that allowed the local citizens 

to continue their movement away from the plight of the 

Depression to the prosperity of economic growth. 

Along with the success of New Deal programs in Lea 

County, was the continued expansion and development of this 

70 The Hobbs News, May 4, 1934, p. 1. 
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booming, local oil industry. Its fantastic growth and 

potential, added to the optimism and prosperity spreading 

71 
across the country. All this activity, in early 1936, 

suggested a busy, profitable year, for the petroleum in-

72 dustry, and this area. And it was a busy, profitable 

year, for in 1936, daily crude oil production in the United 

States averaged 2,870,000 barrels, while New Mexico pro

duced 78,000 barrels daily, about 3 per cent of the national 

73 total. This production was especially significant for 

creating employment and tax revenues in a sparsely popu

lated state with little industry. New oil-well drilling 

occurred on a daily basis in such Lea County locations as 

74 Monument, Eunice, Lovington, Jal, Tatum and Hobbs. All 

this oil production was responsible for increasing Lea 

County's property tax evaluation by 4 million dollars, the 

75 
largest tax evaluation increase in the state for 1936. 

In fact, the oil of Lea County was assessed at a taxable 

value of $2,175,892 for the first quarter of 1936, making 

this area a first class County in regard to tax evaluation, 

with an assessed value between 16 and 18 million dollars 

"^libid.. May 6, 1936, p. 1. 

"^^Ibid., Jan. 3, 1936, p. 1; Jan. 10, 1936, p. 1 

"^^Ibid., Aug. 12, 1936, p. 1. 

^*Ibid., Aug. 12, 21, 27, 1936, p. 1. 

^^Ibid., Aug. 21, 1936, p. 1. 
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76 

in taxable property. 

New Deal programs certainly contributed to the area's 

growth, but the future potential of Lea County laid on the 

chance deposits of microscopic diatoms, formed millions of 

years ago. It would take the combined efforts of thousands 

to convert this natural phenomenon into a financial bonaza 

for this region. Hobbs could be called "a veritable Midas," 
77 a city destined for wealth and development, but it took 

dreamers, planners, developers, and activists to reap the 

benefits of the environment and achieve abundance from it. 

These oilmen, ranchers and farmers worked the environment 

and provided the spark which ignited New Deal programs in 

this area, thereby encouraging future prosperity. 

Nevertheless, the signs of recovery remained am

biguous. Therefore, the federal government remained in

volved with local communities in order to alleviate the 

continuing Depression hardships. In combination with the 

increased oil production and prosperity, such federal pro

grams as the Home Owners Loan Corporation (HOLC), PWA and 

the WPA provided funding for further development and growth. 

Lea Countians received $38,493 from HOLC over a three year 
78 

period that assisted distressed home owners. Both C. D. 

'76ibid., June 1, 1936, p. 1. 

'7'7ibid., July 24, 1936, p. 1, 6. 

"^^Ibid., Aug. 12, 25, 27, 1936, p. 1. 
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Kornegay, and Mrs. Anna Mae Fox, of Tatum, faced the reali

ties of possible mortgage foreclosures on their homes, and 

79 received assistance from the HOLC. Hobbs and New Hobbs 

obtained funds from both PWA and WPA in order to complete 

80 
street paving and a city sewage disposal, while all areas 

of the county benefited from the school construction proj

ects sponsored by the federal government. Implementing 

the basic co-operative philosophy of the early New Dealers, 

the CWA airport project for Hobbs demonstrated the results 

that could be achieved from the partnership of business, 

government and labor. The Hobbs Chamber of Commerce would 

select the site for the airport, with the assistance of 

local property owners; the federal government would provide 

$4,000 for initial construction costs, and the municipali

ties of Hobbs and New Hobbs would pay for airport property 

rentals. The airport would be built by local laborers paid 

from forty cents to a dollar per hour. The reciprocity of 

the project demonstrated, for all who desired to see, the 

wisdom of the New Deal, and obviously, served as a prag

matic argument for New Deal acceptance and advocacy in this 

^^Letter, Governor Hockenhull, to E. J. Fox, 
Jan. 25, 1934, Hockenhull Papers; Letter, Governor to 
Mrs. Fox, Mar. 7, 1934, Hockenhull Papers. 

80 The Hobbs News, Aug. 12, 25, 27, 1936, p. I 
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area. it was difficult to argue effectively against PWA 

programs that promised to provide $12,750,000 in federal 

funding for projects in New Mexico—especially when local 

81 
jobs depended on such funding and projects. 

As a result, projects such as highway construction 

from Carlsbad east on Highway 62, drought relief loans to 

82 local farmers from the Farm Credit Association, loans for 

purchasing seeds and summer fallowing, and emergency fund

ing in excess of hundreds of millions made available, by 

Congress, to drought stricken areas for the purchase of 

83 

livestock feed, continued to provide the economic assis

tance required by states still hard-hit by the effects of 

the drought and the Depression. In fact. Senator Bronson 

Cutting argued: 

We must have more public works money. Without 
continuing public works, I cannot see how we're 
going to win against the depression. Practically 
all our recovery to date has come through federal 
credit and expenditures from the PWA, CWA, AAA, 
CCC and other projects.^"^ 

So, public works continued. State and local officials reg

istered local laborers to work on the Emergency Relief 

Administration (ERA) projects in the area, which ranged 

Sllbid., Feb. 9, 1934, p. 1. 

^^Regulations Governing Loans in Drought Stricken 
Areas, June 19, 1934, Hockenhull Papers. 

^"^Press Release, Farm Credit Administration, 
June 15, 1934, Hockenhull Papers. 

84 The Hobbs News, May 18, 1934, p. 4. 
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from alley clean-ups to the building of athletic fields, 

all intended to provide work for the unemployed local 

85 citizens. 

For some, however, full employment was not realized 

Local relief Administrator N. C. Ribble reduced the drought 

relief forces on local projects by 20 men, and the CWA 

forces by 18 men, from a total public works force of about 

ft6 
140 men in Lea County. This reduction in the labor force 

occurred in spite of the fact, that this area was experi

encing one of the worst droughts in many years and in 

87 disregard of the Governor's pleads for drought relief. 

Mr. Ribble, also, distributed checks to local farmers under 

a federal program for drought relief, and approved checks 

for local Civil Works Administration employees totaling 

88 
$3,400. He further announced that, "a fifth carload of 

wheat arrived in Hobbs for distribution to farmers on the 

89 basis of need." In addition, local farmers, blessed by 

the agricultural policies of Henry Wallace, could receive 

over $73,000 in cotton option checks, just by signing 1934 

S^ibid., July 6, 1934, p. 1. 

^^Ibid., Feb. 23, 1934, p. 1. 

^^Letter, Governor to Senator Hatch, Feb. 23, 1934, 
Hockenhull Papers. 

Q^The Hobbs News, Jan. 19, 1934, p. 1. 

^^Ibid., Mar. 30, 1934, p. 1. 
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cotton acreage reduction contracts. Farmers benefited 

from the suggestion of the Farm Credit Administration to 

form County Committees for farm debt conciliation, under 

the supervision of State Farm Bureaus. The Lea County 

Farm Debt Conciliation Committee consisted of chairman 

E. H. Byers, W. M. Snyder, E. M. Love and J. R. Whiteley 

of Lovington, with R. L. Fox of Tatum. This committee 

handled all requests for assistance from local farmers.̂ -'" 

By April of 1935, members of the Farm Debt Conciliation 

Committees handled 2044 cases; nine of which originated 

in Lea County, representing less than one per cent of the 

92 total case load. 

