
BENNETT CHAMP CLARK MISSOURI 

United States Senate 

WASHINGTON, D. C. 

Re: Tom Pendergast 

March 22, 1933. 

PERSONAL & CONFIDENTIAL. 

Hon James A. Reed, Telephone Building, Kansas City, Missouri. 

Dear Senator: 

Yesterday I went down to the Postoffice Department to see Mr. Farley for the purpose of 

making an appointment for the Missouri delegation to talk about the general postoffice 

situation in Missouri. 

After talking to him about two or three other matters, Mr. Farley remarked very casually: 

"It will be all right with you for Mr. Pendergast to control the appointments at Kansas City, 

won’t it?" I replied that except myself Pendergast or nobody else would control the 

appointments at Kansas City and if they did, it would be over my dead body, calling 

attention to the fact that Kansas City appointments included those for the whole Western 

District of Missouri of which Kansas City forms only a part, and not a predominate part at 

that. 

Mr. Farley replied that he felt that the administration owed this to Mr. Pendergast on 

account of his attitude at the Convention. I stated that Pendergast certainly had not 

supported Mr. Roosevelt as he had supposedly been willing to have fist-fights in your 

behalf. Farley replied: "Oh, Pendergast was all right. Was with us all the time. 

Reed had him hog-tied but I saw him every day and he was with us from the start." 

I repeated that this patronage was senatorial patronage and stated to Farley that he was 

putting himself in a pretty position to be ostensibly fighting Tammany and then trying to 

turn Missouri patronage over to Pendergast. Farley finally told me that the President 

himself at Albany had promised this patronage to Pendergast before the convention! 

I repeated my statement that if necessary I would fight the matter out in the open on the 

floor of the Senate and that the administration would be placed in an indefensible 

position by the disclosure of any such deal. I was in a hurry to get up to the Senate and 

Farley had a hundred or more people waiting to see him, and he stated that he would like 



to sit down when he had a little more time and talk the matter out in full. I told him I would 

be very glad to do this of course, but as far as I was concerned no amount of 

conversation would change my position on the question. 

Of couse, I want you to treat this in confidence until the matter had been definitely 

developed. I will let you know of any further developments which may occur. I merely 

thought you would be interested in knowing Mr. Farley’s version of the pre-convention 

affair and of the events at the Convention. 

I have been getting some taste of what you went through with as the result of my vote 

and speech against the abdication of powers of Congress in the Economy Bill. 

Fortunately I knew what I was going into when I did it and it was by no means a surprise 

or shock to me. I have the satisfaction of being thoroughly convinced that I was right and 

of being very sure that any of the men whom I have followed all my life in politics would 

have taken the same course. 

With sincere regards, I am 

Your friend, 

Bennett Clark 

BCC:S. 