The largess of New Deal programs remained obvious 

to needy New Mexicans, particularity when the State Direc

tor of PWA announced the appropriation of $2,360,000 for 

work on 19 educational projects throughout the state. Some 

of these projects took place in Lea County, such as Jal, 

with funding of $54,545 and Hobbs, with $84,900. These 

certainly provided financial and relief assistance to the 

93 state and Lea County. Following the Brandeisian policy 

^^Ibid., Feb. 2, 1934, p. 1. 

91 
Letter, L. E. Freudenthal, President, New Mexico 

State Farm Bureau, to Governor, Jan. 20, 1934, Hockenhull 
Papers. 

92 
Joint Report, New Mexico Form Debt Conciliation 

Committee, April 1935, Tingley Papers. 
Press Release, State Director of PWA, Santa Fe, 

N.M., Jan. 11, 1936, Tingley Papers. 
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of local advancement, Fred Brainard of Artesia, District 

WPA manager, assured the local citizens that outside labor 

would not be used on local PWA projects and appointed J. B. 

Tidwell, a local resident, to manage the Hobbs' office and 

determine worker eligibility for local PWA projects.^* 

Federal assistance continued through such successful pro

grams as road building. Projects that provided local em

ployment in the Lea County area, by financing the grading, 

draining and surfacing of eight miles of highway between 

95 

Eunice and Jal. In addition, such programs as the Fed

eral Housing Act, inspired confidence and expansion by 

providing funds and direction for the building of struc

tures in the rapidly developing petroleum industry of Lea 

County. 

Had the New Deal programs and the developing local 

oil industry helped Lea Countians turn the corner in re

gard to the effects of the Depression by 1934? This ap

peared to be the situation by 1934. For, in November of 

1933, the state had seven per cent of its families receiv

ing public relief; ranking New Mexico 31st on the public 
96 relief list when rated nationally. Evidence of recovery 

was strengthened by the fact that tax collections across 

^^The Hobbs News, Jan. 1, 1936, p. 1. 

^^ibid., Jan. 17, 1936, p. 1. 

^^Ibid., Feb. 23, 1934, p. 3. 
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the state showed exceptional increases for the year 1934 

97 
and 193 5. Local businesses, such as Jackson-Alexander 

Grocery, indicated a profitable, growing trade when they 

increased their floor space in order to meet the demands 

of the new trade, that according to Mr. Jackson, "increased 

98 by leaps and bounds, from week to week." And two major 

lumber companies. Acme and Stahlman, opened new operations 

99 
in Eunice. In fact, it appeared that Lea Countians, if 

attendance at carnivals and taverns are any criterion, were 

temporarily putting their troubles behind them in 1934 by 

enjoying the Tidwell Show, a circus which attracted about 

two thousand of the local inhabitants for a nickle admis

sion fee; and by frequenting the local Roosevelt Tavern, 

where "they gathered early and stayed late." The Lea 

County State Bank resumed unrestricted operation in 1934, 

and bank officials, W. M. Snyder, Seth Alston and Sim Eaves 

thanked the local people for their confidence and coopera-

102 
tion during the banking crisis. All these signs indi
cated that the economic condition of New Mexicans and Lea 

^"^ibid., Jan. 1, 1936, p. 1. 

^^Ibid., Mar. 16, 1934, p. 1. 

^^Ibid., May 18, 1934, p. 1. 

l^^Ibid., May 11, 1934, p. 1. 

^^^Ibid., Apr. 13, 1934, p. 1. 

^°^Ibid., Jan. 12, 1934, p. 1. 
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Countians were vastly improved from the early years of the 

Depression, and contributed immensely to the feelings of 

security and confidence developing across the state. "'"̂^ 

Lea County had turned the corner in 1934, yet in 

spite of all the new prosperity, the problems created by 

the Depression remained significant in New Mexico. By July 

of 1935, relief assistance for the state achieved a criti

cal priority, for in a population of slightly over four 

hundred thousand citizens, over fifty-four thousand New 

Mexicans (about 14 per cent of the state's population) 

needed relief aid. State officials quickly recognized the 

inadequacy of state government to provide relief to so many 

people, and concluded that continued federal assistance was 

104 crucial for the welfare of its citizens. As a result, 

federal assistance expanded throughout the state in such 

PWA projects as school construction and additions; projects 

which provided employment for thousands of New Mexicans and 

105 
contributed thousands of federal dollars to the state. 

It was these school construction projects, in particular, 

that merited the overall approval of state and local offi

cials; probably, because these projects provided an obvious 

lO^Ibid., Jan. 1, 1936, p. 1. 

Letter, Lea Rowland, N.M. Emergency Relief Ad
ministrator to Governor, July 23, 1935, Tingley Papers. 

•'-̂ M̂emo, G. Herkenhoff, Director, Projects and 
Planning to Lea Rowland, Aug. 12, 193 5, Approved School 
Projects, Aug. 25, 1935, Tingley Papers. 
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benefit to local citizens. Governor Tingley viewed such 

projects with satisfaction and noted that such projects: 

provided employment for men in isolated communities 
and provided better schools for the children of our 
state. It is one of the finest contributions that 
has been made to education in New Mexico. Repre
senting as it does community labor and materials, 
state and federal assistance, I feel that it is 
truly representative of the spirit of the American 
people, and each school a lasting monument to our 
efforts to work our way out of the depression.1^6 

The effects of all this government involvement en

hanced the merger of the dichotomous philosophies prevalent 

throughout the New Deal. Philosophies which seemed to defy 

the traditional concepts of laissez-faire and rugged indi

vidualism, while incorporating new values of cooperation 

and interdependence in order to survive. Lea Countians con

tinued to be the microcosmic representative of the great 

American macrocosm. In a local article. Will Robinson elo

quently captured the mood of the times. Commenting on the 

drought relief program for this area, he stated: 
0 

It is also true that the general program of emer
gency relief has vastly helped the whole eastern 
portion of the state. It is not pleasant to think 
about what would now be the shape of the people 
therein without such largess. It is true that 
some of the work seems ill-advised and wasteful 
but you may just as well remember that the money 
expended thereon went to families that would 
otherwise be facing facts but little less ter
rible than those in famine-stricken India and 
China. If you had seen a guant man trying to 
salvage bits of meat from a cow that had died 

•'"̂ L̂etter, Governor to J. N. Reeves, Nov. 25, 193 5, 
Listing, Local Directors Lea County, 1935, Tingley Papers. 
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from starvation at least a day before, you 
would not chirp again about the "wasteful
ness" of the relief measures.1^^ 

Facing the realities of helping the needy local 

citizens, news writers wisely encouraged relief programs 

and area development, but at the same time, they also per

petuated the unsubstantiated myth of discrimination against 

Lea County by the state and federal governments, declaring: 

It is a fact that Hobbs community, contributing 
in taxes practically one-sixth of the entire an
nual maintenance fund of New Mexico, is very 
close to the bottom of the list, in the tabula
tions of various state communities and the amounts 
expended for highway work. . . ,108 

Articles, such as this, allowed the old feud between Lea 

Countians and the state government over the apportionment 

of state monies and services to continue unabated—in spite 

of evidence to the contrary. Lea County, with only one per 

cent of the state's population in 1934 would receive over 

ten per cent of the funding provided to the state under the 

National Recovery Program for the development of secondary 

highways in 1935. To further dispute the charges of in

equity toward Lea County by the state, statistics show that 

Bernalillo County, with eleven per cent of the state's popu

lation, received thirteen per cent of the National Recovery 

Program highway funding; and Santa Fe County, with five per 

cent of the state's population, received about fourteen per 

IQ'̂ The Hobbs News, June 22, 1934, p. 4 

^^^Ibid., Sept. 21, 1934, p. 8. 
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cent of highway funding for its area in 1935. It ap

pears that the statistical evidence does not support the 

charge of "unfairness" so frequently hurled at the state 

government in Santa Fe by Lea County citizens in regard to 

funding for local highways. If anything, the statistics 

indicate that the state administration bent over backwards 

in order to distribute, not only highway funds, but all 

relief funds, equitably throughout the state. Unless 

affected by political demagoguery or depression doldrums, 

one wonders, how Lea Countians seriously justified a policy 

of provincialism with the natural resources of their area. 

Perhaps, area citizens, infused with the traditional vir

tues of self-sufficiency, competitiveness and Social Dar

winism found the transition to dependency, cooperation and 

unselfish equalitarianism difficult, if not impossible, in 

spite of the leveling process demanded by the effects of 

the Depression. 

Fighting for survival results in unusual reactions, 

and local citizens fought hard to maintain the areas in

terest when faced with reductions, or threats of reductions, 

in federal funding or projects for their area. Lea Countians 

were quick to appeal for support from any source to maintain 

•'•̂ N̂ational Recovery Program Projects, July 19, 
1934, Hockenhull Papers. 

•'••'-̂ Ibid. ; Monthly Reports, FERA, New Mexico, Nov., 
D e c , 1933, Mar., Apr., 1934, Hockenhull Papers. 
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this assistance. In 1934 area citizens felt further 

alienated when the Governorship, with all its power and 

influence passed from the hands of a known southeasterner 

from Clovis to an unknown northerner from Albuquerque. A 

change which probably added fuel to the growing antagonisms 

between the regions. Other local residents were infuri

ated by the shutdown of a WPA street paving project in 

Hobbs because of a strike by WPA workers. WPA administra

tor Lea Rowland's order that, "as far as I am concerned, it 

will stay shut down," rankled local citizens, who demanded 

to know why Lea Countians, who furnish nearly 50 per cent 

of the total state revenues are begrudged a few thousand 

dollars in federal funds for street improvement. Shortly 

thereafter. Mayor L. W. Gay announced that work on the 

Hobbs' street project would be resumed; obviously, someone 

had rescinded Rowland's earlier decision as being politi-

113 cally non-expedient. The local inhabitants had made 

their point, and assistance continued on a large scale in 

such PWA projects as a sanitation sewer for New Hobbs cost

ing $77,120, a disposal plant for Hobbs valued at $117,438, 

and a gas plant and water works sewer for Eunice worth 

lllLetter, U.S. Senator Carl A. Hatch, to Governor 
Hockenhull, Jan. 23, 1934, Hockenhull Papers. 

ll^The Hobbs News, Nov. 9, 1934, p. 1. 

-̂'•̂ Ibid., Feb. 7, 1936, p. 1. 
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114 
$79,100. Some of these projects, under WPA supervision, 

extended down to the everyday process of distribution of 

food and clothing. These WPA programs provided personal 

funding of $5.87 monthly to each Lea Countian, ̂"'"̂  while 

assisting other New Mexicans through individual aid of $5.06 
116 

monthly. Relief programs such as these demonstrate why 

the New Deal achieved such strong popularity and acceptance, 

not only in Lea County, but in other areas of the nation 

as well. 

And/ as usual, the reoccurring charge of political 

partisanship emerged as a critical issue in the relief pro

grams, in spite of their strong acceptance within local 

communities. H. E. Barron of Hobbs complained of being 

unfairly excluded from work in the local CWA projects be

cause of his written complaints to the Governor about polit

ical favoritism in Lea County by local relief administra

tors. Governor Hockenhull assured Barron that the complaint 

would be investigated and hoped that Barron received steady 

117 work. Governor Hockenhull, earlier had taken the 

ll'̂ PWA Projects in N.M. , Jan. 31-Feb. 15, 1936, 
Tingley Papers. 

1 -15 
Reports, WPA, Roswell District to Governor, 

Mar. 3, Apr. 4, 8, 1936, Tingley Papers. 

116Reports, WPA Santa Fe District to Governor, 
Mar. 12, Apr. 1936, Tingley Papers. 

-'--'•̂ Letter, Governor to H. E. Barron, Feb. 9, 1934, 
Hockenhull Papers. 
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position "that politics should not enter into the matter at 

all [in regard to CWA employment] and we must try to relieve 

118 the needy and benefit the community." Lovington judge 

and attorney Tom W. Neal writting to the Governor and the 

Democratic State Chairman, insisted that Margaret Reeves, 

State Relief Administrator, should be discharged immediately 

for failing to allow relief employees to participate in 

119 political activities other than voting. The policy 

Margaret Reeves initiated rose from the direction of Presi

dent Roosevelt, who ordered political activities by relief 

120 employees restricted to voting. Still, Neal felt that: 

one who is friendly to the administration should 
be placed in charge of this (relief) work in New 
Mexico; otherwise, the friends of the administra
tion will lose many hundreds of votes through the 
state.121 

Finally, any reservations that many of these federal proj

ects were not patronage or politically motivated are quickly 

dispelled by a confidential letter from Governor Tingley to 

ll^Letter, Governor to Howard Haynes, Scarda, N.M., 
Feb. 2, 1934, Hockenhull Papers. 

•'--'-̂ Letter, Tom Neal to Governor Hockenhull and 
John Miles, State Democratic Chairman, July 30, 1934, 
Hockenhull Papers. 

^^^The Hobbs News, Aug. 17, 1934, p. 1.; Memo 
from Aubrey Williams, Administrator, FERA, to all State 
Emergency Relief Administrations, Aug. 15, 1934, Hocken
hull Papers. 

'''̂ •''Letter, Tom Neal to Governor Hockenhull, 
July 30, 1934, Hockenhull Papers. 
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Lawrence Westbrook, Assistant Administrator of the WPA in 

Washington, D.C. In this letter. Governor Tingley requests 

financial aid for publishing a 200 page booklet entitled 

"Getting the Job Done in New Mexico." The Governor point

edly says that: 

this booklet will show the valuable work that has 
been done in this state by the Works Progress Ad
ministration and other federal agencies. I hope 
to be able to distribute 50 or 60 thousand copies 
of this booklet throughout the state. You can 
readily appreciate how valuable this type of pro
paganda will be, both to the national and the 
state administrations.!^^ 

Nevertheless, in spite of all the politics, or per

haps because of all the politics. New Deal programs con

tinued to be viewed favorably by local residents. Espe

cially, since growing prosperity and development maintained 

the buoyant mood of the area. By 1936, Lea Countians ap

peared to be proving Justice Brandeis' observation that 

prosperity began with advancement locally, in particular 

communities and industries. And, if 1934 was the turning 

point for Lea Countians regarding the Depression, then 1936 

marked the optimum period of New Deal acceptance in this 

area. During a monthly period in 1936, a total of 68 

buildings, costing over $150,000, were built in the area. 

These buildings included Hobbs High School and the Frey 

123 Hotel. A New Mexico-West Texas department store chain. 

Letter, Governor to Lawrence Westbrook, Mar. 5, 
1936, Tingley Papers. 

123 
The Hobbs News, July 29, 1936, p. 6. 
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124 Levine Brothers, opened its seventh branch store in Hobbs; 

and the new mood of buoyancy encouraged local merchants to 

organize a Hobbs Chamber of Commerce in which over fifty 

125 
business institutions were represented. The local census 

showed increasing school age children, ready to populate 

1 o A 

the rapidly developing new Hobbs High School. While, 

PWA funding permitted preliminary work on the new sewage 

disposal system for Hobbs and New Hobbs, a cooperative pro

gram, reminiscent of the early New Deal, whereby, the com

munity provided 55 per cent funding and the federal govern-
127 

ment 45 per cent. 

Apparently, New Deal programs were so invigorating 

in this area, that in May of 1936 the local editor predicted 

a landslide election victory for Franklin Delano Roosevelt 

and the New Deal in November, "there can be but little doubt, 

128 

if any, about the re-election of our President." Politi

cally, Lea Countians demonstrated their astuteness and grati

tude toward the New Deal and its programs by forming a Lea 

County branch of "Roosevelt Nominators." This committee was 

124ibid., July 31, 1936, p. 6. 

^^^Ibid., Jan. 10, 1936, p. 11. 

126ibid., Aug. 3, 1936, p. 3. 

-'•̂ '̂ Ibid., Aug. 4, 1936, p. 5. 

128ibid., May 1, 1936, p. 4. 
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chaired by Jim Murray, "a prominent Hobbs businessman" and 

consisted of Colonel Dan D. Bodie, Dr. Allen P. Terrell, 

Bill Clark, Mayor Ross Walker and Guy Hooper. The purpose 

of the Committee was to assure the re-election of Franklin 

D. Roosevelt; as pointed out by the reporter, "a huge mem

bership is expected here because of the preponderant favor-

129 itism in this county for the President." On the state 

level. Governor Tingley characterized President Roosevelt 

as the, "greatest humanitarian in existence;" while nation

ally. New Mexican and Lea County delegates to the National 

Democratic Convention in Philadelphia were given, "a place 

in the sun," for their strong support of the Democratic 

130 
Party and New Deal programs m New Mexico. It was strong, 

loyal political support, in appreciation for an Administra

tion that had continued to reward New Mexicans through fed

eral aid with such projects as highway and school construc

tion, in addition to direct relief that averaged over a 

quarter of a million dollars annually in New Mexico. Of 

this amount over four thousand dollars a year in direct 

131 relief went to Lea Countians. 

Returning from the Convention in Philadelphia, Gov

ernor Tingley pointed out that New Mexico had collected 

l^^Ibid., June 19, 1936, p. 1. 

^^^Ibid., June 27, 1936, p. 1. 

-'••̂ •'•Report, N.M. Relief Authority, June 30, 1936, 
Tingley Papers. 
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increased tax revenues in the last fiscal year. Taxes col

lected, had increased from 12 per cent to 93 per cent over 

the preceding fiscal year. Of these increases, the largest 

percentage came from income taxes, strong evidence of de

veloping prosperity throughout the state. The largest 

dollar increase had occurred in gasoline taxes, a healthy 

economic indication for the oil-rich Lea County area.'''"̂ ^ 

It now appeared that New Mexico, and especially Lea County, 

were well on their way toward economic recovery from the 

effects of the Depression. 

Since no change is totally sweeping, sometimes 

remnants of the earlier New Deal philosophy of national 

control and central planning survived. A good example of 

this was the 1936 Agricultural Conservation Program in 

which Lea County farmers, along with others across the 

nation, participated in yield-control and soil-depletion 

prevention programs organized and controlled from Washing

ton. These projects required the cooperation of local, 

133 

state and federal planners on a massive scale. Some

times, natural disasters demanded the central planning and 

control found in the New Deal programs of 1933; FDR found 

it necessary, in July of 1936, to direct massive federal 

l^^The Hobbs News, July 3, 1936, p. 1 

•'-̂ •̂ Ibid., July 4, 1936, pp. 1, 2. 
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intervention in the midwest as a result of drought ravaged 

conditions.-^^^ 

Still, in spite of the drought, which required mas

sive federal intervention into the area, individualism and 

private enterprise survived. For in 1936, Lea County oil 

developers proved that they were "alive and well" by estab

lishing 60 to 70 rig locations during a single week in July. 

This activity provided steady employment and security for 

hundreds of local oil-field workers, and greatly enhanced 

135 

the development of a robust, thriving economy. Comple

menting the concept and development of local competitive 

entrepreneurism, the federal government provided funding 

which built over 866 miles of roads in New Mexico during 

136 

1933-1936; the combination, of private and federal en

terprises, greatly enhanced the overall economic recovery 

of the state. Residents of the area contributed their 

share by voting to provide local funding to pave and develop 

137 streets in Hobbs, Eunice, Monument and Jal. In addition 

to the advancement obtained through the strong willed ef

forts of its citizens, the area achieved some gains through 

the circumstances of events; for in July of 1936, the drought 

l^^ibid., July 8, 1936, p. 1. 

l^^Ibid. 

-'•̂ Îbid., July 10, 1936, p. 1. 

1^'^Ibid., July 14, 1936, p. 1. 
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which had been decimating the midwest was broken by a 

record-breaking 12 day rain. As a result, the area was 

well on the way to recovery from this environmental disas-

138 ter. 

Local editorial sentiments continued to strongly 

support Roosevelt and his Administration, pointing out that 

under the Roosevelt regime of the past 40 months, the 

country and Lea County had gone from the doldrums of the 

Depression to the zenith of present economic prosperity, 

all attributable to the wisdom of New Deal Policies.''"^^ 

Policies which were diverse and humane enough to encourage 

the construction of a hydro-electric plant at Elephant 

Butte, while recognizing the validity prevalent in a small 

claim made by R. C. Lister of Lovington, for the rental of 

his warehouse by the Rural Rehabilitation division of 

140 
FERA. 

With all this local optimism and support for Roose-

veltian policies, it was not difficult for local Democrats 

to take political advantage of their opportunity. At their 

annual Convention in Lovington, local Democrats were in 

l^^ibid., July 15, 1936, p. 6. 

l^^Ibid., July 20, p. 3; July 21, p. 8, 1936. 

Letter, Governor to Senator Carl Hatch, July 22, 
1936; Letters, Governor and Federal Officials to R. C. 
Lister, Lovington, N.M., July 13, 21, 23, 25, 28, 30, 1936, 
Tingley Papers. 
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perfect accord that the Democratic Party, the New Deal and 

Franklin Delano Roosevelt were responsible for the regions 

141 
new found success. Democrats from Tatum: Frank Bess, 

Mrs. J. P. Fort, Lovington: Luke Roberts, Mrs. Georgia 

Lusk, Hobbs: Roy Yarborough, John Emerson, Jal: J. L. 

Burke, Mrs. Anna Bish, Eunice: Ben Coleman, Thornton 

Stewart, Prairieview: Doc Smith, McDonald: Mrs. Ben War

ren, J. H. Lambert, Monument: J. W. Allan, Knowles: 

Mrs. P. A. Collins, Pearl: Mrs. Louis Evans, Nadine: R. L. 

Blakey, Ochoa: Peter Bish, Brooks Brininstool, Lea: Mrs. 

D. C. Berry, and New Hobbs: Mrs. A. C. Samuels, Mrs. R. E. 

Lee, and many others, were present at the Lovington Conven

tion that overwhelmingly endorsed the policies of Roosevelt 

142 
and the Democratic Party in 1936. Daily events that 

encouraged growth and development for Lea County helped to 

build the Lovington Democratic Convention's endorsement 

into a groundswell of local support for the President. Al

though Lea Countians were fighting over where to locate 

their county seat, and therefore the courthouse; drilling 

activities continued to increase in the area, and New Deal 
143 

programs provided for rural resettlement and crop loans. 

-'•̂-'-The Hobbs News, Aug. 28, 29, 31, 1936, p. 1; 
Sept. 2, 1936, p. 5. 

•'-*̂ Ibid., Aug. 28, 1936, p. 1. 

-'-̂ •̂ Ibid., Sept. 4, 8, 1936, p. 1, 8. 
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Ironically, Alf M. Landon, Republican nominee for 

President in 1936, was accused of materially benefiting as 

a result of New Deal policies in oil recovery, by no less 

an authority than H. C. Fremming, president of the Inter

national Association of Oil Field, Gas Well and Refinery 

144 

Workers of America. Landon promised to conduct a fight

ing campaign, but the times and events seemed fortuitous 

for Roosevelt. Rain was falling across much of the South

west, eliminating the problems of drought. Drilling con

tinued at an increased pace in Lea County, providing em

ployment, security and prosperity for the area. Lea 

County Democrats, optimistic and prosperous, had no trouble 

in organizing the area in support of Roosevelt and the New 

146 
Deal. For Landon, the combination of federal aid and 

private development in Lea County was an insurmountable 

barrier. All around them. Lea County residents saw the 

undeniable benefits of New Deal programs; the PWA project 

that was building Hobbs sewer system, the WPA projects that 

were increasing local school construction; the salvaging of 

homes through HOLC, and the benefits of assistance to farm

ers in the form of loans and crop development. In addition, 

it was difficult to exclude the positive effects of New 

I'^^Ibid., Sept. 10, 1936, p. 1. 

l*^Ibid., Sept. 12, 1936, p. 1. 

^*"^Ibid., Sept. 14, 1936, p. 1, 2 
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Deal policies in the vast, increasing development of the 

oil industry in this area. And the sentiments of this 

area were found across the state, one reporter wrote, "It 

would set this state and the nation back at least 25 years 

to permit Governor Landon and his following to recapture 

the government." 

Yet, local Republicans tried. County Chairman W. H. 

Patten promised a County ticket for the first time in Lea 

149 County history. State Republicans questioned the honesty 

and abilities of Governor Tingley and the wisdom of coopera-

150 tion with New Deal programs. But, it was difficult to 

counter the obvious effects of success in New Deal programs 

151 

that were operating effectively for all to see. The im

pression was certainly strengthened when state and local 

Democrats pointed out to residents the benefits realized 

from on going projects, such as road building and school 

1 52 
construction. The theme: "Remember . . . What Roose
velt has done for New Mexico." was a difficult campaign 

^*'^Ibid., Sept. 16, 19, 26, 28, 1936, p. 1; Letter 
to Governor from C. G. Staley, Hobbs, Sept. 22, 1936, 
Tingley Papers. 

-'-*̂ The Hobbs News, Oct. 1, 1936, p. 1. 

149ibid. 

-'-̂ Îbid., Oct. 3, 1936, p. 2. 

^^^Ibid., Oct. 6, 1936, p. 1; Oct. 7, 1936, p. 1, 5 

^^^Ibid., Oct. 10, 1936, p. 1. 
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slogan to discredit, especially when New Mexico had pros

pered under the Roosevelt administration. Republicans 

promised to reduce federal appropriations to a minimum; 

the man on the street knew that reduced federal funds meant 

less work projects, relief, and benefits for farmers, stock

men and laborers. Republicans promised to repeal the Social 

Security Act and substitute a dole. In addition, Republi-

153 
cans offered to economize by firing white collar-workers. 

Obviously, the average worker, benefiting from New Deal pro

grams such as Social Security and work projects, was not 

going to vote for a political party that promised to end all 

this social security. Nevertheless, the Lea County GOP 

nominated C. D. Kornegay of Prairieview and Ben Cook of 

Eunice for County Commissioners, Mary Duncan of Tatum for 

County Clerk and James Fairweather of Lovington for County 

Surveyor."""^ Republicans had difficulties arguing against 

an administration that spent close to two billion dollars 

for WPA projects across the nation, with almost eight mil

lion dollars of that sum being spent for WPA projects in 

New Mexico. "'•̂^ Efforts in challenging New Deal accomplish

ments, such as the Social Security Act, were rather limited 

153ibid., p. 3. 

^^*Ibid., Oct. 13, 1936, p. 1 

l^^lbid 
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also, especially when approximately 2,570 New Mexican needy 

men, women and children received relief through the unem

ployment compensation provisions of this act."'"̂ ^ The prob

lems of campaigning against successful Democratic programs 

compounded and increased daily, due to such events as party 

switching by and endorsements by former Republicans. Promi

nent Santa Fean Jose Ortiz y Pino announced: 

I am a Republican. I intend to remain a Republi
can, but this year I am supporting the Democratic 
Ticket and I urge all my friends to follow my ex
ample. . . . We should remember that the Democratic 
administration has been the friend of those in need. 
Now is our chance to show our appreciation for what 
the Democratic administrations in both the state 
and nation have done.l^^ 

Another GOP problem was inadequate, and sometimes 

unfair news coverage of Republican candidates in the local 

paper. Whereas Democrats dominated the headlines, their 

158 opponents received inferior position or page locations. 

Yet, in spite of all the problems encountered by Republi

cans, both statewide and locally, the crucial dilemma of 

Lea County Republicans was their inability to disassociate 

the Democratic Party from the spectacular success of Lea 

159 
County as a result of the oil-boom and federal assistance. 

Oil field activities in this area set records in October 

156ibid., p. 6. 

•"•̂ Îbid., Oct. 15, 1936, pp. 1, 8 

^^^Ibid., Oct. 16, 1936, p. 1. 

-'•̂ Îbid., Oct. 17, 1936, p. 1. 
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of 1936, while local citizens appreciated the fact that 

since Roosevelt took office, the federal government had 

given or loaned to New Mexicans a total of $127,093,971; 

a figure, that on a per capita basis represented 300 dol-

160 

lars for every man, woman and child in the State. Cam

paigning in New Mexico, Governor Landon promised that: 

"Republicans would do all in our power to revive foreign 

trade and purge the New Deal policies of economic nation

alism . . . policies which are dangerous to the American 

people and world peace." Local GOP candidates for County 

office, recognizing the futility of opposing popular Demo

cratic policies, refused to identify themselves as Republi-

cans in their political advertisements. The local con

ditions and prosperity continued to favor the election of 

Democrats. In a news editorial, prominent Boston business

man Edward A. Filene endorsed the President, "As a business

man, I am forced to believe that Roosevelt will bring us to 

unprecedented prosperity." Local editorials expounded on 

the success and virtues of New Dealism, while pointing out 

164 
the fallacies in Republican arguments. 

160ibid., p. 6. 

^^•^Ibid., Oct. 20, 1936, p. 1. 

162ibid., p. 6. 

163ibid., Oct. 21, 1936, p. 5. 

164ibid., Oct. 22, p. 1; Oct. 24, p. 5; Oct. 26, 
p. 1; Oct. 28, p. 4; Oct. 29, pp. 1, 2; Oct. 30, p. 6; 
Oct. 31, pp. 1, 6; NOV. 2, pp. 1, 5; Nov. 3, pp. 1, 3, 6 
1936. 
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Area voters, proud of their booming oil industry, 

undoubtedly considered themselves beneficiaries of New 

, . 165 
Dealism. On election day m 1936, Lea Countians led 

the Democratic landslide throughout the state, sweeping in 

Roosevelt and confirming their support for New Deal poli

cies in this region. In fact. Lea Countians supported the 

Democratic victory by a 7 to 1 margin; a feat that accu

rately reflected the national voting patterns, as Roose

velt swept to re-election nationwide with the largest 

electoral vote in American history. 

Lea Countians demonstrated their overwhelming en

dorsement of Rooseveltian leadership in the election of 

1936. But the price for this leadership had been high. 

Area residents had experienced the ravages of the Depres

sion, a drought, and a classic political power struggle 

like that between the Thomas Hobbes-Alexander Hamilton 

federalists and the John Locke-Thomas Jefferson republi

cans. Local citizens saw the old virtues of autonomy and 

governmental laissez-faire challenged by welfarism and gov

ernmental intervention. Inexorably, Lea Countians recog

nized that government could do something about the circum

stances of the time, that man could control his own insti

tutions, rather than becoming victims of events. Hopefully, 

165ibid., Oct. 24, p. 1; Oct. 27, p. 1; Oct. 29, 
p. 1; Oct. 31, p. 1; NOV. 2, p. 1, 1936. 

^^^Ibid., NOV. 4, 1936, p. 1. 
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community residents joined with New Dealers in experimental 

programs and projects, and found that some of these experi

ments contributed to survival. When faced with the level

ing process brought about by the Depression and the drought. 

Lea Countians realized that cooperation, compromise and 

socialism sometimes provided better results than those 

achieved from competition, confrontation and capitalism. 

Now, the problems of the Depression and the drought 

were lessening, and local citizens must decide what poli

tical direction to travel from there. The old battles 

reflecting those between Hamiltonian federalists and Jef

fersonian republicans continued, but, as always, Americans 

chose neither extreme. Instead, they selected concepts 

from each, practical moderation, in order to survive. 

And Lea Countians, the microcosmic representatives of the 

American macrocosm, slowly, with governmental assistance, 

used individual energies and fortuitous environmental cir

cumstances to recover from the chaos. Now, these people, 

driven by the combination of competitive enterprise and 

government stewardship, resting on an economic cushion of 

potential oil wealth, faced their future. 



CHAPTER V 

SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS 

As pointed out in the prologue, all history is rela

tive—forced by chance, circumstances, events, phenomena and 

the interacting personalities of Homo sapiens into the infi

nite mazes of probabilities. From 1929 through 1936, the 

people of the United States faced the problems created by 

the stock market crash, the Great Depression, a drought 

throughout the southwest and a profound power struggle be

tween the advocates of Thomas Hobbes—^Alexander Hamilton 

federalists and John Locke—Thomas Jefferson republicans. 

A tenacious conflict that traces its historical roots to 

the American Revolution and the birth of early American 

political philosophy. A classic confrontation between 

ruralists and urbanites, democrats and plutocrats, state-

rightists and constitutionalists, agrarians and industri

alists, laissez-faireists and interventionists regarding 

the govering institutions of man and his intrinsic nature. 

Faced with the ravages of the Depression, the 

drought and dichotomous political philosophies. Lea Countians 

such as O. N. Mankin, Lee Robinson, Caswell Neal, L. W. Gay, 

Leroy Brown, Dan Lake, D. C. Berry, Ned Maddox, N. C. Ribble 

and countless others, did their best against overwhelming 

odds. Sometimes winning, often losing, against the "emer

gency of the moment," these individuals, similar to others 
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across the nation, shaped the history, and destiny of their 

area, and thereby the history of their country. And locally 

as in the national development, there was no central pattern, 

no unified plan—there was not time, experience or organiza

tion for that. The New Deal, and many state and local pro

grams, grew out of these emerging and necessary rescue 

actions; and usually. Lea Countians reflected and mirrored 

the prevalent attitudes created by events occurring across 

the country. Therefore, Lea Countians demonstrated that 

they were merely microcosmic representations of macrocosmic 

Americans affected by the phenomena of their times. 

In 1928, Herbert Hoover, the Republican candidate 

for President of the United States, swept to victory nation

ally with 59 per cent of the vote. New Mexicans mirrored 

national trends by voting 59 per cent for Hoover statewide 

and 53 per cent in Lea County. New Mexicans and Lea 

Countians, suffering from the effects of the Depression and 

drought, faced the same problems of unemployment and inse

curity found across the nation. And predictably, as else

where. Lea Countians support for Hoover eroded by 1931, in 

spite of the fact that local residents adhered to the Hoover 

philosophy of rugged individualism and non-intervention by 

government. This doctrine remained as the foundation of 

local relief programs during the initial phase of the 

Depression, since it was encouraged by national and state 

officials. The general opinion, both nationally and 
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locally, was that private industry and initiative would 

solve the problems of the era. Yet, inexorably, the thought 

developed that perhaps government could do something about 

the circumstances of the time, rather than allowing events 

to run their course. A premise that slowly spread across 

the nation and sparked much of the legislation of the New 

Deal. Experimental legislation that resulted in the crea

tion of such New Deal agencies as the CWA, PWA, WPA, AAA, 

NRA and many others. Agencies which helped to offset the 

effects of the Depression, both nationally and locally, 

through the massive utilization of federal projects. 

Although this federalism was affecting the area, 

the Hooverian philosophy of private initiative continued 

its tenacious grip on Lea County. Humble Oil in Hobbs 

adopted Hoover's suggestion to operate on a three shift 

plan in order to provide additional employment. Yet, in 

spite of "splitting the tuber," members of the local Home 

Employment League were unable to provide for the relief 

needs of the community and begged for assistance from any 

source. Faced with massive relief problems, local leaders 

recognized the futility of eliminating numerous economic 

problems created by the Depression without governmental 

assistance. 

The inflammatory growth of discontent, hostility 

and futility found across the country, also developed in 

this area. And, as a result, in 1932 the policies of the 
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Hoover Administration were rejected both nationally and 

locally, as Roosevelt swept to victory across the country 

with 60 per cent of the votes. in New Mexico Roosevelt 

received 63 per cent of the vote, while in Lea County he 

won 90 per cent of the total votes; a pattern that indi

cates New Mexicans accurately reflected the national trend. 

Nevertheless, the Democratic landslide of 1932 did not 

eliminate the lingering problems created by the Depression, 

and Lea Countians, along with other Americans, experienced 

difficulties while trying to meet the emergencies of the 

moment. Local agencies, such as the Greater Hobbs Welfare 

Committee, tried to alleviate relief problems with the 

assistance of federal planning and funds, while demanding 

increased federal aid for local needs. Still, old atti

tudes were firmly entrenched, and state and local officials, 

often in agreement with national leaders, insisted that 

relief recipients earn everything that they received. Dur

ing Hoover's last days in office, the attitudes of the old 

regime prevailed, while the nation tottered on the brink 

of disaster. 

But the nation prevailed, in spite of all the dif

ficulties, and on inauguration day, Roosevelt swiftly im

plemented an emergency banking bill and a national bank 

holiday. New Mexico quickly followed the presidential 

initiative, when Governor Seligman proclaimed a similar 

bank holiday for the state, and Lea County banks closed 
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for the holiday also. However, the old traditions of self-

reliance and initiativeness survived, as local citizens, 

practicing self-help and rugged individualism argued that 

"each community, large and small, must work out its own 

destiny." 

As a result of the national trust placed in the 

Roosevelt Administration, when the bank holiday ended, 

citizens increased their bank deposits, locally and nation

ally. Quickly developing and implementing federal projects 

to assist unemployed workers, the New Dealers encouraged 

optimism in place of apathy and despondency. This confi

dence, developing nationally, was equally reflected in the 

Lea County region also, but, unless federal aid continued, 

the economic chaos would not disappear, either nationally 

or in Lea County. But, most importantly. New Mexicans 

recognizing the vast geographical distances they were from 

Washington, D.C, and contemplating the unusual problems of 

their state as a result of cultural and ethnical differences, 

saw that their state with its great undeveloped natural re

sources had an optimistic future. Under the stress and 

pressures of the Depression and the severe drought in this 

area, local citizens placed less emphasis on self-help or 

local initiatives; instead, there was a growing realization 

that federal assistance might be the only solution to the 

myriad local problems. 
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Helped by this federalism and blessed by the chance 

placement of enormous oil deposits, "building from the 

bottom up," as Roosevelt predicted, began in Lea County 

during 1932. in spite of the philosophical conflicts be

tween the old economic traditions and the new experimenta

tions, local citizens, like their counterparts across the 

nation, demanded increased federal funding for local projects 

such as highways, school construction and public works 

facilities. This competition for federal funds aroused an 

old, tenacious feud between the northern and southern sec

tions of the state in regard to equal apportionment of 

these federal dollars, undoubtedly, a competitiveness for 

federal funds that developed across the nation. A compe

tition encouraged by decreasing employment, cutbacks 

throughout the economy and a reduction in all social bene

fits. The people of the nation were perfectly willing to 

experiment with any proposal that might restore the sta

bility and security of the country. 

The crisis of the Depression and the ravages of the 

drought continued to be the great levelers for this area. 

Faced with these awesome problems. Lea Countians, like 

people elsewhere, implemented policies that emphasized 

compromise and cooperation; policies that permitted lobby

ing for consideration of local oil interests in Washington, 

D.C, and cooperation with near-by neighbors in working to 

obtain federal sponsoring for Highways 16, 18 and 83. The 
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spirit of the New Deal, especially when incorporated with 

the materialism of federal funds, was contagious. It was 

difficult to argue with New Dealers who were responsible 

for developing new programs that produced jobs, confidence 

and self-respect for a formerly disillusioned people. In 

general, the same factors that favored New Dealers nation

ally, influenced local acceptance of New Deal programs; and 

that was the increased employment and security that these 

programs provided in a floundering economy. And of course, 

events occurring nationally influenced the prosperity of 

local development; events such as the NRA oil code pricing, 

which in four months during 1933, advanced the price of 

local crude oil from 30 cents to 84 cents, and greatly 

strengthened the area's economic base. Assistance from 

federal sources continued through such projects as food 

commodities relief, drought relief and the National Re

covery Secondary Highway Project, which provided funding 

for developing a highway between Eunice and Hobbs, a proj

ect which created 120 days of work for local workers at 

wages of 75 cents an hour for skilled labor. At times. 

New Deal policies in this area created paradoxes, as well 

as benefits; for example, the allocation quotas for petro

leum established by the NRA oil codes were intended to 

stabilize the national economy, instead, these codes hurt 

Lea County's economy, with its developing petroleum indus

try. Therefore, local residents banded together to 

y^ 
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vigorously protest pro-rationing as inequitable for this 

area, making their views known to state and national 

officials. 

Yet, in many ways. New Deal programs had been rela

tively slow in reaching the geographically isolated and 

industrially poor New Mexico. New Mexican farmers, af

fected not only by the Depression, but by a long, sizzling 

drought, appreciated such programs as those provided by 

the Agricultural Adjustment Administration (AAA). But, 

the lack of any substantial industry in New Mexico pre

cluded any great effect on the state's economy from the 

early application of the National Industry Recovery Act 

(NIRA). A sparsely populated state with over 60 per cent 

of its population Spanish-speaking, New Mexico faced the 

dilemma of seasonal employment such as cotton and apple 

picking, sheep shearing, and dry farming, in an era of 

economic depression and drought conditions. Without the 

federal assistance provided by the New Dealers, New Mexi

cans undoubtedly would have suffered even more, as a re

sult of unemployment and economic instability. People had 

to be fed; jobs needed to be provided; as a result, govern

ment assistance remained a mainstay throughout the state. 

And, as everywhere, citizens, once on the federal relief 

payrolls, argued, and sometimes demanded, their right to 

this relief. People, accustomed to help in times of 

trouble, become indignant when this aid is withheld or 
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delayed; Lea Countians were no different. 

New Deal programs and politics continued in New 

Mexico, in spite of the fact that in 1933, Governor Selig

man died in office. Now, the death of the Santa Fean, from 

the north, shifted the power of the Governorship to Andrew 

W. Hockenhull from the southeastern region of Clovis. Some 

executive continuity obviously was lost in the transition, 

but in general, the normal sequence of activities remained 

unchanged. The southeastern portion of the state received 

no special priviledges and Governor Hockenhull promised to 

work with the Democratic members of Congress in order to 

obtain public works jobs, drought relief for the eastern 

counties and highway construction projects throughout the 

state. Shortly thereafter. Lea Countians faced another 

hard fact; the Governorship, with all its power and influ

ence passed from the hands of a known southeasterner from 

Clovis, to an unknown northerner from Albuquerque. In 

November of 1934, Clyde Tingley, a Democrat and former 

Albuquerque mayor, became the Governor of New Mexico, with 

the support of 70 per cent of Lea County Democratic voters. 

Although some problems in continuity for New Deal programs 

were suspected by the turn over in executive leadership, 

no evidence was found to substantiate this premise. It 

appears that the effects of New Deal programs in alleviat

ing Depression problems in New Mexico were not significantly 

altered by changes in the Governorship; all the state 
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executives consistently supported New Deal policies and 

programs that benefited New Mexicans. Therefore, federal 

programs under the New Dealers developed without interrup

tion in New Mexico, often, with the whole hearted support 

of local residents, who strongly favored the relatively 

radical concept (for the times) that the government was 

responsible for the social welfare of its citizens. 

By 1934 and 1935, faith in the government had been 

restored; Lea County and other parts of the nation had 

benefited from the policies and programs of the New Dealers. 

The New Deal contributed to job security and prevented 

revolution, while providing a voice for the unorganized 

and forgotten segments of the population. Yet, times, cir

cumstances and events change, and human reactions to the 

necessities of the moment result in inevitable responses 

to the new situations. The problems had changed between 

1933 and 1935, so policies changed too, and men with them. 

By 1935, the momentum of the early New Deal faltered, espe

cially when the Supreme Court invalidated the NRA. Gal

vanized by this Supreme Court decision, the New Dealers 

changed their political direction from a directed to a 

compensated economy. A shift that de-emphasized the cen

trally planned, physically regimented, controlled economy, 

while emphasizing private initiative and decision along 

with compensating government actions to regulate economic 

conditions. 
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As pointed out earlier, again, most people in the 

United States at that time probably did not discern any 

change in the direction of the New Deal or its leaders, in 

fact, most people of the times probably were not interested 

in philosophical theories as a basis for New Deal programs. 

What was really important to people of the day was survival 

from the disasterous effects of the Depression, and if 

federal spending and New Deal programs provided this sur

vival, then everything else was insignificant. It is 

rather doubtful that Lea Countians seriously contemplated 

the philosophical dichotomies of New Deal theories when 

survival and recovery from the Depression was accomplished 

through federal funding and programs. Lea Countians re

mained the microcosmic representative of the American mac

rocosm, as New Deal projects maintained the buoyancy of the 

local citizens. The success of these New Deal programs in 

this area, demonstrated the wisdom of New Deal policies, 

and obviously served as a pragmatic argument for New Deal 

acceptance and advocacy in this area. Local citizens, when 

faced with reductions in this federal aid, quickly appealed 

to higher authorities for restoration of this funding. 

Still, caution in regard to welfare programs re

mained a major tenet in governmental policies, caution, 

encouraged by conservative government officials and citi

zens throughout the nation, who feared losing the histori

cal conflict regarding mankind's intrinsic nature; it was 
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a classic confrontation between the proponents of federal

ism and the advocates of republicanism. A confrontation 

that resulted in a merger of dichotomous philosophies and 

policies which encouraged the development of cooperation 

and interdependence, while, paradoxically advocating the 

traditional virtues of laissez-faire and rugged individual

ism. 

Nevertheless, in spite of all the philosophical 

debates. New Deal programs that provided funds and employ

ment prevailed, because they were needed. For, although 

actual relief case load decreased from 1933 to 1934, in 

New Mexico by 50 per cent; federal aid increased, since 

the evidence suggested that New Deal policies significantly 

lowered that case load. In addition to increased federal 

programs. Lea Countians, as a result of the 1933 Severance 

Tax on oil, received greater financial security from its 

developing oil industry. Because of the New Deal programs 

and the oil tax revenues. Lea Countians had turned the 

corner in 1934 and were recovering from the Depression. 

Federal aid and the oil industry provided the impetus that 

allowed Lea Countians to continue their movement away from 

the plight of the Depression to the prosperity of economic 

growth. And in their new found bountifulness. Lea Count

ians, infused with the traditions of self-sufficiency, com

petitiveness. Social Darwinism and Hobbe's opportunism, no 

different from other Americans struggling for survival. 

^^Ti^^^W5^v. 
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tried to justify a policy of provincialism with the natural 

resources of their area. For Lea Countians, as for all 

Americans, the transition to dependency, cooperation and 

equalitarianism demanded by the times—"in harnessing a 

selfish motive (self-gain, personal profit) for the social 

good"—was difficult, at time impossible, if not influ

enced by the leveling process of the Depression. 

And, in spite of growing prosperity in Lea County 

during 193 5, New Mexicans still needed outside help in 

recovering from the Depression. For in 193 5, two per cent 

of the state's population remained unemployed, while Lea 

County suffered from the unemployment of about one per cent 

of its residents. In a population of slightly over four 

hundred thousand people, over fifty-four thousand New Mexi

cans, or 14 per cent, needed relief aid. State officials 

quickly recognized the inadequacy of state government to 

provide such massive relief, and realized that federal aid 

was crucial for the welfare of its citizens. Therefore, 

New Deal programs remained necessities in helping New Mexi

cans recover from the Depression. 

Now, if 193 5 marked the watershed in New Deal 

thought, then 1936 was the optimum period of New Deal ac

ceptance in Lea County. The New Deal programs inspired 

confidence and expansion by providing funds and direction 

for the projects necessary to stimulate the rapidly, devel

oping oil industry of Lea County. The new development. 

• ^ 
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rising confidence and increased productivity of the Lea 

County oil fields in early 1936 suggested a busy, profit

able year for the petroleum industry, and therefore Lea 

Countians. The largess of New Deal programs combined with 

increased local oil production established 1936 as the year 

in which Lea Countians recovered from the Depression. Ap

parently, New Deal programs were so effective in this area, 

that in May of 1936, the local editor, prophetically pre

dicted a landslide election victory for Roosevelt and the 

New Deal in November. Politically, Lea Countians demon

strated their graditude toward the New Deal and its bene

ficial programs in this area by forming a Lea County branch 

of "Roosevelt Nominators," composed of many prominent local 

citizens. The New Deal and the Roosevelt administration 

had helped New Mexicans, and they appreciated this. In 

return. New Mexicans responded by voting overwhelmingly for 

the Democratic candidates in the election of 1936. Lea 

Countians led the Democratic landslide throughout the state, 

sweeping in Roosevelt and confirming their support for New 

Deal policies in this area. In fact. Lea Countians sup

ported the Democratic victory by a 7 to 1 margin; a feat 

that accurately reflects the national voting patterns, as 

Roosevelt swept to reelection nationwide with the largest 

electoral vote in American history. Area voters, obviously 

proud of their booming oil industry, undoubtedly considered 

themselves beneficiaries of New Dealism. 
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And New Dealers, especially, when contrasted against 

the institutional barriers of their times and social circum

stances, were innovative and daring in developing policies 

and programs to combat the effects of the Depression. To

gether, with countless other Americans, they combined their 

interacting personalities in facing events, chance, circum

stances and the phenomena of the times. Their reactions 

and decisions to these occurrences created the history of 

the nation, the states and the counties. The people of 

Lea County benefited from these reactions and decisions, 

but their history was also affected by the fortuitous cir

cumstances of large oil and gas deposits found in the area. 

Circumstances, which when combined with the individual ef

forts of thousands of enterprising personalities, converted 

this environmental phenomenon into a vast, profitable in

dustry. In 1936 a chance, but auspicious rain fell for 

over twelve days, releasing the area from the ravages of a 

long term drought. Events had shifted, now, local dreamers, 

planners, developers and activists took their environment 

and achieved abundance from it. Encouraged by the innova

tions and experimentations of the New Dealers, Lea Countians 

recognized that man could control his institutions and 

decide his fate. The people of Lea County suffered from 

the Depression, but they survived. Now, driven by the com

bination of competitive enterprise (republicanism) and gov

ernment stewardship (federalism), area citizens, resting on 
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an economic cushion of gas and oil, enjoyed the fresh rain; 

recalled their past; and faced their future. History, with

out grand design or universal motives, is grudingly reduced 

to the tragic-heroic insignificance of infinite probabili

ties effected by events, such as the Depression and the 

long term drought, chance, similar to the gas and oil de

posits of Lea County and the twelve day rain; and the myriad 

judgements of interacting personalities, who, sometimes 

deliberately, often accidentally, influence and effect the 

decisions and directions of their societies. 
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